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The House met at 10:30 a.m. and was Last week, the Senate called up H.R. In the past 12 months, Americans

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. DOYLE).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 24, 2009.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MICHAEL F.
DOYLE to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 6, 2009, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 30 minutes and each Mem-
ber, other than the majority and mi-
nority leaders and the minority whip,
limited to 5 minutes.

———

GUN AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS
PUBLIC LANDS MANAGEMENT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. SMITH) for 1 minute.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. I rise today
out of concern for the public lands bill
that we are taking up. We will be tak-
ing up the Senate amendments to H.R.
146. I support the underlying goals of
our Nation’s conservation systems, but
I am concerned about overreaching ac-
tions by the Federal Government nega-
tively affecting the American public.

The original bill, S. 22, combined 170
separate measures—most of which have
never received a committee hearing.

146, an unrelated battlefield preserva-
tion bill, and substituted the text of S.
22. Because we have already passed an
earlier version of H.R. 146, the measure
can be shielded from further amend-
ments. This is unfortunate. There will
be no opportunity to amend this bill.
By sidestepping a legislative process,
we are not making this bill better.

Last week, there was an amendment
that protects hunting and fishing, but
it certainly was silent because it didn’t
need to be vocal at the time on the
right-to-carry provision. But, on March
19, U.S. District Judge Colleen Kollar-
Kotelly single-handedly decided to
block the government’s common sense
policy.

We can do better, Mr. Speaker, and
we should do better.

————

AMERICAN RECOVERY AND
REINVESTMENT ACT OF 2009

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I rise
today to highlight the critical invest-
ments in America made by this Con-
gress and by the Obama administration
through the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009 to turn our
economy around.

We are embroiled in the worst eco-
nomic crisis since the Great Depres-
sion. Our economy remains in a reces-
sion that dates back to December, 2007.
Our gross domestic product decreased
6.2 percent in the fourth quarter of last
year. Housing prices have declined for
24 consecutive months. Unemployment
is at a 2b-year high—and rising.

More than 4.4 million Americans lost
their jobs, including a staggering
651,000 jobs lost last month. In my dis-
trict, one of the wealthiest in the Na-
tion, applications for food stamps in-
creased 79 percent over the previous
year.

have lost 4 years of wealth, upending
the carefully planned retirement strat-
egies for millions of our fellow Ameri-
cans. Over the next 2 years, if we do
nothing, as some propose, our economy
and the American people will suffer an
estimated $2 trillion in lost potential,
lost productivity, and lost earnings.

We know the price of inaction. The
last 8 years left us a dire legacy we
won’t soon forget: Trillions of dollars
of budget surpluses squandered; critical
infrastructure repairs and improve-
ments ignored; alternative energy re-
search and development placed on the
back burner; regulations neutered and
the financial sector allowed to run
amok; poverty ignored and allowed to
grow; middle-class Americans saw their
purchasing power decline dramatically
while a privileged few saw theirs grow
and soar; and millions of jobs and tril-
lions of dollars of economic progress
lost.

Mr. Speaker, we can no longer afford
the inaction of the last 8 years. That’s
why this Congress acted, in concert
with President Obama, to pass the
American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act. It was a bold stroke to put people
back to work and make critical invest-
ments in our Nation’s infrastructure
that have been so neglected in the last
8 years.

We acted to ensure the future pros-
perity of our country. The Recovery
Act will save or create 3.5 million jobs,
including 9,300 in my own district, and
provide needed investment in edu-
cation, energy independence, health
care reform, transportation, infrastruc-
ture, and tax relief for the middle
class.

While no one action we can take will
instantly fix all of our economic trou-
bles, our investments are showing
progress. Thanks to the Recovery Act,
shovel-ready projects throughout the
Nation are breaking ground, putting
people to work planning, constructing,
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and managing these projects. Highway
construction projects nationwide re-
ceive $30 billion, with an additional in-
vestment of $10 billion in transit and
rail projects.

Thanks to the Recovery Act, those
firms that were in fact put out of busi-
ness or had to delay work are now
being put back to work and putting
people back to work repairing and im-
proving roads and bridges, building
schools, modernizing street light sys-
tems and water treatment plants, and
building many other needed but ne-
glected capital projects in my district
and across the Nation. These are real
jobs building real projects that are
helping real Americans.

In the 4 weeks since the legislation
was signed into law, Mr. Speaker, $175
billion has already been allocated, in-
cluding $77 billion for education
throughout the country, $27 billion for
highways, and $15 billion in new Med-
icaid funding badly needed by our
States.

The economic crisis has caused short-
falls for virtually every State and local
government in the Nation. Our State
and municipal governments are among
the country’s largest economic en-
gines, performing everyday functions
that Americans rely on daily, from
public safety, to public health, to local
education, to public libraries.

The Recovery Act provided $563 billion
in State stabilization funding badly
needed by our States that are hem-
orrhaging red ink right now. Specifi-
cally, the investment in education, for
example, will pay immediate long-term
dividends for our economy. Enhanced
educational support includes $40 billion
for local school districts and $21 billion
for higher education, and will create
increasing opportunities to prepare our
children to enter the workforce.

In addition, our investments in edu-
cation are paying off immediately by
stemming the loss of tens of thousands
of jobs for teachers and custodians and
bus drivers and nurse’s aides and teach-
er’s aides all across school districts in
the United States.

One of the primary drivers for eco-
nomic recovery will be our investment
in the technology field as well, Mr.
Speaker. The world is changing and it’s
critical America stay at the forefront.
In order to reduce our reliance on for-
eign oil, we will move towards a clean-
er, greener economy. The stimulus ad-
dresses both of these areas.

The Recovery Act provided $30 billion
to transform our existing energy sys-
tems and $8 billion in weatherization
and energy efficiency funds that will
create 87,000 new jobs weatherizing 2
million households across the United
States.

The cost of health care continues to
rise dramatically, Mr. Speaker, and it’s
incumbent upon us to reduce costs
without harming existing coverage.
The Recovery Act included almost $20
billion to accelerate the switch to
health information technology systems
by doctors and hospitals to modernize
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health care systems. It’s estimated
that this reform ultimately will yield
an annual saving of $77 billion in
health care costs to average Americans
all across the country.

This act is only one piece of the eco-
nomic mosaic, and I know it’s going to
succeed.

—————
TIME BOMBS TICKING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. We have a lot of
controversies here in Washington, D.C.
There’s even controversy over whether
some of us should be legislators or
communicators. But there’s one area
that we all can be policymakers, come
together, make the economy stronger,
and improve the quality of life for all
Americans.

In every congressional office there’s
a copy of the Congressional Quarterly
Weekly. The current issue on page 656
has an article about the EPA dealing
with the Pentagon pollution. I invite
every Member, every legislative direc-
tor, every staff member who’s respon-
sible for dealing with defense or deal-
ing with the environment to pick up
this article and read the two pages.

It illustrates a bigger issue here—not
just a dustup in the last administra-
tion between EPA and the Department
of Defense—but the role that we will
all play with thousands of time bombs
literally ticking in every State and
most of our congressional districts.

It’s embarrassing that we still have
almost 10,000 toxic sites with
unexploded ordnance and military
toxin scattered in every State of the
Union, and 3,449 of these sites are
Superfund sites. Amazingly, 2,600 of
them are formerly used defense sites
that, at the current rate—these are
bases that have been closed—at the
current rate, it will take more than
half a century to get rid of these dan-
gerous elements and return the land to
productive use.

This is not just a serious problem for
every State and almost every commu-
nity. First and foremost, it is a danger
to our military, to their families, and
to their neighbors, having these toxic
and unexploded ordnance lying around.
It also is a serious problem for military
readiness.

One of the reasons that States and
local governments are resisting the ex-
panding training footprint that our
military needs today is because we, the
federal government hasn’t been a very
good neighbor. People don’t know how
long they are going to be left with a
landscape that is littered with explo-
sives and toxic substances.

Three times since I have been in Con-
gress, we have had to pull forest fire-
fighters out of raging flames in the for-
ests because bombs were exploding be-
cause past military training had left
shells behind. There’s a subdivision in
Pennsylvania on a former military site
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that does not have fire service because
they’re afraid that the heat from a fire
will explode a bomb.

This is a problem of military readi-
ness now. It’s also an opportunity—if
we solve this problem—with the tech-
niques and technology that will help us
determine whether it’s a 105-millimeter
shell or it’s a hub cab, can also be used
to make our soldiers safer overseas
from improvised explosive devices. It
will save money in the long run be-
cause as these shells and contaminants
break down and leach into the ground-
water, it will be more expensive to
solve the dangerous pollution in the fu-
ture.

It’s not just a problem of the Depart-
ment of Defense and the Pentagon and
administrations past and present—it’s
a problem for Congress. We have been
missing in action. It’s time for us to
put a reasonable amount of money in
cleaning up these Superfund sites and
getting rid of the unexploded ordnance.

I don’t want to read another story of
where there are children, like those in
San Diego, who found a bomb playing
in a field behind their subdivision. It
exploded killing two of them. News ac-
counts of a bomb washing up on a
beach in Florida or explosives discov-
ered near a school are stories that we
don’t want to hear again.

It’s past time that we own up to our
responsibilities, that we solve the prob-
lem that will help military readiness
today, technology that will save the
lives of our servicemembers overseas,
make our servicemembers at home and
their families and the people who work
with them safer, and meet our respon-
sibilities to the environment. Oh, by
the way. We will put tens of thousands
of people to work cleaning up land and
returning it to productive capacity all
across America.

It’s time that Congress is no longer
missing in action in this serious prob-
lem of military contamination. Look
at the Congressional Quarterly Weekly
that is on your desk, page 6566. Thank
you.

——

DAY 63

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the distinguished mi-
nority leader, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BOEHNER).

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker and my
colleagues, today is day 63 of the
Obama administration and we are still
waiting for something—anything—to
create jobs and to help our economy.

The President says he wants input
from the Republican side of the aisle—
and we are proposing better solutions.
Now it’s time for Democrats to stop
paying lip service to our ideas and ac-
tually work with us to start doing it.

7 1045

During the stimulus debate, we of-
fered a plan that would create twice as
many jobs at half the cost, but the
Democrats passed a bill that included
hundreds of billions of wasteful Wash-
ington spending.
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During the omnibus debate, we of-
fered a plan that would freeze spending
through September 30, but my Demo-
crat colleagues passed a bloated bill
with wasteful spending and some 9,000
earmarks.

Now Republicans are prepared to
offer a better budget solution to create
jobs, rebuild savings, and restore fiscal
sanity here in Washington. The ques-
tion is: Will Democrats work with us?

Unfortunately, the President’s budg-
et spends too much, taxes too much,
and borrows too much from our kids
and grandkids.

The Congressional Budget Office just
last week reported that the President’s
budget is actually $2.3 trillion more
costly than the White House initially
claimed. In fact, his budget adds more
to the debt in the first 6 years than his
43 predecessors have accumulated over
the last 220 years. And his national en-
ergy tax will cost families up to $3,100
more each year.

All of this spending and taxing and
borrowing begs the question: What in
the world is the White House thinking?

President Obama should ask Speaker
PELOSI and Senator REID to delay con-
gressional action on this budget so
that mounting concern on both sides of
the aisle about his budget can be ad-
dressed. I think it is time to get back
to reality. Our Nation is in serious cri-
sis, and we need better solutions than
what Washington has given the Amer-
ican people so far this year, and I and
my Republican colleagues will be offer-
ing them.

————
RESPONDING TO WALL STREET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. SHERMAN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day Wall Street won three great vic-
tories. First, a plan was announced
under which Wall Street puts up 6 per-
cent of the money, assumes 6 percent
of the risk, and takes 50 percent of the
profits.

Second, the Senate announced that it
was going to back burner the proposal
to use the Tax Code to recoup the un-
just enrichment received by certain ex-
ecutives on Wall Street.

And finally, the media continued its
condescending drumbeat in which
speaker after speaker in the media says
the only proper approach is that one
must denounce Wall Street, and then
capitulate to Wall Street. And any of
us who want to actually do anything
that Wall Street disagrees with are
just a bunch of angry peasants with
pitchforks.

Well, let me say, anger is no vice and
gullibility is no virtue, and faith in
Wall Street is not the one true faith.

We have got to be willing to take ac-
tion that Wall Street disagrees with
and to deal with an establishment
press which will then say we are gov-
erning out of anger. I am very angry,
but I am not blinded by my anger. I am
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also not blinded by a gullible faith that
whatever Wall Street does will be in
the national interest.

First, let’s take a look at this pro-
gram where we put up 94 percent of the
cash, Wall Street puts up 6 percent of
the cash, but Wall Street gets 50 per-
cent of the profit. You know with a
deal like that, you could probably get
Wall Street to buy lottery tickets for
$3 a piece. They will put up not $3 a
piece, but 6 percent of the $3, the Fed-
eral taxpayer puts up the rest, and
then the winnings are split 50/560. Even
if the average lottery ticket only pays
out 20 cents for every ticket, that is a
winning investment for Wall Street.

For us to give them half the profit
while they take only 6 percent of the
risk is a massive transfer of wealth
from the American people to the hedge
funds on Wall Street.

Second, let’s look at this issue of bo-
nuses and compensation. Now we
passed a bill in this House last week
that was imperfect. It was imperfect
because it left alone million-dollar-a-
month salaries, and it allowed any of
the big Wall Street firms that were
planning to pay multimillion-dollar bo-
nuses to simply recast their compensa-
tion and call it million-dollar-a-month
salaries, or raise them to $2 million a
month, and the bill we passed would
have no effect.

Third, the bill we passed last week,
while it would deal with the AIG bo-
nuses, did not deal with the Merrill
Lynch bonuses. That is why today—and
I hope to have some additional cospon-
sors before I introduce the bill—but
later today, I will introduce legislation
that will impose an excise tax that
doesn’t look at bonuses separate from
the rest of the compensation package,
but looks at the entire compensation
package. It says if the package is over
half a million dollars a year and you’re
working for a company that would be
in bankruptcy right now if you weren’t
bailed out by the Federal Government,
then in effect you are being paid that
enormous salary with taxpayer dollars
only because the taxpayers came
through and bailed out the company
that is paying you that money. And for
that reason, we are going to insist that
unless you want to face a major tax,
you return to your employer all of
your compensation in excess of half a
million dollars. This is an approach
that I think is fair. It is not punitive.
It is not confiscatory. It simply takes
from executives the huge amount of
compensation that they received only
because the rules of capitalism were
suspended and their companies that
should be in bankruptcy or receiver-
ship are instead operating independent
of receivership and are paying salaries
that exceed what should be paid to an
entity that is dependent upon the Fed-
eral Government.

The bill will also provide that if the
Treasury issues executive compensa-
tion regulations, people will be able to
receive restricted stock without limi-
tation.
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So I look forward to getting addi-
tional cosponsors for my tax bill and
responding to Wall Street logically and
without gullibility.

———————

SECOND AMENDMENT VOTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, for weeks and weeks now,
Democrat leaders in both the House
and Senate have engaged in parliamen-
tary contortions to block every Rep-
resentative in this body of both parties
from being able to offer even one
amendment to the 1,200-page $10 billion
omnibus lands package that contains
over 170 individual bills. Since over 100
of these bills were never voted on in
the House, this giant piece of legisla-
tion needs careful review in a fair and
open process. Yet, fair and open consid-
eration is precisely what Democrat
leaders have denied in this House.

Today, the House Rules Committee
will meet to decide how the most re-
cent Senate-passed omnibus lands bill
will be debated and voted on in this
House, presumably tomorrow. While
there are many areas of this bill that
need improvement, there are several
that rise to a serious level of concern.
Let me cite four of them:

First, addressing prohibitions against
American-made energy on public lands,
prohibitions that would deny job cre-
ation in the energy sector on public
lands;

Second, ensuring our border security
by making certain that provisions of
this bill don’t ban the use of vehicles
and other technology to patrol our bor-
der;

Third, ensuring that public lands
continue to be open to public enjoy-
ment. That includes wheelchair access
for the disabled who would be banned
under this bill, as well as access by
Americans using bicycles and motor-
ized bikes for recreation.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, an area of the
bill that rises to a very high level of
concern after a Federal judge’s ruling
last week, and that is the protection of
Americans’ second amendment gun
rights on public lands.

Specific amendments have been filed
with the Rules Committee to address
each of these issues. Democrat leaders
should now provide the House with a
chance to vote on them. But more spe-
cifically, Mr. Speaker, the House must
act on the omnibus lands bill to imme-
diately protect the second amendment
rights of Americans. Last week, Demo-
crat leaders in the House and Senate
added the Altmire language to the om-
nibus land bill to prevent the Federal
Government from banning hunting and
fishing on certain types of Federal
land. At the time this amendment was
added, the right of Americans to carry
concealed firearms on park lands and
wildlife refuges was in accordance with
State laws, and that was already recog-
nized in Federal regulations.
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However, last Thursday a U.S. Dis-
trict Court judge based in Washington,
D.C. single-handedly decided to block
this second amendment policy. Now
there is a giant hole in the current
Altmire language, and Congress must
fix it. Congress must not allow one
Federal judge to single-handedly deny
Americans their second amendment
rights on Federal land.

I have introduced an amendment,
along with the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. BISHOP) to the omnibus lands bill
that would write into law the very pro-
tections struck down by this lone Fed-
eral judge. The House must vote on
this amendment to repair the big void
in the current Altmire language con-
tained in the omnibus lands bill. There
should be no excuses, no more delays,
no waiting for another day or another
bill. The omnibus lands bill is the best
place to fix what this Federal judge has
done.

If we are going to pass a 1,200-page
bill that dramatically expands Federal
lands in our country, Congress must
protect American second amendment
rights while on these lands. The Con-
stitution and the second amendment
should not be pushed aside by an activ-
ist judge and a complacent Congress.
House leaders must allow a vote on the
Hastings-Bishop amendment to the om-
nibus lands bill to protect the gun
rights of Americans when we take up
this bill presumably tomorrow.

———

2010 BUDGET RESOLUTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) for 56 minutes.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
this week the House Budget Committee
will mark up the concurrent budget
resolution for fiscal year 2010. Over a
month ago, President Obama sub-
mitted a budget plan focusing on eco-
nomic recovery, strategic investments,
and most importantly, fiscal responsi-
bility. At this critical juncture in our
history, President Obama’s budget ad-
dresses the mistakes of the past, makes
much-needed investments in the fu-
ture, and will create a better future for
all Americans.

As we debate the merits of this budg-
et resolution, we must not forget that
President Obama inherited deep defi-
cits and an economic crisis from the
Bush administration. This chart shows
the budget deficit over the years of the
Clinton administration, and what the
Bush administration did to the budget.
The Bush administration left behind a
$1.25 trillion deficit, a high unemploy-
ment rate, and an economy on the
verge of collapse. President Obama
came into office merely 2 months ago,
but he has already successfully pro-
posed the American Recovery and Re-
investment Act which will create or
save 3.5 million jobs.

The President’s budget continues the
path toward economic recovery and fis-
cal responsibility with many necessary
investments in education. The Presi-
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dent’s budget expands access to college
education by making the American Op-
portunity Tax Credit permanent and
indexing Pell grants to keep pace with
inflation and the skyrocketing cost of
college education. The President also
doubles funding for early Head Start
and expands Head Start.

The President’s budget calls for im-
proving and expanding access to health
insurance and lowering the cost of
health care for every American. The
President’s budget includes several
provisions to improve quality and effi-
ciency in the health care system, sav-
ing the American people approximately
$300 billion over the next 10 years. The
President believes that the only way to
rein in the cost of government for the
foreseeable future is to address the
costs associated with health care, and
this budget does that.

The President’s budget also ensures
that the Nation honors and cares for
our veterans when they return home by
increasing funding for the Department
of Veterans Affairs by $25 billion over
the next 5 years. This increased fund-
ing will help the VA reduce their
claims backlog and modernize and im-
prove VA hospitals and facilities.
These investments in the VA will help
address the large influx of new vet-
erans into the VA system from the
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan.
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So, Mr. Speaker, perhaps the most
telling feature of the President’s budg-
et is that it is an honest measure of
where we are and of where we are
going. The Bush administration used
phantom budget tactics to keep the
costs of many expensive measures out
of the budget. Unlike budgets sub-
mitted in the past few years, the
Obama budget honestly includes the
cost of our military operations in Iraq
and Afghanistan and other items that
we know we must pay for and have paid
for every year such as the Medicare
Doctor’s Payment Fix and the Alter-
native Minimum Tax. President
Obama’s budget takes the necessary
steps to put the budget back on a fis-
cally sustainable path once the econ-
omy recovers. The budget proposes to
cut the deficit in half by 2013. Addition-
ally, the President’s budget proposes to
restore the fiscally responsible pay-as-
you-go rules, which were critical in
turning the budget around in the 1990s.

Many may claim that the President’s
budget will cause deficits, but those
who advocate the problems with the
President’s budget fail to remind them-
selves that the policies that they, in
fact, are advocating are the policies
that got us in the ditch we are in
today. What they forget is that this
Nation had to endure 8 years of failed
economic policies, which produced one
of the worst recessions in 70 years, the
worst job growth since the Great De-
pression, an increase in the number of
Americans living in poverty, and an in-
crease in the number of Americans liv-
ing without health insurance.
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Furthermore, the Bush administra-
tion degraded the Federal budget’s con-
dition from healthy to weak, con-
verting a 10-year $5.5 trillion surplus to
more than a $3 trillion deficit—a swing
of more than $9 trillion over 8 years
and an average of over $1 trillion a
year.

Mr. Speaker, these policies have
failed. It is time to turn to the policies
that work. The President’s budget does
just that. As a member of the House
Budget Committee, we look forward to
Wednesday’s markup to ensure that
the congressional budget resolution re-
flects the priorities of the President’s
budget.

———

CONSISTENCY, NOT CHAOS IN OUR
PUBLIC LAND POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. BisHoP) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
am sure we all know the old story of
the newlywed couple whose wife on her
first meal that she prepares of a cooked
ham presents the ham, and the two
ends have been cut off.

When her husband asks why, she
says, ‘I don’t know. That’s the way my
mother did it,” and when the mother-
in-law shows up, they ask why, and she
says, ‘I don’t know. That’s the way my
mother did it,” and when the grand-
mother finally arrives and they ask
why she cut the ends of the ham off,
the grandmother simply says, ‘I have a
small oven. A full ham won’t fit.”

There are many things we do in gov-
ernment that are traditions that are as
totally illogical as cutting the ends of
the ham off. Only in a Federal court in
this United States can we find a special
interest group that can track down a
maverick judge that contends that 8
months of study by the Department of
Interior is, in fact, a last-minute re-
view and because, in January of this
year, the Department of Interior and
the National Park Service finally up-
dated its rules to allow concealed carry
on national parks lands and make it
consistent with our policy of concealed
carry on all public lands.

You see, the national forest does not
prohibit someone with a wvalid con-
cealed carry license from going on pub-
lic lands. The Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, which manages some of our na-
tional parks, does not prohibit a valid
concealed carry permit for going on
their lands. Even President Clinton
gave an executive order saying that
our policies should reflect the State
prerogative and authority. Only the
National Park Service has tried to pro-
hibit that practice, and the National
Park Service is not just things like
Yellowstone. It is virtually impossible,
or at least it will challenge you, to try
to get from Virginia into Washington,
D.C. without either driving or walking
on National Park Service land. You go
in and you go out. There are no signs
to tell you what you were doing, and
indeed, law-abiding citizens have been
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entrapped on park service land, car-
rying a concealed weapon permit,
where if they had gone a couple of
blocks further and had been back in
Virginia, they would have, indeed, been
legal. That is illogical and it is also un-
fair.

What we should do is what the Na-
tional Park Service decided to do in
January and simply say State laws will
be the ruling procedure. If it is legal
for a concealed carry in this State, it is
legal on all lands that are owned and
controlled by the Federal Government,
not just some lands ‘‘yes” and some
lands ‘“‘no.”

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington has an
amendment that should be put on the
bill that will be before us tomorrow to
clarify once again that the policy of
the United States should be consistent
on all of their lands, not on some ‘‘yes”’
and some not on the others. It was an
amendment that would bring respect
back to the policy and the consider-
ation and the study done by the De-
partment of Interior, and it would re-
ject an outstandingly flawed decision
made by a judge that actually creates
chaos rather than solving this par-
ticular problem.

It is important that the Rules Com-
mittee does open up this particular bill
for allowing the Hastings amendment
so that we could actually debate this
issue on the floor, because this is the
proper time; this is the proper vehicle,
and it is the right time for us to have
consistency on our public land policy,
not chaos in our public land policy,
created by a judicial decision.

——

CYBER ATTACKS TO AMERICA’S
NATIONAL SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to discuss a critical national se-
curity challenge and what I believe is
an imminent threat to the safety of
our country. That is cyber attacks.

Computers control everything from
our banking systems to our electric
grid, our military networks to our
businesses and government functions.
Never in the history of the world have
s0 many people had so much access to
ideas, knowledge and skills. However,
increased access also opens up addi-
tional wvulnerabilities that allow our
adversaries to potentially cause cata-
strophic economic and physical harm
to our country. Nation-states, terror-
ists and other actors who seek to harm
our Nation understand that the future
of warfare is through cyber attack.

In recent years, American military
leaders have noted an unfortunate in-
crease in cyber attacks. The vice chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, James
Cartwright, told Congress in March
2007 that America is under widespread
attack right now in cyberspace.

But securing our networks is not
simply the responsibility of the U.S.
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military. Mitigating vulnerabilities in
America’s critical infrastructure net-
works involves the work of a wide vari-
ety of government agencies and pri-
vate-sector entities. Everyone, both in
the public and private sectors, plays a
role in securing cyberspace, and we
must all work together to confront
these threats.

Our Nation has some significant
challenges ahead of us in the cyber se-
curity world. Right now, the United
States is under attack, and quite
frankly, we are losing the battle. I be-
lieve that it is essential that we act
swiftly and boldly to respond to this
threat.

I recently cochaired the CSIS Com-
mission on Cyber Security for the 44th
Presidency. Our goal was to develop
recommendations for a comprehensive
strategy to improve cyber security in
Federal systems and in critical infra-
structure. This commission was made
up of renowned cyber security experts
from across the country, both in and
out of government.

In December 2008, after hundreds of
hours of briefings, of working group
meetings and discussions, we released
our final report proposing a number of
recommendations for the incoming ad-
ministration to consider. Among the
most critical and timely of those rec-
ommendations is the creation of a
comprehensive national security strat-
egy for cyberspace. ‘‘Comprehensive”’
means using all of the tools of U.S.
power in a coordinated fashion: inter-
national engagement and diplomacy,
military strategy and action, economic
policy tools, and the work of the intel-
ligence and law enforcement commu-
nities.

This strategy should begin with a
public statement by the President that
the cyber infrastructure of the United
States is a vital asset for national se-
curity and the economy and that we
will protect it by using all instruments
of our national power. The commission
also recommends that the Nation’s
cyber leadership be housed in the
White House, not in any single agency.

We used the response to nuclear pro-
liferation as a model for how to ap-
proach cyber security. Just as no sin-
gle agency is in charge of nonprolifera-
tion, we recognize that the same is
true for cyber policy.

To coordinate these efforts, we pro-
posed creating a new office for cyber-
space in the executive office of the
President. This office would combine
existing entities and would also work
with the National Security Council in
managing the many aspects of securing
our national networks while protecting
privacy and civil liberties. It is my
hope that the leadership of this new of-
fice will be an assistant reporting di-
rectly to the President.

I am very pleased with President
Obama’s appointment of Melissa
Hathaway to conduct a 60-day inter-
agency review of the Federal cyber se-
curity mission. I think she is very
knowledgeable of the issues sur-
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rounding the CNCI, and I have spoken
with her regularly, encouraging her to
review our critical infrastructure’s de-
fensive posture.

We have so many agencies that share
in overseeing critical infrastructure
protection that many issues fall
through the cracks. This is an area I
believe that we must improve on, and I
look forward to working on legislation
to implement the recommendations of
the commission to ensure that our Na-
tion is protected in cyberspace, and I
certainly look forward to working with
the administration on this important
issue.

————

ECONOMIC CONSEQUENCES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. P1TTs) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, what we do
here in Washington, the policies that
we make, have direct economic con-
sequences on the market, on job cre-
ation or loss, on retirement accounts,
and on the financial security of the
American people.

For example, yesterday, Secretary
Geithner finally released the adminis-
tration’s plan for dealing with the
troubled assets that are dragging down
our banks and that are impeding our
Nation’s economic recovery. The mar-
ket jumped up 500 points.

Now, we still need to do some work
to evaluate exactly how this plan will
work and whether it is the best plan
for the country, but I think this is a
perfect example of how our actions
here in Washington affect Wall Street.

I have a chart here with some data
that I have assembled for the last 30
years, from 1977 to 2009, of market ac-
tivity, and I want to show a broad
trend that we see over that time re-
garding the market’s reaction to gov-
ernment policies:

Here on the top, this yellow line, is
the Dow Jones Industrial Average. You
will see the red and blue panels. The
colors here indicate which party is in
control of Congress. So, where you
have red, that is the control of the
Congress, both the House and Senate,
by Republicans. Where you have blue,
that is the control of the Congress by
the Democrats, both House and Senate.
Where you have these slash/slanted
marks, you have a divided Congress.

From 1977 to 1995, you see the Dow
Jones growing gradually, minimal
growth. You see when it hits the red
panel that it moves sharply up. When
you have, actually, the dot-com col-
lapse and 9/11 and the divided Congress,
you see it goes down. When it hits the
red, it goes sharply up again.

The next chart down below shows
budget deficits from 1977 to 2009. The
bars above represent deficits. The bars
below represent surpluses. Notice
under President Obama that this last
bar, the yellow line, is $1.7562 trillion
for fiscal year 2009. Let me just put
that into perspective. That single def-
icit is more than the previous eight



H3756

deficits under President Bush com-
bined. If I could show you the projected
deficits, they are all trillion-dollar
deficits out for 10 years as far as we
can look.

So I think we need to really question
some of the rhetoric we are hearing
about fiscal responsibility about this
present administration. These deficits
have both immediate and long-term
consequences. The long-term con-
sequences are the debt that we are
leaving to our children. In the more
immediate term, they represent the
eroding of our standing in the world.
They are going to feed inflation and
undermine the value of the dollar.

Last month, I met with a delegation
of Chinese officials. The first question
they asked me was, ‘‘Congressman, is
America abandoning the free market
system?”’

I mean the world is watching us, and
they have expressed some hesitancy
about buying more of our debt. I think,
when we go in the market this year
with $2 trillion or $3 trillion in treas-
uries to fund our budget, it is going to
be harder and harder to find willing
buyers.

When the rest of the world watches
as the U.S. Government takes over pri-
vate businesses, as government spend-
ing grows and as the government
crowds out the private sector and sti-
fles innovation and the entrepreneurial
spirit on which this Nation was found-
ed, we have serious problems. When we
take these kinds of actions and make
these kinds of policies, we are jeopard-
izing our standing in the world and our
future.

How can we be the leader of the free
world with this kind of government
intervention and undermining of the
free market?

I also want to point out here that
there is a good lesson here on this bot-
tom chart. You see these 4 years right
here in a row. That is when the Repub-
licans were in control of Congress and
when President Clinton was in office.
For the first time in years, we balanced
the budget 4 consecutive years in a
row, and we paid down on the public
debt 4 years in a row. Now, Clinton de-
serves some credit, and the Congress
deserves some credit, but we balanced
the budget 4 years in a row.

The lesson here is that real biparti-
sanship works. The phony bipartisan-
ship of wanting us to come in at the
last minute and vote for something
that we did not have any opportunity
to create or to craft in the first place
will not work. Real bipartisanship
works and policies matter, and some
policies help create an environment in
which our economy can thrive.

The government cannot create
wealth. The American people, entre-
preneurs and businesses must do that.
Yet the government can and at times
has implemented flawed policies like
spending too much, taxing too much
and borrowing too much like we are
seeing right now. Those policies have
economic consequences.
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OMNIBUS LANDS BILL THREATENS
SECOND AMENDMENT RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Wyoming (Mrs. LuMMIs) for 3 minutes.

Mrs. LUMMIS. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.

I rise to support the Hastings amend-
ment to the omnibus lands bill. I want
to give you two examples why and they
couldn’t be farther apart and still be in
America.

One is here in Washington, D.C. I had
a friend who worked for the Federal
Government who was getting threat-
ening phone calls from a disgruntled
former employee. She was an older
woman who lived alone and worked for
an agency here in the Federal Govern-
ment. And so she got a concealed weap-
ons permit to protect herself and was
commuting in and out of D.C. to an ad-
jacent State. Having that concealed
weapon would have been illegal under
the new judge’s ruling, which is why
the Hastings amendment to the omni-
bus lands bill needs to be adopted.

Now here is my example from the
West. It is springtime. We’re just start-
ing to fix fence after a long winter that
broke down some of the fences. When
you’re sitting on the ground fixing a
fence and you’re sitting right next to a
rattlesnake, it can be very dis-
concerting. So a number of us carry
weapons while we’re fixing fence. If you
let a weapon be hidden under your
coat, even accidentally, you need a
concealed weapons permit. So some
people get concealed weapons permits
and carry a weapon while they’re fixing
fence. Well, if you happen to be one of
those people who is also driving be-
tween Cody, Wyoming and Jackson,
Wyoming, you’re going to go through
Yellowstone National Park. That is
your commute. And it would be illegal
to have that weapon under this recent
judge’s ruling.

Mr. Speaker, both the Bush and the
Obama administration have pushed for-
ward with a rule to allow the carrying
of concealed weapons on these lands
subject to local State laws. By doing
s0, they bring these public lands in line
with millions of acres of BLM and For-
est Service lands where the application
of local gun laws have guided our pub-
lic land managers well. It took just one
U.S. District Judge to throw that con-
sistency out the window, but this Con-
gress has the opportunity to renew it
should the Democrat leadership in the
House allow just one simple amend-
ment to address the protection of our
second amendment rights. Sadly, they
are refusing to do so, placing the im-
portance of a political win on the pub-
lic lands omnibus bill above the con-
stitutional rights of our citizenry to
keep and bear arms.

I urge the Rules Committee and the
House Democrat leadership to recon-
sider their priorities and to allow us to
protect second amendment rights when
we consider the public lands bill to-
morrow.
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RECORD DEBT, HIGHEST DEFICIT
SINCE WORLD WAR II: BIPAR-
TISAN SAFE COMMISSION IS THE
WAY FORWARD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Last week, the national debt topped
$11 trillion for the first time in history.
On Friday, the Congressional Budget
Office reported that the Federal deficit
will soar past $1.8 trillion this year,
which would be the highest recorded
since World War II, deficits for as far as
the eye can see.

By 2019 the government will be pay-
ing over $800 billion annually just in
interest on the debt, borrowing money
from China and other countries.

Congressman COOPER of Tennessee
and I have introduced the bipartisan
SAFE Commission Act to create a na-
tional commission aimed at addressing
entitlement spending and our national
tax policy with everything on the
table. It’s bipartisan, with exactly 26
Republicans and 26 Democrats joining
as original cosponsors. A similar pro-
posal in the Senate has the support of
Senator KENT CONRAD, chairman of the
Senate Budget Committee, and ranking
member Senator JUDD GREGG.

The commission would force Con-
gress to act on the mountains of debt
under which we are burying our chil-
dren and our grandchildren. Without it,
we will have the same old tired process,
drawing lines in the sand while the tsu-
nami of debt comes crashing over our
shores.

According to a recent Peter Hart/
Public Opinion Strategies survey, 56
percent of registered voters prefer a bi-
partisan commission to the regular
congressional process as the best
means of tackling our growing budget
deficit and national debt. The current
process isn’t working. In other words,
the American people understand we are
in trouble, yet Congress continues to
fiddle while Rome burns. Congress is
made up of parents and grandparents,
yet we seem to be prepared to push all
of the debt we are creating off to our
children and grandchildren.

The American people are experi-
encing a crisis in confidence and they
are worried about our country. When
we gain control of reckless spending,
we will be able to rebuild the economy
and see a brighter and stronger Amer-
ica, stronger for us and stronger for our
children and our grandchildren, to
bring about a renaissance.

How will history judge the 111th Con-
gress if it doesn’t deal with this issue?
Cosponsoring the Cooper-Wolf SAFE
Commission is supporting the bipar-
tisan way forward. If any Member has a
better idea that can honestly pass this
place, then they ought to put it for-
ward. If they can’t, we should pass the
Cooper-Wolf bill.

———

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 21
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

———
0 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BLUMENAUER) at noon.

PRAYER

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

In the great scheme of things, it is
You, Lord God, that can make the dif-
ference. Day by day, we make judg-
ments and casual decisions. They all
add up to a sense of direction. We move
along a path in our personal lives. We
set a path for this Nation. Guide us
every step of the way, Lord.

Representatives in the United States
Congress hold the hopes and perspec-
tives of constituents and bring them to
light on the floor of the House. To
make daily decisions, they take all this
into account, and yet they are ap-
pointed to be the ones to decide what is
of most need for the Nation. Grant
them prudence, patience, and persever-
ance. We ask this calling upon Your
Holy Name, 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
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. GAR-
RETT) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey 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.

—————

ELECTING A MINORITY MEMBER
TO A CERTAIN STANDING COM-
MITTEE

Mrs. McMORRIS RODGERS. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Repub-
lican Conference, I send to the desk a
privileged resolution and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 277

Resolved, That the following member be,
and is hereby, elected to the following stand-
ing committee:

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET—Mr. Latta.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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KEEP TO THE FACTS IN DEBATING
THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

(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, the President has
sent his budget proposal to the Con-
gress, and for the next few weeks we
will debate it, but let’s keep to the
facts in debating it.

There have been partisan attacks
that claim that President Obama’s
budget will raise taxes on small busi-
nesses. In fact, the President’s budget
eliminates the capital gains tax for in-
dividuals on the sale of certain small
business stocks and makes the research
and experimentation tax credit perma-
nent.

These proposals will spur investment
and innovation to help small busi-
nesses. These are the job-creating en-
gines of our economy, and nowhere else
but in California can you see them so
prominently working in this economy
to build those jobs we so desperately
need. Ninety-seven percent of all small
businesses will not see their taxes in-
crease in 2010.

What else is in the budget for small
businesses? Twenty-eight billion dol-
lars in loan guarantees to expand cred-
it availability for small businesses at a
time when it is really needed and sup-
port for the $1.1 billion in direct dis-
aster loans for businesses, homes, and
homeowners.

———

THE CONFIDENTIAL SOURCE AND
THE REPORTER

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, over
the last few years, numerous reporters
in the United States have been subpoe-
naed about their confidential sources.

Law enforcement, namely prosecu-
tors, hear about a story that a news re-
porter covers regarding scandals, cor-
ruption, crime, or coverups, and then
has the reporter subpoenaed to testify
before a grand jury. The purpose of the
grand jury investigation is to find out
who gave such information to the re-
porter, with the goal to bring the con-
fidential source before the grand jury
to testify.

Most States protect journalists from
having to reveal that source. However,
there is no Federal law to shield the
identity of confidential sources. The
protection of the source’s identity is
important because, without such a
guarantee, sources would be fearful of
possible reprisals if they revealed the
information. Thus, the public would
never know about the information.

With a few exceptions, prosecutors
should not depend on reporters and
their sources to root out crime. If whis-
tle-blowers and reporters are protected
by a shield law, the public’s right to
know will be enhanced with the free
flow of information.
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And that’s just the way it is.

——————

COMPREHENSIVE HEALTH CARE
REFORM

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

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I'm
proud of the work Congress and the
President have accomplished in just
over 2 months: Expanded health care
for 11 million children; assistance to
families to maintain their health cov-
erage through COBRA; funds to help
States prevent cuts to Medicaid; and
investments in safe and cost-saving
electronic health record technology.

Some naysayers claim that the Presi-
dent and Congress are doing too much
too soon. But we cannot fix our econ-
omy without fixing our broken health
care system. And that’s why I'm here
today, to mark Cover the Uninsured
Week with a call to action, action to
achieve comprehensive health care re-
form, not next year, not in 4 years, but
this year.

We have over 45 million individuals
who lack health coverage in this coun-
try. Fifty-six billion dollars in unpaid
bills are driving up the cost of insur-
ance for everyone.

Reforming health care will strength-
en our middle class, help businesses
create jobs and be competitive, rebuild
the economy and put our Nation on a
sound financial footing far into the fu-
ture.

Now is the time for comprehensive
health care reform.

——————

THE DEMOCRAT BUDGET
BORROWS TOO MUCH

(Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. During
the last campaign, Hillary Clinton said
that she had a million good ideas. She
probably never thought that she would
be outbid by this new administration
that has a million bad ideas that are
going to cost American taxpayers lit-
erally trillions of dollars.

This current budget spends too much,
taxes too much, and borrows too much.
It spends too much, and it’s coming up
to $2.3 trillion more than the White
House even estimated a short time ago.

It taxes too much because every
hardworking American household
across this country is going to see
their taxes go up by over $3,000. While
they’re struggling with paying their
bills, their taxes will be rising.

It borrows too much because it’s
going to increase the debt on taxpayers
across this country. Right now it
stands at about $35,000 per capita. It’s
going to double in 8 years to around
$70,000.

You know, Americans were voting for
a change. I think at the end they were
really hoping for something better
than this.
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THE RECESSION IS REAL

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

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr.
the recession is real.

In my home State of North Carolina,
we have 100 counties. All of them expe-
rienced an increase in unemployment
during the month of January. Seventy-
two of the 100 counties had a 10 percent
or higher rate of unemployment.
Across my district, 23 counties, we now
have an average unemployment rate of
11.2 percent. The highest county is 15.6
percent. That is unacceptable.

These numbers are staggering, and
people are hurting. We must remember,
Mr. Speaker, that we have met these
challenges before, and we will meet
this challenge now. North Carolina will
benefit from about $6 billion as part of
the stimulus package, which will cre-
ate or save 105,000 much-needed jobs.

I am further encouraged by the ef-
forts to ease the credit squeeze afflict-
ing small businesses by buying up to
$15 billion of securities that are linked
to small business. This is an important
step, Mr. Speaker, in encouraging lend-
ers to make more money available to
entrepreneurs and small businesses.

I encourage the President to con-
tinue with his economic recovery.

———

GYRATION IN THE STOCK MARKET

(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, as you can
see here in this graph, what the Presi-
dent called gyrations of the stock mar-
ket, in February of 2008, a year ago, the
Dow Jones Industrial Average sat at
just 13,000 points.

Just before Congress passed the so-
called rebate check package worth $168
billion of borrowed money, Speaker
PELOSI said, ‘‘This package gets money
into the hands of Americans struggling
to make ends meet . . . and stimulates
our slowing economy.”’

Yet since then, the market has lost
nearly half its value. That’s trillions of
dollars in wealth wiped out in 1 year
from retirement accounts and the sav-
ings of hardworking families across
America.

The rebate package a year ago was
just the first in many attempts to bor-
row and spend our way out of this situ-
ation. Here we have the $300 billion
housing bailout, $200 billion for Fannie
Mae and Freddie Mac, $700 billion in
TARP funds. Look at the drop after
that: $14 billion, auto bailout; $787 bil-
lion, stimulus, before the market
dropped.

Our actions have economic con-
sequences.

Speaker,

WE’VE GOT TO CHANGE THE
COURSE OF THIS NATION
(Mr. PERLMUTTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
listened to my friends on the other side
of the aisle. The problem is they forget,
and they’re kind of revising history.
It’s the Republican President and a Re-
publican Congress that drove this
country into the ditch financially and
economically, and what we’ve got to do
is change the course of this Nation.

That’s what the President is under-
taking to do, by providing small busi-
ness with tax credits, with assistance
as to funding of their particular
projects, because that’s where the real
engine of our economy is—in small
businesses.

So, last week, the President an-
nounced various initiatives to assist
small business to make credit available
to them for their various projects, to
purchase their loans so that they could
go forward, so small banks could make
loans to small businesses.

This President is making available to
95 percent of us tax credits. So for 95
percent of the American public, they
will see their taxes go down.

So my friends on the other side of the
aisle forget the history that brought us
here. The Republican administration,
by giving tax cuts to the wealthiest
while prosecuting a war, put us in a
very difficult position, but we will get
it out by changing the direction of this
Nation.

———

THRUST FOR POWER

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

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, political lib-
erty is founded on economic liberty,
and history teaches that liberties are
attacked during a crisis. The White
House Chief of Staff has said never pass
up an opportunity inside a crisis.

Secretary Geithner wants Congress
to give the executive branch authority
to seize any financial institution in
America. It is an awesome power that
will be quickly abused after just one
Federal Reserve Board vote among all
Presidential appointees. No judge
would rule. No vote of the Congress
would happen. This is a historic lunge

for power.
Americans, remember, it was govern-
ment agencies, Fannie Mae and

Freddie Mac, that caused this crisis. I
am from Chicago, and I know about
government abuse and corruption.

We should reject Geithner’s oppor-
tunistic thrust for control or rue this
Congress when it gave only one branch
of this government such a corruptible
economic authority.

———

WE NEED ALL HANDS ON DECK IN
THESE SERIOUS ECONOMIC TIMES

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, we are
in very serious economic times. Un-
precedented challenges confront this

March 24, 2009

country. It is a time when we need all
hands on deck.

Unfortunately, all we’ve heard from
the other side of the aisle is hyperbole:
we’re spending too much, we’re not
doing this, we’re not doing that. We
need ideas.

The best in America has always come
because of a conflict of ideas, because
of ideas converging and taking the best
and assimilating them into policies
that benefit all Americans. We’re not
getting the help we need from our Re-
publican colleagues. Again, we need all
hands on deck.

Just this Sunday, one of the Repub-
lican Members was on a national talk
show and said our faith in God is going
to get us through this. Well, maybe it
will, but faith in God, as important as
it is, is not an economic policy.

We need the best that America has to
offer from all sides of America. I invite
my Republican colleagues to partici-
pate in this debate and help get us out
of this economic challenge.

———

INTRODUCTION OF H.R. 1111

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

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Speaker, each
year there are two things that can get
in the way of thousands of visitors
seeking the picturesque vistas of Mon-
tana and all that it has to offer: high
energy prices that make the trip too
expensive and a blanket of smoke from
out-of-control wildfires.

I've introduced legislation that
brings some Montana common sense to
those problems by literally harnessing
the energy of a forest fire to generate
electricity.

You see, nature wants to let the fires
burn in order to preserve healthy for-
ests, while man continues to try and
put them out. When we interfere with
nature, we wind up with overgrown for-
ests that burn hotter and longer, wast-
ing a potential renewable energy
source. My bill restores these forests to
a more natural and healthy density,
while using the excess wood to create
biomass energy.

Join me in cosponsoring H.R. 1111 to
reduce the cost of wildfires and the
cost of energy.

———
O 1215

HEALTH CARE MYTH: HEALTH RE-
FORM WILL LIMIT PATIENT
CHOICE

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

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. An-
other health care myth—if we reform
our health care system, patients will
lose choice. Again, this is simply not
true. First, it begs the question: What
choice do patients have today?

In America, we have choice, but too
often it lies not with the doctor or pa-
tient, but with the insurance company.
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Patients are denied physician-pre-
scribed treatment, doctors are denied
reimbursement for necessary care, and
increasingly restrictive networks of
coverage mean restrictive choice for
patients.

A survey of the leading proposals for
reform shows that no one is talking
about limiting patient choice. In fact,
a publicly sponsored plan, with a po-
tential network of millions of Ameri-
cans, would likely have one of the most
robust networks of providers in the
system, since doctors and hospitals
would want and need to have access to
this large pool of patients.

A public plan itself increases patient
choice by allowing families to decide
whether they want to continue with
their private insurance plan or move to
a publicly sponsored plan that might
provide better coverage due to lower
administrative and profit costs.

Health care reform limiting patient
choice? It’s just another myth about
our health care system.

——

STOP JOB-KILLING TAX
INCREASES

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

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, we will
not recover from this recession unless
small business leads the way by grow-
ing jobs. A small business owner from
my district, Paul Robinson of Sterling
Critical Products in Bloomington, was
just in Washington last week. The mes-
sage he has for Congress is that we
need to provide incentives and access
to capital for small business—and we
need to make sure that no job-killing
tax increases are added to their burden.

The $1.4 trillion tax increase that is
on the table in the current budget pro-
posal would drive a stake into the
heart of our Nation’s job creators. The
proposal to raise taxes on asset cre-
ation by 33 percent would dry up badly
needed capital and keep them from cre-
ating jobs.

My constituents are living within
their means and they’re cutting ex-
penses. They expect Washington to do
the same. But this budget spends too
much, it taxes to much, and it borrows
too much.

In these difficult times, we demand
solutions that put people back to work.
Let’s reject these job-killing tax in-
creases and start growing jobs now by
supporting small business owners like
Paul.

——————

UNINSURED WEEK

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

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to call upon the Congress to reform our
health care system. It’s important.
Forty-six million Americans currently
have no health care insurance, yet
health care costs have risen dramati-
cally in years.
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Insurance premiums in California
have risen at a rate more than twice
the rate of inflation, eating up a larger
and larger percentage of household in-
comes. With the recent economic
downturn, far too many families are
losing their employer-based coverage
and unable to afford the cost of health
care on their own.

Like it or not, we taxpayers are pay-
ing for the health care in some of the
most expensive ways possible, through
the emergency room, for those who are
uninsured. Last year, hospitals in my
district provided nearly $200 million in
uncompensated care. Clinics in our
Central Valley alone have provided
care for over 600,000 who have little in-
surance or none at all.

This system cannot and should not
continue. The bottom line is we are
paying for the uninsured today—the 46
million Americans who do not have in-
surance. We ought to do it in a better
way.

Our citizens’ health and our Nation’s
fiscal health depend on meaningful re-
form. Let’s begin that effort.

———
DIALOGUE WITH THE PRESIDENT

(Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Yesterday, Father Jenkins, the
President of my alma mater, Notre
Dame, explained his decision to give
President Obama an honorary degree,
in spite of his opposition to the culture
of life expressed by that university and
the Catholic Church. He explained it as
an invitation to dialogue with the
President. Let us hope so.

Let us hope there is a dialogue on the
President’s support for partial-birth
abortion; on his opposition to the born-
alive baby legislation; on his reversal
of the Mexico City policy; on his sup-
port of Federal funding for embryonic
stem cells where, denouncing it, he
gave the back of the hand to Catholic
moral teaching; and, in vitiating the
Federal regulations guaranteeing the
conscience clause, which is aimed at
Catholic hospitals, doctors, and nurses.

Will this be an invitation to dia-
logue? Will the commencement address
be an opportunity for the President to
question his prior decisions? God only
knows.

———

COVER THE UNINSURED WEEK
WITH A CALL FOR COMPREHEN-
SIVE HEALTH CARE REFORM

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, this is
Cover the Uninsured Week, March 22—
29, and I call for enactment of com-
prehensive health care reform this
year.

Reforming the Nation’s health care
to lower costs, improve quality, in-
crease coverage, and preserve choice is
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a top priority for Congress and the
President. Our Nation’s health care
system, which costs more every year
and leaves more than 45 million citi-
zens uninsured, and millions more
underinsured, is in bad need of reform.
We simply can’t afford to wait any
longer to make the changes necessary
to ensure greater access to quality
health care.

The problem of the uninsured and its
impact on the entire health care sys-
tem continues to grow. The Federal
Government estimates that over 45
million individuals lacked health in-
surance coverage of any Kkind during
the last year, 2008. Approximately $56
billion is in uncompensated care.

We need to change that.

———

PROTECT PROSPERITY

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. My constituents
are tired of Congress spending money
they haven’t made yet for programs
they don’t want. According to the CBO,
total spending in 2009 is going to be
over $4 trillion. The price tag on the
President’s budget is over $3.6 trillion.

Our country can’t afford this budget
because it spends too much, it taxes
too much, and it borrows too much
money on our future.

The CBO predicts that this budget
will push our deficit to 9.6 percent of
GDP in 2010. That’s historical. CBO
predicts that this country will run his-
torically high deficits for the next dec-
ade. The global demand for American
debt will only continue if our economic
policies are sound.

Although we don’t know the limits of
the debt market, this budget is going
to push us into unchartered territory.
As lawmakers, it is our duty to pre-
serve and protect prosperity. If we pass
this budget, we will be abusing the eco-
nomic opportunity for our children and
our grandchildren. What kind of pro-
tection is that?

——————

BREAST CANCER PATIENT
PROTECT ACT OF 2009

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

Ms. DELAURO. An estimated 184,000
cases of invasive breast cancer were di-
agnosed last year. I rise today in sup-
port of every breast cancer patient who
has ever undergone a mastectomy and
then been told by her insurance com-
pany that she has to leave the hospital
in 24 hours or less before she has had
time to recover.

I'm reintroducing the Breast Cancer
Patient Protection Act today. It’s a bi-
partisan bill that overwhelmingly
passed this House last year by a vote of
421-2. Simply, it ensures that after
breast cancer surgery, a woman will
have 48 hours to recuperate in the hos-
pital, no matter which State she lives
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in or what insurance coverage she has.
It does not mandate that the patient
has to stay in the hospital for 48 hours,
but the decision should be made by pa-
tient and doctor and not by an insur-
ance company.

A Lifetime TV petition has been
signed more than 23 million times,
with people directing their stories to
their Web site. We have information
from 50 States.

The last thing any woman should do
at this time is to fight with her insur-
ance company. This should not be ne-
gotiable. Ultimately, that decision
should be up to the patient and her
doctor.

Before this session of Congress is
over, we must take Federal action and
pass the Breast Cancer Patient Protec-
tion Act into law, and take away this
barrier to quality breast cancer care.

——

REWRITING HISTORY

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

Ms. FOXX. I am absolutely amazed
at the ability of my colleagues to bring
to life the novel 1984 by Orwell. They
stand up every day and rewrite history
right here on the floor of the House.

We had 55 straight months of job
growth, which ended in January 2007.
Why? The Democrats took over the
Congress that month. The Democrats
then began spending too much, taxing
too much, and borrowing too much—
and they continue to do that. Their
plans are going to finish off this coun-
try as we know it. Their budget will
grow the Nation’s debt to 82 percent of
the overall economy by 2019—from 41
percent in 2008.

The Democrat budget doubles the
share of the debt on every family in
America. The current debt per capita is
roughly $35,000. Under the Democrat
budget, this will rise to $70,000 in only
8 years.

Despite the Democrats’ claim, their
budget plans for deficits through 2019
are actually higher than any year be-
fore President Obama took office.

————

ONE ROAD TO ECONOMIC
PROSPERITY

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

Mr. COHEN. The American public
wants to see bipartisanship and they
want to see Democrats and Repub-
licans work together. This is my sec-
ond Congress I have served in, and it’s
disappointing to me to see a new Presi-
dent—who was elected with over-
whelming numbers and overwhelming
support—not get bipartisan support
and help on his efforts.

I don’t agree with President Obama
on everything that he is trying to do to
get us out of the economic morass that
the Republican Congress and the pre-
vious President and Vice President left
us in. But I support our President be-
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cause I know we have one executive au-
thority and one Treasury Department
that needs to have a direction to get us
on the road to prosperity.

It is disappointing that people just
criticize, criticize, criticize. The fact is
we need to spend to stimulate this
economy and we need a recovery pack-
age as well as a reinvestment package
to get this economy moving, and that’s
what is being offered. It’s being geared
toward the middle class that’s being
forgotten.

On the other side, they talk about
preserving prosperity for our children
and our grandchildren. Most people in
this country—95 percent—don’t have
prosperity, and they need help. The
Democratic budget will help them with
health care, jobs, and education.

———

HONORING PRIVATE JASON
WATSON

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

Mr. FLEMING. I would like to take
this privileged opportunity to honor
and celebrate the life of Private Jason
Watson. Private Watson is from Many,
Louisiana, and recently died in Afghan-
istan.

Private Watson gave that last full
measure of devotion to defend our free-
dom, and his death is a reminder of the
cost of our liberty. Remember that it’s
not the Congressman and it’s not the
reporter who guarantee freedom of
speech, it’s the uniformed servicemem-
bers working every day.

He proudly defended America so that
we may never experience the horror of
another terrorist attack on our home
soil. While little will comfort the pain
his family feels at this time, I want to
thank them on behalf of our country, a
grateful country, and let them know
that their family will be in our pray-
ers.

Private Jason Watson died a hero. I
challenge my colleagues to remember
our role here in Congress to make re-
sponsible decisions to protect the lives
of Americans and to uphold the values
and the pillars of freedom this brave
young man died for.

HONORING THE LONG BEACH
MUNICIPAL BAND

(Ms. RICHARDSON asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today as the daughter of a musi-
cian to honor the Long Beach Munic-
ipal Band on their 100-year anniver-
sary. On March 14, 1909, under the di-
rection of E. Harry Willey, the Long
Beach Municipal Band gave its first
performance at the Bath House Band
Shell on the Pine Avenue Pier.

In particular, what I want to say
about the band is, following a 6.25 mag-
nitude earthquake in March of 1933
that almost destroyed an entire city, it
was the band that remained and played
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to encourage the families who were left
in shelters and in nearby parks.

Since that time, the Long Beach Mu-
nicipal Band has gone on to perform
57,000 concerts, over 1 million pieces of
music. Also, it’s known as the longest
running, municipally supported band in
our country.

Please applaud our great city that
has made an investment—the second-
largest city in the largest county in
this Nation—to remember that art is a
part of music, and it’s a part of this
country.

———
0 1230

NOT LOOKING FOR A BAILOUT,
JUST A FAIR SHAKE

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. It
has been 68 days, Mr. Speaker, since
the United States Forest Service ap-
proved a notice to proceed with oil and
gas production on the Allegheny Na-
tional Forest.

Why is this cause for concern? Well,
we are talking about a relationship be-
tween the Forest Service and private
landowners that has existed for 86
years without a disruption of this mag-
nitude. We are talking about jobs.
Without permits to proceed, companies
continue to lay off employees, and the
local economy suffers.

Take Michael Hale’s company, for ex-
ample, a constituent of mine from
Bradford, Pennsylvania, who recently
wrote:

‘““As an owner of an excavating com-
pany during tough difficult times, I am
discouraged by the recent actions by
the Forest Service in delaying proc-
essing of notices to proceed for oil and
gas extraction in the Allegheny Na-
tional Forest.

“For the first time in our 26-year his-
tory, we have had to make adjustments
to our workforce due to an inability to
work. Currently, 35 percent of our field
workers have been laid off and the re-
maining workers have had their hours
reduced by 25 percent.

‘“We are not asking for a handout or
a bailout of any kind, we just want to
be able to work.”

It’s companies like Michael Hale’s
that are the fabric which holds this
economy and many of our rural com-
munities together. They’re not looking
for a bailout, just a fair shake.

——————

THE DEMOCRAT BUDGET SPENDS
TOO MUCH, BORROWS TOO MUCH,
AND TAXES TOO MUCH

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the
Democrat budget spends too much, bor-
rows too much, and taxes too much.
But spending and taxes has never been
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a problem for Speaker PELOSI and this
Congress.

Take the latest boondoggle in the
stimulus bill—$3 million for the city of
Georgetown and Adams Morgan, upper
income neighborhoods of Washington,
DC, so that they can do, what? Install
bike racks and buy 400 new bicycles for
these poor yuppie elitist residents
there, many of them who make six-
digit incomes.

Now, to my knowledge, the Speaker
pro tempore and I are the only Mem-
bers of Congress who regularly ride
bikes to work. I am glad. He’s got a
great bike. Mine isn’t quite as nice, but
I think it is a good bike. But we paid
for them with our own money.

Why should the Federal Government
have a bicycle program? Why are we
going out to two of the wealthiest
neighborhoods in Washington, DC and
saying, hey, we are going to buy bicy-
cles for you people? That is ridiculous,
and that is part of the reason that we
need to reject the Democrat budget. It
spends too much, taxes too much, and
borrows too much.

———

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.

———

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY COMPONENT PRIVACY
OFFICER ACT OF 2009

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1617) to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to provide for a pri-
vacy official within each component of
the Department of Homeland Security,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1617

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department
of Homeland Security Component Privacy
Officer Act of 2009”.

SEC. 2. ESTABLISHMENT OF PRIVACY OFFICIAL
WITHIN EACH COMPONENT OF DE-
PARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECU-
RITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle C of title II of
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C.
141 et seq.) is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 222 the following new section:

“SEC. 222A. PRIVACY OFFICIALS.

‘‘(a) DESIGNATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For each component of
the Department under paragraph (2), the
Secretary shall, in consultation with the
head of the component, designate a full-time
privacy official, who shall report directly to
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the senior official appointed under section
222. Each such component privacy official
shall have primary responsibility for its
component in implementing the privacy pol-
icy for the Department established by the
senior official appointed under section 222.

‘“(2) COMPONENTS.—The components of the
Department referred to in this subparagraph
are as follows:

‘“(A) The Transportation Security Admin-
istration.

‘“(B) The Bureau of Citizenship and Immi-
gration Services.

‘“(C) Customs and Border Protection.

‘(D) Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment.

‘‘(E) The Federal Emergency Management
Agency.

“(F) The Coast Guard.

‘“(G) The Directorate of Science and Tech-
nology.

‘‘(H) The Office of Intelligence and Anal-
ysis.

‘“(I) The Directorate for National Protec-
tion and Programs.

‘“(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—Each privacy offi-
cial designated under subsection (a) shall re-
port directly to both the head of the offi-
cial’s component and the senior official ap-
pointed under section 222, and shall have the
following responsibilities with respect to the
component:

‘(1) Serve as such senior official’s main
point of contact at the component to imple-
ment the polices and directives of such sen-
ior official in carrying out section 222.

‘“(2) Advise the head of that component on
privacy considerations when any law, regula-
tion, program, policy, procedure, or guide-
line is proposed, developed, or implemented.

““(3) Assure that the use of technologies by
the component sustain or enhance privacy
protections relating to the use, collection,
and disclosure of personal information with-
in the component.

‘“(4) Identify privacy issues related to com-
ponent programs and apply appropriate pri-
vacy policies in accordance with Federal pri-
vacy law and Departmental policies devel-
oped to ensure that the component protects
the privacy of individuals affected by its ac-
tivities.

‘“(6) Monitor the component’s compliance
with all applicable Federal privacy laws and
regulations, implement corrective, remedial,
and preventive actions and notify the senior
official appointed under section 222 of pri-
vacy issues or non-compliance, whenever
necessary.

‘“(6) Ensure that personal information con-
tained in Privacy Act systems of records is
handled in full compliance with section 552a
of title 5, United States Code.

‘“(7) Assist in drafting and reviewing pri-
vacy impact assessments, privacy threshold
assessments, and system of records notices,
in conjunction with and under the direction
of the senior official appointed under section
222, for any new or substantially changed
program or technology that collects, main-
tains, or disseminates personally identifiable
information within the official’s component.

‘“(8) Assist in drafting and reviewing pri-
vacy impact assessments, privacy threshold
assessments, and system of records notices
in conjunction with and under the direction
of the senior official appointed under section
222, for proposed rulemakings and regula-
tions within the component.

“(9) Conduct supervision of programs, reg-
ulations, policies, procedures, or guidelines
to ensure the component’s protection of pri-
vacy and, as necessary, promulgate guide-
lines and conduct oversight to ensure the
protection of privacy.

“(10) Implement and monitor privacy
training for component employees and con-

H3761

tractors in coordination with the senior offi-
cial appointed under section 222.

‘‘(11) Provide the senior official appointed
under section 222 with written materials and
information regarding the relevant activities
of the component, including privacy viola-
tions and abuse, that are needed by the sen-
ior official to successfully prepare the re-
ports the senior official submits to Congress
and prepares on behalf of the Department.

‘(12) Any other responsibilities assigned by
the Secretary or the senior official appointed
under section 222.

“(c) ROLE OF COMPONENT HEADS.—The head
of a component identified in subsection (a)(2)
shall ensure that the privacy official des-
ignated under subsection (a) for that compo-
nent—

‘(1) has the information, material, and re-
sources necessary to fulfill the responsibil-
ities of such official under this section;

‘(2) is advised of proposed policy changes
and the development of new programs, rules,
regulations, procedures, or guidelines during
the planning stage and is included in the de-
cisionmaking process; and

‘(3) is given access to material and per-
sonnel the privacy official deems necessary
to carry out the official’s responsibilities.

“(d) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this section
shall be considered to abrogate the role and
responsibilities of the senior official ap-
pointed under section 222.”°.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents in section 1(b) of such Act is
amended by inserting after the item related
to section 222 the following new item:

“Sec. 222A. Privacy officials.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. CARNEY) and the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous materials
on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I might consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 1617, the De-
partment of Homeland Security Com-
ponent Privacy Officer Act of 2009. This
legislation will give the Department of
Homeland Security the resources it
needs to accurately assess how its pro-
grams will impact the privacy of Amer-
icans.

The Department’s Chief Privacy Offi-
cer was the first ever statutorily cre-
ated Federal privacy officer. The goal
when establishing this office was for it
to serve as the gold standard for other
Federal agencies as they sought to ful-
fill their missions, while ensuring that
privacy was protected.

Building on the original intent of the
privacy officer, this bill would make
the Department the first Federal agen-
cy with statutorily created privacy of-
ficers in its component agencies. This
will put the Department at the fore-
front of individual privacy protection
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and will expedite privacy impact as-
sessments awaiting completion and ap-
proval at the Department of Homeland
Security.

The bill arose from a Government
Accountability Office study, internal
discussions with the Department’s Of-
fice of Privacy, and publications re-
leased by the DHS Chief Privacy Offi-
cer.

The act requires the Component Pri-
vacy Officers to, among other things:
Serve as the main point of contact be-
tween their component head and the
DHS Chief Privacy Officer; draft and
review Privacy Impact Assessments
and Federal Register notices published
by their component; monitor the com-
ponent’s compliance with all applicable
Federal privacy laws and regulations;
and conduct supervision of programs,
regulations, policies, procedures, or
guidelines to ensure the component’s
protection of privacy.

The presence of a full-time Compo-
nent Privacy Officer would ensure that
privacy considerations are integrated
into the decision-making process at
each of the DHS’s components.

This body approved this common-
sense measure during the previous Con-
gress, and I urge my colleagues to con-
tinue to support this much-needed leg-
islation so that DHS can effectively
protect everyone’s right to privacy.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

I rise today in support of H.R. 1617,
the Department of Homeland Security
Component Privacy Officer Act of 2009.
Introduced by my committee col-
league, CHRIS CARNEY, this bill is iden-
tical to H.R. 5170, which passed the
House by voice vote last summer.

H.R. 1617 directs the Secretary of
Homeland Security to designate a pri-
vacy officer in each of the Depart-
ment’s components, including the
Transportation Security Administra-
tion, the Citizenship and Immigration
Services, the Immigration and Customs
Enforcement, FEMA, Customs and Bor-
der Protection, the Coast Guard, the
Office of Intelligence and Analysis, the
Science and Technology Directorate,
and the National Protection and Pro-
grams Directorate.

Each of these privacy officers would
be responsible for implementing the
Department’s privacy policy at the
component level and would report di-
rectly to both the component head and
the Department’s Chief Privacy Offi-
cer.

We can all agree on the importance
of ensuring privacy issues are consid-
ered and addressed when the Depart-
ment’s programs are developed and im-
plemented. That is why I am pleased
that the Department, under former
Secretary Chertoff’s leadership, has al-
ready taken the steps to establish pri-
vacy officers at the component level.
The bill we are considering today will
further strengthen these positions by
statutorily mandating them and their
roles and responsibilities.
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I hope the committee will work to
craft an authorization bill for the De-
partment this year to address issues
such as this one and to ensure the De-
partment has all the necessary tools to
achieve its vital mission. I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 1617.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close after the gentleman
closes.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) 3
minutes.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CARNEY) for offering this
very important suspension.

As the gentleman knows, I am also
on the Homeland Security Committee,
and feel as though there is no greater
responsibility of this body than to pro-
tect the homeland. But, Mr. Speaker,
protecting the homeland doesn’t begin
and end with creating privacy officers
in the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. It is also our responsibility as
Members of Congress to protect the
economic security of the homeland.
Governing in a fiscally responsible
manner is one way to ensure that the
citizens of this country are economi-
cally secure.

I would note, Mr. Speaker, that the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CARNEY) who brought forth this sus-
pension has voted for both the $1 tril-
lion stimulus which included a secret
provision to allow the AIG bonuses to
go forward, and a $410 billion omnibus
spending bill which contained nearly
9,000 earmarks. That is nearly $2 tril-
lion of added debt that the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CARNEY) and
his Democratic colleagues voted to
place on our children and our grand-
children.

Mr. Speaker, next week we will have
another opportunity to vote up or down
on massive deficit spending. The Demo-
cratic budget will add trillions more of
spending to the national debt and to
the families of this country.

Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gen-
tleman, Mr. CARNEY, if he intends to
vote for next week’s budget which runs
contrary to the security of this coun-
try?

I yield to the gentleman, if he would
care to respond.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, on the
matter under consideration, I believe
in the privacy that we are after.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
it is unfortunate that the gentleman
from Pennsylvania will not share his
intentions with the American people. I
think we should all be transparent
about our votes here in Congress.

In 8 years, American families will ei-
ther be on the hook for $70,000 apiece,
or they won’t. If you vote ‘‘yes’ on this
budget, you intend to put $70,000 of
debt on each family in this country. If
you vote ‘“‘no’’ on the budget, you don’t
intend to put that burden on families.
I hope we all keep that in mind as we
prepare to vote on the Democratic
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budget next week. I believe that this
budget is fiscally irresponsible.

Mr. CARNEY. I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I urge my colleagues
to pass H.R. 1617, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. CARNEY. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, public trust in the De-
partment’s ability to protect personal
privacy rights is abysmally low. The
last administration’s habit of bringing
in the privacy office at the 11th hour is
not the proper way to blend in the pri-
vacy protections and appropriate safe-
guards before policies and programs are
under way.

Although we trust the new adminis-
tration to do better, we must also ac-
knowledge that privacy protections
have to begin at the component level.

This bill will provide each Depart-
ment of Homeland Security component
that handles personally identifiable in-
formation with its own privacy officer
that will report up to both its compo-
nent head and to DHS headquarters.
Further, the bill will balance the need
for greater accountability of privacy
rights associated with personally iden-
tifiable information while enhancing
the safety of our Nation. I therefore
urge my colleagues to support this
measure.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise today in support of H.R. 1617, the
Department of Homeland Security Component
Privacy Officer Act of 2009.

The Department’s Chief Privacy Officer has
the distinction of being the first-ever statutorily-
created Federal Privacy Officer.

Along those same lines, this bill, introduced
by Representative CARNEY, the Chairman of
our Management Subcommittee, would make
DHS the first Federal agency to have statu-
torily-required privacy officers in all its major
component agencies.

To be effective, privacy officers need to be
where the action is happening, not waiting for
notice after key decisions have already been
made.

However, currently, if the Department’s
Chief Privacy Officer needs information con-
cerning programs and policies that impact pri-
vacy rights, he has to go through the head of
the relevant component.

Sometimes this information is shared, some-
times it is not.

When it is not, we have seen major privacy
missteps, wasted Federal tax dollars, and
even cancelled programs.

Under this bill, the Transportation Security
Administration, Customs and Border Protec-
tion, Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
FEMA, and Coast Guard are among the key
components that would receive a privacy offi-
cer.

Placing Privacy Officers in these key com-
ponent agencies is the first step in ensuring
that privacy protections are in place at the be-
ginning of the policymaking process.

This bill was informed by an investigation by
the Government Accountability Office, internal
discussions with the Department’'s Office of
Privacy, and publications released by the DHS
Chief Privacy Officer.

Moreover, this legislation was approved
overwhelmingly by voice vote when consid-
ered by the House in the 110th Congress.
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| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this legislation that will help ensure the
effective operations of the Department of
Homeland Security.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in full support of H.R. 1617, legislation
that will greatly enhance the security of the
Department of Homeland Security, thereby
making our nation safer. | wish to recognize
my colleague, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, CHRISTOPHER CARNEY, for his work on
this bill. In addition, | would like to thank the
Chairman of the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity, BENNIE THOMPSON for his continued
leadership in making our nation as safe as
possible.

This bill amends Subtitle C of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002, mandating a full-time pri-
vacy official within each part of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. The privacy offi-
cial will act under the direction of the senior
appointed official of the Department of Home-
land Security. The privacy official will work
within the following components:

The Transportation Security Administration.

The Bureau of Citizenship and Immigration
Services.

Customs and Border Protection.

Immigration and Customs Enforcement.

The Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy.
The Coast Guard.

The Directorate of Science and Technology.
The Office of Intelligence and Analysis.

The Directorate for National Protection and
Programs.

The privacy official will be the senior offi-
cial's eyes and ears regarding matters of pri-
vacy and matters that are within the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s jurisdiction.

The bill requires the new component privacy
officials to monitor the Department of Home-
land Security’s component’s compliance with
all applicable federal privacy laws and regula-
tions, implement corrective or preventative ac-
tions, and notify the senior privacy official for
the department.

The privacy component officials would assist
in drafting and reviewing privacy impact as-
sessments, privacy threshold assessments,
and the system of records notices, for any
new or changed program or technology that
collects, maintains, or disseminates personally
identifiable information within their compo-
nents, or for proposed rulemakings and regu-
lations within their components. The level of
hands-on involvement gives me confidence
that the privacy officers in the various divisions
will be able to perform their jobs effectively.

The privacy component officials would be
required to conduct supervision of programs or
procedures, to ensure protection of privacy, as
well as implement and monitor privacy training
for employees and contractors. The privacy of-
ficials would provide the senior privacy official
with written materials and information regard-
ing the relevant activities of the component, in-
cluding privacy violations or abuse, that the
senior official needs to prepare reports for
Congress. These are protective measures
which could be deemed intrusive, but that is
exactly what we want from our privacy offi-
cials. A hallmark of the new administration is
transparency in government. | believe that as
the American people see more of what we do
in Congress their confidence in government.

Any other responsibilities could be assigned
by the Secretary of the Department of Home-
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land Security or the senior privacy official for
the Department. Nothing in the bill should be
considered to abolish the role and responsibil-
ities of the senior privacy official, or diminish
their capacity within the Department of Home-
land Security framework.

This is an important job and my wish is that
the new appointees are put in place in regular
order and fashion so that they can get on with
the job of protecting our homeland.

Mr. CARNEY. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CARNEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1617.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. CARNEY. 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.

———

MARITIME BIOMETRIC
IDENTIFICATION PROGRAM

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1148) to require the Secretary of
Homeland Security to conduct a pro-
gram in the maritime environment for
the mobile biometric identification of
suspected individuals, including terror-
ists, to enhance border security.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1148

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. MARITIME BIOMETRIC IDENTIFICA-
TION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall
conduct, in the maritime environment, a
program for the mobile biometric identifica-
tion of suspected individuals, including ter-
rorists, to enhance border security and for
other purposes.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary shall
ensure the program described in subsection
(a) is coordinated with other biometric iden-
tification programs within the Department
of Homeland Security.

(c) CoST ANALYSIS.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee
on Appropriations and the Committee on
Homeland Security of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Appro-
priations and the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs of the
Senate an analysis of the cost of expanding
the Department’s biometric identification
capabilities for use by departmental mari-
time assets considered appropriate by the
Secretary. The analysis may include a tiered
plan for the deployment of the program de-
scribed in subsection (a) that gives priority
to vessels and units more likely to encounter
individuals suspected of making unlawful
border crossings through the maritime envi-
ronment.
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(d) DEFINITION.—For the purposes of this
section, the term ‘‘biometric identification”
means the use of fingerprint and digital pho-
tography images.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. CARNEY) and the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include therein extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CARNEY. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1148, a bill that will enhance
the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s ability to execute its border se-
curity mission in the maritime envi-
ronment.

The U.S. coastline extends over 95,000
miles, and every day illegal immi-
grants and potential terrorists attempt
to bypass the Department of Homeland
Security watchdogs—the Coast Guard
and Customs and Border Protection—in
their efforts to sneak into the United
States. Many of these individuals have
already been convicted of felonies in
the United States, and many more are
wanted by U.S. law enforcement on
outstanding warrants for felonies and
other dangerous crimes.

As the lead Federal agency charged
with border security, it is DHS’s mis-
sion to keep dangerous people out of
our country. H.R. 1148 authorizes DHS
to use technology that has been suc-
cessfully piloted by the Coast Guard
and the US-VISIT program since No-
vember of 2006 to identify dangerous
people before they cross our borders
and to better coordinate prosecution
with Federal law enforcement agen-
cies.
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For example, as of March 3, 2009, the
department has collected biometric in-
formation from 2,455 individuals inter-
dicted in the Mona Pass, a 90-mile
stretch of water in the Caribbean be-
tween Puerto Rico and the Dominican
Republic.

DHS uses satellite technology to im-
mediately compare the individual’s fin-
gerprints against the US-VISIT data-
bases, which includes information
about wanted criminals, immigration
violators, and those who have pre-
viously encountered government au-
thorities. Of these nearly 2,500 individ-
uals who have been checked, almost 600
people have been found to have out-
standing wants and warrants in the
United States.

To date, Federal prosecutors have
successfully prosecuted 271, or 45 per-
cent, of the matched individuals. As a
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result, migrant flow in the Mona Pass
has been reduced by 75 percent since
November 17, 2006.

I would like to note that my col-
league on the Management, Investiga-
tions and Oversight Subcommittee,
Representative BILIRAKIS, had already
an identical bill in the 110th Congress.
And I was pleased to support his home-
land security measure that passed the
House by a vote of 394-3, with one
Member voting present.

I urge my fellow Members to vote for
this bill, one which gives the Secretary
of Homeland Security the tools she
needs to secure our Nation’s maritime
border.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I yield myself, Mr.
Speaker, as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 1148 which I introduced earlier
this year. This bill directs the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to con-
duct a cost analysis and determine the
most appropriate places to expand
upon a successful pilot program con-
ducted by the Coast Guard that col-
lects biometric information on illegal
aliens interdicted at sea. This tool, as
used by the Coast Guard, has made a
measurable impact on our border secu-
rity and could be used by other DHS
components with assets in the mari-
time environment, such as Customs
and Border Protection. The expansion
of this program will further enhance
the Department’s efforts to secure our
borders.

The February 3 episode of Homeland
Security U.S.A. showed the Coast
Guard using this technology at sea
when it rescued a boat full of illegal
aliens attempting to make it from the
Dominican Republic to Puerto Rico. As
a result of the use of these biometrics,
the Coast Guard was able to identify
and detain 10 individuals with criminal
records in the United States, including
a repeat human smuggler who was
wanted by Customs and Border Protec-
tion. This episode illustrated the use of
biometrics at sea and on land. It
works. In fact, the Coast Guard has re-
ported that illegal migration in the
Mona Pass, the narrow body of water
between the Dominican Republic and
Puerto Rico, has been reduced by 75
percent as a result of the biometrics
program.

Since the beginning of the Coast
Guard’s biometrics pilot in the Carib-
bean in November, 2006, the Coast
Guard has collected biometric data
from 2,455 migrants using handheld
scanners. This has resulted in the iden-
tification of 598 individuals with crimi-
nal records, and the U.S. Attorney’s Of-
fice in San Juan, Puerto Rico, has
prosecuted 271 individuals for viola-
tions of U.S. law, with a 100 percent
conviction rate.

We have seen the success of this pilot
program. It ensures that individuals
attempting to enter the United States
illegally by sea that have criminal
records will not simply be returned to
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their homelands. They will be detained
so they cannot attempt to enter the
U.S. again.

It is now time for the Department to
determine the best and most effective
manner to expand this program to en-
hance border security. I hope the De-
partment will deploy this program in
the most risk-based, cost-efficient
manner possible consistent with the
current appropriations of the Coast
Guard and other DHS components. I
also look forward to expanding the ap-
propriations for this program. And I
urge my colleagues to join me in this
effort.

This is the third time that the House
is considering legislation to authorize
this program. An amendment I offered
to the Coast Guard Authorization Act
that was similar to the bill was consid-
ered, it was passed actually, last year
by a voice vote on April 24. In addition,
the House passed a stand-alone version
of that amendment last summer, as
Mr. CARNEY said, with his support, at
394-3.

The biometrics program is another
tool that is being used by the Depart-
ment in its effort to secure our borders.
I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H.R. 1148.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no
more speakers. If the gentleman from
Florida has no more speakers, then I'm
prepared to close after the gentleman
closes.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I have no more
speakers, Mr. Speaker. I urge my col-
leagues to pass H.R. 1148, and I thank
the chairman.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I might con-
sume.

I urge passage of H.R. 1148, a bill to
harness technology used for the past 3
years by the Coast Guard and the US-
VISIT program to enhance border secu-
rity in the maritime environment. H.R.
1148 seeks to build upon the success of
the DHS pilot by requiring the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security to ana-
lyze the cost of deploying the biomet-
ric program in other waters.

If enacted, H.R. 1148 would enhance
the ability of DHS to conduct mobile
biometric identification of suspected
individuals, including terrorists inter-
dicted at sea.

For these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
1148.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise in support of H.R. 1148, a bill that will
enhance the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s ability to execute its border security mis-
sion in the maritime environment.

Specifically, H.R. 1148 seeks to enhance
DHS’s ability to harness technology success-
fully piloted by the Coast Guard and US-VISIT
program since November 2006 to identify dan-
gerous people before they enter our shores.

Under this program, biometrics collected
from individuals interdicted—at sea—are run,
in real time, against our terrorist and criminal
databases.
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Today, state-of-the-art handheld scanners
are used by DHS personnel to collect biomet-
ric information from individuals encountered at
sea.

As of March 3, 2009, DHS has collected bi-
ometric information from 2,455 individuals
interdicted in the Mona Pass—the 90-mile
stretch between Puerto Rico and the Domini-
can Republic.

Through these checks, nearly 600 people
have been found to have outstanding wants
and warrants in the U.S.

Federal prosecutors have successfully pros-
ecuted 271 or 45% of the matched individuals.

This program is appropriately targeted to
help break the cycle of individuals who are
known criminals or criminal suspects being re-
patriated through U.S. borders, without pros-
ecution.

It is also worth noting that, as considered
today, the Secretary of Homeland Security is
given wide discretion to come up with the pa-
rameters of the maritime biometric program,
including a determination as to which DHS
components will participate.

Last Congress, nearly identical legislation
was passed in the House by a vote of 394 to
3, with one Member voting present.

| am committed to working with Secretary
Napolitano, Representative BILIRAKIS and
other key stakeholders to ensure that the lan-
guage of H.R. 1148 is clarified and strength-
ened as it moves through the legislative proc-
ess.

| urge passage of this important homeland
security legislation that will help enhance the
security of our maritime borders.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in support of H.R. 1148, a measure that
will help protect our nation from another at-
tack. This bill may not make headlines but it
is at the essence of what protecting the Amer-
ican people is all about. We cannot wrap our
nation in bubble wrap but we can take thor-
ough and effective steps to thwart potential at-
tacks. As we have seen, the forces of evil will
go to enormous lengths to accomplish their in-
sidious goals. That is why | join in a bipartisan
spirit my colleague from Florida, GUS BILIRAKIS
in support of this measure.

This bill requires the Department of Home-
land Security, no later than one year after the
date of enactment, to conduct a maritime pro-
gram for the mobile biometric identification of
suspected individuals, including terrorists.

Biometric identification is defined to apply to
the use of fingerprint and digital photography
images. The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity must ensure that the maritime program is
coordinated with other biometric identification
programs.

The Department of Homeland Security must
submit a cost analysis no later than 90 days
after the prospective enactment of this bill, ex-
panding its biometric identification capabilities
for maritime use to the House Appropriations
and Homeland Security committees, and to
the Senate Appropriations, and Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs committees.
The analysis could include a tiered plan for
the deployment of the program that gives pri-
ority to vessels and units more likely to en-
counter individuals suspected of making un-
lawful border crossings by sea. It is clear that
we must try to secure our borders from all
sides and often the liquid borders are forgot-
ten in the discussion.

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, this legislation passed
the House of Representatives and |, like 394
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of my colleagues, both Democratic and Re-
publican voted for it. Fighting against terrorists
and other criminals must remain a bipartisan
effort.

It is also something that we must take up on
all fronts: land, sea and air. Last weekend, in
my role as Chairwoman of the Homeland Se-
curity Subcommittee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, | had the opportunity to meet
some of the fine professionals who work for
the Department of Homeland Security’s Trans-
portation Security Administration division. They
work tirelessly to defend our nation’s airports.
They make a stressful job seem effortless,
and often are invisible, which is the hallmark
of good security. And just as the transportation
security professionals | met in New York City’s
LaGuardia Airport make our nation safer, so
will the maritime security professionals from
the United States Coast Guard.

The Coast Guard is made of truly dedicated
and able professionals.

Again, Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
and urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion that will further strengthen our nation’s
ability to protect ourselves from both criminal
and terrorist attacks.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CARNEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1148.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NUCLEAR FORENSICS AND
ATTRIBUTION ACT

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 730) to strengthen efforts in the
Department of Homeland Security to
develop nuclear forensics capabilities
to permit attribution of the source of
nuclear material, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 730

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Nuclear
Forensics and Attribution Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The threat of a nuclear terrorist attack
on American interests, both domestic and
abroad, is one of the most serious threats to
the national security of the United States.
In the wake of an attack, attribution of re-
sponsibility would be of utmost importance.
Because of the destructive power of a nuclear
weapon, there could be little forensic evi-
dence except the radioactive material in the
weapon itself.

(2) Through advanced nuclear forensics,
using both existing techniques and those
under development, it may be possible to
identify the source and pathway of a weapon
or material after it is interdicted or deto-
nated. Though identifying intercepted smug-
gled material is now possible in some cases,
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pre-detonation forensics is a relatively unde-
veloped field. The post-detonation nuclear
forensics field is also immature, and the
challenges are compounded by the pressures
and time constraints of performing forensics
after a nuclear or radiological attack.

(3) A robust and well-known capability to
identify the source of nuclear or radiological
material intended for or used in an act of
terror could also deter prospective
proliferators. Furthermore, the threat of ef-
fective attribution could compel improved
security at material storage facilities, pre-
venting the unwitting transfer of nuclear or
radiological materials.

(4)(A) In order to identify special nuclear
material and other radioactive materials
confidently, it is necessary to have a robust
capability to acquire samples in a timely
manner, analyze and characterize samples,
and compare samples against known signa-
tures of nuclear and radiological material.

(B) Many of the radioisotopes produced in
the detonation of a nuclear device have short
half-lives, so the timely acquisition of sam-
ples is of the utmost importance. Over the
past several decades, the ability of the
United States to gather atmospheric sam-
ples—often the preferred method of sample
acquisition—has diminished. This ability
must be restored and modern techniques
that could complement or replace existing
techniques should be pursued.

(C) The discipline of pre-detonation
forensics is a relatively undeveloped field.
The radiation associated with a nuclear or
radiological device may affect traditional
forensics techniques in unknown ways. In a
post-detonation scenario, radiochemistry
may provide the most useful tools for anal-
ysis and characterization of samples. The
number of radiochemistry programs and
radiochemists in United States National
Laboratories and universities has dramati-
cally declined over the past several decades.
The narrowing pipeline of qualified people
into this critical field is a serious impedi-
ment to maintaining a robust and credible
nuclear forensics program.

(5) Once samples have been acquired and
characterized, it is necessary to compare the
results against samples of known material
from reactors, weapons, and enrichment fa-
cilities, and from medical, academic, com-
mercial, and other facilities containing such
materials, throughout the world. Some of
these samples are available to the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency through
safeguards agreements, and some countries
maintain internal sample databases. Access
to samples in many countries is limited by
national security concerns.

(6) In order to create a sufficient deterrent,
it is necessary to have the capability to posi-
tively identify the source of nuclear or radio-
logical material, and potential traffickers in
nuclear or radiological material must be
aware of that capability. International co-
operation may be essential to catalogue all
existing sources of nuclear or radiological
material.

SEC. 3. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON INTERNATIONAL
AGREEMENTS FOR FORENSICS CO-
OPERATION.

It is the sense of the Congress that the
President should—

(1) pursue bilateral and multilateral inter-
national agreements to establish, or seek to
establish under the auspices of existing bi-
lateral or multilateral agreements, an inter-
national framework for determining the
source of any confiscated nuclear or radio-
logical material or weapon, as well as the
source of any detonated weapon and the nu-
clear or radiological material used in such a
weapon;

(2) develop protocols for the data exchange
and dissemination of sensitive information
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relating to nuclear or radiological materials
and samples of controlled nuclear or radio-
logical materials, to the extent required by
the agreements entered into under paragraph
(1); and

(3) develop expedited protocols for the data
exchange and dissemination of sensitive in-
formation needed to publicly identify the
source of a nuclear detonation.

SEC. 4. RESPONSIBILITIES OF DOMESTIC NU-
CLEAR DETECTION OFFICE.

(a) ADDITIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES.—Section
1902 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (as
redesignated by Public Law 110-53; 6 U.S.C.
592) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (9), by striking
after the semicolon;

(B) by redesignating paragraph (10) as
paragraph (14); and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (9) the fol-
lowing:

‘(10) develop and implement, with the ap-
proval of the Secretary and in coordination
with the heads of appropriate departments
and agencies, methods and capabilities to
support the attribution of nuclear or radio-
logical material to its source when such ma-
terial is intercepted by the United States,
foreign governments, or international bodies
or is dispersed in the course of a terrorist at-
tack or other nuclear or radiological explo-
sion;

“(11) establish, within the Domestic Nu-
clear Detection Office, the National Tech-
nical Nuclear Forensics Center to provide
centralized stewardship, planning, assess-
ment, gap analysis, exercises, improvement,
and integration for all Federal nuclear
forensics activities in order to ensure an en-
during national technical nuclear forensics
capability and strengthen the collective re-
sponse of the United States to nuclear ter-
rorism or other nuclear attacks;

‘(12) establish a National Nuclear
Forensics Expertise Development Program
which—

““(A) is devoted to developing and main-
taining a vibrant and enduring academic
pathway from undergraduate to post-doc-
torate study in nuclear and geochemical
science specialties directly relevant to tech-
nical nuclear forensics, including
radiochemistry, geochemistry, nuclear phys-
ics, nuclear engineering, materials science,
and analytical chemistry; and

““(B) shall—

‘(i) make available for undergraduate
study student scholarships, with a duration
of up to four years per student, which shall
include, whenever possible, at least one sum-
mer internship at a national laboratory or
appropriate Federal agency in the field of
technical nuclear forensics during the course
of the student’s undergraduate career;

‘(ii) make available for graduate study
student fellowships, with a duration of up to
five years per student, which—

‘“(I) shall include, whenever possible, at
least two summer internships at a national
laboratory or appropriate Federal agency in
the field of technical nuclear forensics dur-
ing the course of the student’s graduate ca-
reer; and

‘(I1) shall require each recipient to com-
mit to serve for two years in a post-doctoral
position in a technical nuclear forensics-re-
lated specialty at a national laboratory or
appropriate Federal agency after graduation;

‘(iii) make available to faculty awards,
with a duration of three to five years each,
to ensure faculty and their graduate stu-
dents a sustained funding stream; and

‘(iv) place a particular emphasis on rein-
vigorating technical nuclear forensics pro-
grams, while encouraging the participation

“and”’
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of undergraduate students, graduate stu-

dents, and university faculty from histori-

cally Black colleges and universities, His-
panic-serving institutions, and Tribal Col-
leges and Universities;

‘“(13) provide an annual report to Congress
on the activities carried out under para-
graphs (10), (11), and (12); and’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGE OR UNI-
VERSITY.—The term ‘historically Black col-
lege or university’ has the meaning given the
term ‘part B institution’ in section 322(2) of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1061(2)).

‘“(2) HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTION.—The
term ‘Hispanic-serving institution’ has the
meaning given that term in section 502 of the
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1101a).

¢(3) TRIBAL COLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY.—The
term ‘Tribal College or University’ has the
meaning given that term in section 316(b) of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1059c(b)).””.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated the
sum of $30,000,000 for each of the fiscal years
2009, 2010, and 2011 to carry out paragraphs
(10) through (13) of section 1902(a) of the
Homeland Security Act of 2002, as added by
subsection (a) of this section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. CARNEY) and the
gentleman from California (Mr. DANIEL
E. LUNGREN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I submit
for the RECORD an exchange of letters
between the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and the
distinguished chairs of the Committees
on Foreign Affairs and Science and
Technology.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 20, 2009.

Hon. BENNIE G. THOMPSON,

Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,
Ford House Office Building, Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you
regarding H.R. 730, the Nuclear Forensics
and Attribution Act, introduced on January
27, 2009, by Congressman Adam B. Schiff.
This legislation was initially referred to the
Committee on Homeland Security and, in ad-
dition, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

In the interest of permitting your Com-
mittee to proceed expeditiously to floor con-
sideration of this important legislation, I am
willing to waive further consideration of
H.R. 730. I do so with the understanding that
by waiving consideration of the bill, the
Committee on Foreign Affairs does not waive
any future jurisdictional claim over the sub-
ject matters contained in the bill which fall
within its rule X jurisdiction.
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Further, I request your support for the ap-
pointment of Foreign Affairs Committee
conferees during any House-Senate con-
ference convened on this legislation. I also
ask that a copy of this letter and your re-
sponse be placed in the committee report for
H.R. 730 and in the Congressional Record
during consideration of this bill.

I look forward to working with you as we
move this important measure through the
legislative process.

Sincerely,
HOWARD L. BERMAN,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE AND TECH-
NOLOGY,
Washington, DC, March 19, 2009.

Hon. BENNIE G. THOMPSON,

Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,
Ford House Office Building, Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN, I am writing to you
concerning the jurisdictional interest of the
Committee on Science and Technology in
H.R. 730, the Nuclear Forensics and Attribu-
tion Act. H.R. 730 was introduced by Con-
gressman Adam Schiff on February 5, 2009.

H.R. 730 implicates the Committee on
Science and Technology’s jurisdiction over
Homeland Security research and develop-
ment under Rule X(1)(0)(14) of the House
Rules, The Committee on Science and Tech-
nology acknowledges the importance of H.R.
730 and the need for the legislation to move
expeditiously. Therefore, while we have a
valid claim to jurisdiction over this bill, I
agree not to request a sequential referral.
This, of course, is conditional on our mutual
understanding that nothing in this legisla-
tion or my decision to forgo a sequential re-
ferral waives, reduces, or otherwise affects
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Science
and Technology, and that a copy of this let-
ter and of your response will be included in
the Congressional Record when the bill is
considered on the House Floor.

The Committee on Science and Technology
also expects that you will support our re-
quest to be conferees during any House-Sen-
ate conference on H.R. 730 or similar legisla-
tion.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter.

Sincerely,
BART GORDON,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, March 20, 2009.

Hon. HOWARD L. BERMAN,

Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, House
of Representatives, Rayburn House Office
Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN BERMAN: Thank you for
your letter regarding H.R. 730, the ‘‘Nuclear
Forensics and Attribution Act,” introduced
by Congressman Adam B. Schiff on January
27, 2009.

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I acknowledge
that H.R. 730 contains provisions that fall
under the jurisdictional of the Committee on
Foreign Affairs. I appreciate your agreement
to forgo any further consideration or action
on this legislation, and acknowledge that
your decision to do so does not affect the ju-
risdiction of the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

Further, I recognize that your Committee
reserves the right to seek appointment of
conferees on the bill for the portions of the
bill that are within the jurisdiction of the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and I agree to
support such a request.

I will ensure that this exchange of letters
is included in the Congressional Record dur-
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ing floor consideration of H.R. 730. I look for-
ward to working with you on this legislation
and other matters of great importance to
this nation.
Sincerely,
BENNIE G. THOMPSON,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, March 20, 2009.

Hon. BART GORDON,

Chairman, Committee on Science and Tech-
nology, Rayburn House Office Bldg., House
of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN GORDON: Thank you for
your letter regarding H.R. 730, the ‘‘Nuclear
Forensics and Attribution Act,” introduced
by Congressman Adam B. Schiff on January
27, 2009.

I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation. I acknowledge
that H.R. 730 contains provisions that fall
under the jurisdictional interest of the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology. I appre-
ciate your agreement to not seek a sequen-
tial referral of this legislation and I ac-
knowledge that your decision to forgo a se-
quential referral does not waive, alter, or
otherwise affect the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Science and Technology.

Further, I recognize that your Committee
reserves the right to seek appointment of
conferees on the bill for the portions of the
bill over which your Committee has a juris-
dictional interest and I agree to support such
a request.

I will ensure that this exchange of letters
is included in the Congressional Record dur-
ing floor consideration of H.R. 730. I look for-
ward to working with you on this legislation
and other matters of great importance to
this nation.

Sincerely,
BENNIE G. THOMPSON,
Chairman.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 730, a bill introduced by my
thoughtful colleague from California,
Representative ADAM SCHIFF, to ad-
dress an emerging homeland security
threat. The Nuclear Forensics and At-
tribution Act is properly targeted to
ensure that our government has the ca-
pacity to quickly determine the source
of nuclear material should terrorists
detonate a nuclear weapon or a dirty
bomb in our country.

A reliable nuclear forensics capa-
bility is essential for key decision-
makers to respond in a timely and ef-
fective manner. If terrorists knew that
we could trace a nuclear or dirty bomb
back to them, they may well think
twice about attacking us. The poten-
tial deterrent value of achieving a ro-
bust national nuclear forensics capa-
bility is immeasurable.

H.R. 730 has a multifaceted approach
to obtaining this critical capability.
First, it expresses the sense of Con-
gress that the President should pursue
international agreements and develop
protocols to help identify the source of
detonated nuclear materials.

Second, it tasks the Department of
Homeland Security with the mission of
developing methods to attribute nu-
clear or radiological material, both
within the Domestic Nuclear Detection
Office, DNDO, and in partnership with
other Federal agencies.

Third, H.R. 730 recognizes that the
development of an expertly trained
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workforce and education programs in
nuclear forensics are critical to attain-
ing a robust domestic attribution capa-
bility.

Fourth, the measure authorizes the
National Technical Nuclear Forensics
Center to undertake centralized plan-
ning, assessment and integration of all
federal nuclear forensic activities.

The bill authorizes appropriations of
$30 million per year for the next 3 fiscal
years for this effort.

Identical legislation passed the
House on June 18, 2008. Unfortunately,
the Senate did not take up the measure
in a timely fashion. In this Congress, 1
am pleased that we are offering this
legislation early in the first session.
With a strong bipartisan vote today,
we can send this measure on a swift
path to the President’s desk.

I urge my colleagues to support the
bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as the ranking member
of the Homeland Security Sub-
committee on Emerging Threats, Cy-
bersecurity, and Science and Tech-
nology, I am pleased to see this impor-
tant bipartisan legislation once again
come up for a vote.

In the last Congress, we spent a great
deal of time discussing the efforts of
the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s Domestic Nuclear Detection Of-
fice, or DNDO, to deploy radiation por-
tal monitors at our Nation’s ports of
entry. These monitors, staffed by Cus-
toms and Border Protection officers,
are the Nation’s primary defense
against illicit trafficking of nuclear
and radiological material. DNDO con-
tinues to improve these technologies,
and I hope that we will be supportive of
their efforts.

Yet terrorists could overcome even
the best detection systems. As we
know, no technology is 100 percent sen-
sitive. Border areas between official
ports of entry also remain vulnerable.
For this reason, defense against ter-
rorism requires a multilayered ap-
proach, as it does in so many other
areas. This bill is a strategy to add an-
other layer. It will fortify our national
capabilities in technical nuclear
forensics, a science that plays a key
role in the attribution of nuclear mate-
rial to its source. It enumerates a vari-
ety of responsibilities for the depart-
ment to advance and sustain a tech-
nical nuclear forensics capability, and
it authorizes the National Technical
Nuclear Forensic Center to undertake
this mission.

A key component is language de-
signed to strengthen the pipeline of
talented new scientists into this field.
In recent years, as we know, the num-
ber of young people entering science
has declined throughout this Nation.
Nuclear fields in particular are suf-
fering, especially harmful to nuclear
forensics. This bill therefore instructs
the Department to establish a National

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Nuclear Forensics Expertise Develop-
ment Program devoted to developing
and maintaining a vibrant and endur-
ing pipeline of scientific professionals.
The program will grant scholarships
and fellowships from the under-
graduate through postgraduate and
doctorate level in nuclear and geo-
chemical science specialties directly
relevant to technical nuclear forensics.

Yet, Mr. Speaker, we must remember
that forensics is only one component of
attribution. Success also requires cred-
ible intelligence and law enforcement-
style investigation. All of these compo-
nents together comprise a credible at-
tribution program that will serve as a
deterrent against nuclear terrorism.

The detonation of a nuclear device in
a populated region of this country
would be catastrophic in the truest
sense of the word. It is indeed my
greatest fear. We must have a layered
system of defenses to deter, detect, dis-
rupt and recover from terrorist at-
tacks. This legislation will reinvigo-
rate the scientific workforce and im-
prove our defenses against nuclear and
radiological terrorism.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bill and improve our much-needed U.S.
nuclear forensic capability.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, the author of the bill, Mr.
SCHIFF.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank and congratulate my col-
leagues on the Homeland Security
Committee and Chairman THOMPSON,
and my colleague from California, Mr.
LUNGREN. I appreciate all their sup-
port. The committee has taken an im-
portant step forward in preventing nu-
clear terrorism by persevering with
this legislation. I appreciate all the
hard work that has gone into it.

Countries around the world now have
access to technology that was once the
realm of the few, and dangerous nu-
clear materials are sprinkled around
the world. It seems that each week
brings evidence of the connection be-
tween North Korea and a serious nas-
cent nuclear program, and we are still
unraveling the details of the nuclear
smuggling ring headed by A.Q. Khan 5
years after it was uncovered.

This is not a new problem. Illicit nu-
clear material has been intercepted in
transit out of the former Soviet Union
many times since the end of the Cold
War, and the material we catch is sure-
ly just a small fraction of the total
amount trafficked.

J 1300

Last week, Graham Allison wrote in
Newsweek that ‘‘the only thing that
can keep nuclear bombs out of the
hands of terrorists is a brand new
science of nuclear forensics.” During
the Cold War, we forestalled a Soviet
nuclear attack with the threat of retal-
iation. But the decentralized flexible
terror networks that we face today are
not as easily deterred. A terrorist at-
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tack will also not leave a missile con-
trail pointed back toward those respon-
sible.

As Allison writes: “The key to a new
deterrent is coming up with some way
of tracing the nuclear material back-
ward from an explosion in New York
City, for example, to the reactor that
forged the fissile material, even to the
mines that yielded the original ura-
nium ore.”” The Nuclear Forensics and
Attribution Act is designed to do just
that. The act is aimed at decision-
makers in North Korea, Pakistan, Iran
and elsewhere who could sell nuclear
material, as well as the smugglers and
corrupt officials around the world who
could steal it. Those parts of the nu-
clear network can be deterred by the
knowledge that if their material is
found, the U.S. will find out and hold
them responsible.

The first part of this bill expands our
ability to determine the source of nu-
clear material by authorizing the Na-
tional Technical Nuclear Forensic Cen-
ter in the Department of Homeland Se-
curity. This center will coordinate the
various agencies and ensure an effi-
cient, combined response when nuclear
material is intercepted or, God forbid,
used in a weapon. It will also advance
the science of nuclear forensics, bring-
ing in new radiochemists and physi-
cists to rejuvenate a rapidly aging
workforce, and funding research on
new methods to identify materials.

But this bill also has another pur-
pose. As with fingerprints or DNA, the
strength of nuclear forensics depends
on the strength of our database. Nu-
clear material can come from many na-
tions, some friendly, some unfriendly,
and the individual recipes are closely
guarded secrets. However, little of the
information needed for forensics is of
direct use to adversaries, so in many
cases the risk of not sharing the data is
much greater than the risk of sharing
it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CARNEY. I yield the gentleman
an additional 90 seconds.

Mr. SCHIFF. To build a nuclear
forensics database, the bill asks the
President to negotiate agreements
with other nations to share forensic
data on their nuclear materials, both
civilian and military. This effort is
vital, and the National Technical Fo-
rensic Center must play a key role in
the negotiations to ensure that the
data we obtain is the data necessary
for quick attribution and response.

Nuclear terrorism is a vague threat
of devastating consequence and, there-
fore, difficult to guard against. But as
communications and transportation
revolutions bring us ever closer to our
allies, they bring us closer to our en-
emies as well. I believe this bill will
help make sure that our ability to pre-
vent a nuclear attack keeps up with
our enemies’ ability to prosecute one.

Again, I want to thank Chairman
THOMPSON for his leadership and urge
all Members to support the bill.

The



H3768

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, at this time I
would be happy to grant 2 minutes to

the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
McCAUL).
Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I rise

today in support of H.R. 730, the Nu-
clear Forensic and Attribution Act.
This act deals with the process of de-
termining the source of confiscated nu-
clear material. It is a necessary compo-
nent of our defense as it could deter
states from aiding terrorists’ efforts to
carry out nuclear terrorism.

One need only look to the A.Q. Khan
network and its proliferation to Paki-
stan, Iran, North Korea, to know how
important this bill and this provision
is.
In the last Congress we held hearings
on this bill in the Emerging Threats,
Cybersecurity and Science and Tech-
nology Subcommittee, which I was the
ranking member. I would like to thank
my good friend, Mr. SCHIFF, for work-
ing in a bipartisan manner to incor-
porate some of our suggestions, includ-
ing a provision that I requested to pro-
vide scholarships and fellowships for
those pursuing careers in technical nu-
clear forensics. As we all know, Amer-
ica needs to incentivize more young
people to go into highly technical pro-
fessions such as these. The workforce
involved in nuclear forensics, in par-
ticular, has been evaporating for the
past 30 years. Without a qualified
workforce, we cannot attain the level
of preparedness we need.

This bill will reinvigorate the work-
force pipeline to guarantee the Nation
a resource of technical experts in this
critical field, and strengthen America’s
attribution capabilities. To ensure a
worthwhile return on public invest-
ment, the bill mandates a 2-year com-
mitment of service within the Federal
technical nuclear forensics workforce
after graduation for fellows of the
scholarship program.

Again, I would like to thank my col-
league, Mr. SCHIFF, for introducing this
important legislation and I urge my
colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, if I might inquire,
does the gentleman have any other
speakers?

Mr. CARNEY. I do not believe we
have any more speakers.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is an important
piece of legislation. This deals with one
aspect of what I consider to be perhaps
the greater threat we have to our
homeland and that is nuclear weapons,
nuclear material that could be made
into weapons to be utilized against the
United States and its citizens.

We need to do more in the area of nu-
clear nonproliferation. We need to do
more in the area of negotiations with
Russia, it seems to me, and bringing
down our overall stockpiles. We need to
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do more in terms of invigorating or re-
invigorating Nunn-Lugar. All of those
are elements of an approach that is
necessary to us.

This bill takes on a slightly different
aspect of that same threat that is out
there. It is necessary, it is important,
and I hope we will have the unanimous
support of the membership for this.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SCHIFF).

Mr. SCHIFF. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I just wanted to thank my
colleague, Mr. McCAUL, for his help
when he was chairing the sub-
committee and the improvements that
he made to the bill. I wanted to ac-
knowledge and appreciate all your ef-
forts.

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I might con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of H.R.
730, the Nuclear Forensics and Attribu-
tion Act. I would like to congratulate
Congressman SCHIFF, Emerging
Threats Subcommittee Chairwoman
YVETTE CLARKE, and her predecessor,
JIM LANGEVIN, for the thoughtful ap-
proach they have taken on this critical
homeland security concern.

I would like to thank our members
on the other side as well. This is a bi-
partisan issue that certainly does not
cross party lines. It affects everyone.
Given the catastrophic consequences of
a nuclear weapon, it is imperative that
the U.S. have a state-of-the-art nuclear
forensics capability.

While a nuclear bomb is commonly
referred to as a weapon of mass de-
struction, a radiological dirty bomb is
better described as a weapon of mass
disruption. A dirty bomb, if detonated,
will likely kill few people. The main
damage it would cause would be eco-
nomic because it could render impor-
tant commercial areas unusable due to
radioactive contamination. In either
case, we must build and sustain a nu-
clear forensics capability and work-
force to address the nuclear and radio-
logical threats that we face today.
That is why I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on H.R.
730.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, H.R. 730, the “Nuclear Forensics and Attri-
bution Act,” was first introduced in the 110th
Congress by the gentleman from California,
Mr. SCHIFF.

That measure, H.R. 2631, was marked up
and adopted unanimously by the Sub-
committee on Emerging Threats, Cybersecu-
rity, and Science and Technology in October
2007.

It was unanimously approved by the Full
Committee on Homeland Security on May 20
of 2008 and the House of Representatives on
June 18, 2008.

Though the measure was taken up, amend-
ed, and passed by the Senate in late Sep-
tember, the stars didn’t align and it didn’t clear
the last hurdle to arrive on the President’s
desk.

This Congress, we are getting out of the
gate early, in hopes of ensuring that this crit-
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ical homeland security legislation becomes
law.

| would like to congratulate Congressman
SCHIFF, my colleagues on the Committee for
recognizing the need to move quickly.

We know that our enemies, both terrorists
and rogue nations, are interested in devel-
oping and using nuclear or radiological weap-
ons.

In the case of an attempted or, heaven for-
bid, a successful nuclear or radiological attack,
rapid attribution is critical.

Our government must have the capacity to
quickly determine the source of the nuclear
material so that the key decision-makers have
the information needed to respond.

The deterrent effect of a robust nuclear
forensics capability should not be underesti-
mated.

Certainly, if terrorists know that we have a
nuclear forensics capability that can pinpoint
their role in creating a bomb, they are bound
to have second thoughts.

Unfortunately, today, the U.S. must rely on
forensic expertise and technology developed
during the Cold War to address both nuclear
weapons and the emerging threat of a radio-
logical “dirty” bomb.

The nuclear weapons workforce is aging
just as its mission has shifted from traditional
deterrence policy to the more complicated
challenge of containing the terrorist threat.

Our Nation’s capabilities in the scientific
fields of radio-chemistry and geo-chemistry
must be fostered to meet this new threat.

That is the purpose of this bill.

H.R. 730 expresses the sense of Congress
that the President should pursue international
agreements and develop protocols to share
sensitive information needed to identify the
source of a nuclear detonation.

| am heartened that the Obama Administra-
tion has indicated its willingness to engage in
and re-energize such activities.

It also tasks the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity with the mission of developing methods
to attribute nuclear or radiological material—
both within the Department’'s Domestic Nu-
clear Detection Office, DNDO, and in partner-
ship with other Federal agencies.

The legislation emphasizes that the devel-
opment of a robust nuclear forensics capability
depends chiefly on an expertly trained work-
force in this area and provides support for
education programs relevant to nuclear
forensics.

H.R. 730 also—authorizes the National
Technical Nuclear Forensics Center, NTNFC,
to enhance centralized planning and integra-
tion of Federal nuclear forensics activities; re-
quires the Secretary to report annually to Con-
gress on the Federal Government’s efforts to
enhance its nuclear forensics capabilities, in-
cluding the status of workforce development
programs; and authorizes $30 million per year
for the next three fiscal years for this effort.

H.R. 730 continues the Homeland Security
Committee’s practice of authorizing programs
and offices within DHS that are of value to the
agency’s mission in order to assure that the
work can continue and progress can be
achieved in the years to come.

| urge my colleagues to support the bill.

Mr. CARNEY. I yield back my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CARNEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 730.
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The question was taken.

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

Mr. CARNEY. 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.

————
SCHOOL SOCIAL WORK WEEK

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 182) expressing sup-
port for designation of the week of
March 1 through March 8, 2009, as
““School Social Work Week”.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 182

Whereas the importance of school social
work through the inclusion of school social
work programs has been recognized in the
current authorizations of the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 6301 et seq.) and the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et
seq.);

Whereas school social workers serve as
vital members of a school’s educational
team, playing a central role in creating part-
nerships between the home, school, and com-
munity to ensure student academic success;

Whereas school social workers are espe-
cially skilled in providing services to stu-
dents who face serious challenges to school
success, including poverty, disability, dis-
crimination, abuse, addiction, bullying, di-
vorce of parents, loss of a loved one, and
other barriers to learning;

Whereas there is a growing need for local
educational agencies to offer the mental
health services that school social workers
provide when working with families, teach-
ers, principals, community agencies, and
other entities to address students’ emo-
tional, physical, and environmental needs so
that students may achieve behavioral and
academic success;

Whereas to achieve the goal of the No
Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (Public Law
107-110) of helping all children reach their
optimal levels of potential and achievement,
including children with serious emotional
disturbances, schools must work to remove
the emotional, behavioral, and academic bar-
riers that interfere with student success in
school;

Whereas fewer than 1 in 5 of the 17,500,000
children in need of mental health services
actually receive these services, and research
indicates that school mental health pro-
grams improve educational outcomes by de-
creasing absences, decreasing discipline re-
ferrals, and improving academic achieve-
ment;

Whereas school mental health programs
are critical to early identification of mental
health problems and in the provision of ap-
propriate services when needed;

Whereas the national average ratio of stu-
dents to school social workers recommended
by the School Social Work Association of
America is 400 to 1; and

Whereas the celebration and of ““School So-
cial Work Week” during the week of March
1 through March 8, 2009, highlights the vital
role school social workers play in the lives of
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students in the United States: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the designation of ‘“School So-
cial Work Week’’;

(2) honors and recognizes the contributions
of school social workers to the successes of
students in schools across the Nation; and

(3) encourages the people of the United
States to observe ‘‘School Social Work
Week” with appropriate ceremonies and ac-
tivities that promote awareness of the vital
role of school social workers, in schools and
in the community as a whole, in helping stu-
dents prepare for their futures as productive
citizens.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I re-
quest 5 legislative days during which
Members may revise and extend their
remarks and insert extraneous mate-
rial on H. Res. 182 into the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Res. 182, a resolution to recognize
the week of March 1 through March 8,
2009, as National School Social Work
Week.

School social workers, Mr. Speaker,
have long played a critical role in
schools and the community as a whole.
They are professionals who work with
children to address their emotional,
mental, social and developmental
needs.

School social workers help students
build their confidence as learners,
which is particularly important for ele-
mentary students who are just starting
out on their academic careers.

During middle school, students face
what is often a difficult transition
from childhood to adolescence. For
these students, school social workers
help engage teachers, administrators,
parents and students in the delivery of
programs and services to help those
students navigate these challenges and
achieve success.

In high school, students begin explor-
ing and defining their independence.
These students face additional chal-
lenges along the way, including pres-
sure to participate in risky behavior.
School social workers help them with
navigating these difficult decisions.

On top of this, school social workers
must be responsive to the range of
challenges that young people face
every day, such as poverty, disability,
discrimination, abuse, addiction, bul-
lying, divorce of parents, loss of a loved
one and other barriers to learning.
School social workers are also on the
front lines when disaster strikes, such
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as the Southern California wildfires,
such as Hurricane Katrina or 9/11.

There is a growing need for school
districts to expand their support serv-
ices in schools. Less than one in five of
the 17.5 million children in need of
mental health services actually receive
them. Many students go underserved,
primarily because the national average
ratio of students to school social work-
ers is far beneath the 400 to 1 ratio rec-
ommended by the School Social Work
Association of America.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution serves to
recognize the importance of the school
social worker and acknowledge the
priceless role that they play in guiding
our students’ success in the ever
changing world of the 21st century.

I urge my colleagues to pass this res-
olution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to support this bill and yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 182, expressing
support for the designation of the week
of March 1 as School Social Work Week
to promote awareness of the vital role
that school social workers play in
schools and in the community as a
whole and in helping students to pre-
pare for their future as productive citi-
Zens.

From time to time, students face cer-
tain challenges in achieving academic
success. Emotional, social and behav-
ioral problems can be serious impedi-
ments to learning and can have a
harmful effect not just on the indi-
vidual student but others in the school
setting. Schools, families and commu-
nities must work collaboratively to as-
sist students with achieving positive
academic and behavioral outcomes.
School social work services provide a
comprehensive approach to meeting
the needs of students through early

identification, through prevention,
intervention, counseling, as well as
support.

School social workers are trained,
qualified professionals who meet State
requirements to practice social work
specifically in a school setting. They
provide direct services to students who
experience academic and social dif-
ficulties while developing relationships
that will help to bolster self-esteem
and reward positive behavior. School
social workers support teachers by of-
fering options for addressing students’
needs and by participating on the stu-
dent support team. They also work
with students and their families and
communities to coordinate services.

According to statistics by the Na-
tional Mental Health Association, 17.5
million children are in need of some
kind of mental health services, and
these workers address those needs.
School social workers help students
who otherwise might not receive serv-
ices due to inaccessibility or lack of
availability of services. I commend
these dedicated professionals for the
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service they provide in our school set-
ting, and I ask my colleagues to sup-
port this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to recognize for 5 minutes the
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
KENNEDY).

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to commend the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY), and I
rise today in support of House Resolu-
tion 182, supporting the School Social
Work Week.

I introduced this resolution in order
to recognize and support the critical,
unsung work performed by school so-
cial workers in and across this coun-
try. School social workers bring unique
knowledge and skills to schools and to
the student services team all across
this country. They work together to
achieve the goals as a Nation that
every child needs in order to succeed in
school.

Each day across this country, school
social workers can be found assisting
educators to understand family, cul-
tural and community factors affecting
students as well as meet the demands
of providing quality education for stu-
dents of diverse backgrounds.

Each day, they can be found working
with administrators to design and im-
plement effective prevention programs
and policies that address school attend-
ance, teen pregnancy, school violence,
and school safety issues, as well as
child abuse and neglect, special edu-
cation and more.

Each day, school social workers can
be found working with parents so that
they may effectively participate in
their child’s education as well as im-
prove parenting skills, understand spe-
cial education services as well as ac-
cess school and community services re-
lated to their child’s needs.

In health care, we must treat the
whole person, and in education, we
must do the same, so that is where
school social workers recognize the
need to connect the school and home in
order to relate to the needs of the chil-
dren. It is a shame that fewer than 1 in
5 of the 17 million children in need of
mental health services actually re-
ceives them. Improved and expanded
school mental health programs would
help provide these services, the kinds
of services that so many students des-
perately need and that are precisely
the kind of services that school social
workers can provide.

As our economy continues to strug-
gle and families all over the country
are losing their homes and jobs, the
need for school social workers only be-
comes magnified. When you think
about the fact that we are fighting a
war overseas and an economic war here
at home, you think about the fact that
our schools are our bases. We would
not think twice about making sure
that our military is provided with the
latest of armaments and with the best
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of training. Then why would we not
think of providing the same for our
teachers and our school social workers?
They are the ones who are making sure
that our students are not left behind in
the field of battle.

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, too
many of our children are left behind in
the field of battle—in the field of battle
of illiteracy, in the field of battle of
mental health, in the field of battle of
addiction, and in the field of battle of
violence. These are the Kkids in our
inner cities who are being held hostage
to a different enemy, not the global
war on terror, but to the enemy that is
causing 35-40 percent of the students in
our inner cities to not graduate from
high school. That is an abomination,
Mr. Speaker.

If we do not have more school social
workers to make sure that they grad-
uate, then our schools in this country
are not going to be worth the teachers
that we have in them, because they are
not going to have the school social
workers to do the job to help those
teachers make sure that their students
graduate. That is why we need school
social workers: to make sure that
those students graduate. It is an im-
portant complement to our education
system. We need emotional and social
development just as much as we need
literacy and numeracy development.
That is why we need social workers in
our schools.

Now more than ever, while the eco-
nomic pressure is on those families and
social pressures are on those families
and the burden is on those families, we
need to reach out where we can, and
that is through the schools. The school
is where we reach those children and
reach those families in dire need. That
is where we need our social workers,
and that is why we need to pass House
Resolution 182. I ask for its consider-
ation.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. For some inex-
plicable reason, I have no one else here
who is requesting time.

May I inquire of the gentlewoman if
she is ready to close.

Ms. WOOLSEY. I am ready to close,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. In that case, I
urge support of this resolution, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support Congressman
KENNEDY’s absolutely important legis-
lation, H. Res. 182, that recognizes the
week of March 1 through 8 as National
School Social Work Week.

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.
WOOLSEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 182.

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

————

RECOGNIZING ESTABLISHMENT OF
COLLEGIATE PROGRAMS AT
GALLAUDET UNIVERSITY

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 77)
recognizing and honoring the signing
by President Abraham Lincoln of the
legislation authorizing the establish-
ment of collegiate programs at Gal-
laudet University.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 77

Whereas, during 2009, the United States
honored the 200th anniversary of the birth of
President Abraham Lincoln;

Whereas, on July 4, 1861, President Lincoln
stated in a message to Congress that a prin-
cipal aim of the United States Government
should be ‘‘to elevate the condition of men—
to lift artificial weights from all shoulders—
to clear the paths of laudable pursuit for
all—to afford all, an unfettered start, and a
fair chance, in the race of life’’;

Whereas, on April 8, 1864, President Lin-
coln signed into law the legislation (Act of
April 8, 1864, ch. 52, 13 Stat. 45) authorizing
the conferring of collegiate degrees by the
Columbia Institution for Instruction of the
Deaf and Dumb, which is now called Gal-
laudet University;

Whereas this law led for the first time in
history to higher education for deaf students
in an environment designed to meet their
communication needs;

Whereas Gallaudet University was the
first, and is still the only, institution in the
world that focuses on educational programs
for deaf and hard-of-hearing students from
the pre-school through the doctoral level;

Whereas Gallaudet University has been a
world leader in the fields of education and
research for more than a century; and

Whereas, since 1869, graduates of Gallaudet
University have pursued distinguished ca-
reers of leadership in the United States and
throughout the world: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress—

(1) congratulates and honors Gallaudet
University on the 145th anniversary of Presi-
dent Abraham Lincoln’s signing of the law
the legislation authorizing the establish-
ment of collegiate programs at Gallaudet
University; and

(2) congratulates Gallaudet University for
145 years of unique and exceptional service
to the deaf citizens of the United States and
the world deaf community.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I re-
quest 5 legislative days during which
Members may revise and extend their
remarks and insert extraneous mate-
rial on H. Con. Res. 77 into the RECORD.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. WOOLSEY. I yield myself as
much time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Con. Res. 77, which congratulates Gal-
laudet University for 145 years of ex-
ceptional service to the hearing-im-
paired student community.

In 1856, Mr. Speaker, Amos Kendall, a
local businessman in Washington, D.C.,
adopted five deaf children. He soon
learned that there were few opportuni-
ties for education for blind and deaf
kids in Washington, D.C., so he took it
upon himself to do something about
the state of education, and he donated
two acres of his estate to create a
school that would ensure these stu-
dents a place to learn.

In 1864, President Abraham Lincoln
signed a charter to allow the school to
confer college degrees. Beginning with
just 18 students, Gallaudet University
is now the world leader in liberal edu-
cation and career development for over
1,600 deaf and hard-of-hearing college
students yearly. With nearly 40 under-
graduate and 12 graduate programs,
Gallaudet boasts a strong and diverse
academic program. Approximately 90
percent of its courses include an online
component, making Gallaudet a leader
in technology in the classrooms. Gal-
laudet is the only institution that fo-
cuses on educational programs for
hearing-impaired students from pre-
school through the doctoral level.

Gallaudet is also a world leader in
the fields of education and research. It
is home to the Gallaudet Research In-
stitute, which is the preeminent source
of demographics of deaf youth in the
United States. It is also home to the
Kendall Demonstration Elementary
School and the Model Secondary
School for the Deaf, both of which dis-
seminate innovative curriculum, mate-
rials and teaching strategies to schools
throughout the country on ways to
serve children with hearing impair-
ments.

Gallaudet considers public service an
integral part of its student life. Just
last year, Gallaudet students and fac-
ulty served 56,000 people by teaching
sign language classes and by providing
sign language interpretation at con-
ferences throughout the world.

Gallaudet graduates move on to dis-
tinguished careers, including as law-
yers, investment bankers, scholars, and
entrepreneurs. It is clear that Gal-
laudet University is providing hearing-
impaired students with an unrivaled
education, and I congratulate the uni-
versity on its 145th anniversary.

As a congressional member of its
board of trustees, I am pleased to have
worked with Senator SHERROD BROWN,
who also serves on the board, to intro-
duce this concurrent resolution. I urge
my colleagues to support H. Con. Res.
7.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Con. Res. 77, a resolution recog-
nizing and honoring the 145th anniver-
sary of the signing of the law that es-
tablished collegiate programs at the
excellent institution of higher learn-
ing, Gallaudet University.

It was on April 8, 1864 that President
Abraham Lincoln signed a Federal law
authorizing Gallaudet University to
confer collegiate degrees. The signing
of this law finally gave deaf students
an opportunity to pursue a higher edu-
cation in an environment specifically
designed to meet their communication
needs. Gallaudet is still the only insti-
tution in the world that focuses on
education programs for deaf and hard-
of-hearing students from preschool
through the doctoral level.

As of the 2007-2008 academic year,
Gallaudet enrolled over 1,600 students.
These students have the opportunity to
choose from more than 40 under-
graduate majors and have the oppor-
tunity to take advantage of a state-of-
the-art facility. Additionally, each of
these students who graduates from
Gallaudet will receive a diploma that
has been signed by the sitting Presi-
dent of the United States.

I extend my congratulations to Gal-
laudet University on the 145th anniver-
sary of its creation, and wish all of
Gallaudet’s faculty, staff, students, and
alumni continued success in their en-
deavors. I ask my colleagues to support
this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. I do not
know if we have any other speakers on
the other side of the aisle, Mr. BISHOP.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. We do not.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Then are you pre-
pared to close?

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
with my profound respect for this par-
ticular institution and for the job that
they do in creating a service for a spe-
cific need that is out there, I urge the
support of this resolution.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank Chairman MILLER and
the Committee on Education and Labor
for their help in bringing Congressman
KENNEDY’s resolution to the floor.

I urge my colleagues to support H.
Con. Res. 77, which congratulates Gal-
laudet University for the 145th anniver-
sary of the signing of its charter by
President Abraham Lincoln.

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.
WOOLSEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 77.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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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:

H.R. 1617, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 730, by the yeas and nays;

H. Res. 182, by the yeas and nays.

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

———

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY COMPONENT PRIVACY
OFFICER ACT OF 2009

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1617, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CARNEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1617.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 412, nays 3,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 147]

YEAS—412

Abercrombie Burton (IN) Diaz-Balart, L.
Ackerman Butterfield Diaz-Balart, M.
Aderholt Buyer Dicks
Adler (NJ) Calvert Dingell
Akin Camp Doggett
Alexander Campbell Donnelly (IN)
Altmire Cantor Doyle
Andrews Cao Dreier
Arcuri Capito Driehaus
Austria Capps Duncan
Baca Capuano Edwards (MD)
Bachmann Cardoza Edwards (TX)
Bachus Carnahan Ehlers
Baird Carney Ellison
Baldwin Carson (IN) Ellsworth
Barrett (SC) Carter Emerson
Barrow Cassidy Eshoo
Bartlett Castle Etheridge
Barton (TX) Castor (FL) Fallin
Bean Chaffetz Farr
Becerra Chandler Fattah
Berkley Childers Filner
Berman Clarke Flake
Berry Clay Fleming
Biggert Clyburn Forbes
Bilbray Coble Fortenberry
Bilirakis Coffman (CO) Foster
Bishop (GA) Cohen Foxx
Bishop (NY) Cole Frank (MA)
Bishop (UT) Conaway Franks (AZ)
Blackburn Connolly (VA) Frelinghuysen
Blumenauer Conyers Fudge
Boccieri Cooper Gallegly
Boehner Costa Garrett (NJ)
Bonner Courtney Gerlach
Bono Mack Crenshaw Giffords
Boozman Crowley Gingrey (GA)
Boren Cuellar Gonzalez
Boswell Culberson Goodlatte
Boucher Cummings Gordon (TN)
Boustany Dahlkemper Granger
Boyd Davis (AL) Graves
Brady (PA) Davis (CA) Grayson
Brady (TX) Davis (IL) Green, Al
Bright Davis (KY) Green, Gene
Broun (GA) Davis (TN) Griffith
Brown (SC) Deal (GA) Grijalva
Brown, Corrine DeFazio Guthrie
Brown-Waite, DeGette Gutierrez

Ginny Delahunt Hall (NY)
Buchanan DeLauro Hall (TX)
Burgess Dent Halvorson
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Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
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
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa

Gohmert

Blunt
Braley (IA)
Cleaver
Costello
Engel

Hill

Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
MclIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
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

NAYS—3
Lummis

Johnson, Sam
McCotter
Miller, Gary
Pascrell
Pomeroy
Radanovich
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Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
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
Wexler
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Paul

NOT VOTING—16

Sessions
Smith (NJ)
Taylor
Westmoreland
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NUCLEAR FORENSICS AND
ATTRIBUTION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 730, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CARNEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 730.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 402, nays 16,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 148]

YEAS—402

Abercrombie Cardoza Fleming
Ackerman Carnahan Forbes
Aderholt Carney Fortenberry
Adler (NJ) Carson (IN) Foster
Alexander Carter Foxx
Altmire Cassidy Frank (MA)
Andrews Castle Franks (AZ)
Arcuri Castor (FL) Frelinghuysen
Austria Chaffetz Fudge
Baca Chandler Gallegly
Bachmann Childers Garrett (NJ)
Bachus Clarke Gerlach
Baird Clay Giffords
Baldwin Cleaver Gonzalez
Barrett (SC) Clyburn Goodlatte
Barrow Coffman (CO) Gordon (TN)
Bartlett Cohen Granger
Barton (TX) Cole Graves
Bean Conaway Grayson
Becerra Connolly (VA) Green, Al
Berkley Conyers Green, Gene
Berman Cooper Griffith
Berry Costa Grijalva
Biggert Courtney Guthrie
Bilbray Crenshaw Gutierrez
Bilirakis Crowley Hall (NY)
Bishop (GA) Cuellar Hall (TX)
Bishop (NY) Culberson Halvorson
Bishop (UT) Cummings Hare
Blackburn Dahlkemper Harman
Blumenauer Dayvis (AL) Harper
Blunt Davis (CA) Hastings (FL)
Boccieri Davis (IL) Hastings (WA)
Boehner Davis (KY) Heinrich
Bonner Dayvis (TN) Heller
Bono Mack DeFazio Hensarling
Boozman DeGette Herger
Boren Delahunt Herseth Sandlin
Boswell DeLauro Higgins
Boucher Dent Himes
Boustany Diaz-Balart, L. Hinchey
Boyd Diaz-Balart, M. Hinojosa
Brady (PA) Dicks Hirono
Brady (TX) Dingell Hodes
Bright Doggett Hoekstra
Brown (SC) Donnelly (IN) Holden
Brown, Corrine Doyle Holt
Brown-Waite, Dreier Honda

Ginny Driehaus Hoyer
Buchanan Edwards (MD) Hunter
Burton (IN) Edwards (TX) Inglis
Butterfield Ehlers Inslee
Buyer Ellison Israel
Calvert Ellsworth Issa
Camp Emerson Jackson (IL)
Campbell Eshoo Jackson-Lee
Cantor Etheridge (TX)
Cao Fallin Jenkins
Capito Farr Johnson (GA)
Capps Fattah Johnson (IL)
Capuano Filner Johnson, E. B.

Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
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)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud

AKkin
Broun (GA)
Burgess
Coble

Deal (GA)
Duncan

Braley (IA)
Costello
Engel

Hill
McCotter
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Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Polis (CO)
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
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)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky

NAYS—16

Flake
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Kingston
Linder
Lummis

Miller, Gary
Pascrell
Pomeroy
Radanovich
Sessions

Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
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
Wexler
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Manzullo

Paul

Poe (TX)
Sensenbrenner

NOT VOTING—13

Smith (NJ)
Taylor
Westmoreland

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. GINGREY of Georgia changed his
vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

Mr. ROYCE changed his vote from
“nay’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SCHOOL SOCIAL WORK WEEK

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. 182, 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.
WOOLSEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 182.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 415, nays 0,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 149]

YEAS—415

Abercrombie Burton (IN) Diaz-Balart, M.
Ackerman Butterfield Dicks
Aderholt Buyer Dingell
Adler (NJ) Calvert Doggett
Akin Camp Donnelly (IN)
Alexander Campbell Doyle
Altmire Cantor Dreier
Andrews Cao Driehaus
Arcuri Capito Duncan
Austria Capps Edwards (MD)
Baca Capuano Edwards (TX)
Bachmann Cardoza Ehlers
Bachus Carnahan Ellison
Baird Carney Ellsworth
Baldwin Carson (IN) Emerson
Barrett (SC) Carter Eshoo
Barrow Cassidy Etheridge
Bartlett Castle Fallin
Barton (TX) Castor (FL) Farr
Bean Chaffetz Fattah
Becerra Chandler Filner
Berkley Childers Flake
Berman Clarke Fleming
Berry Clay Forbes
Biggert Cleaver Fortenberry
Bilbray Clyburn Foster
Bilirakis Coble Foxx
Bishop (GA) Coffman (CO) Frank (MA)
Bishop (NY) Cohen Franks (AZ)
Bishop (UT) Cole Frelinghuysen
Blackburn Conaway Fudge
Blumenauer Connolly (VA) Gallegly
Blunt Conyers Garrett (NJ)
Boccieri Cooper Gerlach
Boehner Costa Giffords
Bonner Courtney Gingrey (GA)
Bono Mack Crenshaw Gohmert
Boozman Crowley Gonzalez
Boren Cuellar Goodlatte
Boswell Culberson Gordon (TN)
Boucher Cummings Granger
Boustany Dahlkemper Graves
Boyd Davis (AL) Grayson
Brady (PA) Davis (CA) Green, Al
Brady (TX) Davis (IL) Green, Gene
Braley (IA) Davis (KY) Griffith
Bright Davis (TN) Grijalva
Broun (GA) Deal (GA) Guthrie
Brown (SC) DeFazio Gutierrez
Brown, Corrine DeGette Hall (NY)
Brown-Waite, Delahunt Hall (TX)

Ginny DeLauro Halvorson
Buchanan Dent Hare
Burgess Diaz-Balart, L. Harman

Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
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
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa

Costello

Engel

Herseth Sandlin
Hill

McCotter
Miller, Gary

Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
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

Pascrell
Pomeroy
Radanovich
Sessions
Smith (NJ)
Taylor
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Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Teague
Terry
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wexler
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—16

Thompson (CA)
Turner
Westmoreland
Wu
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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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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.

—————

WELCOME HOME VIETNAM
VETERANS DAY

Mrs. HALVORSON. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 234) expressing
support for designation of a ‘“Welcome
Home Vietnam Veterans Day’’.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 234

Whereas the Vietnam War was fought in
Vietnam from 1961 to 1975, and involved
North Vietnam and the Viet Cong in conflict
with United States Armed Forces and South
Vietnam;

Whereas the United States became in-
volved in Vietnam because policy-makers in
the United States believed that if South
Vietnam fell to a Communist government
then Communism would spread throughout
the rest of Southeast Asia;

Whereas members of the United States
Armed Forces began serving in an advisory
role to the South Vietnamese in 1961;

Whereas as a result of the Gulf of Tonkin
incidents on August 2 and 4, 1964, Congress
overwhelmingly passed the Gulf of Tonkin
Resolution (Public Law 88-408), on August 7,
1964, which effectively handed over war-mak-
ing powers to President Johnson until such
time as ‘‘peace and security’’ had returned to
Vietnam;

Whereas, in 1965, United States Armed
Forces ground combat units arrived in Viet-
nam;

Whereas, by the end of 1965, there were
80,000 United States troops in Vietnam, and
by 1969 a peak of approximately 543,000
troops was reached;

Whereas, on January 27, 1973, the Treaty of
Paris was signed, which required the release
of all United States prisoners-of-war held in
North Vietnam and the withdrawal of all
United States Armed Forces from South
Vietnam;

Whereas, on March 30, 1973, the United
States Armed Forces completed the with-
drawal of combat troops from Vietnam;

Whereas more than 58,000 members of the
United States Armed Forces lost their lives
in Vietnam and more than 300,000 members
of the Armed Forces were wounded;

Whereas, in 1982, the Vietnam Veterans
Memorial was dedicated in the District of
Columbia to commemorate those members of
the United States Armed Forces who died or
were declared missing-in-action in Vietnam;

Whereas the Vietnam War was an ex-
tremely divisive issue among the people of
the United States;

Whereas members of the United States
Armed Forces who served bravely and faith-
fully for the United States during the Viet-
nam War were caught upon their return
home in the crossfire of public debate about
the involvement of the United States in the
Vietnam War;
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Whereas the establishment of a ‘“Welcome
Home Vietnam Veterans Day’ would be an
appropriate way to honor those members of
the United States Armed Forces who served
in Vietnam during the Vietnam War; and

Whereas March 30, 2009, would be an appro-
priate day to establish as ‘“Welcome Home
Vietnam Veterans Day’’: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) honors and recognizes the contributions
of veterans of the Armed Forces who served
in Vietnam; and

(2) encourages the people of the United
States to observe ‘“Welcome Home Vietnam
Veterans Day’’ with appropriate ceremonies
and activities that promote awareness of the
contributions of veterans who served in Viet-
nam and the importance of helping Vietnam
era veterans re-adjust to civilian life.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CUMMINGS). Pursuant to the rule, the
gentlewoman from  Illinois (Mrs.
HALVORSON) and the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois.

Mrs. HALVORSON. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
House Resolution 234. This resolution
before us today establishes March 30,
2009, as a day to honor and recognize
the contributions of veterans of the
Vietnam War.

As a member of the House Committee
on Veterans Affairs, I have had the op-
portunity to hear the accounts of many
Vietnam veterans. I hear the pride that
came with the duty of defending their
country, and I hear the anguish that
they felt coming home to a country
that confused the war and the warrior.

I encourage all Americans to reach
out to veterans, especially our Viet-
nam veterans. Thank them and their
families for their amazing sacrifice,
understand more about their great con-
tributions to our country, and gain the
wisdom of their personal stories of our
Nation’s history.

There are more than 24 million vet-
erans living in this country today, in-
cluding 8.2 million veterans that served
during the Vietnam War. Of these vet-
erans, 2.6 million served in country.

More than 58,000 members in our
military lost their lives in Vietnam.
Tragically, American casualties con-
tinued to climb after the war, as a re-
sult of suicides, substance abuse, and
homelessness among these veterans
and their families.

More than 300,000 members of the
Armed Forces were reported wounded
as a result of the Vietnam War. Today,
this number also continues to grow, as
more and more of our Vietnam vet-
erans are feeling the effects of Agent
Orange.

Approximately 20 million gallons of
herbicides were used in Vietnam be-
tween 1962 and 1971 to remove un-
wanted vegetation that provided cover
for enemy forces during the war. Short-
ly following their military services in
Vietnam, some veterans reported a va-
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riety of health problems and concerns
due to exposure to Agent Orange. Mod-
ern science clearly establishes that the
symptoms of many degenerative dis-
eases can take decades to onset.

Too many Vietnam veterans are suf-
fering from conditions that resulted
from their service to our country, yet
are not considered service-connected
by our government. Time is running
out for many of our Vietnam veterans.
Many have already lost the battle. And
those who remain, along with their
families, are fighting for their lives
every day.
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The Vietnam War was a very divisive
time, and too many Americans, myself
included, confused the war and the
warrior. We did not provide the sup-
port, the care, the compassion, and the
love that our dedicated servicemem-
bers earned and deserved.

Many of our finest leaders, both mili-
tary and political, have been quoted as
saying that they did not believe that
the men who served in uniform in Viet-
nam were given the credit they de-
serve.

In that spirit, the House of Rep-
resentatives takes this step to recog-
nize the contributions of brave vet-
erans who served in Vietnam and the
continued importance of helping Viet-
nam-era veterans readjust to civilian
life.

So I ask my colleagues to join me in
showing our gratitude to those brave
men and women who served during the
Vietnam War. Mr. Speaker, I urge
strong support for House Resolution
234.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman
for his quick consideration of the bill,
House Resolution 234, a resolution ex-
pressing support for the designation of
a ‘‘“Welcome Home Vietnam Veterans
Day.” I commend my colleague, Con-
gresswoman LINDA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, for introducing this resolution.

The desire to welcome home our Na-
tion’s Vietnam veterans is strong
across the country. It has now been 36
years since the American troops left
Vietnam. It was March 30, 1973, when
the United States Army completed the
withdrawal of combat troops from
Vietnam.

Last Congress, we passed House Reso-
lution 1231, a bill that recognizes the
importance of Vietnam Veterans Day.
In that legislation, we urged Ameri-
cans to recognize the date and partici-
pate in local events. Across the Nation,
several States have already organized
Welcome Home events for Vietnam vet-
erans on March 28 and March 29 of this
yvear. This legislation before us would
continue our support for this effort;
provide honor and recognition of the
contributions of veterans of the Armed
Forces who served in Vietnam, and en-
courages the people of the United
States to observe Welcome Home Viet-
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nam Veterans Day with appropriate
ceremonies and activities.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support House Resolution 234.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. HALVORSON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady from
California, the sponsor of this resolu-
tion, Ms. SANCHEZ.

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of House Resolution 234,
expressing support for Welcome Home
Vietnam Veterans Day.

I want to thank Chairman BOB FIL-
NER and Ranking Member STEVE BUYER
for their strong commitment to all of
America’s veterans. Their leadership
has been instrumental in bringing this
important resolution to the floor
today.

As a Nation, we honor those who de-
fend us with statues, memorials, holi-
days, and praise. But as a people, we
have not always fulfilled our duty to
properly recognize those fellow citizens
who put themselves in harm’s way to
keep us safe and protect our freedom,
and no fellow citizens did we let down
more than those who served bravely in
Vietnam. They came home to a time of
civil unrest and social turmoil, a time
when opposition to the war too easily
turned into opposition to those young
men and women who served in it.

Unlike the GIs who served in pre-
vious conflicts, many Vietnam service-
members came home not to a welcome
back parade, but to hostility, ridicule,
and bitter criticism. This cold recep-
tion, in addition to the brutal realities
of serving in Vietnam, interfered with
some veterans’ efforts to transition
back into their communities and estab-
lish a sense of normalcy. Just when
they needed someone to lend an ear or
a helping hand, too many found a cold
shoulder.

By encouraging Americans to observe
Welcome Home Vietnam Veterans Day,
my resolution seeks to provide these
heroes the welcome home that they al-
ways deserved but that too many never
received.

Welcome Home Vietnam Veterans
Day is the culmination of years of ef-
fort on the part of my constituent,
Jose Ramos, himself a Vietnam vet-
eran. As an Army combat medic in
Vietnam, Jose Ramos was victim to
the indifferent and often hostile public
reaction upon returning home. It was
his personal experiences and those of
his fellow GIs that motivated him to
work toward establishing a national
day of recognition. His work inspired
many, including me, to help give Viet-
nam veterans their long overdue wel-
come home.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mrs. HALVORSON. The gentlelady is
granted an additional 30 seconds.

Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. While today’s resolution may
seem like a small gesture when com-
pared to what our soldiers and their
families sacrificed, it certainly is, it
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will serve to remind us of their service
to our country.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to join in honoring Vietnam
veterans by participating in Welcome
Home Vietnam Veterans Day events in
their communities next year. Today, I
ask for their vote.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. CAO).

Mr. CAO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of House Resolution 234, to es-
tablish a Welcome Home Vietnam Vet-
erans Day. My family and I are direct
beneficiaries of the sacrifice and serv-
ice of the men and women who served
this great Nation during the years of
conflict in Vietnam.

I was born in Vietnam in 1967, during
the most turbulent year of the war and
while American troops were engaged in
combat there. In 1975, my father, an
army officer, was captured by the com-
munist forces and sent to a re-edu-
cation camp for nearly 7 years. I was 8
years old when I left my home country
and came to America to make a new
life with the tools of freedom and de-
mocracy that this great Nation stands
for.

To the hundreds of thousands of vet-
erans who returned from the Vietnam
War, I say to you that your dedicated
service to your country and mine is re-
membered by millions every day. I
thank you for having fought for democ-
racy and freedom even in the farthest
reaches of the globe.

To each of the 58,256 servicemembers
whose names appear on the solemn
granite wall along the National Mall, I
say to you that your ultimate sacrifice
will never be forgotten. Your memories
live on today through the millions of
people throughout the world enjoying
the opportunities, liberties, and free-
dom that you have fought so long and
hard for.

Mr. Speaker, as we reflect today on
the sacrifice and service of Vietnam
veterans, I ask all Americans to con-
sider our servicemembers engaged
today around the globe. Currently, in
Iraqg and Afghanistan, we have nearly
200,000 service men and women serving
this Nation honorably. During the
course of these conflicts, 4,716 service-
members have lost their lives and an-
other 33,852 have been wounded fight-
ing nobly to defeat terrorism and to
bring freedom and democracy to op-
pressed people. We thank them and
their families for their service, and
they will never be forgotten.

As we chart the way forward in these
conflicts, it is our obligation to ensure
that the gains we and our coalition
partners have made are not for naught,
and that we continue on the fight to
bring peace, democracy, and freedom
to these nations that have been dam-
aged and broken by brutal regimes.

Mr. Speaker, while I am struck by
the fact that it is only today, some 34
years later, that we are establishing a
day to welcome home from the Viet-
nam War some of America’s bravest, I
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am pleased that I, a direct beneficiary
of their service, can take part in this
historic event.

Mrs. HALVORSON. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. NYE).

Mr. NYE. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to
honor the 543,000 troops who fought
valiantly against communist forces in
Vietnam. During that conflict, more
than 58,000 brave Americans lost their
lives, and over 300,000 were physically
wounded. Yet, when our veterans re-
turned home, our Nation too often
failed to appreciate the sacrifices they
had made on behalf of our freedom.

Thirty years earlier, we opened our
arms to the soldiers returning from
World War II, but for those coming
home from Vietnam we failed to do the
same. Instead of respecting their serv-
ice, our Nation largely shunned these
young servicemembers for doing the
job that they had, in most cases, been
drafted to perform. We did not com-
prehend nor did we respect the difficul-
ties that many of them faced in
transitioning back to civilian life after
the horrors they had witnessed in com-
bat.

The legacy of our failure to welcome
our veterans home is still with us
today. Every night, roughly 154,000 vet-
erans are homeless, and 45 percent of
these are from the Vietnam era. To
allow those that fought for our safety
to live on the streets is a black mark
on the history of our Nation, and it is
a warning to present and future gen-
erations of what must never happen
again.

I believe the designation of March 30
as the Welcome Home Vietnam Vet-
erans Day is the least we can do to
begin righting these wrongs. And as we
do, let us also pledge to honor our com-
mitment to the men and women who
served in Vietnam, to give them the
full care and benefits that they have
earned, and to make sure that no vet-
eran, past, present, or future, is ever
forgotten again.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER).

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I certainly thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, how amazing, quite
amazing that we just heard this testi-
mony and these remarks from our col-
league from Louisiana, Representative
CAO0. But if there is any reason for our
colleagues to support this resolution, it
is by the words that he just spoke.
What an unbelievable story he told. He
is a Vietnamese-American, his father
for 7 years in a re-education camp in
Vietnam, and here he is as a result of
our men and women fighting for free-
dom and democracy and liberty. That
is certainly a vivid demonstration of
why we need to pass this resolution
today. I certainly support Resolution
234, which will designate a Welcome
Home Vietnam Veterans Day.

My district in McComb County,
Michigan, is actually home to I think
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one of if not the largest chapter of
Vietnam veterans, Chapter 154, in the
entire Nation.

My husband, a very proud Vietnam
veteran, actually flew F-102s with the
509th Fighter-Interceptor group from
air bases in both Danang and Saigon.
These veterans served our Nation faith-
fully and with distinction and honor.
But, to our everlasting shame, they re-
ceived a horrible homecoming.

One of the saddest times, Mr. Speak-
er, in American history was the way
that we treated our Vietnam veterans
when they returned from combat.
Caught in the crossfire of the debate on
the war in our Nation, they came home
to taunts, insults, and worse. These
brave men and women, these great war
fighters, these great patriots, these
great Americans, they answered our
Nation’s call to fight, and they fought,
they bled, and they died in the service
of our country.

Not only did they have to bear their
physical and psychological wounds of
warfare, Mr. Speaker, but our Nation
did not recognize them as the heroes
that they were and that they are.
There were no parades and no yellow
ribbons and no thanks for serving when
our Nation asked them to do so, and
they stepped forward to defend freedom
and liberty and democracy.

These men and women deserved bet-
ter, Mr. Speaker. And although it has
taken many years to rectify the injus-
tice some of our fellow citizens visited
upon our Vietnam veterans, today we
can honor them, and we should, with a
day to welcome them home properly.
The Vietnam Veterans Memorial here
in Washington is one of the most vis-
ited memorials. This wall stands as a
reminder that 58,000 of our fellow coun-
trymen paid the ultimate price, and we
must never forget them.

We owe our Nation’s veterans a debt
that can never be fully repaid, but we
want to thank them for their service
and their sacrifice on behalf of our
great Nation, and all of us will con-
tinue to work the halls of Congress to
ensure that our veterans get the care,
the help, the recognition, and the bene-
fits that they so richly deserve. I know
that I have a MIA/POW flag hanging
right outside the door of my Congres-
sional office, and if you walk up and
down the halls of Congress, you will see
many, many others displayed here as
well.
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We can never forget.

And I would encourage every commu-
nity in America to observe the “Wel-
come Home Vietnam Veterans Day’’ so
that we never forget our veterans’
bravery, courage and sacrifice. And
today let me say ‘‘welcome home.”

I ask all of my colleagues to support
this resolution.

Mrs. HALVORSON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)
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Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Let me
thank the gentlewoman for her leader-
ship. And I appreciate my good friend
and colleague, Congresswoman
SANCHEZ, and the manager of this bill
for your great leadership, as well, in
handling this legislation that simply
says a huge and overdue ‘‘thank you.”
And so I am pleased to stand on the
floor of the House to support H. Res.
234 because I believe I was touched by
this experience in this war, recognizing
that as I would listen to Vietnam vets,
those returning soldiers, speak in a
language that we did not understand,
talking about the places where they
fought, speaking as if they were dis-
tant. Now I understand and hope we all
understand as Americans that the war
of a soldier is America’s war. It is not
a public-policy war. So we should stand
with our soldiers who fight for our free-
dom no matter where they are.

I am honored today to be able to sup-
port this legislation because as a mem-
ber of the Houston City Council, I
joined with former council member
Ben Reyes to raise the first POW/MIA
flags in tribute to our fallen and miss-
ing soldiers in Vietnam. Those flags
now stand today in front of the Hous-
ton City Hall. And I'm honored to have
had the opportunity to be part of it.

Our soldiers deserve this welcome
home. And more importantly, they de-
serve our understanding. So many of
the Vietnam vets are homeless. And we
should stand alongside of them. For
many years, I participated in what we
call ‘“Stand Down’ to bring our sol-
diers together.

I want to thank the Medal of Honor
winners who always come to our Me-
morial Day service and sing their heart
out and lead us in the Pledge of Alle-
giance.

I want to thank Vietnam vets like
Antonio ‘“Tony” Roman and John
Footman, who today serve their coun-
try by being part of the Military Order
of the Purple Heart working with our
young soldiers.

Mr. Speaker, there is no honor—there
is no honor that is too high for the sol-
diers who shed their blood, suffer and,
of course, sacrifice on our behalf, those
soldiers whose lives are lost, those sol-
diers who have come back to us, Viet-
nam vets deserve our honor. Today now
we stand to welcome them home. Never
will we turn our back. Always the light
will be on. We welcome them home.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H. Res.
234, “Expressing support for designation of a
‘Welcome Home Vietnam Veterans Day.”” |
want to thank my colleague Congresswoman
LINDA SANCHEZ of California for introducing
this resolution.

Few groups of Americans have sacrificed
for our nation than those who have served in
the Armed Forces. The war in Vietham no
longer makes headlines, but for many families
it remains a daily reality, and | urge my col-
leagues to recognize the challenges that the
families of these brave soldiers face and sup-
port this resolution in their honor.

Mr. Speaker, 2,637,100 people fought
through the triumph and tragedy of the Viet-
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nam War. Unfortunately, 58,000 never re-
turned home again! If these now silent patriots
have taught us anything, it is that because of
these men and women who were willing to
sacrifice their last blood and breath, the United
States remains a symbol of freedom and a
country whose ideas are still worth defending.
As a result, these brave men and women
memories should be preserved and honored
for future generations in this great nation.

It was Edmund Burke who once aptly stat-
ed: “The only thing necessary for the triumph
of evil is for good men to do nothing.” The
birth of our nation itself was due to good men
who refused to submit to an unjust rule. Time
after time, in battle after battle American men
and women have not fled from mortal danger,
no instead they have rushed towards it. Our
brave soldiers built this nation, first with inde-
pendence, then with the righteousness of
eliminating slavery, and finally in the last cen-
tury they built this nation in the eyes of the
world, not only as a superpower, but as a na-
tion that values humanity and kindness over
the tyranny of others.

| see this same courage and strength in the
eyes of our current generation of soldiers.
They bear the burden of a new world, in which
the greatest threats against our life and free-
dom are often unseen. They also bear the
hope of a nation and a world that clings to the
hope of peace and stability. It was the great
statesman Adlai Stevenson who said: “Patriot-
ism is not a short and frenzied outburst of
emotion but the tranquil and steady dedication
of a lifetime.” It is clear that the torch has
been passed to a new generation of men and
women willing to dedicate their lives to pro-
tecting ours. Our nation is truly blessed in so
many ways, but our soldiers continue to be
the greatest protectors of our blessings.

Because | feel so strong about our men and
women fighting abroad and our veterans who
served our nation, | will continue to advocate
for their rights in Congress, and | urge my col-
leagues to fight as well.

Mr. Speaker, now is the time for the U.S.
government to again fulfill our moral obligation
to those who have fought for freedom and de-
mocracy. In the State of Texas we have
1,701,118 veterans, in fact in the 18th Con-
gressional district of Texas alone there are
more than 38,000 veterans and they make up
almost ten percent of this district’s civilian pop-
ulation over the age of 18. Yet we often forget
about our men and women fighting abroad
once the war is over. We must never forget
veterans and we must never stop fighting for
their rights as they fought for ours.

Vietham Veterans like Antonio “Tony”
Roman and John Footman, who continue to
give back to their country and their fellow
young military forces by working with the Mili-
tary Order of the Purple Heart and by standing
in the rain or the heat to be there when our
Soldiers and Marines return from deployment.
I meet with great men from Texas who are
Vietnam Veterans, and our newer Gulf War,
Operation Iraqi Freedom, and Operation En-
during Freedom—and | see their continuing
need for our support.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to sup-
port H. Res. 234, “Expressing support for des-
ignation of a ‘Welcome Home Vietnam Vet-
erans Day’.”

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.
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Mrs. HALVORSON. I would like to
know if there are any further speakers.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I have no other
speakers at this time.

Mrs. HALVORSON. Then we reserve
the balance of our time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I urge
passage of this resolution. It is long
overdue. And I encourage Members to
sponsor a ‘‘Welcome Home Vietnam
Veterans Day’’ in their districts.

I yield back the balance of my time.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. HALVORSON. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on House Resolution 234.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of H. Res. 234, expressing
support for designation of a ‘““Welcome
Home Vietnam Veterans Day.”’

The very fact that we are delib-
erating about a ‘‘welcome home” for
Vietnam veterans in 2009, decades after
our participation in that conflict came
to an end, says it all. Don’t get me
wrong. Those veterans eminently de-
serve that welcome, and the thanks for
serving our Nation that comes with it.
But it remains far too long overdue.
Those veterans should have been wel-
comed home from day one. And yet, as
the resolution says, ‘‘the Vietnam War
was an extremely divisive issue among
the people of the United States’ and so
“members of the United States Armed
Forces who served bravely and faith-
fully for the United States during the
Vietnam War were caught upon their
return home in the crossfire of public
debate about the involvement of the
United States in the Vietnam War.”

I want to thank those veterans not
just for their service to our Nation in
Vietnam, but for their service to our
Nation upon their return, service that
forms the backbone of support for vet-
erans today. As we have confronted yet
another divisive war these last few
years, we have welcomed our returning
servicemen and—women differently,
honoring them appropriately and im-
mediately. And that is largely because
of those veterans of Vietnam.

As a 24-year veteran myself and as a
member of the House Veterans Affairs
Committee, I have seen a remarkable
thing happen. Time and time again, I
have heard Vietnam veterans—from
witnesses at committee hearings and
elsewhere—make clear that we cannot
let one generation of veterans abandon
another. We have to make sure this
new generation of Iraq and Afghanistan
veterans do not have to go through all
the hardships we know all too well are
awaiting them if we do not act to pre-
vent them.

Whether it be access to VA health
care, the specific mental health issues
that some veterans face after the war,
the problem of homelessness among
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veterans, preventing our veterans from
ending up incarcerated, or even the
public perception of veterans and the
way veterans think about and under-
stand themselves as veterans—we know
the dangers that are out there, thanks
in no small part to Vietnam veterans
working together, and we know we
have to act aggressively to make sure
we fulfill our commitment to our new-
est veterans.

For my part, | see no more important task
as a member of Congress and of the House
Veterans’ Affairs Committee.

But | also have to say, | think something
else has started to happen as we as a country
have worked to honor and do justice to the
veterans of our current conflicts—regardless of
how we feel individually about the war itself. |
think just as Vietnam veterans have done for
Iraq and Afghanistan veterans what World
War | veterans did for World War Il veterans,
supporting the next generation of veterans, |
think our society’s treatment of our newest
veterans has begun a really renewed appre-
ciation for and a different, more positive public
perception of Vietnam veterans themselves.

What you all went through when you came
home is something that never should be re-
peated. And it should not have happened in
the first place. But it says something about
you as a group and America as a society that
we have finally, | think, started to move away
from the ugliness of that time, and from the
stereotypes and clichés about Vietnam vet-
erans.

The new congressional majority that | was a
part of forming in 2006 committed to making
our military and our veterans an absolutely top
priority. And we did that last Congress, and
we continue to do that in this new Congress.
Last Congress, we passed the largest vet-
erans funding increase in history, increasing
pay for our military and providing them with
more of the protection they need when they
go into battle, passing into law a historic new
Gl Bill that should do for our 21st century vet-
erans what the original Gl Bill did after World
War Il

And we will continue that work in this Con-
gress, putting America’s veterans first and
working to provide them with the care and
benefits they deserve.

The debt we owe those who serve our
country honorably in the military is never fully
paid. But we owe that obligation to our vet-
erans, and it begins with a full welcome home.
The Nation can never fully repair the damage
done with the failure to immediately and fully
welcome home our veterans from Vietnam.
But it is never too late to continue recognizing
the obligation we owe you, and thanking you
for what you have done and what you con-
tinue to do.

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Speaker | rise in sup-
port of House Resolution 234.

Designating March 30th as “Welcome Home
Vietnam Veterans Day” is long overdue.

This day is not only in remembrance of the
over 58,000 members of the Armed Services
that lost their lives in Vietnam, but serves as
a lesson in conduct and appropriate public de-
bate in regards to our veterans.

March 30th, 1973, has taught us lessons
that unfortunately will soon be very relevant to
the present day.

No matter the various views of the war in
Iraq, | am confident that our servicemen and
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women will return home to an atmosphere of
appreciation and reception.

Unfortunately, the 543,000 troops that re-
turned from Vietnam did not all receive the
same respect, but their legacy has ensured a
brighter future and degree of tolerance exer-
cised towards the next generation of armed
servicemembers.

Mrs. HALVORSON. Mr. Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to unanimously
support House Resolution 234.

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 Illinois (Mrs.
HALVORSON) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 234.

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.

RECOGNIZING 30TH ANNIVERSARY
OF TAIWAN RELATIONS ACT

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 55)
recognizing the 30th anniversary of the
Taiwan Relations Act, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 55

Whereas April 10, 2009, will mark the 30th
anniversary of the enactment of the Taiwan
Relations Act (Public Law 96-8), codifying in
law the basis for continued commercial, cul-
tural, and other relations between the
United States and the Republic of China
(Taiwan);

Whereas the Taiwan Relations Act has
been instrumental in maintaining peace, se-
curity, and stability in the Taiwan Strait
since its enactment in 1979;

Whereas when the Taiwan Relations Act
was enacted, it affirmed that the United
States’ decision to establish diplomatic rela-
tions with the People’s Republic of China
was based on the expectation that the future
of Taiwan would be determined by peaceful
means;

Whereas the Taiwan Relations Act declares
that peace and stability in the area are in
the political, security, and economic inter-
ests of the United States, and are matters of
international concern;

Whereas the Taiwan Relations Act states
that it is the policy of the United States to
provide Taiwan with arms of a defensive
character to maintain the capacity to resist
any resort to force or other forms of coercion
that would jeopardize the security, or the so-
cial or economic system, of the people on
Taiwan;

Whereas the Taiwan Relations Act also
states that ‘it is the policy of the United
States to preserve and promote extensive,
close, and friendly commercial, cultural and
other relations between the people on Tai-
wan, as well as the people on the China
mainland’’;

Whereas the relationship between the
United States and Taiwan has strengthened
with—

(1) Taiwan’s evolution into a free society
and a full-fledged, multi-party democracy;
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(2) the development of Taiwan’s robust
free-market economy;

(3) Taiwan’s determined effort and collabo-
ration with the United States to combat
global terrorism, as demonstrated in part by
its participation in the Container Security
Initiative and its generous contribution to
the Pentagon Memorial Fund; and

(4) the leadership role Taiwan has dem-
onstrated in addressing transnational and
global challenges, including its active en-
gagement in humanitarian relief measures,
public health endeavors, environmental pro-
tection initiatives, and financial market sta-
bilization efforts; and

Whereas Taiwan’s democracy has deepened
with the second peaceful transfer of power
from one political party to another after the
presidential election in March 2008: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) reaffirms its unwavering commitment
to the Taiwan Relations Act as the corner-
stone of relations between the United States
and Taiwan;

(2) reaffirms its support for Taiwan’s demo-
cratic institutions; and

(3) supports the strong and deepening rela-
tionship between the United States and Tai-
wan.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. BERMAN) and the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of the resolution and
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution recog-
nizes the enactment of the Taiwan Re-
lations Act 30 years ago and reaffirms
congressional support for that law. I
would like to thank my good friend,
Representative SHELLEY BERKLEY of
Nevada, for her leadership both as co-
chair of the Taiwan Caucus and as the
chief sponsor of this resolution.

The Taiwan Relations Act of 1979
forms the official basis for friendship
and cooperation between the United
States and Taiwan. It has been instru-
mental in maintaining peace and secu-
rity across the Taiwan Straits and in
East Asia. Since the lifting of martial
law in 1987, Taiwan has evolved into a
robust and lively democracy. The U.S.-
Taiwan relationship, once based solely
on shared interests, is now based on
shared values.

This remarkable political evolution
proves beyond any doubt that the no-
tion of ‘“‘Asian values,” often used to
justify one-man or one-party rule, is a
fallacy. Taiwan’s democratic ideals
have become even more engrained in
its national identity following its sec-
ond peaceful transfer of power in last
year’s presidential election.
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Taiwan has also developed into a vi-
brant free-market economy and a
major trading partner of the United
States. Taiwan’s impressive political
and economic achievements give it the
potential to play a very constructive
role in international affairs. I would
urge that special consideration be
given to Taiwan’s desire to gain ob-
server status at the World Health As-
sembly later this spring.

Taiwan has extremely important so-
cial and economic ties with China, and
it would benefit both governments to
take additional steps towards reducing
cross-Strait tensions. The act was en-
acted 30 years ago with the expectation
that the future of Taiwan would be de-
termined only by peaceful means. It is
encouraging that China’s top leader-
ship recently stated that it was ready
to hold talks with Taiwan to create
conditions for ending hostilities and
concluding a peace agreement between
the two sides.

I applaud this development and urge
China to do more to reach out to both
the government and the people of Tai-
wan. I'm confident that the Taiwan Re-
lations Act will remain the cornerstone
of our very close friendship with Tai-
wan. I strongly support this resolution.
I encourage my colleagues to do the
same.

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, to
start the discussion on our side of the
aisle, I'm honored to yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from Florida, my col-
league, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART, who
is the co-chair of the House Taiwan
Caucus as well as a prime sponsor of
this important resolution.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I thank my dis-
tinguished colleague for the time.

I am honored to speak on this resolu-
tion commemorating the 30th anniver-
sary of the Taiwan Relations Act. This
resolution reaffirms the United States’
commitment to the Republic of China
on Taiwan and describes the Taiwan
Relations Act as the ‘“‘cornerstone’” of
U.S.-Taiwan relations.

The Taiwan Relations Act stresses
the concept of peace through strength.
It has served as a key impediment to
Communist Chinese military aggres-
sion and its attempts at forced reunifi-
cation under communism with the peo-
ple on Taiwan.

As Members of the United States
Congress, we will do all that is nec-
essary so that the Republic of China on
Taiwan continues to have the tools it
needs to defend itself. This resolution
is especially important because over
the past 30 years, through six adminis-
trations, Congress has remained a
steady and loyal friend and ally of the
Republic of China on Taiwan. The
strong support of Congress was evident
once again by the fact that over 120
Members of Congress rushed to lend
their name to this resolution in less
than 1 month. As the 30th anniversary
of the Taiwan Relations Act is just a
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few weeks away, the action by the
United States Congress today reaf-
firms, once again, the close relation-
ship between Taiwan and the United
States.

Although the Republic of China on
Taiwan has achieved the tremendous
economic successes of a flourishing
market-based economy and one of the
highest standards of 1living in the
world, the U.S.-Taiwan friendship rests
on much more than shared economic
interests and trade. Our friendship
stems from a shared commitment to
the fundamental ideals of the rule of
law, freedom and opposition to totali-
tarianism.

The United States of America must
never waiver in our support of the Re-
public of China on Taiwan. We must,
and we will, continue to remind the
world that Taiwan’s security is of the
utmost importance to the TUnited
States Congress, to the American Gov-
ernment, and to the American people.

I have always had tremendous admi-
ration for the Republic of China, for its
history in China and its renaissance on
Taiwan. And I look forward to con-
tinuing to work to deepen cooperation
between the United States and the Re-
public of China on Taiwan.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I'm very
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the spon-
sor of the resolution, the gentlelady
from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY).

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding and for his
extraordinary leadership on this reso-
lution. I would also like to thank the
delegate from American Samoa and the
ranking member of the Foreign Affairs
Committee for their support on this
important resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today as the co-
chairman of the Taiwan Caucus and as
a prime sponsor in support of this reso-
lution and in support of our growing
and continuing relationship with Tai-
wan. Three decades ago, Congress de-
clared that the U.S. would stand with
Taiwan against any use of force that
would jeopardize its security. We have
kept our commitment, and we can now
proudly commemorate this historic an-
niversary marking 30 years of an ever-
strengthening U.S.-Taiwan relation-
ship.

For 30 years, the Taiwan Relations
Act has been instrumental in main-
taining peace, security and stability in
the Taiwan Strait. Over that period,
Taiwan has transformed itself into a
vibrant democracy, holding several
free and fair elections along with two
peaceful transitions of power. Taiwan
is an inspiring story of expanding free-
dom, a robust capitalist economy and a
strong trading partner of the United
States. We must do everything in our
power to continue protecting it and en-
suring its survival.

As Taiwan enters a new era in cross-
Strait relations and faces new eco-
nomic and security challenges, Con-
gress today reaffirms, through this res-
olution, its commitment to the Taiwan
Relations Act, to Taiwan’s democracy
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and to our deep, long-standing friend-
ship.

I thank the gentleman once again.

I urge support for the resolution.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would now like to yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BUR-
TON), who is the ranking member of our
Subcommittee on the Middle East and
South Asia.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I won’t take the whole 2 minutes.

I think everything that is going to be
said about the Republic of China on
Taiwan can be boiled down to just a
few words. They are our true friend.
They have been with us through thick
and thin. There have been times when
we haven’t been as good a friend to
them as I think we should have been.
But they have always been there for us.
Ever since they left the mainland and
went to Taiwan, they have been a
strong free country that has grown
into one of the biggest economic coun-
tries in the entire world, certainly one
of our greatest trading partners.

So I would just like to say that I am
very happy to be here to celebrate the
30th anniversary of the Taiwan Rela-
tions Act and to say to all of my
friends, all of our friends in Taiwan,
thank you, thank you, thank you for
being such great friends.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers on the floor now, so I
will reserve the balance of my time.

0 1445

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would now like to yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Florida, my col-
league, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART, who is
also a sponsor of this resolution.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentlelady from Florida, and also all
the sponsors of this legislation.

I rise today in recognition of the 30th
anniversary of this landmark legisla-
tion, the Taiwan Relations Act. It codi-
fies into law the basis for the contin-
ued special relationship between the
United States and the Republic of
China on Taiwan. Our two nations
share so many common beliefs and val-
ues. We both cherish freedom, human
rights and democracy.

And last year, during the most recent
Presidential election, they once again
showed that, yes, of course they are a
true, vibrant democracy. The Republic
of China on Taiwan continues to be our
strong ally on the war on terrorism.
And they continuously prove that they
are a true partner of the people of the
United States of America.

Now contrast that, Mr. Speaker, with
what just took place a month ago when
the Communist Chinese dictatorship
sent a number of ships to harass an un-
armed U.S. Naval surveillance ship.
This provocative action, and many oth-
ers like it, should serve as a cause for
concern when dealing with that nation
that regularly violates human rights.
Again, that highlights the importance
that the people of Taiwan know and
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that the world knows the United States
Congress stands with this strong and
proud democracy.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for
this resolution, for having the oppor-
tunity to support this resolution, and
make sure that our friends in Taiwan
understand that Congress stands with
them, really stands with them.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am proud to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROYCE),
the ranking member of our Sub-
committee on Terrorism, Nonprolifera-
tion and Trade.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this resolution, which recog-
nizes the 30th anniversary of the Tai-
wan Relations Act. This is a historic
occasion. Taiwan, of course, is a beacon
of democracy in Asia. We have a strong
partnership that stretches back over
half a century with this country.
Today our relations remain strong, as
Taiwan is a cornerstone of U.S. foreign
policy in Asia.

This was signed 30 years ago, and the
Taiwan Relations Act laid into the law
the basis for the continued commer-
cial, cultural and defense relationship
between the U.S. and Taiwan. As this
resolution states, it has been instru-
mental in maintaining the peace, the
security and the stability in the Tai-
wan Straits.

While this resolution highlights
many of the positive attributes of the
U.S.-Taiwan relationship, language de-
tailing our important economic rela-
tionship was regrettably struck. As the
original version states, Taiwan is the
ninth largest trading partner of the
U.S., with United States exports total-
ing over $26 billion. Imports from Tai-
wan are important too.

The truth is that trade is very impor-
tant to Taiwanese security. Security
isn’t based on weapons alone.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. I yield an addi-
tional 1 minute to the gentleman from
California.

Mr. ROYCE. I suspect it is wishful
thinking with this administration, but
I would like to see movement on a
trade agreement with Taiwan. Cer-
tainly, if we throw up trade barriers, it
would do much to destabilize Taiwan’s
economy. We shouldn’t give trade short
shrift.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, we have
no further requests for time, so I will
reserve to the ranking member.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
as an original cosponsor of House Con-
current Resolution 55. This resolution
recognizes the Taiwan Relations Act as
the cornerstone of the unbreakable re-
lations which exist today between the
people of the United States and the
people of Taiwan.

The Taiwan Relations Act stands out
as one of the key pieces of foreign pol-

The

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

icy legislation passed by Congress in
the 20th century.

Congress was prompted to act by the
decision of President Jimmy Carter to
suddenly cut off, as of January 1, 1979,
our historic relations with a tradi-
tional ally, and to provide nothing fur-
ther for its continued security nor de-
fensive needs.

Taiwan has stood with the United
States, both during the Second World
War and in the Cold War, yet little
thought was given to the fate of the
then approximately 18 million people
living on the island. Is this the way to
treat an old friend? The response from
the House of Representatives 30 years
ago was a resounding ‘‘no.”

On March 28, 1979, the House passed
the Taiwan Relations Act by an over-
whelming bipartisan majority of 339-50.
It is this anniversary that we com-
memorate this coming Saturday and,
in so doing, Mr. Speaker, reaffirm our
commitment to strengthen the U.S.-
Taiwan relationship and our support
for the defensive needs of the Tai-
wanese people.

Thirty years ago Taiwan was put for-
ward as the sacrificial lamb for our
own apprehensions, ready to be surren-
dered to Beijing’s unyielding demands.
The Taiwan Relations Act put an end
to that defeatist way of thinking.

In the three decades since the Taiwan
Relations Act, Mr. Speaker, the eco-
nomic and democratic evolution of Tai-
wan has been beyond even the most op-
timistic projections at that time. Tai-
wan’s robust, free-market economy
made the island the ninth largest trad-
ing partner of the United States in
2007.

Taiwan, as a young democracy with a
record of two peaceful transitions of
power, is blossoming amidst a sea of
Chinese communism. It has become a
beacon of hope to all who aspire to de-
mocracy in the Chinese cultural world.

Now, more than ever, we must ensure
that our robust ties with the people of
Taiwan are maintained and even
strengthened. Now, more than ever, we
must ensure that the people of Taiwan
are provided with defensive weapons
needed to ensure that no sudden
change in the status quo by the use of
force undermines their political aspira-
tions. Now, more than ever, we must
ensure that Congress is fully consulted
on a regular basis on both our overall
relations with Taiwan, and our planned
future arms sales.

The best means to achieve these
goals, Mr. Speaker, is through over-
whelming Congressional support for
this resolution as a sign of our unwav-
ering recommitment to the Taiwan Re-
lations Act on its 30th anniversary.

Let us send a strong, unequivocal
message to Beijing that we are unwav-
ering in our commitment to democ-
racy, to free markets, and to the people
of Taiwan. Now more than ever, we
must all stand by Taiwan on this im-
portant anniversary.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise as a
proud co-sponsor of H. Con. Res. 55 and |
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want to commend Chairman FALEOMAVAEGA
and Ranking Member MANzULLO for moving
this timely resolution forward.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to join in recog-
nizing the 30th anniversary of the Taiwan Re-
lations Act. Since 1979, the TRA’s clarity of
purpose as the framer of U.S.-Taiwan rela-
tions and its singular role in shaping our rela-
tionship with the Peoples Republic of China
has few equals in terms of foreign policy legis-
lation produced by the Congress.

Under the TRA, Taiwan, and | dare say the
mainland, have both prospered and are vastly
different places from what they were before
the TRA was enacted. The TRA has facilitated
Taiwan’s evolution into a full-fledged,
multiparty democracy with a robust free mar-
ket economy. And as Taiwan has evolved do-
mestically, its role internationally has changed
as well. Taiwan is an active participant in ad-
dressing transnational threats and has been
deeply engaged in humanitarian relief efforts,
addressing public health and environmental
protection initiative as well as financial sta-
bilization efforts.

The resolution before the subcommittee
today reaffirms the unwavering support of the
United States Congress for Taiwan, its demo-
cratic institutions, and urges a deeper and
stronger relationship between the United
States and Taiwan. These are sentiments with
which we can all agree, so | urge my col-
leagues to support the resolution.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise in support of this resolution recognizing
one of our strongest partners in business and
in democracy, Taiwan. | would like to thank
my colleague SHELLEY BERKLEY of Nevada for
her continued strong leadership on issues af-
fecting Taiwan, and Asia in general.

Whether you refer to it as the Republic of
China, Formosa or Taiwan, this is a free soci-
ety that has been a beacon of light and free-
dom in the Taiwan Strait.

April 10, 2009 will mark the 30th anniver-
sary of the enactment of the Taiwan Relations
Act, codifying in law the basis for continued
commercial, cultural, and other relations be-
tween the United States and the Republic of
China, or Taiwan. The Taiwan Relations Act
has been instrumental in maintaining peace,
security, and stability in the Taiwan Strait
since its enactment in 1979.

When the Taiwan Relations Act was en-
acted, it affirmed that the United States deci-
sion to establish diplomatic relations with the
People’s Republic of China was based on the
expectation that the future of Taiwan would be
determined by peaceful means. | truly believe
that all of Asia wants the future of Taiwan to
be peaceful and that this glorious society con-
tinues to be a beacon of light, freedom and
commercial opportunity.

My district in Texas is home to a very strong
Taiwanese American community, and while |
understand that Texas is not known for it's
Asian population, it is very vital and an impor-
tant part of the tapestry of diversity that the
state of Texas must get recognition for.

The Taiwan Relations Act makes it a policy
of the United States to provide defense arti-
cles and defense services in such quantity as
may be necessary to enable Taiwan to main-
tain a sufficient self-defense capability. Our
continued desire is that these articles remain
unused.

The Taiwan Relations Act also makes it a
policy of the United States to maintain the ca-
pacity to resist any resort to force or other
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forms of coercion that would jeopardize the
security, or the social or economic system, of
the people of Taiwan. That is why we must re-
main vigilant on what happens in the Taiwan
Strait. This is still one of the most peaceful
and prosperous areas of the world. It also has
one of the most steadily growing populations.

Taiwan’s democracy has deepened with the
second peaceful transfer of power from one
political party to another after the presidential
election in March 2008. The new President
has made it a point of fostering an atmos-
phere of peace and.harmony, while seeking to
secure Taiwan’s place as an economic growth
engine. This is particularly important when the
global economy is faltering.

The relationship between the United States
and Taiwan has strengthened with Taiwan’s
evolution into a free society and a full-fledged,
multi-party democracy and the development of
Taiwan’s robust free-market economy, with
Taiwan becoming the 9th largest trading part-
ner of the United States in 2007 and imports
from the United States in that year totaling
over $26 billion. Our economic and trading re-
lationship is one of our most important to both
Taiwan and to the United States.

Also Taiwan’s determined effort and collabo-
ration with the United States to combat global
terrorism, as demonstrated in part by its par-
ticipation in the Container Security Initiative
and its generous contribution to the Pentagon
Memorial Fund are further evidence of our
strong partnership.

| would also cite the leadership role Taiwan
has demonstrated in addressing transnational
and global challenges, including its active en-
gagement in humanitarian relief measures,
public health endeavors, environmental protec-
tion initiatives, and financial market stabiliza-
tion efforts.

These reasons are why it is important that
we continue to pursue peace and harmony in
this region and why Secretary of State Hillary
Clinton made Asia her first overseas trip in her
new role. The symbolism is not lost on our
Asian partners and why we must support this
resolution.

| urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion.

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Speaker, | want to join
my colleagues in recognizing the 30th anniver-
sary of the enactment of the Taiwan Relations
Act and America’s commitment to U.S.-Taiwan
relations and supporting H. Con. Res. 55.

As many of my colleagues know, the Tai-
wan Relations Act has been instrumental in
maintaining peace, security, and stability in the
Taiwan Strait since its enactment in 1979.
Over the past 30 years, Taiwan has evolved
into a model democracy that respects human
rights and the rule of law. It has also trans-
formed into one the world’s most dynamic
economies and is counted among America’s
most important trading partners. To that end,
it is critical that the United States Congress
continue to highlight the importance of the
TRA and take further steps to enhance our
overall partnership with Taiwan which has
been mutually beneficial for generations in
both America and Taiwan.

As a member of Congress who believes the
United States should foster this relationship
and create new avenues of cooperation, it is
important in the context of this anniversary to
recognize the bold efforts of Taiwanese Presi-
dent Ying-jeou Ma to bring peace and stability
to the Taiwan Strait. | welcome President Ma’s
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efforts and the progress he has made to re-
duce tensions and to extend an olive branch
to Beijing. While the issues that separate Tai-
pei and Beijing are significant and the road
ahead difficult, it is important for President Ma
to fulfill his stated vision and continue to pur-
sue a policy that lays down the “foundation for
a century of peace and prosperity” in the re-

ion.
9 Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, |
was recently privileged to become one of the
co-chairs of the House Taiwan Caucus, and |
look forward to working to strengthen our
country’s relationship with Taiwan through the
efforts of the Caucus.

Just this week, | was also pleased to have
met Ambassador Yuan and Director General
Tseng down at the Georgia Capitol where the
Ambassador was being honored by the Geor-
gia General Assembly.

| rise today in strong support of House Con-
current Resolution 55, which commemorates
the 30th anniversary of the Taiwan Relations
Act. As stated in this resolution, the Taiwan
Relations Act has served as the cornerstone
of America’s relationship with Taiwan since its
enactment in 1979.

This resolution recognizes “Taiwan’s evo-
lution into a free society and a full-fledged,
multi-party democracy.” As the 9th largest
trading partner of the United States in 2007,
Taiwan has demonstrated its commitment to
work with the United States and to collaborate
on a range of issues—especially in regards to
combating global terrorism.

Mr. Speaker, Taiwan has also made clear
its commitment to give back to the global com-
munity through humanitarian relief an other
contributions to help stabilize global financial
markets.

Mr. Speaker, in recognition of this milestone
anniversary of the Taiwan Relations Act, | ask
all of my colleagues to join me in reaffirming
our support for Taiwan’s democratic institu-
tions and commitment to our strong friendship
with Taiwan.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in support of passage of House Concurrent
Resolution 55 a resolution recognizing the
30th anniversary of the Taiwan Relations Act.
The Taiwan Relations Act's passage in 1979
marked an important law that allowed for con-
tinued cultural and economic relations with the
people of Taiwan. The resolution we are con-
sidering, H. Con. Res. 55, reasserts Congres-
sional intent on this very important relation-
ship. The Taiwan Relations Act helped the
United States continue to foster a greater part-
nership that has resulted in economic benefits
and stability for both of our people and that
has contributed to peace and prosperity in the
Asia-Pacific region.

| appreciate the partnership that the people
of Taiwan have with the people of Guam. The
Director General of the Taipei Economic and
Cultural Office on Guam, Mr. Vince Tsai, has
been a valuable member of our island commu-
nity and | appreciate his office’s continued in-
volvement with our local community in many
social, business and civic activities. | also
want to thank my good friend Congresswoman
SHELLEY BERKLEY from Nevada for introducing
this resolution and for her continued interest in
Asian-Pacific affairs. | believe that this resolu-
tion will continue to encourage and foster the
friendship and beneficial relationship between
the people of the United States and the peo-
ple of Taiwan, as the Taiwan Relations Act
envisioned thirty years ago.
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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I urge
strong support for the resolution, an
“‘aye’ vote, and yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
BERMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 55, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECOGNIZING 188TH ANNIVERSARY
OF GREEK INDEPENDENCE

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 273) recognizing the
188th anniversary of the independence
of Greece and celebrating Greek and
American democracy.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 273

Whereas the ancient Greeks developed the
concept of democracy, in which the supreme
power to govern was vested in the people;

Whereas the Founding Fathers of the
United States, many of whom read Greek po-
litical philosophy in its original text, drew
heavily on the political experience and phi-
losophy of ancient Greece in forming our
representative democracy;

Whereas the Greek national anthem
(Hymn to Liberty) includes the words, ‘‘Most
heartily was gladdened George Washington’s
brave land’’;

Whereas Greek Commander in Chief Petros
Mavromichalis, a founder of the modern
Greek state, said to the citizens of the
United States in 1821 that ‘‘it is in your land
that liberty has fixed her abode and . . . in
imitating you, we shall imitate our ances-
tors and be thought worthy of them if we
succeed in resembling you’’;

Whereas the people of the United States
generously offered humanitarian assistance
to the Greek people during their struggle for
independence;

Whereas Greece played a major role in the
World War II struggle to protect freedom and
democracy through such bravery as was
shown in the historic Battle of Crete, which
provided the Axis land war with its first
major setback, setting off a chain of events
that significantly affected the outcome of
World War II;

Whereas the price for Greece in holding
onto our common values in their region was
high, as hundreds of thousands of civilians
were killed in Greece during World War II;

Whereas, throughout the 20th century,
Greece was one of a few countries that allied
with the United States in every major inter-
national conflict;

Whereas Greece is a strategic partner and
ally of the United States in bringing polit-
ical stability and economic development to
the volatile Balkan region, having invested
over $20,000,000,000 in the countries of the re-
gion, thereby creating over 200,000 new jobs,
and having contributed over $750,000,000 in
development aid for the region;
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Whereas Greece was extraordinarily re-
sponsive to requests by the United States
during the war in Iraq, as Greece imme-
diately granted unlimited access to its air-
space and the base in Souda Bay, and many
ships of the United States that delivered
troops, cargo, and supplies to Iraq were refu-
eled in Greece;

Whereas Greece is an active participant in
peacekeeping and peace-building operations
conducted by international organizations,
including the United Nations, the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization (NATO), the Eu-
ropean Union (EU), and the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE);

Whereas in August 2004, the Olympic
Games came home to Athens, Greece, the
land of their ancient birthplace 2,500 years
ago and the city of their modern revival in
1896;

Whereas Greece received worldwide praise
for its extraordinary handling during the
2004 Olympics of over 14,000 athletes and over
2,000,000 spectators and journalists, which it
did efficiently, securely, and with its famous
Greek hospitality;

Whereas Greece, located in a region where
Christianity meets Islam and Judaism,
maintains excellent relations with Muslim
nations and Israel;

Whereas the Government of Greece has had
extraordinary success in recent years in fur-
thering cross-cultural understanding and has
been consistently working for rapproche-
ment with Turkey, as seen with the January
2008 visit to Turkey by Greece’s Prime Min-
ister Kostas Karamanlis, the first official
visit by a Greek Prime Minister in 49 years;

Whereas Greece serves as a key transit
country for the delivery of gas to Europe via
the Turkey-Greece-Italy Interconnector;

Whereas Greece and the United States are
at the forefront of the effort for freedom, de-
mocracy, peace, stability, and human rights;

Whereas those and similar ideals have
forged a close bond between Greece and the
United States and their peoples;

Whereas March 25, 2009, Greek Independ-
ence Day, marks the 188th anniversary of the
beginning of the revolution that freed the
Greek people from the Ottoman Empire and
celebrates the aspirations for democracy
that the peoples of Greece and the United
States share; and

Whereas it is proper and desirable for the
United States to celebrate this anniversary
with the Greek people and to reaffirm the
democratic principles from which these two
great nations were born: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) extends warm congratulations and best
wishes to the people of Greece as they cele-
brate the 188th anniversary of the independ-
ence of Greece;

(2) expresses support for the principles of
democratic governance to which the people
of Greece are committed; and

(3) notes the important role that Greece
has played in the wider European region and
in the community of nations since gaining
its independence 188 years ago.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. BERMAN) and the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

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

I rise in support of this joint resolu-
tion marking the 188th anniversary of
Greek independence. I would like to
thank my good friend and our wonder-
ful ranking member of the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee, Representative
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, for her leader-
ship in ensuring that the House marks
this important date.

As the birthplace of democracy,
Greece stands alone among nations in
its influence over our modern Amer-
ican government. Our Founding Fa-
thers fashioned our society based, in
significant part, on the political expe-
rience and philosophy of the ancient
Greeks.

We stand here in a room today sur-
rounded by images of some of the
greatest thinkers in world history,
many of them Greek. We stand in a
building held up by ancient Greek ar-
chitectural designs and techniques.
And we continue to legislate today
under Greek ideals of democratic gov-
ernance.

From the ancient world of Homer and
Plato to the theories of Hippocrates
and Pythagoras, we are indebted to the
Greek nation for its scientific, philo-
sophical and artistic contributions to
the world.

Throughout the modern era, Greece
has been one of the United States’
strongest allies, supporting us in every
major international conflict. Today,
our two nations express their mutual
commitment safeguarding democracy
and freedom through partnership in
NATO and through bilateral defense
cooperation.

Situated at the crossroads of three
continents, Greece holds a strategic po-
sition in the Mediterranean region.
Over the past decade, Athens has pur-
sued path-breaking diplomacy that has
resulted in meaningful rapprochement
with its neighbor, Turkey. Last year,
Prime Minister Kostas Karamanlis
made an official visit to Ankara, the
first Greek Prime Minister to do so in
nearly half a century.

As we commemorate today the 188th
anniversary of Greek independence
from Ottoman rule, we would be remiss
if we failed to acknowledge the rich
contributions of Greek immigrants and
their descendants to the United States.
We hope to continue the mutual ben-
efit of cultural exchange by welcoming
soon, Greece, into the Visa Waiver Pro-
gram.

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the beau-
tiful and noble country of Greece on its
anniversary, and I join with Americans
and democracy-lovers throughout the
world in celebrating Greek heritage

and our thriving Greek-American
friendship.

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, to
start our discussion, I would like to
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yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROYCE), the ranking
member on our Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism, Nonproliferation and Trade.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, what we
are recognizing here: come tomorrow
we have the 188th year anniversary of
the independence of Greece. And we are
celebrating Greek and American de-
mocracy. And that date tomorrow rep-
resents the day at which, after 400
years of oppressive rule, Greeks finally
became free. Greeks were able, and it is
amazing to think about it, to maintain
their language, maintain their religion,
to hold on to their culture, despite 20
generations of persecution during that
period of time.

And I think one of the reasons we are
proud here in the United States about
the role we played was because U.S.
President James Monroe and our then-
Secretary of State, Daniel Webster,
pushed to send funds and supplies to
aid Greece in that struggle. But more
importantly, I think to all of us, free-
born men, both white and black, born
in the North, traveled to Greece during
that struggle. They played a role over
180 years ago in securing those free-
doms. That was the power at the time
of the concept of Greek liberty, that it
drove Americans in this early republic
to travel to Greece in order to take
part in that very struggle. And that
struggle, frankly, began an alliance be-
tween the U.S. and Greece that has
joined our two countries in NATO, that
has seen our soldiers fight tyranny in
World War II.

[ 1500

We are indebted to the Greeks for
their vast influence on our own soci-
ety. Two thousand five hundred years
ago, the Greeks ushered in Western civ-
ilization, and they brought about at
that time the scientific method. They
gave us the philosophy of Aristotle and
Aristotelian logic, the birth of demo-
cratic government, the first age of rea-
son. They brought forward the poetry
of Euripides, the three-dimensional
painting that was not rediscovered as a
technique until the end of the Dark
Ages, until into the Renaissance when
again the enlightenment represented,
really, the rediscovery of Greek philos-
ophy, of these concepts of the auton-
omy of the individual, of logic and rea-
son.

Our own founding fathers were deeply
influenced by those Hellenic ideas.
Thomas Jefferson, Adams and Madison,
they not only wrote and read Greek;
they could speak Greek—Tom Paine as
well. They were well-versed in Greek
philosophy.

In crafting the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and the Constitution, Jeffer-
son and Madison drew heavily on the
Greek ideal that a government derives
its power from the people. Thomas Jef-
ferson’s stirring words that all men are
created equal and are endowed with
unalienable rights hark back to nat-
ural law theories that originated in
Greek philosophy. Indeed, the very ar-
chitecture of our buildings, the very
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ideals that drove our founding fathers
through all of this Greek culture per-
meates throughout Washington, DC
and our Nation. It is this legacy that
we justly recognize today.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the remaining time to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. WEXLER).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ADLER of New Jersey). Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Florida will
control the time.

There was no objection.

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to Ms. BERKLEY, the gentle-
woman from Nevada.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today not only as a friend of Greece
but also as a proud daughter. My moth-
er’s family comes from Salonika,
Greece, and I count my Greek-Jewish
heritage among my most enriching.

Greece has been a strong ally of the
United States, standing by us in our
struggles against the Nazis and now in
the struggle against Islamic extre-
mism. The Greek people paid a very
high price for their opposition to the
Nazis, and we are forever grateful for
their sacrifices, of which there were
many. Greece continues to be a top
contributor to NATO and is a leader in
the Balkan region.

The resolution before the House
today extends its best wishes, our best
wishes and congratulations, to the peo-
ple of Greece, whom we look to as our
forebearers in democracy. I am a proud
cosponsor of this resolution, but I hope
this will not be our last word on our
friendship with Greece.

I urge this House and our administra-
tion to strengthen our relationship
with Greece by including it in the Visa
Waiver Program. By approving admis-
sion into the program, we will send not
only a message of friendship but a mes-
sage of thanks to the Greek commu-
nity, which is so deserving of our
friendship and of our gratitude. Greece
has met the criteria to become a visa
waiver country, and only awaits ap-
proval of their application. On this an-
niversary, let us take concrete action
to strengthen our bond with Greece and
send a message of thanks to our friends
and allies.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to yield 4 minutes to my
wonderful colleague from Florida, Mr.
BILIRAKIS. It is no surprise he is the co-
chair of the Congressional Hellenic
Caucus, and a fine job he does.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with great pride and strong sup-
port for House Resolution 273, recog-
nizing the 188th anniversary of Greek
independence and celebrating Greek
and American democracy. I thank my
good friend and ranking member,
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN, for introducing
this resolution.

Like the American revolutionaries
who fought for independence and estab-
lished this great republic, Greek free-
dom fighters began an arduous struggle
to win independence for Greece and its
people 188 years ago. When the Greeks
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began this glorious revolution after
four centuries of Ottoman oppression,

they faced incredible odds. It was
David versus Goliath.
On March 25, 1821, Archbishop

Germanos raised the flag of freedom
and declared Greece free. This day of
rebellion was not chosen by chance. It
was a holy day, dedicated to the moth-
er of God. To the Greeks of 1821,
Theotokos was their champion, their
savior, their protector. The revolution
of 1821 brought independence to Greece,
and emboldens those who still seek
freedom across the world. It proved to
the world that a united people, through
sheer will and perseverance, can pre-
vail against tyranny.

By honoring the Greeks’ struggle for
independence, we reaffirm the values
and ideas that make our great Nation.
We also remember why freedom is so
important. In the history of the Greek
war for independence, many Greeks
died, but they were undeterred from
their ultimate goal. ‘‘Eleftheria I
Thanatos”’—liberty or death—became
their battle cry.

We know the price of liberty can be
very high. Democracy can only be
maintained at a great cost. Our Greek
brothers earned their liberty with
blood, as did our American forefathers.
The freedom we enjoy today is due to
the sacrifices made by men and women
in the past. I take great pride in both
my Greek and American heritage.

As Thomas Jefferson once said, ‘“To
the ancient Greeks . .. we are all in-
debted for the light which led ourselves
. . . American colonists, out of gothic
darkness.”’

We celebrate Greek independence to
reaffirm the common democratic herit-
age we share. As Americans, we must
continue to pursue this spirit of free-
dom and liberty that characterizes
both of these great nations.

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to Mr. SPACE, the gentleman
from Ohio.

Mr. SPACE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of House Resolution 273, rec-
ognizing the 188th anniversary of
Greek independence and celebrating
Greek and American democracy.

This bill is personally significant to
me because, like Mr. BILIRAKIS, I, too,
am of Greek descent, being the grand-
son of immigrants who came here from
the very small but beautiful island of
Ikaria, Greece.

It is significant that we understand
in recognizing and in advocating for
this resolution that our founding fa-
thers chose the ancient Greek models
in the formation of our own Constitu-
tion and in formulating and defining
the values of freedom, justice and
equality. What is equally interesting is
that, when Greece attained its inde-
pendence, it turned to the Jeffersonian
democracy that we have in formulating
its constitution.

This resolution reaffirms the excel-
lent relationship between the United
States and Greece. In its passage, I
look forward to continued joint co-
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operation between these two nations in
their mutual quest for peace, justice
and democratic principles. Peace, jus-
tice and democratic principles are not
just words. They mean something.

In this case, it means a renewed in-
terest and quest for peace, justice and
the principles of democracy in Cyprus.
It means ending the occupation that
has lasted for over 35 years. It means
this country working with Greece to
effectuate that. It means preserving
the sanctity and the integrity of the
ecumenical patriarch, the spiritual fa-
ther of nearly 300 million who are
Christian Orthodox worldwide.

Ascribing to those principles is what
we believe in, and it is what Greece be-
lieves in. I look forward to working
with Greece in future years as we
strive for that justice.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas, Judge POE.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 188
years ago, the Greeks brought forth an-
other democracy, but their philosophy
started hundreds of years ago. They did
not just bring the world a relentless
warrior who was willing to give every-
thing to defend the sacred honor of the
Greek Nation, but they brought the
world a concept that was novel, be-
cause of no other country can it be said
that they brought to the world a phi-
losophy that it was the individual that
is more important than government,
itself, more important than the State,
because always before in all cultures
the State was the supreme power over
the individual. Yet the Greeks had the
novel concept that the human being,
the individual, is worth more than the
State. Because of that seed, democracy
was planted, and democracy now flour-
ishes throughout the world with the
basic premise that it is the individual
who is all important.

So we honor them tomorrow because
of their great heritage, because of their
great influence on our democracy, but
we also honor them because they gave
to the world a concept of freedom and
worth of the individual that had never
before been known to any civilization.

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ne-
vada (Ms. TITUS).

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
as a proud member of the Congres-
sional Hellenic Caucus to offer my
strong support for H. Res. 273, cele-
brating the 188th anniversary of Greek
Independence Day. I am proud to follow
other members of this caucus, and
agree with their wonderful comments
about this special occasion.

My grandfather, Arthur Costandinos
Cathones, for whom I am named, came
to America from Greece in 1911. He in-
stilled in me a love of Greece and
Greek culture. The Hellenic values he
taught me have served me well as guid-
ing principles throughout my career in
public service, and he would be so
proud to see me today on the floor of
the U.S. House.

I have been blessed with this wonder-
ful heritage throughout my life. I have
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enjoyed visiting Greece a number of
times to learn firsthand about the
birthplace of democracy, and these
trips have given me a deep under-
standing of the country’s regions, its
mythologies, its history, its food, its
music, and especially its people.

The U.S. and Greece have always
shared a special bond. When the new
democracy was formed in Greece, they
charged themselves with imitating and
resembling American democracy, just
like our forefathers shaped our democ-
racy around the ideals of Aristotle and
Socrates. Those are the very principles
of government I teach in my political
science classes at UNLV.

So, Mr. Speaker, I look forward to
celebrating this holiday tomorrow with
the leaders of the Hellenic community
and with the President of the United
States. I look forward to working to
further strengthen the relationship be-
tween the United States and the won-
derful Hellenic Republic of Greece.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to yield myself such time as
I may consume.

I am proud to both sponsor and rise
today in support of this resolution.
This measure, as we have heard from
each speaker, expresses our support for
the nation of Greece as it celebrates
the 188th anniversary of its independ-
ence, and it also notes the many very
positive aspects of our relationship
with that country.

There is truly a kinship between the
people of Greece and the United States,
one that was born from the shared
ideals of democracy. Americans, in-
deed, owe a great deal to the political
philosophy of democracy that was born
in ancient Athens so long ago in 500
B.C. It was the Greek city-state of Ath-
ens that first created the word ‘‘democ-
racy’’ by combining ‘‘demos,” meaning
people, with ‘‘kratos,”” meaning power,
and so it became the first state in his-
tory to introduce and implement the
concept of democracy in its form of
government.

As they framed our Constitution in
the late 18th century, our founding fa-
thers drew upon the principles and the
forms of government that had been cre-
ated in ancient Greece thousands of
years earlier. Soon after that, 45 years
after America’s Declaration of Inde-
pendence, Greek freedom fighters
looked to the young United States for
inspiration as they began their work
for independence from Ottoman Turkey
in 1821. In fact, at that time, one of
those Greek freedom fighters praised
George Washington and the United
States for being the land of liberty in
his poem ‘“Hymn to Liberty.” That
poem then became a rallying cry in the
Greek war for independence, and was
later adopted as the national anthem
for Greece.
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Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Today, Mr.
Speaker, Greece is a strong ally of the
United States. It was the only country
that fought alongside the TUnited

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

States in every major conflict of the
20th century. The contributions and
sacrifices made by Greeks in fighting
the Nazis in World War II, in the Battle
of Crete and elsewhere, are not forgot-
ten by us today well over 60 years
later.

In this new century, Greece has also
sought to reinforce stability and peace
in her area of the eastern Mediterra-
nean. As evidenced by her position at
the crossroads of energy supplies be-
tween Asia and Europe and by its ef-
forts to support stability in the region
of the Balkans, Greece will play an in-
creasingly important role in its imme-
diate region in the European Union and
the trans-Atlantic community of na-
tions.

It is my privilege to have introduced
this resolution, Mr. Speaker, recog-
nizing the strong relationship between
the United States and Greece and hon-
oring the 188th anniversary of the revo-
lution that led Greece to its freedom. I
urge my colleagues to join us in sup-
porting this resolution.

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

Mr. WEXLER. I yield myself such
time as I might consume.

Mr. Speaker, as a proud member of
the Hellenic Caucus, I want to express
strong support for this resolution rec-
ognizing the 188th anniversary of the
independence of Greece and celebrating
Greek and American democracy. I
would also once again like to thank my
very good friend from Florida (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN) who has been a leading
supporter of U.S.-Greek relations in
Congress. Additionally, I want to ex-
press my gratitude to the co-chairs of
the Hellenic Caucus, Congresswoman
MALONEY and Congressman BILIRAKIS,
for their efforts in moving this resolu-
tion forward.

Having had the honor of meeting
with the Foreign Minister of Greece 1
month ago, it is an honor to highlight
one of America’s most important al-
lies, Greece, and the common commit-
ments to democracy, human rights and
laws that bind our two nations. This
resolution is an opportunity to praise
Greece for its efforts to bring peace and
stability to the Balkans, as well as the
support Athens has given the United
States following 9/11 and our collective
efforts on the war on terrorism.

It is not lost on any of us in Congress
that Greece was quick to respond to re-
quests by the United States during the
war in Iraq and immediately granted
unlimited access to its airspace and the
base in Souda Bay. Many American
ships that delivered troops, cargo, and
supplies to Iraqg were refueled in
Greece.

Close cooperation with our NATO
ally Greece continues on a daily basis,
and it is essential that Congress and
the administration recognize this ex-
traordinary support and express our
deepest gratitude to the Greek people
and Greek government.

This occasion is not only important
in terms of U.S.-Greece bilateral rela-
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tions, but it is an historic occasion for
millions of Americans. As a Member of
Congress with a large Greek American
community, I am especially pleased
that we are passing this resolution
today, which also highlights this com-
munity’s extraordinary commitments
to the shared prosperity of our Nation.

It is undeniable that the Greek
American community, which includes
some five million Americans with
Greek ancestry, is the lynchpin in the
unbreakable bond between the United
States and Greece. As unofficial am-
bassadors between the U.S. and Greece,
Greek Americans have for decades suc-
cessfully shaped this long-standing
friendship and built new bridges to
forge closer relations between our na-
tions.

While this resolution recognizes an
important anniversary in the independ-
ence of Greece, it is also my hope that
today’s floor debate will be used as a
catalyst to promote our ally, Greece’s,
participation in the Visa Waiver Pro-
gram. Greece has fulfilled all of the cri-
teria to be included in the Visa Waiver
Program, and I urge the administra-
tion to act as quickly as possible, along
with Athens, to finalize this process
and open the door to further enhance
the relationship between the people
and governments of the United States
and Greece.

Mr. Speaker, once again, I congratu-
late the Greek people on the 188th an-
niversary of their independence and
strongly support this resolution.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
congratulate the Hellenic community as they
celebrate the 188th anniversary of Greek Inde-
pendence from the Ottoman Empire.

After close to 400 years of Ottoman rule, on
March 25, 1821, the people of Greece rose up
against the Turks and won their independ-
ence. March 25th is a date that will live for-
ever in the hearts and minds of Greeks all
around the world.

The Greeks have a history dating back al-
most 4000 years. Greece is the cradle of de-
mocracy and its great philosophers were an
invaluable inspiration for our founding fathers
as they created the democracy we have in
America.

We are joined by culture and a deep com-
mitment to shared values. Greek ideals of de-
mocracy and freedom continue to inspire us.

On Greek Independence Day, we celebrate
the living history of Greek heritage. During the
occupation by the Ottoman Turks, they risked
harsh penalties, some extreme as death, to
teach their children the culture, history, and
language of their ancestors. It is this dedica-
tion to Greek culture and ideals that led them
to revolt against the Ottomans in 1821.

Mr. Speaker, | have the great pleasure of
representing a large number of Greek-Ameri-
cans in the Seventh District of New York.
Their influence and active participation in their
communities has fostered economic, political,
and social growth throughout New York City
and | am honored to represent them in Con-
gress.

Generations of Greek Americans have en-
riched every aspect of our national life, in the
arts, sciences, business, politics, and sports.
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Through hard work, love of family and commu-
nity, they have contributed greatly to the pros-
perity and peace that we all enjoy as Ameri-
cans today.

Although the anniversary of Greece’s inde-
pendence is cause to celebrate, we must also
use this occasion to remember the ongoing
struggle for freedom and demand for human
rights on the island of Cyprus. The United
States and the international community must
remain steadfast in our resolve to unify the
Greek and Turkish Cypriots who have been di-
vided for far too long.

Mr. Speaker, let me reiterate my strong
commitment to the Greek communities in my
district, the country, and throughout the world.
Their strength and dedication to democracy
and peace in the world has made them an in-
spiration and model for modern civilization.

| urge my colleagues to join me as we cele-
brate Greek independence.

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Speaker, | rise to con-
gratulate Greece on her 188th anniversary of
Independence.

The U.S. tradition of democracy was built
upon ancient Greek political and philosophical
thought. And, the flame that ignited the first
discussions of democracy in Ancient Greece,
shined luminously throughout the Mediterra-
nean on March 25, 1821.

Fortunately, this anniversary not only marks
the creation of a promising, new democratic
state, but of a steadfast and loyal friend to the
United States.

| am proud to say that Greece has stood by
the United States as a strong NATO ally.

A quick and reliable partner in World War I,
the Balkans and most recently, Iraq.

And as a leader through its chairmanship of
the Organization for Security and Cooperation
in Europe.

| would also particularly like to congratulate
the nearly 15,000 Greek-Americans of Staten
Island and Southern Brooklyn whose strong
family ties, established customs and tradition
of hard work have added to the character and
longevity of my district.

These Greek Americans and their relatives
in Greece are a tight community. Their rel-
atives in Greece deserve to have the same
level of access for tourism and business travel
to the United States that most other European
countries have. This is why | support Greece’s
prompt membership into the visa waiver pro-
gram and look forward to future global oppor-
tunities to partner with our friend and ally,
Greece.

On this important occasion | would like say
once more: Congratulations.

Mr. WEXLER. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
BERMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 273.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

REDUCING THE DEFICIT

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

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker,
the President’s budget as recently un-
veiled spends too much, taxes too
much, and borrows too much. We need
to stop talking about reducing our def-
icit and actually go to work and do it.

We cannot continue to put off the
tough economic decisions that must be
made. In the words of Missouri’s Harry
Truman, the buck stops here.

It is just plain wrong to pass off more
and more debt to our children and
grandchildren. Folks back home in
Missouri have made it clear to me if
they have to balance their checkbooks,
then so does Washington.

Unfortunately, the President’s budg-
et doesn’t do that. Instead, it continues
to mortgage the future of our children
and grandchildren. I support reducing
our Nation’s deficit, which is precisely
why one of the first bills I filed and
sponsored was a constitutional amend-
ment to balance the budget.

Now, let’s be clear. Raising taxes is
not the way to do that. Putting Wash-
ington’s fiscal house in order is.

I am urging all of us to remember the
buck stops here, not with future gen-
erations.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

———

AMERICAN SCHOOL KIDS AND THE
LONE SURVIVOR OF WORLD WAR I

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in
1918, the war to end all wars was over.
It was called World War I. It started in
1914, ended in 1918. And during that
time, it was a stalemate until 1917
when the United States entered the
war. The United States went overseas
to Europe. Those doughboys fought in
a land they did not know and for a peo-
ple they did not know. They broke the
trench warfare stalemate, and on the
11th day of the 11th month at the 11th
hour of 1918, that Great War was over.

Fifteen million people in the world
died because of World War I. And the
casualties for the United States? Well,
4,734,991 Doughboys and Marines went
over there to fight in that Great War;
116,561 were Kkilled representing and de-
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fending our country. They fought in
the woods, in the forests of Belleau
Wood, the Argonne, and the fields of
Flanders. Many of them are still buried
in those forests in graves known only
to God. When they came home, thou-
sands more had contracted the Spanish
flu, and they died here in the United
States.

When the war was over, America
moved on, and now 101 years later, we
honor troops from that last century.
We have on the Mall here not far from
this Capitol the Vietnam Memorial
where we honor the 55,000-plus that
were Killed; we honor the Korean vet-
erans with the Korean Memorial that
has those American soldiers going
through a minefield in the snow; and
we honor the Greatest Generation with
the World War II Memorial.

But in the tall weeds of the Mall,
there’s a little-known memorial for the
D.C. veterans that fought in World War
I. It is decrepit, it is falling apart, and
like I said, it is in the high weeds. It
was built largely because the kids here
in Washington, D.C., saved their nick-
els so that memorial could be built.

But Mr. Speaker, we do not have a
memorial on the Mall for all of the
Americans who fought in the great
World War I. America just never got
around to it. So I have introduced the
Frank Buckles Lone Survivor Act to
expand the D.C. memorial so that it
honors all that fought in World War 1.

Why Frank Buckles? Because you
see, Mr. Speaker, Frank BucKkles is the
lone American survivor from World
War I. He’s 108 years old. In World War
I, he lied to get into the Army: he was
probably 16; he should have been 18.
But he went off to war in Europe and
drove an ambulance and rescued other
doughboys that had been wounded in
France. After the war was over, he
came back to America. And during
World War II, he was captured in the
Philippines by the Japanese and held
as a prisoner of war for 3 years. And
now he lives in West Virginia.

Mr. Speaker, here is a photograph of
Frank Buckles, 108 years old. It is
taken in front of what is left of the
D.C. memorial. And what I am asking
Congress to do is authorize the expan-
sion of the D.C. memorial to include all
who fought in World War 1.

You know, the men that fought there
should be honored by America. Even
though I have offered this bill into leg-
islation, government bureaucrats are
opposed to this memorial, saying we
don’t need any more memorials on the
Mall. That dishonors America’s war
dead, Americans the bureaucrats never
even knew.

But kids across the Nation are an-
swering the call of Frank Buckles. And
let me explain. What is occurring is,
service-learning projects in schools
throughout the country are teaching
their kids hands-on about World War I
and those that lived and fought and
died in World War I. It started in
Creekwood Middle School in my home
district, and now it has spread to
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schools in Kentucky, Connecticut,
Michigan and Ohio. And because of
that, these kids are raising funds to
build this World War I memorial for all
that lived and died in this war.

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that we
as a Nation honor all that fought in the
four great wars in the last century.
And it is a shame we haven’t built a
memorial to them. But I can tell you
something, Mr. Speaker. America’s
school kids will not be denied because
they are the grassroots campaign to
build that memorial, and they are rais-
ing funds to do it.

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing more
powerful than American school Kkids
that have made up their minds, and
they have made up their minds that
America shall honor the war dead of
World War I, the Frank Buckles and all
of those four million-plus that served
with him. And we’re going to build this
memorial whether the Federal bureau-
crats like it or not.

And that’s just the way it is.

SCHOOLS INVOLVED IN THE EFFORT
Terryville High School, Terryville, CT
Bristol Eastern High School, CT
Kingwood High School, Humble, TX
Creekwood Middle School, Humble, TX
Riverwood Middle School, Humble, TX
Zeeland public schools, Michigan
Buckeye public schools, Ohio
University of Arkansas at Montecello
Michigan State University ROTC Program
Hudsonville Public Schools, Michigan

——
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CELEBRATING THE 33-YEAR ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE COVENANT BE-
TWEEN THE U.S. AND THE
NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from the Northern Mariana Is-
lands (Mr. SABLAN) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, the cov-
enant to establish a Commonwealth of
the Northern Mariana Islands in polit-
ical union with the United States of
America defines the unique relation-
ship between the Northern Mariana Is-
lands and the United States, recog-
nizing United States sovereignty but
limiting, in some respects, applica-
bility of Federal law. The common-
wealth accordingly enjoys a greater de-
gree of autonomy than most United
States territories.

The covenant was negotiated over
the course of 27 months, from Decem-
ber 1972 to February 1975, by the Mari-
anas Political Status Commission,
made up of representatives of the
Northern Mariana Islands and a delega-
tion representing the United States.

The proposed covenant was signed by
negotiators on February 15, 1975, and
unanimously approved by the legisla-
ture of the Mariana Islands District of
the United Nations Trust Territory of
the Pacific Islands on February 17,
1975.

On June 17, 1975, the covenant was
submitted to Northern Mariana Islands
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voters in a plebiscite. At the time, 95
percent of eligible residents had reg-
istered to vote, and of the 95 percent of
all registered voters who cast ballots in
the plebiscite, 78.8 percent voted to ap-
prove the covenant.

The covenant was subsequently ap-
proved by this House on July 21, 1975,
and by the Senate on February 24, 1976.

On March 24, 1976, President Gerald
Ford signed Public Law 94-241, enact-
ing the covenant. Some provisions be-
came effective on that date. Remaining
provisions became effective on January
9, 1978, and November 4, 1986.

On January 9, 1978, the Northern
Mariana Islands Government was es-
tablished, and the first elected gov-
ernor took office.

On November 4, 1976, qualified resi-
dents of the Northern Mariana Islands
became United States citizens.

On May 8, 2008, President George W.
Bush signed Public Law 110-229 and
gave to the Northern Mariana Islands
the seat in Congress that I presently
have the privilege to occupy.

Today, Mr. Speaker, the people of the
Northern Mariana Islands mark the
33rd year of the date when the cov-
enant took effect.

The 33 years of our political relation-
ship, Mr. Speaker, has been beneficial
to both the Northern Mariana Islands
and to the United States, such that the
political agreement continues to be
celebrated by very proud citizens in
that most western part of the United
States. I join my people in their cele-
bration and bring their joy to this Con-
gress.

Thank you for the opportunity to
share this joyful and historical day
with Congress, the Nation and with the
American people.

——

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.)

————
THE BUDGET

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express grave concern regard-
ing the budget that the Budget Com-
mittee is acting upon this week and
which some have proposed be brought
to the floor of this House next week.

I would suggest that it is very much
in need of dramatic changes and would
ask that the leadership of this Con-
gress take that budget back and start
over again because a debt of the mag-
nitude that this country is already fac-
ing, added to the projected deficit for
next year alone, now up to $1.8 trillion,
is a staggering sum of money, and it is
not something that is sustainable.

We have known this for a long time.
In fact, one of the namesakes of the an-
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nual dinners that our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle hold, the Jeffer-
son-Jackson dinners that are held all
across the country, he has been known
throughout American history for his
strong stand against piling on greater
and greater public debt. In fact, late in
his life he said, ‘“There does not exist
an engine so corruptive of the govern-
ment and so demoralizing of the Nation
as a public debt. It will bring on us
more ruin at home than all the en-
emies from abroad.” And we are, in
fact, seeing this statement made long
ago coming to haunt us in very severe
ways at this time in our history.

You know, we had up until last year
a $9 trillion national debt that had
been accumulated over more than 200
years of our Nation’s history. And yet
the projection now is that in the next
10 years, according to this budget—and
that is based upon optimistic projec-
tions I would say with regard to gov-
ernment spending—the liabilities the
government already has for a number
of different programs, but the projec-
tion already offered by the administra-
tion is that that debt will increase by
one-and-a-half times in the next 10
years.

That is staggering to consider that
we could outstrip all of the spending
that has taken place over all of that
period of time in such a short period of
time, and I want to show you exactly
how that works with this chart.

This chart shows the doubling of the
debt held by the public in a very short
period of time. Projections now are
that it will be even greater than this.
This one shows that it grows to $16 tril-
lion. We now have a new projection
that says $23 trillion will be the na-
tional debt in total.

The public portion of the national
debt, that portion of the debt that we
owe to American citizens and other
people around the world, will grow to
$16 trillion from less than $6 trillion
just last year. That is a stunning fig-
ure, but this doesn’t even tell the
whole story because what this shows is
just the public portion of the debt.

Every year, the Congress borrows
from the Social Security trust fund,
and other trust funds, additional funds,
and the government simply puts an
IOU in those trust funds, funds so im-
portant to our senior citizens and oth-
ers who are counting on those funds to
be there in the future, to make sure
that Social Security and other pro-
grams are actuarially sound, and yet
the money has been borrowed, such
that the total amount of our national
debt by 2019 will come to $23 trillion.

We have in this budget that has been
offered in this Congress too much
spending, too much taxation and, what
we’re focusing on today, too much
debt. Let me call the words of Presi-
dent Jefferson to mind again: To pre-
serve the independence of the people,
we must not let our rulers load us with
perpetual debt. We must make our
election between economy and liberty
or profusion and servitude—and that is
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truly the crossroads that we have
reached today.

Thomas Jefferson recognized that
190-plus years ago and pointed out that
with economy comes liberty and free-
dom. With as he called it profusion, or
what we call today big government
spending, comes servitude of the people
to their government. That is not what
our Founding Fathers intended when
they created the United States Con-
stitution which, in my opinion, is in
need of one change that is vitally need-
ed, and that is a balanced budget
amendment to the United States Con-
stitution.

I will have more to say about this in
the future, but I urge my colleagues to
oppose this budget and support real fis-
cal reform, which would be to adopt a
balanced budget amendment to the
Constitution.

———

ADMINISTRATION
PRAISE FOR NEW
STOP-LOSS POLICIES

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, I rise to
call the House’s attention to two very
positive developments in the adminis-
tration’s handling of foreign policy and
military affairs.

First, the administration offered Iran
a new beginning in relations between
our two countries. He did that on Fri-
day. It was part of his message to the
Iranian people and to their leaders on
the occasion of the Persian new year.

The President said, ‘“My administra-
tion is now committed to diplomacy
that addresses the full range of issues
before us, and Iran, and to pursuing
constructive ties among the United
States, Iran, and the international
community. This process will not be
advanced by threats. We seek, instead,
engagement that is honest and ground-
ed in mutual respect.”

Mr. Speaker, President Obama is de-
termined to settle differences with Iran
peacefully. Of course, I don’t have any,
nor should any of us have any, illusions
that it will be easy to reduce tensions
with Iran. That’s because they con-
tinue to develop a nuclear program
which could be used to build nuclear
weapons.

But I do believe that diplomacy can
produce good results over time. A dip-
lomatic effort can begin within the
next year, or in the next week actu-
ally, when Secretary of State Hillary
Clinton attends a conference on Af-
ghanistan in The Netherlands. Iran is
expected to attend the conference, and
Secretary Clinton could interact with
Iranian officials.

The United States and Iran have co-
operated in the past over Afghanistan,
and this may be one area of common
ground. But at the very least, the ad-
ministration has created an environ-
ment where peaceful progress can be
made, and I commend the administra-
tion for that.

DESERVES
IRAN AND
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The second development that is posi-
tive came last Wednesday when Sec-
retary of Defense Gates announced
that he is moving to end the Penta-
gon’s terrible stop-loss policy. Under
stop-loss, Mr. Speaker, thousands of
soldiers have been forced to remain in
the military even after their enlist-
ments have expired.

Ending stop-loss is long overdue. It
has been essentially a backdoor draft,
and it’s one of the policies that has
stretched our military to the limit,
putting a terrible strain on our soldiers
and on their families.

The Army has acknowledged this
problem. The Army Vice Chief of Staff
told a Senate subcommittee last week
that forcing soldiers to take longer de-
ployments has helped produce a
‘“‘stressed and tired force.”

Prolonged deployments, Mr. Speaker,
which have separated soldiers from
their families for these very long peri-
ods of time, have contributed to a trag-
ic rise in the number of suicides among
military personnel. The Army has con-
firmed that there were 133 suicides last
year alone, and that’s just the Army.

Another serious problem is that
many soldiers who have left the mili-
tary have not had a happy home-
coming. The unemployment rate for
veterans of Iraq and Afghanistan is 11.2
percent, which is higher than the rate
for nonveterans.

That is one of the reasons why I sup-
port the administration’s economic re-
covery plan, which actually is the third
policy development that we should be
talking about today, because this plan
will produce millions of new jobs. I
would have liked to have seen an even
bigger recovery plan to create even
more jobs, but Mr. Speaker, I have to
disagree with the administration on
some policies occasionally, and that’s
stretching beyond where their good in-
tentions are.

I also have to disagree with the ad-
ministration on some foreign policy
issues. But on this occasion, I don’t
want to go into that. I want to applaud
the administration for taking three im-
portant steps that can make the world
a more peaceful place and that will 1lift
a very heavy burden off our brave
troops and their families.

———

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.)
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CAP-AND-TRADE

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

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today for the urgency
that faces the United States—and I
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hope every single American engages in
this debate.

The economy has certainly taken a
great toll on the great State of Michi-
gan, where I'm from, and President
Obama’s recently offered budget, if en-
acted, is just one more slap at working
people of the great State of Michigan
and all around this country.

It creates a cap-and-tax program for
the first time in this history. Some-
thing that used to be free, you’re now
taxed to use it.

The National Association of Manu-
facturers estimate this plan will cost
Michigan alone 121,000 jobs by 2030. It
also increases gas rates by 141 percent
and electric rates by 177 percent. What
does that mean to you? If you have a
$70 per month electric bill today, it’s
going up to $193 per month just for the
enactment of the cap-and-tax program.

If you’re paying about $1.91, as you
are at the pump today, if enacted, the
cap-and-tax program takes that to $4.60
a gallon. Good luck in economic pros-
perity.

If you're a UAW worker in Michigan
today and you happen to work in the
great city of Lansing, Michigan, you
are already paying a State gas tax, a
Federal gas tax. You’re paying a tax
for your driver’s license, a tax for your
license tag, you’re paying a sales tax
on the car which you purchased. You
pay a city income tax, a State income
tax, and a Federal incomes. You pay
your FICA tax.

If you g0 home and if you enjoy a
beer after work, there’s a special excise
tax on the beer that you consume. You
click on your cable TV, you pay a tax
for that as well. You sit in your
Barcalounger. Guess what? You paid a
sales tax on that, too.

Mr. President, more taxes will not
solve the problem. It will exacerbate
the problem. Working families in this
country deserve a break, not plati-
tudes, not kind words, not silver-
tongued speeches.

These people are right on the edge of
losing their homes, and we’re going to
enact a tax that makes it that much
harder for them to make the very pay-
ments to stay in their homes today.

Every time you tax a job like this—
imagine this. We build cars. Imagine if
the taxes go that much up on just your
home ownership costs—your electric
bill, your gas bill, when you fill up
with gasoline—imagine what happens
to the manufacturing base that uses
energy. The cost for producing that car
goes up.

So you’re your paying more for gas a
gallon, you’re paying more for your
electric bill. And, guess what? If you
want to go out and buy a car, good
luck. The cost of that electricity in-
crease is built into the cost of that car.

We no longer will remain competi-
tive. I tell you what—China loves this
idea. India loves this idea. Absolutely.
They want to make it prohibitive for
us to build anything in the United
States of America. And how do we do it
in this budget? We increase the budget
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by $49,040 per man, woman, and child in
America.

Your Congress will have borrowed
more money in the past year than the
cost of all America’s wars combined.
One year. You know, the sad thing is
we have to go to countries like China,
Saudi Arabia, and others and, we have
to ask them: Please, lend us money for
these programs that we know may in
fact hurt the American people here in
the very near future.

The nonpartisan Congressional Budg-
et Office estimates that President
Obama’s budget will force the United
States to borrow $9.3 trillion. That
equates to more than $120,000 per fam-
ily of four for 14 years—think of this—
14 years of groceries for the average
family of four. Every man, woman, and
child, 14 years of groceries by just the
debt that we are placing on our chil-
dren’s heads in the very near future.
This is an unprecedented expanse of
government at the expense of the fu-
ture prosperity of the children of the
United States.

About 64 percent of the businesses
will claim, at this $250,0000 limit—64
percent of those are small businesses.
So your diners, the folks that you go
and get your auto fixed at—guess
what? They’re getting a tax increase as
well. So not only are they paying all
that other tax, they’re getting another
tax increase to make this whole budget
try to work.

At the end of the day, you’re still as-
suming $120,000 in debt per family.
What have we done? Where are we
going?

We know how this works. And if we
can just take a step back, take a deep
breath and say, Mr. President, we’re
with you. But you cannot tax the pros-
perity of America and our children and
their future. You cannot tax so much,
you cannot spend so much, and you
cannot borrow so much if we want
prosperity in the future.

I would hope Americans are paying
attention and asking some very hard
questions about the future of this great
Nation.

————

IMPORTANCE OF DIVERSITY IN FI-
NANCIAL STABILITY AND RE-
COVERY

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

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this afternoon to briefly discuss a very
important issue. Several Members of
the House have been working with the
Congressional Black Caucus, the Fi-
nancial Services Committee and other
committees to increase access for mi-
nority and women-owned business en-
terprises. Just this week, a new report
was released by the Center for Commu-
nity Economic Development on ‘‘The
Imperative of Closing the Racial
Wealth Gap.”

I would like to include the summary
of this report in the RECORD.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

One of our primary focus areas over
the last several months has been mi-
nority and women-owned business en-
terprises’ access to the Troubled Asset
Relief Program. That is the TARP.

Originally, TARP was designed for
the purchase of toxic mortgage-related
assets and presented several opportuni-
ties for women and minority-owned
businesses to participate through asset
management, legal, accounting, and
other professional services.

Following the announcement of the
TARP, Representative GREGORY MEEKS
and I convened a meeting of over 60 mi-
nority asset managers and officials
from the Treasury Department to en-
sure maximum participation by women
and minority-owned businesses. We
wanted to make sure that there were
real opportunities for participation in
the TARP.

As a result, legislative language was
placed in the TARP bill describing spe-
cific steps Treasury was to take to en-
sure minority participation. In addi-
tion, members from the National Asso-
ciation of Securities Professionals met
with Treasury several times and sub-
mitted written recommendations on
how Treasury could work better with
minority and women-owned businesses
in the asset management space.

Unfortunately, shortly after enact-
ment of the TARP, Secretary Paulson
shifted the focus from toxic assets to
direct infusions of cash to ailing finan-
cial institutions. This shift became
known as the Capital Purchase Pro-
gram. This shift both cut off major op-
portunities for minority and women-
owned businesses via asset-related
services, and opened an opportunity for
participation in the way of debt under-
writing and other banking professional
services.

Unfortunately, these opportunities
were never realized as banks that re-
ceived TARP funds began a cycle of
self-patronage, which led to little or no
access to TARP contracting opportuni-
ties for women and minority-owned
businesses. The most egregious of this
type of patronage was highlighted
through the banks paying themselves
to underwrite their own debt.

Yesterday, the Secretary of the
Treasury announced a new program
aimed at purchasing toxic assets from
financial institutions. With this an-
nouncement, we have come full circle
and a significant opportunity for mi-
nority and women-owned businesses to
participate has presented itself again.
The Public-Private Investment Pro-
gram could purchase up to $1 trillion in
assets.

Members of the CBC’s Economic Se-
curity Taskforce plan to convene a
TARP/TALF Access Summit. The sum-
mit will be designed to ensure mean-
ingful participation in TARP through
the Public-Private Investment Pro-
gram. Specifically, we hope to provide
opportunities for minority and women-
owned businesses and administration
stakeholders to learn more about the
new program and the capabilities of
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minority and women-owned businesses,

develop short-, mid- and long-term

strategies to better facilitate access to

TARP resources, and identify specific

contacts within the relevant agencies.

Moving forward, I believe this is an
important initiative to ensure that we
bring diverse talent to tackle the
daunting economic problems facing us
now.

Mr. Speaker and Members, this is
very important. We have billions of
dollars that are being injected into our
society by way of the TARP program,
the TALF program, and even the stim-
ulus program. We have to make sure
that these opportunities are open and
available to all members of our society
who are equipped, prepared, and ready
to participate.

If our communities are to pull them-
selves up by the bootstraps, if our com-
munities are to open up opportunities
and create jobs, we cannot be shut out
of these opportunities simply because
only the ‘‘big boys” are allowed to
play. We must make sure that these
opportunities are available to all of the
women and minority-owned businesses
in our society also.

LAYING THE FOUNDATION FOR NATIONAL PROS-
PERITY—THE IMPERATIVE OF CLOSING THE
RACIAL WEALTH GAP—EXECUTIVE SUM-
MARY—MARCH 2009
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

For every dollar owned by the median
white family in the United States, the typ-
ical Latino family has twelve cents, and the
typical African American family has a
dime.l Wealth is what you own minus what
you owe: assets minus debts.

This racial wealth gap has roots in the
past, and reaches forward as well: it drains a
family’s capacity to give the next generation
a solid start. Without addressing the wealth
gap, racial inequality will be with us for gen-
erations to come.

Anti-poverty programs have relied pri-
marily on providing subsistence income for
today’s necessities, not building assets that
lead to economic mobility and security, and
in fact have sometimes penalized low-income
people for owning assets. Wealth-building
policies can help even the lowest-income
families gain stability and plan for the fu-
ture.

Asset poverty is a new definition of pov-
erty that reveals how many families lack
even minimal amounts of wealth. It can be
defined as not having enough savings to sur-
vive for three months without income. Peo-
ple of color are far more likely than whites
to be asset-poor. The median family of color
has enough assets to last only five weeks at
the poverty level, compared with seven
months for the median white family.2

THE ROOTS OF THE RACIAL WEALTH DIVIDE IN
U.S. HISTORY 3

Throughout U.S. history, federal and state
governments have provided ‘‘wealth starter
kits” for some to turn their work into worth.
For example, governments have given gifts
of land, education, government-backed mort-
gages and farm loans, a social safety net, and
business subsidies to white families, some-
times exclusively and usually disproportion-
ately.

The same governments that boosted white
wealth took land from people of color, denied
them education, and erected barriers to
home and business ownership.

Native Americans lost assets not just dur-
ing the first centuries of U.S. history,
through displacement and treaty violations,
but also more recently through tribal termi-
nation and Bureau of Indian Affairs mis-
management.

African Americans were not just denied
property; they were property during slavery.
Legal segregation and Jim Crow laws pushed
Black citizens to the margins of the econ-
omy, where many remain stuck today.
Wealth-building programs such as Social Se-
curity and the post-WWII GI Bill at first ex-
cluded African Americans, with
multigenerational effects.

Latinos have been negatively affected by
U.S. foreign policy and immigration policy.
Mexicans and Puerto Ricans lost land to con-
quest. Temporary guest-worker programs
and exploitation of undocumented immi-
grants have blocked many Latinos from get-
ting a toehold in the U.S. economy.

Most Asian Americans were excluded from
entry, and those who were here were largely
denied citizenship until after World War II.4
Japanese Americans lost their assets when
they were interned during World War II.
While some Asian groups are now prospering,
Southeast Asians continue to have a very
high poverty rate.?

Our country knows how to invest in wealth
building for its people. We now need to do so
for everyone. We cannot afford to squander
America’s greatest asset: its people.

COMPREHENSIVE ASSET BUILDING FOR ALL

A comprehensive approach to asset accu-
mulation must recognize that wealth build-
ing should unfold over the course of a per-
son’s life: learning to save as a child; earning
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more than just a living wage; borrowing on
fair terms to invest in the future: buying a
home; starting a business; and retiring with
security.

To make that possible for Americans of all
races, these interconnected policy areas
must be improved to support wealth build-
ing:

Land: Land loss led to the impoverishment
of Native Americans, Mexican Americans,
and African Americans, and land ownership
will be essential to ending the racial wealth
divide. Suits over land claims brought by
blacks, Mexican-Americans, and American
Indians must move quickly to settlements.
Native peoples, including Native Hawaiians,
still do not control their own land, which is
held in trust by the federal government and
the state of Hawaii; they must regain full
ownership rights. Land loss due to fraction-
ation must be stopped. Fair access to sub-
sidized loans must be enforced.

Income and employment: Good jobs with
good benefits are important wealth-building
tools. In 2007 the median household income
for African Americans was $34,001, and for
Latinos $40,766, compared with $53,714 for
whites; about one-quarter of Black and
Latino families were below the poverty line.6
Since then, as the recession set in, unem-
ployment has been steadily rising. Immi-
grants and other people of color tend to fill
jobs with inadequate pay and benefits. Anti-
discrimination laws need to be enforced.
Unionization should be promoted. Public in-
vestment, including jobs in new green indus-
tries, should be affirmatively targeted to
communities of color.

Savings and investments: The racial dis-
parity in financial assets (cash, investment
accounts, stocks, bonds, etc.) is wide: the
median family of color had only $9,000 in fi-
nancial wealth in 2007, compared with $44,300
for whites.” Access to banks has been a prob-
lem on Native American reservations, in
inner-city neighborhoods and in rural areas.
Public programs that match savings or pro-
vide subsidies for college tuition will allow
more low-income people to build assets.
Matched savings programs should be tailored
to fit the cultures of people of color, such as
building on existing saving practices in im-
migrant and Native American communities.

Debt and credit: Poor credit scores and un-
scrupulous lenders keep many people of color
stuck with only high-interest credit options,
unable to access fair credit for college,
homeownership or auto loans. African Amer-
icans paid an average of 7% for new car loans
in 2004, compared with 5% for white bor-
rowers.8 African and Latino students are far
more likely to have unmanageable student
loans, defined as monthly payments over 8%
of income.? A new federal Financial Product
Safety Commission watching for discrimina-
tory practices while protecting all con-
sumers is sorely needed.

Homeownership: The sub-prime mortgage
crisis is devastating communities of color.
Discriminatory and unregulated practices
have led to foreclosures and an estimated
loss of at least $165 billion in wealth in com-
munities of color.!® Black and Latino home-
owners are now facing twice the rate of
subprime-related foreclosures as white
homeowners.!! In the short run, a foreclosure
moratorium and a federal program to re-
negotiate mortgages on fair terms are need-
ed. In the long run, affordable housing must
become a national priority.

Business ownership: Fourteen percent of
white families but only 7% of families of
color owned equity in a business in 2007.12
The majority of minority-owned businesses
have no paid employees.13 Minority business
start-ups use personal savings and credit
cards more often, and receive prime bank
loans less often, than white business owners.
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Ensuring greater access to public and private
investment capital is essential to close the
gap. Government procurement programs can
be used to boost businesses owned by people
of color.

Social insurance: Laid-off workers of color
are less likely to get unemployment insur-
ance than white workers; and workers of
color tend to put more into Social Security
than they take out in retirement benefits.14
Fairer rules in both programs would broaden
their reach. But the disability and survivor
programs are very important to African
Americans; these programs must be pro-
tected against cutbacks.

The Tax Code: Currently tax policy
prioritizes further asset-building for wealthy
asset owners instead of helping wage earners
acquire assets. The mortgage interest deduc-
tion reduces taxes mostly for owners of high-
priced homes who are disproportionately
white; low-income taxpayers who do not
itemize get no benefit. Making the deduction
refundable to low-income homeowners would
help close the race gap. A parallel rent de-
duction would benefit many people of color.
Taxes on the very wealthy, such as the es-
tate tax, need to be protected and expanded
in order to broaden asset ownership to more
people.

SEVEN PRINCIPLES FOR CLOSING THE RACIAL

WEALTH GAP

From the recommendations made above, a
number of principles can be distilled. They
represent a framework that our leaders must
pursue to lay the foundation for the full par-
ticipation of all members of our society in
our economy.

1. Craft public policies to support wealth
creation and provide opportunities to move
up the economic ladder for all those stuck on
the lower rungs.

2. Ensure full participation in programs in-
tended to be universal through program de-
sign and implementation measures, tar-
geting those often overlooked.

3. Draw upon the perspectives of experts of
color to develop public policy.

4. Expand and enforce policies that elimi-
nate discriminatory practices in the private
and public sectors.

5. Promote the collection of racial and eth-
nic data essential to evaluating policy effec-
tiveness.

6. Support community-wide prosperity
through community-based economic develop-
ment.

7. Recognize that a comprehensive human-
capital agenda is needed.

In his inaugural address, President Obama
said, ‘“The state of the economy calls for ac-
tion . . . not only to create new jobs but to
lay a new foundation for growth.” By giving
populations that have endured years of dis-
investment a boost onto the economic lad-
der, we can lay a foundation for renewed na-
tional prosperity.
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———

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.)

———

ECONOMIC SCALE-BACK

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

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. When I was
home this weekend in Johnson City,
Tennessee, I met a few small business
owners who are really feeling the ef-
fects of this economy. These are real
people I'm going to introduce you to,
not just some abstraction.

One is a fourth-generation owner of
Glenn Wynne Paint and Wallpaper
Company. Like many responsible small
businessmen and women, he is trying
to figure out how to keep his company
long enough to ride out this economic
mess we are in.

He did have 25 full-time employees
for whom he provided benefits, includ-
ing health care. First, he had to cut
back on health care, and then he had to
eliminate it altogether. Then he cut 15
percent of the workforce, and he re-
duced it again to 15 employees.

Finally, he cut 10 percent of the pay
for all his employees, including him-
self. He even went so far as to cut out
the $90 a month he was paying for trash
removal, choosing to haul the trash
himself. He also cut out the cable TV
in his business.

As he sees it, he’s making tough eco-
nomic decisions on how to keep his
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company financially stable during this
rough economic time. But he is as-
tounded that people in Washington
can’t do the same thing, especially be-
cause help isn’t being targeted for busi-
nesses like his that really need it. He
sees this cap-and-trade tax as one that
will just finally put him completely
out of business.

Another individual I met has been in
business for 35 years and has very, very
little debt, which makes it easier for
him to survive this crisis. He had to
cut his staff from 50 down to 18 employ-
ees and cut unnecessary expenses.

What he’s mad about is that while he
hears talk about wanting to help small
business, he still has hundreds, if not
thousands, of dollars of fees to pay to
OSHA and Tennessee’s Department of
Labor and Workforce Development.

As he sees it, large employers can af-
ford these fees and weather the storm,
but he doesn’t see help for small busi-
ness. He would like to see the govern-
ment make it easier for small busi-
nesses to stay in business by easing up
on the regulations when they can least
afford it.

Of course, what I had to tell these
two gentlemen was that you make too
much sense to get your ideas heard
here in Washington. We haven’t tight-
ened our belts at all, and definitely
haven’t gotten our financial house in
order. We certainly haven’t curtailed
the unnecessary regulations on small
business or reduced their fees to help
them weather this economic storm.

It’s time we started acting more re-
sponsibly and passed legislation that
will stimulate economic growth and
prevent our children from bearing the
burden of this crushing debt we’re
racking up to pay for irresponsible
choices of the present.

On top of this economic stimulus bill
comes the President’s budget, which
spends too much, taxes too much, and
borrows too much. That, ladies and
gentlemen, may be the understatement
of the week.

With a worsening economic crisis in
the forecast, you would think we’d be
talking about how some of the Presi-
dent’s ambitious proposals could be
scaled back. In fact, new economic
numbers show larger deficits than the
President originally predicted—and
these numbers are already very signifi-
cant.

Instead, the administration and its
Democratic colleagues are insisting
they will press ahead with the agenda
undeterred, as though we don’t have an
economic crisis.

The President is not at fault for the
State of our economy, and I know he is
sincere in his desire to get us back on
track. But it’s important he acknowl-
edge the impact of our current eco-
nomic crisis on his agenda. The reces-
sion does impact his ability to spend
billions upon billions of dollars to meet
his priorities.

I think many Americans would take
it as a positive sign if the President
told the people frankly that because
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we’'re in a recession, we have to scale
back some on his agenda and focus all
our efforts on restoring economic
growth and creating jobs.

The American people will appreciate
hearing this because it’s what they’re
already doing. I think they would have
much more confidence in our govern-
ment if we acted just like them.

——
O 1600

PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DRIEHAUS). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. KRATOVIL) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. KRATOVIL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of personal responsi-
bility.

Over the last week, we have all ex-
pressed outrage over the bonuses paid
to AIG executives. The truth of the
matter, however, is, this is just the lat-
est example of a lack of personal re-
sponsibility that is rampant within our
Nation. As we attempt to recoup tax-
payer dollars wrongfully used to pay
for those bonuses, we also need to rec-
ognize that what has happened at AIG
is a symptom of a much broader issue
affecting our Nation; and, until we as a
Nation come to grips with the problem
and begin addressing it, we will face
the consequences of AIG-like problems
again and again.

The lack of personal responsibility in
our Nation is not simply apparent at
AIG; it is evident everywhere. It is evi-
dent in the actions of unscrupulous
lenders, making money off of unwitting
borrowers, knowing full well these bor-
rowers are being set up for failure. It is
evident in the actions of reckless in-
vestors who took on enormous debt in
the hopes of turning a quick profit, but
instead passed their debt along to the
American people. It is evident in the
corporate executives, who, despite hav-
ing ultimate responsibility for their
failing companies, have absolutely no
problem taking bonuses while their
own employees, stockholders, and
American taxpayers pay the price for
their failings.

It is evident in the views of some of
our citizens who have benefited from
the opportunities that wealth and
privilege afford, and yet feel absolutely
zero responsibility to assist in pro-
viding for the common good.

It is evident in the talking heads on
both sides of the political spectrum
that intentionally, either for political
gain or sheer entertainment, distort
and oversimplify complex issues that
erode confidence in our leaders and in
our institutions.

And, yes, Mr. Speaker, this lack of
personal responsibility is also evident
in us, Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives, Democrats and Repub-
licans, who continue to play politics
and blame one another for political ex-
pediency instead of coming together to
move our Nation forward.
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In short, the issue is simply not the
executives at AIG. There is enough
blame to go around, and we all have a
part to play in changing the culture of
our Nation.

Regardless of what happens in the
short term, long-term economic and
moral strength of our Nation depends
on renewing one of our greatest Amer-
ican virtues, personal responsibility.

———

A BUDGET THAT SPENDS TOO
MUCH, TAXES TOO MUCH, AND
BORROWS TOO MUCH

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today because the American peo-
ple are witnessing one of the greatest
magic tricks of all time. The 2010 budg-
et proposed by this administration and
currently under consideration by this
legislative body is worthy of being
mentioned with the greatest illusions
created by Houdini himself.

This budget proposal is on one hand
being held out as addressing the chal-
lenges of our Nation while taking steps
to reduce the deficit. This one hand
being shown to the American people re-
veals the ideas of reducing entitlement
spending, partially fixing the AMT, and
creating an emergency reserve fund.
And while the magician waves his hand
and distracts the American people, the
other hand is out of public view, and
this is where the trick is being played.
This other hand contains the real in-
struments of this budget: More Federal
spending on more Federal programs;
more taxes on all American families
and small businesses; and a Federal
deficit higher than in the past 4 years
combined.

Simply put, Mr. Speaker, the end re-
sult of this magic trick is a budget
that spends too much, taxes too much,
and borrows too much. This budget
proposal increases spending to $3.9 tril-
lion, nearly one-third of the gross do-
mestic product, a rate not seen in this
country since World War II.

To put this into perspective, under
this budget nearly $1 out of $3 in the
entire American economy will be a re-
sult of Federal government spending.
And what does this huge increase in
government spending go towards?

Approximately $1 trillion will be
spent on an increase in entitlement
spending over the next decade. More
than $600 billion will be spent on gov-
ernment-run health care, socialized
medicine. And, more than $1.1 trillion
will be spent on more discretionary
spending, that is, optional spending,
with several government agencies re-
ceiving budget increases of more than
30 percent.

Now, where does this great magician
get the money to pay for all this in-
creased government spending and pro-
grams? By picking the pockets of the
American public.

Here, again, the great illusionist
holds out one hand and claims they
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will only increase taxes on the rich
while giving tax cuts to the other 95
percent of all of us American tax-
payers. However, once again, the other
hand is hidden away, and this is where
the trick happens. The real result of
the tax trick in this budget is more
taxes on America’s small businesses.

Mr. Speaker, I ask you, in these
tough economic times, with rising un-
employment, is a tax increase on small
businesses, the engine that drives our
economy, really the best course to
take? How about resurrecting the
death tax, which this budget does. Is
that an appropriate course of action? I
think not. I ask, what does an increase
in capital gains taxes while cutting the
tax deduction for the interest paid on
mortgages do to stimulate our econ-
omy?

And I am sure that the 95 percent of
Americans who are expecting a prom-
ised tax cut will find that money useful
when it comes time to pay their share
of the new $646 billion cap-and-trade—
so-called cap-and-trade, I call it cap-
and-tax—energy tax that will result in
higher costs on electricity, natural gas,
home heating, gasoline, and all goods
and services in America.

Just looking at my home State
alone, with this new energy tax Geor-
gians will see their disposable income
reduced by $941; and the State is pro-
jected to lose up to 62,000 jobs by 2020.
Even Houdini can’t hide these num-
bers.

Now, Mr. Speaker, just when the
American people think they have seen
the finale of this magic trick, they are
then surprised with an ending twist.
This is a magic twist that will be re-
played for their children and grand-
children.

By their own estimates, the current
deficit would decrease by half if this
administration did nothing and we
kept spending constant. We cannot
continue this magic trick. We must
stop this irresponsible budget that is
being proposed by the administration.

——
OUR CURRENT ECONOMIC CRISIS

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. I thank the Speaker
very much for that, and wish to say
that I recently entered into the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD an account of some
of the key legislative history and exec-
utive actions that have led our Nation
into our current economic crisis, a
meltdown of people’s accumulated sav-
ings, a loss of value in their homes and
pensions, a 26-year high in unemploy-
ment, and major damage to our finan-
cial institutions and their ability to
lend.

One of the individuals I talked about
was the woman who headed the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission
back in 1998, in the late 1990s, and her
name was Brooksley Born. She was an
esteemed attorney, and she knew the
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field of regulation well. She said we
had to regulate derivatives and, if we
didn’t, we would get in trouble. She
was prescient and she was right.

Three of the men that ultimately
caused her resignation were pictured
on the front of Time Magazine about a
year later: Alan Greenspan who then
headed the Federal Reserve, Robert
Rubin who chaired Citigroup, and
Larry Summers who was then Sec-
retary of Treasury.

You know, it is good to remember
history so you are not doomed to re-
peat it. The unemployment figures just
announced nationally and for my home
State of Ohio reveal the grim situa-
tion: The State unemployment rate is
marching toward double digits, the
city of Toledo is facing a massive def-
icit that grows with each passing day,
and around our district families, busi-
nesses, and local governments are
struggling to make ends meet.

Let me offer a seven-step restoration
program to put our economy back on
track.

First of all, we ought to bring the
“too big to fail” institutions back
under control for the sake of the Amer-
ican people. They should never have
been allowed to get so big that the fail-
ure of a Citigroup that this man used
to head or an AIG insurance company,
which is much more than an insurance
company, or Lehman Brothers could
threaten the entire global financial
system. These raging beasts have got
to be brought back under control; and,
last week Federal Reserve Chairman
Bernanke said, ‘“The ‘too big to fail’
issue has emerged as an enormous
problem both for policymakers and fi-
nancial institutions generally.”” He is
right. Job number one should be bring-
ing the big institutions back under
control and, in my opinion, breaking
them up.

Number two, we should restore the
goal of financial security; that is, peo-
ple should have more equity and less
debt, and it needs to be restored at all
levels, from our kitchen tables to the
government of the United States. Read
chapters 8 and 9 of Kevin Phillips’
book, American Theocracy. Treat
yourself to a real understanding of how
we have gotten ourselves into the situ-
ation we face today. Form a book club.
Think about it.

Number three, we need to restore our
national ethic that values savings over
debt both in our households and in our
government. Our government should
set a national standard for prudent and
responsible financial behavior for our
citizenry and institutions. The fact
that JP Morgan could take a dollar of
home equity and leverage it 100 times
beyond the value of the underlying
asset goes well beyond the realm of
reason.

Number four, we need to restore the
word ‘‘banking,” ‘“‘prudent banking’’ to
our vocabulary, and excise the word
“financial services.”” And we ought to
start right here in the House of Rep-
resentatives by renaming the com-
mittee of jurisdiction what it used to
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be called, the Banking Committee.
This means deposits and prudent lend-
ing must be unwound, separated, and
regulated differently from the
securitization process for a major por-
tion of economic activity.

Number five, we ought to incentivize
the accumulation of equity by ordinary
citizens, and I was pleased to see that
President Obama’s budget includes sav-
ings proposals. And, we ought to re-
store an ethic of service to bank cus-
tomers by those working in banks, not
using them to empty out the limited
savings of the American people.

Number seven, we ought to restore
the balance of power between Wall
Street and the megabanks on the one
end of the scale with community-based
banks and credit unions at the other
end of the scale. We ought to ask
Chairman Bernanke for more on that
score.

And, finally, we ought to investigate,
investigate, investigate. In an article
last week titled, ‘“Then It’s Securities
Fraud,” journalist Froma Harrop wrote
that law professor William Black of the
University of Missouri Kansas City,
who is also renowned for his work in
ethics, has mounted a campaign for a
new Pecora-type investigation here in
the Congress. That was a series of hear-
ings held by the Senate Banking Com-
mittee into financial wrongdoing at
the end of the Great Depression.

Harrop writes, ‘‘As the bottom was
falling out of derivatives trading, AIG
was reporting healthy profits. That’s
not allowed under the law. Meanwhile,
the company created a short-term
bonus system for its top executives.”

Professor Black’s call for a Pecora
Commission should not go unheeded by
this Congress. The issue of securities
fraud is not a small matter.

The first order of business is to get
the financial system righted so the
ship doesn’t sink. We owe that to the
American people who are trying to
hold on to their own dreams.
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Then the Congress must launch an
investigation like no other into the
causes of this crisis. And frankly, it is
a conundrum to this Member why that
set of investigations has not already
begun. We need to learn every detail
about what happened and why and
bring the wrongdoers to justice so that
this never, ever happens again.

Next week, I'm going to offer greater
detail about what America needs to do
from this point forward. But certainly
one of the actions that should be taken
today is that the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation and the Securities
and Exchange Commission should im-
mediately employ reforms in mark-to-
market accounting so that we can ac-
tually help our banks begin to lend
again, because we can never possibly
replace the capital being destroyed
every day by mark to market with the
infusions from the taxpayers of the
United States.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

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

———————

INVESTORS PARTNERING WITH
TAXPAYERS TO BAIL OUT WALL
STREET

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. We have been told this
would be the most transparent admin-
istration in history. And in many
areas, they are infinitely better than
the Bush administration. Their single
greatest failing comes in the area that,
unfortunately, is foremost with most
Americans today, which is the econ-
omy and the bailouts on Wall Street.

Treasury Secretary Geithner has now
proposed a new plan. It is a pretty good
deal. Taxpayers will put up 95 cents of
every $1, investors will put up, well, be-
tween 5 and 7 cents. And it is called a
nonrecourse loan; that is, these specu-
lators will put down 5 cents on the dol-
lar to bet on certain packages of so-
called toxic assets from the banks,
buying them from the banks, and they
will share evenly in the profits with
the American taxpayers, except the
American taxpayers put up 95 cents,
and the speculators put up a nickel.

It is certain to perpetuate what has
been going on on Wall Street, which is
making a few people very rich and im-
poverishing average Americans, and
this time through the tax system and
putting taxpayers on the hook.

The program is reported, according
to the Washington Times, to have been
designed by two prominent Wall Street
firms, Blackstone, a secretive private
equity group, and a company called
Pimco, both of whom apparently have
very large positions in these so-called
“toxic assets.” It is reported by the
Washington Times that they suggested
this to some of their insider buddies in
the administration, and the insider
buddies presented this to Secretary
Geithner, who has been floundering
around trying to put details to his pro-
gram, and now he has found them. So
Wall Street has written the details.

Also, according to the Times, Pimco
and Blackstone are not only in line to
be able to wash some of their toxic as-
sets and to gamble mostly with tax-
payers’ money on other people’s toxic
assets, but they are going to be hired
by the government to manage the pro-
gram. What a beautiful sort of circular
little system this is.

We need some accountability and
transparency. We need a commission
akin to the commission named after
the collapse in the Great Depression to
investigate every aspect of what has
gotten us to this point, who has been
involved, what laws have been broken,
with subpoena power so that some of
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these people can enjoy, instead of Fed-
eral handouts, they can enjoy Federal
hospitality in a maximum security
prison somewhere.

Plain and simply, I believe the Amer-
ican people are being taken to the
cleaners yet again with this particular
plan. What is wrong with actually tak-
ing AIG and winding it down? It is a so-
called ‘‘zombie.”” We are told in vague
terms ‘‘it is too big to fail.” When I
asked Secretary Geithner, just about 10
days ago, I read in the Wall Street
Journal, Mr. Secretary, that, in fact,
we are shoveling money in the front
door of AIG because it is too big to fail,
the taxpayers are on the hook for over
$150 billion to AIG, and now we are 80
percent owners, and they are still pay-
ing bonuses to the people who created
the problem, and apparently they are
shoveling money out the back door to
some of the firms who are getting
money in the front door, most notably
Goldman Sachs. Goldman Sachs has
been getting direct infusions of cash
from the Federal Government, and now
they are going to be made 100 percent
whole on their bets with AIG. They
were gambling with AIG, betting
against other people’s securities with
these so-called ‘‘credit default swaps.”
So instead of saying, ‘‘tough, we will
give you back your bet, but we are not
going to give you 100 percent of the
amount you were betting on,” they are
getting 100 percent of the amount they
were betting on, and meanwhile we are
subsidizing them on both ends here
through this black box that is called
“AIG” that is too big to fail, that, gee,
it is just way too complicated to ex-
plain to you why it is too big to fail
and why we couldn’t unwind this zom-
bie corporation in an orderly way. Had
we done that last fall or earlier this
year, then we wouldn’t have had to pay
the bonuses because it would have been
clear the company was bankrupt, and
it could have been taken care of and
unwound in a much more orderly way.
But we are not being given the infor-
mation about why it is too big to fail
and why this is the way to do it.

And when I asked Secretary
Geithner, is it true we are giving
money to AIG that then they are giv-
ing to Goldman Sachs for bad bets they
made? I asked if there was something
call a ‘‘naked credit default swap?’’ He
said, ‘‘oh, don’t believe everything you
read in the Wall Street Journal. It is
not true.”

The Treasury has revealed that what
I read in the Wall Street Journal was
indeed true. These same huge firms
that are benefiting from a direct bail-
out from the government are also get-
ting a second-level indirect bailout on
their bad bet. And some of these firms
are foreign banks. We are not only bail-
ing out the likes of Goldman Sachs. We
are bailing out Deutsche Bank and
other foreign interests.

This is outrageous. We need a full in-
vestigation, an explanation of what has
gone on and what is going on. We need
to take legal steps to prosecute any of
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those who broke the laws. And we also
have to have stiff new regulatory re-
forms to make sure this doesn’t happen
again. And none of that is happening,
sad to say.

——

UNPRECEDENTED TAXING AND
SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from
Minnesota (Mrs. BACHMANN) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of
the minority leader.

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I
just wanted to comment also with the
preceding gentleman, my colleague
from Oregon. I would agree with him. I
think he is 100 percent right. We do
need to have an investigation. The
American people were outraged last
week when they heard about these bo-
nuses. I would agree with the colleague
from Oregon. We do need to have an in-
vestigation. Who knew what when?
And the fingers need to be pointed
right here at Members of Congress,
Members of the House, Members of the
Senate, and also the administration.
Who was it that negotiated these pay-
ments? We still don’t have an answer.
The American people deserve to know.
We have a timeline. We have some
facts in evidence out there. We had Mr.
Liddy, the CEO of AIG, in front of the
House Financial Services Committee
just last week. I sat in that committee.
Mr. Liddy, under questioning, I asked
Mr. Liddy myself, did the Federal Re-
serve chair know about these bonuses?
Did he acquiesce to them? The answer
was ‘‘yes.” Also the Treasury Sec-
retary. The Treasury Department was
involved in negotiating the compensa-
tion contracts.

Today in Financial Services Com-
mittee, the Treasury Secretary again
was sitting at the table before the com-
mittee. The Federal Reserve chair was
there as well. The questioning came be-
fore them. The Treasury Department
was involved. The Federal Reserve was
involved. And we know that the bill
that was brought to this body and
voted here in this Chamber, the stim-
ulus bill, the $1.1 trillion bill with debt
service, this tremendous historic-
spending-levels bill that came before
us, that was the smoking gun. Senator
CHRIS DODD inserted that amendment
into the bill. He claimed that the
Obama administration insisted that
that amendment be put into the bill,
the language that would protect these
AIG bonuses. And as a matter of fact,
you could call President Obama’s stim-
ulus bill the ‘“AIG Bonus Protection
Plan” because bonuses were simply
protected by this bill.

I would agree with my colleague from
Oregon. We need an investigation. We
need a special independent prosecutor
who can look into this and find out the
true facts. What did the Obama admin-
istration know? When did they know
it? What did Members of Congress
know? When did they know it? Clearly,
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this was a government cartel that was
protecting these AIG bonuses.

And why do we need to know this?
Because the American people have fig-
ured out something that Congress is
only just now beginning to figure out.
Under President Obama’s budget, we
see that the administration is spending
too much, they are taxing too much,
they are certainly borrowing too much,
so much so that the American people
are saying ‘‘I have had it up to here, I
can’t take it any more.”” And the econ-
omy is following suit.

Well, our colleagues are here today
to talk about this. They have a lot to
say. Joining me right now is a col-
league from the great State of Ohio. He
represents the people in the 12th Con-
gressional District of Ohio and the
great city of Columbus, Mr. PAT
TIBERI, the new father of triplets, and I
defer now to my colleague from Ohio,
Mr. PAT TIBERI.

Mr. TIBERI. I thank the gentlelady
from Minnesota for yielding me some
time to talk about a very important
subject. As you mentioned, as the new
father of triplets, looking at this budg-
et is pretty frightening, not just for
me, but obviously what I feel for them
and my older daughter as we have in
this budget an unprecedented level of
spending and also some policy issues
that are going to cost them and many
in my State of Ohio a tremendous
amount of money.

So this budget has real consequences
on real people. In fact, the chart behind
me demonstrates a little bit about that
budget and what that budget does to
our national debt. This debt, as you see
in red, is representing the administra-
tion’s budget, a staggering number
that will go up comnsiderably if this
budget, which is being debated in the
House Budget Committee this week,
presumably on the House floor, next
week, if it passes, as it is, this will be
the result, a doubling of the debt held
by the public. It is unbelievable.

Who is going to pay that debt? It is
going to be our children and our grand-
children. They are going to be saddled
with unprecedented debt, debt as far as
the eye can see.

When I got elected to Congress in
2001, when I was sworn in, you can see
where the national debt was. The Re-
publicans and the administration dur-
ing the last 8 years were criticized for
not dealing with that debt in blue. And
it went up. And it went up entirely too
much. But not nearly as much as it is
going to go up if this budget passes.
The consequences are devastating to
our economy.

In fact, within that budget is some-
thing called ‘‘cap-and-trade.” It is an
energy issue to deal with the issue of
global warming. But in Ohio, what it
will do is devastate our already ailing
economy. It will cause people to leave
and businesses to leave. In fact, within
my district, there is a municipal power
company. It will create the loss of jobs
as well. Within my district and many
other districts in Ohio there are munic-
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ipal power companies, not investor
owned, but owned by municipalities.
And one such one has said that it will
quadruple, quadruple the rates that
their ratepayers pay. Quadruple. Now
my mom and dad, who are on a fixed
income, will see their electric go up.
They will see their gas bills to heat
their home go up. They will see their
gasoline that they pay for in their 14-
year-old car go up in cost. This will be
a huge, huge tax increase on them not
to even mention the goods and services
that will go up, just the energy tax
alone.

We on this side of the aisle believe
that an all-of-the-above energy ap-
proach to solving our domestic energy
needs should be debated rather than a
cap-and-tax program that will dev-
astate economies like Ohio’s economy.
It will be absolutely a killer to jobs in
our State.

Now the other issue that you may
hear about in the next week is spend-
ing, that my colleagues and friends on
the other side of the aisle are going to
constrain spending. Well, here are the
facts, the Congressional Budget Office
facts. The blue has been the spending
over the last 8 years. The red is the
spending over the administration’s
budget. Clearly, we are going to see an
incredible amount of new spending.

O 1630

So the problem in Washington, D.C.
is not a revenue problem. The problem
in Washington D.C. is a spending prob-
lem. There is no such thing as a spend-
ing restraint.

Ladies and gentlemen of the House,
this is an eye-popping proposal, one
that is going to have huge con-
sequences to our economy, to our chil-
dren, to our grandchildren, to our way
of life. We must, we must put a stop to
this proposal, and the only way we can
do that is with the help of the Amer-
ican people because, quite frankly, this
side of the aisle just doesn’t have the
votes. The other side of the aisle does,
and we need the American people en-
gaged in a proposal that will have a
killer effect on our economy and one
that will have a devastating effect on
the future of our children and our chil-
dren’s children.

I yield back to the gentlelady from
Minnesota.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I thank the gen-
tleman from Ohio’s 12th district, PAT
TIBERI. The remarks that he is making
about the burdens that our children
and grandchildren will bear are star-
tling. I had a baby born to my husband
and I back in 1987, and I did a study on
what the Social Security tax would be
on that baby, who is now 22 years old,
when he gets to be in his peak earning
years. Now, I know that Mr. TIBERI has
triplets that were born this year. We
are looking at the debt burden on my
son, now 22. In his peak earning years,
25 percent of his income will have to be
devoted just for the Social Security
portion of his tax bill. It is simply
unsustainable.
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And our concern is that, under Presi-
dent Obama’s budget, which clearly
spends too much, taxes too much, bor-
rows too much, we are looking at a leg-
acy cost that is simply unsustainable.
The President is putting together an
unbelievable $3.9 trillion budget, tril-
lion dollar, which, as Mr. TIBERI said,
will double the debt limit for every
man, woman and child in the United
States. Double it. We are seeing these
numbers go through the roof of the
Capitol right now, like nothing we
have ever seen. It is like a sugar high.
It is as though the people who are put-
ting together this budget in the Obama
administration were all staying up late
one night drinking 24-packs of 20-ounce
Mountain Dews. They are on a sugar
high right now. They can’t spend
enough of your money.

And the message that everyone needs
to send to Washington, D.C. is, I can’t
afford it. My family can’t afford it. My
small business can’t afford the Obama
administration’s spending habit.

We have this movie that is out now
called Shopaholic. This is a shopaholic
bill that we have got in front of us, and
it is time to let the people know that
those who are paying the bill, the
American people, have enough debt. We
don’t need to take this on too.

Joining us now, from the great State
of Texas, is someone, Mr. Speaker, that
all Americans are familiar with. His
name is TED PoOE. Congressman TED
PoOE is a former judge. He understands
that that’s the way it is in the United
States.

I yield now to Representative TED
POE of Texas.

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the gentle-
lady for yielding, and her comments es-
pecially.

Mr. Speaker, we are discussing the
proposed budget. And disregard wheth-
er it has some good projects in it or
not. It breaks the back of the Amer-
ican citizen. And we hear a lot of num-
bers about how much it is costing and,
of course, it does cost too much. But I
will try to put it in perspective.

I have four kids, 7% grandkids. Mr.
TIBERI just had triplets. Mrs.
BACHMANN’s got a handful of kids. And
when kids are born, every parent re-
members that they are given an arm
band, and the arm band usually says
who that child is. My kids all had an
arm band that said ‘‘Poe kid.” They’re
going to have to change arm bands on
my grandkids from Poe kids to just
poor kid because every child born after
this budget passes will have to pay off
the debt to the tune of $70,000 a piece.
So when kids are born in America, if
this budget passed, give them an arm
band that says, you owe Uncle Sam
$70,000.

Mr. Speaker, that is disgraceful that
we are saddling debt on kids yet to be
born in this country. So much for free-
dom. They are going to be enslaved to
the Federal Government to the tune of
at least $70,000 a piece. And that
doesn’t count all these other spending
programs that we are seeing going to
come down the pike later this year.
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Maybe we should remember some of
the things that Thomas Jefferson said.
Of course he helped write, or he did
write the Declaration of Independence.
He wrote a lot while he was President.
Here’s a quote from Thomas Jefferson,
Mr. Speaker. He said it in 1821, shortly
before he died. He said, ‘“There does not
exist an engine so corruptive of the
government and so demoralizing of the
Nation as a public debt. It will bring on
us more ruin at home than all the en-
emies from abroad.” Wise Thomas Jef-
ferson. Maybe we would do well to read
some of the things that Thomas Jeffer-
son wrote about saddling American
taxpayers with public debt. It is worse
than our foreign enemies we have got
all over the world.

We cannot afford to pay for this
budget because we don’t have any
money. We have spent it all. We have
given it to, you know, these banks that
can’t fail, and all these other special
interest groups. So we are broke. So we
are going to have to borrow the money.
And we are going to have to borrow the
money from foreign countries. Number
1 on the list, the Chinese. You know,
our good friends, the Chinese. We are
going to borrow their money.

It was embarrassing to me, as a cit-
izen, to see our Secretary of State go
to China and beg to allow us to borrow
money from them in the future. Even
they are a little worried about whether
we can pay off this great debt that we
are incurring and putting on kids yet
to be born. It is disgraceful, Mr. Speak-
er.
And the second thing is, if we can’t
borrow enough money, the govern-
ment’s answer is, we will just tax
them. Tax them to death. You know,
the old statement goes, if something
moves, regulate it. If it keeps moving,
tax it. And if it stops moving, then sub-
sidize it. We are doing all of the above
right now. Things that aren’t doing
any good for the economy, oh, we are
subsidizing those. But we are taxing
the American taxpayer to death, those
that work for a living. And we are also
taxing those small businesses.

I want to make one thing clear about
jobs. We hear so much about the budg-
et is going to create jobs. Jobs, jobs.
Well, we have to define what a job is.
There are government programs, and
those are not jobs. A government pro-
gram takes taxpayer money and gives
it to different projects to build some-
thing. Now, that is not a job because
that is subsidy by the American tax-
payer to this entity.

Jobs are not created by government.
Jobs are not created by government.
Small businesses create most of the
jobs in this country because, you see,
when small business has money, we
call that capital, thus the term cap-
italism. When they have money they
hire people. The taxpayers don’t have
to subsidize that worker, whereas the
taxpayers have to subsidize the govern-
ment program worker.

So let’s be clear about that. There
are jobs, and then are real jobs. And so
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we should do everything in our power
to help small businesses, because they
create 70 percent of the jobs in this
country.

But this new budget, loaded down
with borrowing, is also loaded down
with taxes. And it taxes the producers
of this country. Like I said, if some-
thing keeps moving we just tax it. And
that is the plan.

And it seems to me, this is just my
opinion, this whole philosophy that we
are moving to in this country is a gov-
ernment-controlled culture, govern-
ment-controlled society; kind of makes
us look like the French socialist soci-
ety, in my opinion. And I don’t think
that is what liberty is all about. So
maybe we should go back to some ba-
sics.

Like most American taxpayers, they
don’t spend money they don’t have.
Maybe the government shouldn’t spend
money it doesn’t have. Maybe we
shouldn’t be borrowing money because
we have to pay the debt on it. And we
are not going to live to see it, so we are
passing that debt on to our kids yet to
be born, to the tune of $70,000 a piece.
And that ought not to be.

But that’s just the way it is.

I yield back my time.

Mrs. BACHMANN. Thank you to the
gentleman from Texas.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear President
Obama’s $3.9 trillion plan for the budg-
et, for the American people clearly
spends too much, taxes too much, bor-
rows too much for our kids and our
grandkids.

There is a man that we respect and
admire. He hails from West Chester,
Ohio, the eighth district. He is the
leader of the Republicans in the House,
but more importantly, he is the leader
on the issue of fiscal restraint for the
American people.

He stood right down here in the well,
Mr. Speaker, he held up so the Amer-
ican people could see what 1,100 pages
of a bill looks like. He held those 1,100
pages and made the incredible state-
ment that not one person in this cham-
ber had a chance to read this bill before
we were expected to vote on it. There
was no true debate on this stimulus
bill that was passed earlier this year,
$1.1 trillion. And now the President has
a budget for $3.9 trillion that spends
too much, taxes too much, borrows too
much.

Leader JOHN BOEHNER stood on this
House and demonstrated to the Amer-
ican people just how massive this is.

I yield now to our leader, a man that
we respect and admire, from the eighth
district of Ohio, leader JOHN BOEHNER.

Mr. BOEHNER. Let me thank my
colleague for yielding, and thank the
rest of my colleagues for participating
in this discussion about the budget.

Before we get to the budget, you
know, when I held those 1,100 pages up
and indicated that no one had read the
bill, it was pretty clear no one had be-
cause if someone had read the bill they
would have realized there were 50
words in there that protected AIG ex-
ecutives, to make sure they were going
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to get their bonuses; more proof that
we ought to actually read what we pass
here on the House floor.

The discussion, though, is about the
budget. And I have seen a lot of things
over the years that I have been in poli-
tics, whether it be a Township Trustee
in West Chester, or in the State House,
or the 18 years I have spent in Wash-
ington. But I have never seen a legisla-
tive document more audacious, more
far reaching, and, frankly, more bizarre
than the budget that has been sub-
mitted by President Obama, because it
does spend too much. It is pretty clear,
when you look at the giant increases in
spending. But it is not just that it
spends too much. It taxes too much.
There are nearly $2 trillion worth of
new taxes that are imposed on the
American people in that budget.
Whether it is the national energy tax,
for those who would drive a car, or
those who would produce something
with electricity, or someone who would
flip on a light switch, every American
is going to pay a higher tax.

But even with all the spending and
the much higher taxes, look at what
happens. Look at what happens to our
debt. Even after $2 trillion of new
taxes, the national debt will double
over the next 6 years under this pro-
posal, more than what has happened in
the 43 presidents that preceded Presi-
dent Obama over the last 220 years.

Now, there was a lot of criticism of
President Bush, criticism of the Repub-
licans, that we didn’t have a big
enough handle on spending. Frankly, I
agree. We should have had a bigger
handle on spending.

But having said that, over the next 6
years, President Obama’s budget is
going to make President Bush look
like a penny pincher. And look at the
debt. And what is going to happen here,
with all of this debt that is piled on the
backs of our kids and grandkids, means
that in about 10 years, 70 cents of every
tax dollar that comes to Washington is
going to be used just to pay the inter-
est on the national debt, just the inter-
est. 70 cents of every dollar.

So what happens to our national de-
fense? What happens to our Homeland
Security? What happens to Medicare or
Medicaid, Social Security and all of
the other government programs that
we have? There is not going to be any
money for it, because all of the debt
that is going to get built up, interest
has to be paid on that debt and the fact
is, it won’t happen.

This budget, we need to start over.
And I had a press conference earlier
today where I suggested to the Presi-
dent, why don’t we just start over?
Why don’t we sit down, as Democrats
and Republicans, and build a budget
that restores fiscal sanity and shows
the American people we can work to-
gether for the good of our country.

We can’t buy our way to prosperity.
And that is what this budget seems to
believe. And I would hope my col-
leagues would help each other under-
stand the enormous debt that will be
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piled up if we allow this budget to go
into effect.
And I yield back.
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Mrs. BACHMANN. Thank you to the
gentleman from Ohio, Leader JOHN
BOEHNER. We have tremendous respect
for Leader BOEHNER and have great ad-
miration for his courage in leading this
effort in fiscal restraint. The American
people are begging for fiscal restraint,
and Leader BOEHNER has emphasized
that to our caucus, and is leading that
charge here in the United States House
of Representatives.

Also joining us today, Mr. Speaker, is
a brand new freshman also from the
great State of Ohio, our third speaker
from Ohio during this hour. Ohioans
represent the heartland of our country.
Hailing now from Ohio’s Seventh Dis-
trict is Mr. STEVE AUSTRIA, who has a
lot to say. He represents the Dayton-
Columbus area, and he is going to be
speaking to us now as a small business-
man himself. I yield now to Mr. STEVE
AUSTRIA from Columbus, Ohio.

Mr. AUSTRIA. I thank the gentle-
lady from Minnesota.

We are well represented here today
here in Ohio in this Chamber. There is
a lot going on in Ohio, and this budget
directly affects us, and I appreciate the
opportunity to be able to speak today.

Let me just say, as a new Member of
this Congress and having served less
than 100 days, we have been faced with
tremendous challenges and issues be-
fore us. I will start out with the second
half of the bailout of the financial mar-
kets, the TARP bill, which was $700 bil-
lion that I felt did not have enough ac-
countability and not enough trans-
parency. The Treasury did not have a
specific plan in place when we voted on
that bill, and I had deep concerns with
that, and I voted against that bill.

The second bill T was asked to vote
on was the $791 billion over 10 years,
$1.1 trillion stimulus bill that had a
tremendous amount of government
spending that I felt was not targeted
toward where it should be, to small
businesses, which are the economic en-
gine of this country. Seventy percent
of the businesses across this country
are small businesses. We have 900,000
small businesses in the State of Ohio.
Yet this plan did not focus on small
businesses. It did little to nothing to
help small businesses. It was focused
on increasing government spending,
which I felt was wrong.

We just heard the leader talk about
what happens when you don’t read a
bill, when you don’t have account-
ability, when you don’t have trans-
parency, when you don’t have a plan.
When you don’t read a bill, all of a sud-
den, you run into what we ran into last
week with AIG bonuses being paid out
of hardworking taxpayers’ dollars.
Then there was a $410 billion omnibus
appropriations spending bill that had
an 8 percent increase, or a $32 billion
increase, this year when we are asking
Americans to tighten their belts and
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small businesses to make sacrifices.
There are almost 9,000 earmarks in it.

Now we are being faced with a $3.6
trillion budget. I think the gentlelady
has pointed out very well and right on
target that the problem with this budg-
et right now is that it contains too
much spending, too much borrowing,
which we have already seen in these
other bills, but in addition, we are now
talking about $1.4 trillion of new taxes
that are going to be put on Americans
across this country.

There is a cap-and-trade, or what is
being referred to as a cap-and-tax, on
anything that uses carbon or CO,. We
are going back and are going to raise
the estate tax. There is the raising of
the capital gains tax, the removing of
itemized deductions, the increasing of
marginal rates. All of these tax in-
creases concern me in this budget.

Let me tell you, as a former small
business owner and as a father of three,
I did not come to Congress to begin
major spending, running up a deficit,
running up debt like we are running
up, passing on debt to my three chil-
dren at home. That is not why I came
to Congress. I came to Congress to turn
this economy around and to really
begin to save jobs, to create new jobs
and to be able to sustain those jobs
over the long term. I believe it is our
small businesses that can do this. I can
tell you, as a small business owner,
when I look at this budget that we are
faced with, I have deep concerns about
what is facing me—new taxes, taxes
and taxes.

I talked about the cap-and-trade—we
have heard that, too—the increase of
taxes on those who have incomes of
over $250,000 or more, on the so-called
“wealthiest’> Americans of the coun-
try. Many of those are small business
owners. Over half of those are small
business owners in this country. If I am
a small business owner and I know I
have these taxes coming at me in 2011,
I doubt if I am going to be looking at
investing in my business and in ex-
panding my business and in taking a
risk. I am going to be preparing for
that new tax increase that is coming
right at me, and I don’t believe that is
good for our economy. I don’t believe
that helps our small businesses.

Again, in Ohio, we have over 9,000
small businesses. Seven out of ten of
all new jobs are created by small busi-
nesses. America’s small businesses are
the world’s second largest economy,
trailing only to the United States as a
whole according to NFIB. According to
a Zogby poll released last week, nearly
two-thirds of Americans, 63 percent of
Americans, said that it is small busi-
nesses and entrepreneurs that are
going to lead this country, lead the
U.S., to a better future. Well, you
know, while we look at what is going
on within this budget, it does not make
sense what we are doing.

I had an opportunity on Monday to
meet with many of our business folks
at a luncheon that was sponsored by
the U.S. Chamber. We had the rotary
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there, and we had the local chambers
there. I had a chance to talk with some
of our small businesses about this
budget and what we are facing, and
they had deep concerns. I mean they
are struggling right now. Americans
are struggling right now. They are
making sacrifices. Businesses are
struggling to make it from paycheck to
paycheck, payroll to payroll. They can-
not get financing. They cannot get the
credit necessary to keep their busi-
nesses moving forward. What are we
going to do? We are going to go out and
propose a budget that is going to in-
crease spending, increase borrowing,
run our debt up to $3.9 trillion on the
conservative side, and increase taxes
by $1.4 trillion on all Americans. I be-
lieve it is the wrong way to go. I think
we can do better. I think the American
people expect better and deserve bet-
ter, and we can produce a better bill
than what we have before us.

I thank the gentlelady. I yield back
my time, and I thank her for the oppor-
tunity to speak today.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I think, Rep-
resentative AUSTRIA, those are wise
words, and thank you for sharing those
with us this afternoon. I appreciate
your work.

Mr. Speaker, we are joined now by a
great gentleman and a longtime advo-
cate for the people in his district, the
Second District in Tennessee. He has
been serving as a faithful Member of
Congress for 21 years, Mr. JIMMY DUN-
CAN, who is a tremendous gentleman,
serving the people of Knoxville and the
surrounding community. I yield now to
Mr. JIMMY DUNCAN of Tennessee.

Mr. DUNCAN. Well, Mr. Speaker,
thank you very much.

I first want to thank the gentlelady
from Minnesota for giving me this
time. She has been a real leader in this
battle to try to restore some type of
fiscal sanity to this government, and I
can tell you this:

I represent a little over 700,000 people
in East Tennessee. Fortune magazine
said in 2000 that the Knoxville area had
become the most popular place to move
in the whole country based on the
number moving in in relation to the
fewest moving out. For many, many
years now, we have had a tremendous
movement in of people from all over
the country and, in fact, of many from
around the world. About half of the
people I represent have moved from
someplace else, so I have got a real
cross-section of people from almost
every State in this country. Over these
last few weeks, I can tell you, from
spending more time at home than I do
up here, that people in East Tennessee
think we have just gone almost crazy
up here, throwing around trillions just
almost in a meaningless, haphazard
way.

The gentlelady from Minnesota
showed this chart a while ago which
says President Obama’s budget spends
too much, taxes too much, borrows too
much. No truer words, Mr. Speaker,
were ever said on this floor.
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The Congressional Quarterly just
yesterday came out with a chart, show-
ing that we are going to add $1.840 tril-
lion to our national debt just this year,
and then we are going to add another
one $1.370 trillion next year and an-
other $970 billion the year after that.
In 3-years’ time, we are going to add
over $4 trillion to our national debt
under the most optimistic scenario by
the estimate of the Congressional
Budget Office.

That comes on the heels of several
weeks ago when this Congress—most of
us in the Chamber right at the moment
voted against it—voted to raise the na-
tional debt limit to $12.104 trillion.
That is an incomprehensible figure. No-
body can humanly comprehend that
much, but we are going to hand over $4
trillion to that. What it means, Mr.
Speaker, is this:

In just a few years, we are not going
to be able to pay all of our Social Secu-
rity and veterans’ pensions and all of
the things that we have promised our
own people. I used to say—and I have
heard many people say in the last few
weeks even—what we are doing to our
children and grandchildren is terrible—
and it is—but actually, I think now we
are doing it to ourselves because I
think that, in 10 or 15 years, if that
long, we are not going to be able to pay
all of these things we have promised
our own people. So I think it is really
sad what we are doing to the American
people because we are spending too
much, taxing too much and borrowing
too much.

Joe Scarborough said on his national
television program just this morning:
We are like a doctor who has diagnosed
diabetes in a patient but who has then
prescribed a diet of cotton candy. He
said: We are like somebody making
$100,000 a year who has suddenly gone
out and bought ten $1 million houses.
He said repeatedly something that I
have said many times over these last
couple of months: We can’t afford it.
We are spending money that we do not
have, and every place in this world and
throughout history, when a govern-
ment has gotten in the position that
we are in, you either have staggering
inflation or staggering deflation, and
one is just about as bad as the other. I
don’t have a crystal ball to know which
one we are headed into. My guess
would probably be staggering inflation.
What we are doing is reckless, and
what we are doing is dangerous. We
passed a stimulus bill, and it had some
good things in it, but once again, we
were spending money that we did not
have.

The Washington Post, which favored
the stimulus bill, had a front-page
story in which they said it was going to
mean a massive financial windfall—
those are their words—for Federal
agencies. Then they had another story
a couple of days later in which they
said tens of thousands of new jobs
would be added on or new hires would
be added on by Federal agencies. That
is who is going to benefit from this
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stimulus package—first Federal agen-
cies, then State agencies. So bureau-
crats all over the country are going to
come out just fine, and maybe a little
bit is going to trickle down to every-
body else, but this is not who is hurt-
ing. This area is one of the wealthiest
areas in the country, this Washington,
D.C., northern Virginia, southern
Maryland area. Yet they are going to
receive a massive financial windfall ac-
cording to The Washington Post.

On Lou Dobbs last week, he said 4
million jobs had been lost in the pri-
vate sector in the last year alone. Four
million jobs lost. Yet government pay-
rolls had expanded by 151,000. Now, be-
cause of what we passed up here, gov-
ernment payrolls are going to expand
once again.

There have been so many exaggera-
tions over what is going to be done
with this money. A couple of weeks
ago, a daily newspaper in Montana re-
ported that the two Montana Senators
had put out a press release saying that
40 jobs were going to be created be-
cause of a $1.3 million portion of the
stimulus package. The paper went to
that agency, and that agency said: No,
we have already got almost full em-
ployment. We are going to add two peo-
ple because of this, and the rest of it is
going to be spent on the employees
they already have. So I think a lot of
people are going to be disappointed
over some of this money that we are

spending, and we are spending, as I
said, money that we do not have.
Now, two of the Members from

Ohio—my colleague Mr. TIBERI and the
new Member, Mr. AUSTRIA—both men-
tioned coal and utility bills and things
of that nature because it has such a
great effect on their State. We have
powerful people in this body who are
attempting to cut way back and who
are attempting, hopefully, to even
eliminate coal in this country. Well, I
can tell you this: Anybody who is sup-
porting that is going to really hurt the
poor and the lower income and the
working people because coal provides
over 50 percent of our energy in this
country today. If we cut way back on
coal, we are going to double or triple or
quadruple our utility bills, and we are
going to hurt a lot of poor and low-in-
come people.
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I have noticed throughout the years
that most of the environmental radi-
cals and environmental extremists in
this country come from very wealthy
or very upper income families, and per-
haps they don’t realize how much they
hurt the poor and the lower income and
the working people when they destroy
jobs and drive up prices. But if they cut
way back on coal, that’s exactly what
is going to happen.

Our leader, Mr. BOEHNER, mentioned
another thing. He said that this bill—
and we heard a presentation from the
ranking member of the Budget Com-
mittee just this morning which said
that the President’s budget has $1.9
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trillion in tax increases in that budget.
Jim Cramer, the famous stock man—
he’s on television every night, and he
has been a six-figure contributor to the
Democratic Party—he described the
President’s budget as the greatest
wealth Kkiller in history. And I will tell
you, that is a pretty serious charge
coming from that source: the greatest
wealth killer in history.

And we just don’t have enough people
who understand—there is waste in the
private sector but a business who con-
tinually wastes money cannot stay in
business very long. But a government
agency that wastes money, they use
that as a justification for getting in-
creased funding the next year.

So every dollar we can Kkeep in the
private sector is going to do more to
create jobs and hold down prices be-
cause money in the private sector is
spent so much more efficiently than
this money that is turned over to gov-
ernment. Governor Edward Rendell,
who is a former chairman of the Demo-
cratic Party, when he was mayor of
Philadelphia, he testified before a Con-
gressional committee and he said gov-
ernment does not work because it was
not designed to. He said there is no in-
centive for people to work hard, so
many do not. There is no incentive to
save money, so much of it is squan-
dered. That pretty much summed up
the reason that money in the private
sector is spent so much more effi-
ciently than money turned over to the
government. So every dollar we can
keep in the private sector will do more
to create jobs and hold down prices.

So we certainly don’t need a budget
that increases taxes by $1.9 trillion. It
has been proven all over the world that
when you let government get too big,
what you do is you create this elite
class at the top, you wipe out the mid-
dle class, and you create this huge
starvation, or underclass, and certainly
we have all traditionally in this coun-
try had the biggest middle class in the
world because we kept our govern-
ment—it has been very difficult, but
throughout history we have kept our
government one of the smallest in pro-
portion to the GDP in this Nation.

I know there are some other people
who want to speak. So once again, I
want to thank the gentlelady from
Minnesota for her hard work and her
leadership in regard to the fiscal condi-
tion of this government. We need more
people like her in the Congress, and it
is an honor to serve with her, and I
thank her for giving me her time
today.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I want to thank
Mr. DUNCAN for standing strong for re-
straint. When you have got donors to
the other party who are standing up
and saying this is a wealth Killer, that
is a wake-up call. As a matter of fact,
we just had one of the former com-
merce secretary appointees, Senator
JUDD GREGG, say of this budget that it
clearly spends too much, taxes too
much, borrows too much from our kids
and grandkids. He said himself that
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this spending bill will bankrupt Amer-
ica. It will bankrupt our country.

And it caused me to think—I was
writing some notes down. I was think-
ing about the very first Congress. We
are the 111th Congress. And I was
thinking back to the very first Con-
gress and the founders of our Nation.
And I was thinking that they are here
in this Chamber, symbolically, and we,
as Members of Congress—Mr. DUNCAN
who served for 21 years; myself, this is
my third year—I think of the first
Members of Congress who are here as
we symbolically stand on their shoul-
ders and observe their example from
the rear-view mirror of history.

And I think about these founders who
wrote our Nation’s Declaration of Inde-
pendence to get away from a mother
country who abused its taxing author-
ity against the American colonists who
then went on to write our great Con-
stitution which was clear as to the lim-
its on government authority. That was
the greatest fear that the Founders had
was a government that would be tyran-
nical and reach too far in the pockets
and in the freedom of the American
people.

The very same day that our founders,
the first Congress, passed that Con-
stitution, known across the world, they
also passed the 10 amendments to that
Constitution. And those amendments
were written for one reason. It wasn’t
to limit the freedom and the power of
the American people as individuals, it
was written to limit the power of the
Federal Government over the indi-
vidual. And the 10th Amendment, the
last of those 10, reserved to the States
all power not expressly given to the
Federal Government in the Constitu-
tion.

This spending bill that President
Obama is putting forward to the 111th
Congress would shock the founders of
our Nation. I believe it would shock
them because they might say that they
bled and died and sacrificed their for-
tune and their sacred honor so that
what? So that we could selfishly con-
sume material wealth sufficient to
bankrupt our Nation? That hardly
seems what America is about or what
America was founded upon.

Well, Mr. Speaker, joining us now is
Dr. PAUL BROUN. He is a great patriot
hailing from the State of Georgia. I ap-
preciate Dr. BROUN. He represents Ath-
ens, Augusta, and northeast Georgia
hailing from the Tenth Congressional
District.

I yield now to a great physician, a
great friend, a great patriot, Dr. PAUL
BROUN.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank the
gentlelady for yielding.

Promises made, promises broken.
This administration has made many,
many promises to the American public
and has broken promise after promise
after promise.

We were promised that wasteful
spending would decrease and be elimi-
nated. But what do we see? We see a
huge increase in the size of the Federal
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Government. We have been promised
that those wasteful programs of the
Federal Government would be cut and
eliminated. What do we see? We see a
bigger growth of the Federal Govern-
ment, and we see more wasteful spend-
ing and a huge increase in the size of
the Federal Government.

We were promised that any bill that
has earmarks in it would be vetoed.
Well, the omnibus bill—I call it the
ominous omnibus bill—was nothing but
earmarks. The whole bill was nothing
but paybacks to the folks who elected
the leadership here in Washington
today, and that promise has been bro-
ken.

And now we have a budget. Leader
BOEHNER was here just a few minutes
ago and spoke about the increase of the
Federal debt. And I want to make it
clear something that he said that is
very important to the American peo-
ple, should be important to the Amer-
ican people. The deficit spending, the
debt that has been created with this
budget alone, is greater than all presi-
dencies combined. Every one of them
combined. This one budget is greater
than all of those. We can’t continue
down this road.

This budget bill is a steamroll of so-
cialism that has been shoved down the
throats of the American public. It is
going to strangle the American econ-
omy. It is going to choke the American
people economically.

We have been promised that 95 per-
cent of Americans were going to get a
tax cut. We saw that in this recent
stimulus bill where the tax cut is $1.10
per day. That’s it, $1.10 per day. I'm a
physician, and I don’t believe in smok-
ing. I think everybody should quit. But
you can’t even buy a pack of cigarettes
for that amount of money.

And not only that, but this cap-and-
tax issue that’s being proposed in this
budget is going to tax every single
American family by over $3,100 per
family. Let me repeat that. Every sin-
gle family is going to pay an increase
in their cost of living by $3,100 per fam-
ily. We can’t afford that. It is going to
hurt the poorest of people in this coun-
try. It is going to hurt our seniors who
are living on a fixed income. It is going
to hurt small business because of this
class envy and class warfare that’s
being proposed by this administration.

We have seen promise after promise
broken by this administration. And not
only that, we are creating a debt for
our future generations so that their
standard of living is going to be much
less, much lower than ours today.

As Mr. DUNCAN was talking about, we
are either going to have hyperinflation
or deflation. I think we’re fixing to
head for hyperinflation. We have seen
in the past that gross deficit spending
by governments has created hyper-
inflation to the point that people al-
most literally had to have a wheel-
barrow to take the currency to the gro-
cery store to buy one loaf of bread.
That’s where we’re heading today. War-
ren Buffet just 2 weeks ago said that
we’re off the cliff.
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I think we’re headed towards a
marked prolongation of this recession,
a deepening of this recession, and very
probably a severe depression.

Franklin Delano Roosevelt, when he
was spending taxpayers’ dollars like a
drunken sailor, did nothing but prolong
that Depression. That’s exactly what
this philosophy that’s being promoted
here in this House and in the Senate
across the way and by this administra-
tion is going to do.

In fact, the only thing that got us
out of the Great Depression was the
creation of a manufacturing entity in
America to supply the needs for World
War II. Are we going to need a world
war to get us out of this depression
that we’re headed towards? I hope not.

But this deficit spending is totally ir-
responsible. It is unconscionable that
we would have this kind of philosophy
promoted in this Congress. It is going
to hurt the people who can stand to be
hurt the least, and that’s the poor peo-
ple, the retirees, those on fixed in-
comes.

This cap-and-tax policy is going to
raise the price of all goods and serv-
ices: medicines at the drug store, which
is going to hurt our elderly; it is going
to raise the price of groceries at the
grocery store for everybody, and that’s
going to hurt all of us.

We cannot continue down this road.
We have to put a stop to it. The steam-
roller of socialism that’s being shoved
down the throats of the American pub-
lic that’s being driven by NANCY
PELOSI, HARRY REID and Barack
Obama, it needs to hit a speed bump. It
needs to hit a stop sign. And the only
people in America that could put up
that stop sign, that speed bump up is
the American public to cry out, No,
we’re not going to put up with this. We
want bipartisanship. We Republicans
and Democrats to come together and
solve the problem.

And small businesses are going to be
hurt markedly by the tax increases,
and that’s going to cost jobs. We’re not
creating jobs.

We have been promised by this ad-
ministration that we were going to in-
vest in our infrastructure. Well, the
stimulus bill had only a miniscule
amount of the—this huge deficit spend-
ing geared towards infrastructure
which would, at least, create some jobs
in the private sector.

But where are the jobs being created
by bigger government? Bigger social-
ism. Taking our freedom away, taking
our money away, taking our future
away and taking our children and our
grandchildren’s future away. Because
this budget spends too much. It taxes
too much. It borrows too much. And
we’ve got to put an end to it. It is up
to the American people to cry out to
Members of Congress to say, No, abso-
lutely no. We’re going to stop this.

So I encourage people to contact
their congressman, contact their sen-
ator and say ‘‘no”’ to this budget.

And I thank the gentlelady for yield-
ing.
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Mrs. BACHMANN. I thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia, Dr. PAUL BROUN.
I have such great respect for Dr.
BROUN. I appreciate his words. He’s
made the hue and cry that the Amer-
ican people need to know that this
budget is historic by any measure. We
would agree. The Obama presidency is
historic, Mr. President. It is historic in
the amount of debt that will be accu-
mulated.

Leader BOEHNER stood on this floor
just a few moments ago and stated that
the debt in this country will double in
just 6 years. It spends more than all
the previous Presidents put together.
And Leader BOEHNER said this: He said
that when a dollar flows in to the Fed-
eral Government, 70 cents of that dol-
lar will be needed just to pay for inter-
est.

This is absolutely unsustainable.
Pretty soon we will have currency
equal to Zimbabwe’s if we continue
down this road because of currency de-
valuation. This is what we’re seeing.
We’re looking at essentially a doubling
of the debt under what the Obama ad-
ministration wants to put together.
But what we hear over and over again
from the Obama administration, they
say this is a debt that we inherited. Is
it really? We need to look at the facts.

0 1715

The facts tell us something different.
January of 2007 is when Congress was
run by the Democrat majority. Repub-
licans ran it up until 2007 January. At
that point, both the House and the Sen-
ate took over and were run by the
Democrats. At that point, we saw the
Federal deficit begin to rise and sky-
rocket. Discretionary spending was ris-
ing and then skyrocketing, and manda-
tory spending was rising and sky-
rocketing. We had the stimulus bill
that was passed, an over $152 billion.

Speaker of the House PELOSI, Major-
ity Leader REID and Senator Obama all
voted ‘‘yes’” for every one of these
spending measures that has gotten us
into the place we’re in. Did they in-
herit this mess or did they help create
this mess? The American people need
to decide.

We have been down this road before.
As a matter of fact, President Roo-
sevelt’s Treasury Secretary said it best
when he said, “We have tried spending
money. We are spending more than we
have ever spent before and it does not
work. I say after 8 years of the admin-
istration we have just as much unem-
ployment as when we started and an
enormous debt to boot!”’

Mr. Speaker, we’ve been down this
road before. We’ve all heard the saying
that, if you don’t learn from history,
you are doomed to repeat it. Unfortu-
nately, the Obama administration ap-
pears to making that same mistake.

Now, to speak to the American peo-
ple is great man, a wonderful physi-
cian, a man I’m just getting to know.
His name is Dr. JOHN FLEMING. He’s
serving the people of Louisiana’s
Fourth District from the big city of
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Minden, Louisiana. He’s a freshman,
and Dr. JOHN FLEMING has been a phy-
sician for 32 years and also a small
business owner.

And I yield, Mr.
FLEMING.

Mr. FLEMING. Well, I want to thank
the gentlelady from Minnesota. Thank
you for your work and leadership, par-
ticularly in this area. And by the way,
I love watching you speak because I
think I can learn a lot of tips from you.
So I do appreciate that.

I also want to reflect on my col-
league from Georgia that just spoke, a
physician, who made a lot of good com-
ments about the tilt that we have right
now going towards socialism, certainly
liberal socialism at the very least.

You know, it’s true, Mr. Speaker,
that we’ve spent in this bill and prior
bills over the last 2 months, it’s evi-
dent that our government is spending
too much, taxing too much, and bor-
rowing way too much. Remember, that
the Congress just passed a $787 billion
stimulus package, $410 billion omnibus
appropriations bill loaded with over
9,000 earmarks, and remember, our
President promised that he would not
support earmarks. Now the administra-
tion has unveiled a $3.6 trillion Federal
spending plan, a spending plan that the
nonpartisan CBO, Congressional Budg-
et Office, has now determined will
produce $2.3 trillion of more red ink
than the President initially predicted.

I want to turn the camera and the
people across America to this picture
here and explain really what it is.
These are kids in Germany in 1923, and
they’'re stacking what 1looks like
bricks. What they are, in fact, stacking
is their currency. That’s Deutsche
notes right there, and in 1923, the value
of the currency in Germany as a result
of cranking out money, cranking out
money, printing paper to pay back war
reparations they couldn’t pay back, it
made the currency so dilute that it
took a wheelbarrow, literally a wheel-
barrow of cash just to buy a loaf of
bread. That’s just how bad inflation
can be, and we all know the end of that
story. It ended up into Nazi Germany.

I also bring your attention to this.
This is, believe it or not, a $10 billion
bill. It can be found in Zimbabwe, the
same problem, trying to solve their fis-
cal problems by printing more money.
And if you keep printing more, you get
a situation like this where a $10 billion
bill is required to buy an egg. Yes, Mr.
Speaker, that’s what this bill will buy.
However, that’s only a few weeks ago.
Today, they have something—in my
hand, you can see a $100 trillion bill,
believe it or not. And what is it worth?
The same value as confetti.

Now, we might think, well, these
kind of tragedies cannot happen to us
in America. Well, is that true? Just
today, the Chinese announced that
they do not like our dollar. They feel
like that even though they’re one of
our largest debtors, they no longer
trust us in our debt.

Mrs. BACHMANN. Reclaiming my
time, I yield to the gentleman from

Speaker, to Dr.
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New Jersey’s Seventh, Mr. LEONARD
LANCE.

Mr. LANCE. Thank you very much,
and thank you for taking the lead on
this extremely important issue.

Overspending and over-taxation are
terrible factors in the American econ-
omy today, but from my perspective
the worst factor is levels of debt, and I
think that this is, in effect,
generational theft.

The Congressional Budget Office, in
calculating the proposals of the Obama
administration, indicate that spending
will hit about 28.5 percent of GDP dur-
ing fiscal year 2009, and this is a record
amount. CBO also estimates that next
year spending will be 25.5 percent and
at 23 and 24 percent over the course of
the next decade.

As someone who tries to be a student
of American history, over the last 40
years, the level of debt has been rough-
1y 20 percent, and this is an historic av-
erage. And yet over the course of next
several years we increase this dramati-
cally. Let me repeat the figures: 28.5
percent in this fiscal year, and similar
amounts in the next 2 fiscal years.

I believe that this spending is too
great, and I hope that the administra-
tion will review its budget and working
in a bipartisan capacity to bring this
amount down.

————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
SENATE AMENDMENTS TO H.R.
146, OMNIBUS PUBLIC LAND MAN-
AGEMENT ACT OF 2009

Mr. POLIS (during the special order
of Mrs. BACHMANN), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 111-51) on the
resolution (H. Res. 280) providing for
consideration of the Senate amend-
ments to the bill (H.R. 146) to establish
a battlefield acquisition grant program
for the acquisition and protection of
nationally significant battlefields and
associated sites of the Revolutionary
War and the War of 1812, 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. 1404, FEDERAL LAND AS-
SISTANCE, MANAGEMENT AND
ENHANCEMENT ACT

Mr. POLIS (during the special order
of Mrs. BACHMANN), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 111-52) on the
resolution (H. Res. 281) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1404) to
authorize a supplemental funding
source for catastrophic emergency
wildland fire suppression activities on
Department of the Interior and Na-
tional Forest System lands, to require
the Secretary of the Interior and the
Secretary of Agriculture to develop a
cohesive wildland fire management
strategy, and for other purposes, which
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was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

COLON CANCER AWARENESS
MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from OKkla-
homa (Mr. BOREN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I don’t
come to the House floor very often to
speak. In fact, last year I addressed
this body only a handful of times. I
think that I am much more effective in
representing my constituents by devel-
oping relationships in a personal set-
ting rather than arguing my viewpoint
on the House floor. But today marks a
special time of year.

Mr. Speaker, the month of March is
colon cancer awareness month. I think
that it’s only fitting that the month of
March, a month where Congress has
the most legislative work days, is de-
voted to an illness that is often rel-
egated to the back burner of cancer
awareness. Obviously, colon cancer is
not an issue that garners a lot of head-
lines, but colon cancer has had a dra-
matic effect on my life, as it has mil-
lions of Americans.

I bring a picture of my mom up. Elev-
en years ago, my mom died of colon
cancer. She was a vibrant woman. She
was filled with joy. She was filled with
optimism. This horrendous disease
took her from Earth far too early. Be-
cause of colon cancer, she never had
the opportunity to hold her grand-
daughter. She never had the oppor-
tunity to attend my wedding and see
me marry my beautiful wife, Andrea.
It’s a tragedy that has forever left a
void in my life.

You know, she was like so many
mothers. She was always so proud of
her son. She was always pushing me.
She always cared about my grades. She
always cared about how I did in school.
And I was probably not the best stu-
dent but she kept after me. She kept
telling me how smart I was, and she
kept pushing me.

The last memory I have of my moth-
er is in a hospital room dying from this
disease. She didn’t get to see me be-
come a Congressman. And like all
Americans who have felt the pain and
fear that comes with losing a loved one
to cancer, I wouldn’t wish that grief on
anyone.

The reality, Mr. Speaker, is that I
am not alone. This disease kills tens of
thousands of Americans every year. It
is the third most diagnosed cancer and
one of the leading causes of cancer
death in the United States. The Amer-
ican Cancer Society estimates that
150,000 Americans will be diagnosed
with colon cancer in 2009, and out of
that 150,000 citizens, over 50,000 of them
will die from it.

What is so shocking about these
deaths is the vast majority of them
could have easily been prevented with
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a simple routine screening called a
colonoscopy. That is 50,000 moms and
dads and sons and daughters that could
still be enjoying the great gift of life if
they would have just taken the time to
get a routine colonoscopy by their 50th
birthday.

Mr. Speaker, a colonoscopy takes
under 1 hour to complete, and the re-
sults you receive will literally save
your life. The American Cancer Soci-
ety estimates that if detected early, 90
percent of all colon cancer deaths
could be prevented.

Now, just, if you will, take a look at
this board here. Look at the stages.
Now, the stage where my mom was di-
agnosed is stage IV. There’s about an 11
percent survivability rate and at stage
I, 90 percent, and despite the effective-
ness of this colonoscopy that can figure
this out, only 50 percent of Americans
use this procedure.

I think that’s a very shocking sta-
tistic. Compare that prevention rate
with breast cancer, where over 80 per-
cent of women get a routine mammo-
gram, and you can see why I work so
hard to spread the word on preventing
this disease.

But there is some outstanding news.
The outstanding news is that there is
hope ahead in fighting this killer. The
Centers for Disease Control, along with
groups like the American Cancer Soci-
ety and the Colorectal Cancer Coali-
tion, have taken it upon themselves to
raise awareness about this disease.

Specifically, the American Cancer
Society has launched a campaign to
push the number of Americans who get
screened for colon cancer from 50 per-
cent to 75 percent by the year 2015. It’s
a lofty goal, but it’s a goal that’s
worthwhile. In fact, a few of my col-
leagues have introduced important leg-
islation aimed at reaching this mile
marker.

One particular piece of legislation
that I hope will receive strong consid-
eration in the House Energy and Com-
merce Committee is my legislation,
H.R. 1330, the Colon Cancer Screening
and Detection Act of 2009. My legisla-
tion is pretty simple. Just like a mam-
mogram, my bill would require every
health insurance plan in America, both
group and individual, to cover a pre-
ventive colonoscopy before the deduct-
ible. This legislation is very badly
needed.

One of the top reasons many Ameri-
cans do not get screened is the cost.
The average cost of a typical
colonoscopy is over $1,000. That
wouldn’t be a concern to many citizens
who are currently covered under a pri-
vate health insurance plan, but most
health insurance plans have
deductibles exceeding $1,000, or worse,
they have a restrictive cap on preven-
tive care, sometimes as low as $250, and
that’s the issue.

We have thousands of Americans who
are covered by insurance plans that
pay little to none of the costs associ-
ated with a colonoscopy, so they never
get one. It’s a shame. We live in the
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greatest country on Earth, and many
of our citizens choose not to get a high-
ly successful, life-saving, preventive
test because their health plan doesn’t
cover it.

I'm aware that the health insurance
industry is totally opposed to my legis-
lation. They will argue that my bill
will dramatically increase the cost of
insurance, but there is little evidence
to support their claim. They said the
same thing when Members of Congress
pushed hard to require insurance plans
to cover mammograms in an effort to
increase the rate of early diagnosis of
breast cancer; yet almost every single
State in America requires insurance
companies to cover a mammogram, not
subject to the deductible.

Furthermore, it has been well-docu-
mented that once colon cancer has pro-
gressed into the latter stage, the
health care costs for treatment sky-
rocket and the survival rate plummets.

Now, let’s look at the board again
that I brought up earlier. Look at this
stage I through IV, and I'll make my
point here. With such a high success
rate if detected early, it makes finan-
cial sense but it also makes moral
sense to find and treat colon cancer as
early and as soon as possible.

I believe that an industry, which is
one of the most profitable in America,
should lend its services toward pre-
venting illness, not hampering our citi-
zens’ ability to discover it. Requiring
health insurance plans to cover a
colonoscopy 1is a commonsense ap-
proach to fighting colon cancer.

In fact, many in Congress have voted
in the past to extend Medicare bene-
ficiaries this very benefit. In July of
2008, Congress passed the Medicare Im-
provements for Patients and Providers
Act. That, among other things, ad-
dressed the glaring deficiency in colon
cancer prevention found in the Medi-
care program, and the language that
was inserted into that bill to address
colonoscopy access is very similar to
the bill that I have introduced. That
Medicare legislation, which passed the
House of Representatives overwhelm-
ingly, is a great piece of legislation
that I think will save thousands of
lives.

And in closing, before I turn it over
to one of my colleagues, I want to en-
courage all Americans that are 50 and
over who have not had a colonoscopy
screening to get one, and if you have a
family history like myself, I think you
need to start earlier.

With increased awareness and some
policy changes here in Congress, I be-
lieve that we can save tens of thou-
sands of lives.

You know, colon cancer is a silent
killer, and Mr. Speaker, with the help
of colleagues like Congresswoman KAY
GRANGER and Representative PATRICK
KENNEDY I know who’s an advocate on
this issue, it is my hope that we can
make a dramatic impact on this ter-
rible and painful disease.

And I would like to call my col-
league, Representative GRANGER, up
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and maybe she wants to share some of
her thoughts about Colon Cancer
Awareness Month, and I know rep-
resenting Texas and Fort Worth of
course, being an alum of TCU, I'm very
proud of her leadership on these health
issues. We’ve also worked together on
tribal issues. I want to thank her and
would like to yield to Congresswoman
KAY GRANGER.

Ms. GRANGER. Thank you to my
colleague DAN BOREN. Thank you so
much for your hard work on this.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak on
the important issue of colorectal can-
cer, as Congressman BOREN also did.
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Colorectal cancer is the third most
commonly diagnosed cancer and the
second most common cause of cancer
deaths in the United States. Every 3%
minutes, someone is diagnosed with
colorectal cancer. Every 9 minutes,
someone dies from colorectal cancer.
This is a disease that affects both men
and women.

This year, an estimated 149,000 new
cases will be diagnosed, and an esti-
mated 50,000 deaths will be caused by
this cancer. The real tragedy is that
many of these cancer cases and deaths
occurred needlessly because the vast
majority of colorectal cancer deaths
can be prevented through proper
screening and early detection.

That is why I introduced a resolution
recognizing March as Colorectal Can-
cer Awareness Month and commemo-
rating the 10th anniversary of the first
designation of March as Colorectal
Cancer Awareness Month.

The more we talk about this disease,
the more we encourage our family, our
friends, and our neighbors to get
screened, and the more lives we save.

I hope my colleagues on the Energy
and Commerce Committee will dis-
charge House Concurrent Resolution 60
from committee soon so that leader-
ship can schedule the resolution for
floor consideration.

Less than half of those who should be
screened for colon cancer are screened.
Bringing House Concurrent Resolution
60 to the floor next week will encour-
age even more discussion about this
disease that is preventable when de-
tected early.

But talking about colorectal cancer
and recognizing Colorectal Cancer
Awareness Month aren’t enough. We
need to increase Federal funding for
early detection and screening. Along
with my colleague from Rhode Island,
PATRICK KENNEDY, I've introduced a
bill that would authorize funding for
early detection, screenings, and make
preventive care a priority.

Specifically, the Colorectal Cancer
Prevention, Early Detection, and
Treatment Act, H.R. 1189, would estab-
lish a national screening program for
colorectal cancer for individuals over
50 years of age or those who are at high
risk. It would authorize State funding
for these screenings and create a public
awareness and education campaign on
colorectal cancer.
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Despite scientific evidence sup-
porting the benefits of screenings,
screens for these diseases in this coun-
try remain low. Every 5 seconds, some-
one one who should be screened for
colorectal cancer is not. When it’s di-
agnosed late, the survival rate for
colorectal cancer is only 10 percent.
When it’s diagnosed early—before it
spreads—the survival rate is 90 percent.

Early detection screening saves lives,
and if everyone over 50 years of age
were screened regularly for colorectal
cancer, the death rate for this disease
could plummet by 80 percent.

In addition to screening saving lives,
early detection saves money. Treat-
ment costs for colorectal cancer are ex-
tremely high and could be greatly re-
duced if mass screenings occur.

Colorectal cancer treatment costs to-
taled roughly $8.4 billion for new cases
in 2004. The cost of two-thirds of these
colorectal cancer cases are borne by
the Medicare program.

The Lewin Group recently conducted
a comprehensive study of the potential
cost savings to Medicare and found
that every 10 years a colorectal cancer
screening program will result in sav-
ings of about 1% years worth of Medi-
care expenses. If screenings were in-
creased among people 50 years and
older in the United States, it would
save billions of dollars in Medicare ex-
penditures. It would also save thou-
sands of lives.

The Colorectal Cancer Prevention,
Early Detection, and Screening pro-
gram ensures that people who are
screened will get the full continuum of
cancer care, including the appropriate
followup for abnormal tests, diagnostic
and therapeutic services, and treat-
ment for detective cancers.

If you have not already, I urge you to
cosponsor the Colorectal Cancer Pre-
vention, Barly Detection, and Treat-
ment Act, and join me in observing
Colorectal Cancer Awareness Month.
Observing Colorectal Awareness Month
provides us with the opportunity to
discuss the importance of early detec-
tion and screening. It also provides us
with the opportunity to thank the
thousands of volunteers and national
and community organizations for their
work in promoting awareness for
colorectal cancer.

DAN BOREN, I thank you for your
time and your work on this.

Mr. BOREN. Thank you. I think
you’re hearing the same thing over and
over again—my colleague, KAY GRANG-
ER, talking about early detection, talk-
ing about how important it is to go and
get that test.

We lost my mother. But if you look
back in our family history, my grand-
father had colon cancer, my grand-
mother had colon cancer. They did
catch it early. So if you’re someone out
there who’s watching this afternoon
and you haven’t gotten it done and
you’re thinking maybe you should do
it—even if you’re not at that 50 mark-
er, if you have someone in your family
who has been diagnosed in the past—
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think about going and getting that
test.

You know, Mr. Speaker, Katie
Couric, the anchor of the CBS Evening
News is a strong advocate for colon
cancer awareness. She lost her husband
to this disease and since then has led a
personal campaign to bring awareness
to this issue.

A few years back, she told a compel-
ling story at her old job on the Today
Show about a family that lost a loved
one to this disease. I think it’s a com-
pelling story that I would like to share
on the House floor today.

Mr. Speaker, Michael and Erin Sten-
nis learned the hard facts about colon
cancer in the worst possibly way. This
is their story.

Michael Stennis, an ex-football play-
er, was the picture of health—43, fit, a
businessman who owned a chain of suc-
cessful restaurants. He and his wife
Erin had been married for 14 years and
had two gorgeous children.

His wife discusses her husband’s per-
sona this way, ‘“‘He had a lot of
strength of character. He was amazing.
He wasn’t afraid of voicing his opin-
ions. He loved his friends, and his chil-
dren were his life. He was the consum-
mate family man.”

Mr. Speaker, you can tell that Mi-
chael was an all-American guy. Yet,
it’s hard to believe such a vibrant man
would have such a difficult fight ahead
of him.

Three years earlier, when he was just
40, Michael started experiencing irreg-
ular bowel habits and rectal bleeding.
Like many Americans, he thought it
was nothing serious. His wife began de-
scribing what happened, and said this,
‘““‘He had blood in his stool. He went to
the doctor. Unbeknownst to me, the
doctor suggested that he have a
colonoscopy.

“My husband, being the very macho
man that he is, did not want anything
invasive. He just could not imagine
that type of procedure taking place.
So, like thousands of other Americans,
he came home and said, ‘It’s been
taken care of.” And that was it.”

A few years later, Erin realized that
something was very wrong with her
husband. She said, “It had gotten to
the point where he was having such se-
vere pain. Because he was an athlete,
he sucked it up. He would say to him-
self, ‘If I feel something, oh, you know,
I can work it out.” But it got to the
point where the pain became so severe
that he had trouble moving.

‘““Finally, in November of that year,”
she said, “I walked into our bedroom
and I saw him hunched over in the clos-
et. Something was very wrong.”

So she finally got Michael to go in
for the colonoscopy. And then they got
the results. It was the evening of their
daughter’s Thanksgiving pageant.
They got a call from their family doc-
tor and friend, Peter Waldstein.

She described the scene this way:
“My husband was on one side of the
room and I was on the other side. His
cell phone went off and I could see him
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on the phone and I could see the
change in his face. It was our dear
friend Peter calling to tell us both the
news. We knew from that moment on
that our lives had changed forever,”
she explains.

He was diagnosed with stage IV colon
cancer. The cancer had spread from Mi-
chael’s colon and had metastasized to
his liver. It was a devastating prog-
nosis.

After a long 20-plus month fight with
this horrendous disease, Michael Sten-
nis died. He was 45 years old.

Mr. Speaker, this is a story that is
told countless times across America. It
is a story of a young and vibrant indi-
vidual who has seen his or her life end
far too early because of this horren-
dous disease. It’s a sad case—a case
that is very similar to the one that
took my mom’s life. It’s a story similar
to the one that took former White
House Press Secretary Tony Snow’s
life. I think it’s Congress’s duty to do
something about this.

My colleagues and I have introduced
multiple pieces of legislation aimed at
addressing this terrible cancer. But we
need Congress to begin the process of
examining it.

Every year, this disease takes thou-
sands of lives. It is my hope that, with
the support of groups like the Amer-
ican Cancer Society, the Colorectal
Cancer Coalition, and my colleagues,
we can make an impact.

I can’t tell you how much I have per-
sonally lost from this—how many
times I want to pick up the phone and
I want to call my mom.

This is a real human face. These are
real people that are dying. They don’t
have to be dying. All it takes is a sim-
ple test. My mom waited too long. She
got the test too late.

I don’t want this to happen to some
other family in America. So I need
your help, all those in Congress, all of
my colleagues, but I also need the
American people to write your Member
of Congress.

I introduced this legislation in the
last Congress, the 110th Congress. I got
four cosponsors. People were scared
about the insurance companies. But,
let me tell you what. When given the
choice between my mom and the insur-
ance companies, the choice is very
easy. We need to help these families.
This is why I came to Congress.
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I didn’t come to Congress just be-
cause it is fun. I came to Congress to
do something. This is what it is all
about. Someone once said public serv-
ice is about helping people. Let’s help
these families.

——————

H.R. 1216, YOUTH PREVENTION AND
TOBACCO HARM REDUCTION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BUYER) is recognized for 60
minutes.
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Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, it is pro-
nounced ‘“‘Buyer.” My family is Alsa-
tian; so if you go back in my ancestry,
I know the gentleman is new here to
the Congress, it was de Buyer. So my
sense is that the gentleman will re-
member it for a while.

I come to the floor here to talk about
a very pivotal issue that will be facing
the public health of our country, and
this is the issue of tobacco. Members of
the House will be presented with a
choice here relatively soon about
which Federal regulatory structure
over tobacco products we should use.

Now, it is interesting, for a long time
the issue was whether we should regu-
late tobacco or not regulate tobacco.
There is now this growing concensus
that the Federal Government in some
way should regulate tobacco, and now
we are trying to figure out with regard
to who should do that regulation.
Should it be the FDA under Health and
Human Services; or, as Mr. MCINTYRE
and I are proposing, that it be a sepa-
rate agency under Health and Human
Services, we call it a harm reduction
agency, that will focus on reduction of
the risk associated with many different
types of tobacco products.

So I believe that the critical issue to
be considered is, how do we measurably
and effectively reduce the disease and
death associated with tobacco use
while products remain legal and over 45
million Americans have not, cannot, or
will not quit?

Keeping the American tobacco con-
sumer and the public uninformed about
the differences in risk between smok-
ing cigarettes and using nonburning
forms of tobacco or other nicotine
products will not help our Nation to
overcome the death and disease attrib-
uted to tobacco use.

Telling current tobacco smokers to
“Just Say No,” to quit now, is not the
most effective way to save lives. Cre-
ating a regulatory scheme that dis-
courages and in fact chills the develop-
ment of new, lower risk products is di-
rectly opposite of what many in the
scientific and public health commu-
nities even advocate today. But those
are the underlying tenets of what is re-
ferred to as the Waxman tobacco legis-
lation called the Family Smoking Pre-
vention and Tobacco Control Act.

What do experts say about Mr. WAX-
MAN’s approach on tobacco?

Well, the prestigious health organiza-
tion, the Royal College of Physicians,
says, ‘“The current situation is per-
verse, unjust, and acts against the
rights and best interests of smokers
and the public health. Harm reduction
has the potential to play a major part
in preventing death and disability in
millions of people who currently smoke
and who either cannot or will not oth-
erwise quit smoking. These smokers
have a right to be able to obtain and
choose from a range of safer nicotine
products, and they have a right to ac-
curate and unbiased information to
guide that choice.”
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From the American Association of
Public Health Physicians, ‘‘In the judg-
ment of AAPHA, the current bill in its
form will do more harm than good in
terms of future tobacco-related illness
and death. The current bill,”” referring
to the Waxman bill, ‘“‘with all its seem-
ingly promising elements, has so many
restrictions on Federal regulatory au-
thority that it will be unable to effect
favorable change. This bill is based on
the false premise that cigarettes can be
made safer and that all tobacco prod-
ucts are equally harmful. This bill
places barriers to truthful communica-
tions about the relative risk of less
hazardous smokeless tobacco products
and near insurmountable barriers to
the development of new lower risk
products.”

Now, these are two examples of orga-
nizations that have some growing con-
cerns about the Waxman legislation.
Now, in the face of that there is a
growing consensus that significant
harm reduction policies and programs,
when combined with prevention and
cessation, are, in my belief and that of
MIKE MCINTYRE, the chief cosponsor of
North Carolina, that it is the key to a
significant reduction in disease and
death from tobacco use.

So the Waxman legislation, despite
the years of characterizations and rep-
resentations by its proponents, does
not incorporate in any meaningful way
a comprehensive prevention, cessation,
and harm reduction strategy. Actually,
on the contrary; for a very long time,
those of whom believe that a harm re-
duction strategy in fact threatens ces-
sation and prevention programs. I look
at this and say that they should all
work together, that four fingers and a
thumb makes a hand. And so, without
the phalanges, do you really have a
hand? So I believe that they all should
have to work together, and that is
what we are seeking to do here is hav-
ing a harm reduction strategy that in-
corporates prevention, education, and
cessation.

I am also greatly concerned that the
Waxman legislation continues to ig-
nore the evolution of opinion in the
scientific and public health commu-
nities, and relies on tactics taught and
thought that were effective in the
early 1990s, such as it includes provi-
sions that the Supreme Court had
thrown out with regard to restrictions
on First Amendment on advertising
these issues. I was really concerned
about it, and Mr. WAXMAN believes it is
okay. I have great, great concern here.

Congressman MIKE MCINTYRE and I
have introduced H.R. 1216, the Youth
Prevention and Tobacco Harm Reduc-
tion Act. This legislation imposes sig-
nificant regulatory oversight within
the Department of Health and Human
Services over tobacco products, and in-
corporates many of the provisions in-
cluded in HENRY WAXMAN’s legislation.

It includes serious policy and pro-
grams of prevention, cessation, and
harm reduction, which we believe will
lead to saving thousands of lives over
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the next decades. It will squarely ad-
dress the issue of tobacco use by mi-
nors through additional resources and
enforcement at the State levels.

In fact, Mr. MCINTYRE’s and my legis-
lation is even stronger in the protec-
tions for minors on two points. Number
one, we say unto the States that with
regard to the Master Settlement
Agreement and monies that were sup-
posed to be spent by the States on to-
bacco cessation and education and pre-
vention programs, at the end of the
Master Settlement before it was signed
there was this last-moment agreement.
Rather than dictating unto States on
what percentage of the monies are to
be spent on tobacco prevention and ces-
sation programs they said, well, we
will just leave it to the discretion of
the States. The CDC then every year
publishes a report with regard to what
the percentage that States should be
spending, States are not spending on
those programs. So Mr. MCINTYRE and I
come in, and we are dictating unto the
States that they are to spend their
Master Settlement Tobacco Agreement
on programs to help children.

The other point that Mr. MCINTYRE
of North Carolina and I have is on pro-
tecting children. We are also saying to
the States that we want you to treat
tobacco like alcohol. So where it is il-
legal for a minor to possess alcohol, we
also say: States, you should make it il-
legal for minors to possess tobacco.

With that, let me yield to a major co-
sponsor of this legislation. This is bi-
partisan legislation. It is an alter-
native to Mr. WAXMAN. And, actually,
what Mr. MCINTYRE and I were really
hopeful is that our bill here would have
been adopted in the Energy and Com-
merce Committee as a substitute. If we
could have combined our effort with
that of Mr. WAXMAN’s, we would have
435 votes here on the floor, and we
could make this a reality and make our
society a healthier and safer place.

I want to thank the gentleman for
his efforts. He is a strong advocate of
our agricultural policies and is very
concerned with regard to ensuring that
the Federal regulatory oversight from
Health and Human Services does not
interrupt with growing practices by
our farmers.

Mr. MCINTYRE. I would like to
thank Mr. BUYER, who is the principal
sponsor of this responsible tobacco reg-
ulation legislation. I was pleased to be
the original cosponsor with him.

In our legislation, we certainly want
to make sure that this is an issue of
fundamental fairness. This is not an
anti-public health alternative. In fact,
as Mr. BUYER was just saying and as we
were just discussing in our interchange
a few moments ago, in fact we have
even stronger regulation to prevent
youth smoking.

I have a son. When he was in high
school, and he was now in law school,
but who actually served on the Cam-
paign for Tobacco Free Kids. So we un-
derstand that, and this is a strong
statement, even stronger than Mr.
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WAXMAN’s proposal against youth
smoking. But it also recognizes that
the FDA is understaffed and under-
funded and overworked right now, and
we are not in a situation where we need
the FDA to come out on the farm and
start regulating farmers. And, from
that perspective, I wanted to prin-
cipally speak in the next few moments
as chairman of the Subcommittee on
Rural Development, Biotechnology,
Specialty Crops and Foreign Agri-
culture. The specialty crops over which
our subcommittee has jurisdiction in-
clude tobacco.

Now, we may soon see H.R. 1256,
which is Representative WAXMAN’s bill
to implement FDA regulation of to-
bacco products and leaf scheduled for
consideration under suspensions of the
rules on the House floor. This process
will allow for no amendments or alter-
natives to be presented on this incred-
ibly important and complex issue of to-
bacco regulation.

I urge my fellow Members to vote
against the Waxman bill when it comes
up on suspension so that we may con-
sider an alternative bill, so that we
may be able to consider the bill that
Mr. BUYER and I are discussing tonight
that does even more than Mr. WAX-
MAN’s bill while preserving a vital eco-
nomic engine for many communities
throughout the United States, includ-
ing my district in Southeastern North
Carolina.

H.R. 1261 is the Youth Prevention and
Tobacco Harm Reduction Act that we
have introduced together, and is actu-
ally a better approach to regulating to-
bacco and preventing minors from
using tobacco products than the Wax-
man bill.

The Waxman bill will grant the FDA,
the Food and Drug Administration,
wide authority to dictate to manufac-
turers and growers dramatic changes in
product design and leaf cultivation.

The tobacco industry contributes
over $36 billion each year to the U.S.
economy, employing over 19,000 indi-
viduals nationwide. This is not exactly
the time to cause even thousands more
of our fellow citizens to lose their jobs
or to yet cause another problem with
our Nation’s economy. In my home
State of North Carolina, over 8,600 peo-
ple are employed by the industry, with
a Statewide economic impact of nearly
$24 Dbillion. Mr. WAXMAN’s manufac-
turing and FDA on the farm provisions
will put many companies and growers
out of business, and we absolutely can-
not afford to lose any more jobs.

Our bill, H.R. 1261, specifically pro-
tects growers by preventing any gov-
ernment agency from requiring
changes to traditional farming prac-
tices, including standard cultivation
practices, curing processes, seed com-
position, tobacco type, fertilization,
soil, recordkeeping, and any other re-
quirements that affect farming prac-
tices. The last thing that our farmers
want to see is another government bu-
reaucrat coming out on the farm walk-
ing around, snooping around about the
soil and how he is growing his crops.



H3802

In addition, our bill does more to pro-
tect public health and prevent minors
from smoking even than the Waxman
bill does. H.R. 1261 considers cutting-
edge scientific research by promoting a
harm reduction strategy to move
smokers to less harmful tobacco prod-
ucts.

According to applied economics, the
use of these reduced harm tobacco
products increases the average prob-
ability of smoke cessation by over 10
percent; and I am sure my colleague
will be speaking more to that aspect of
this bill.

J 1800

H.R. 1261 specifically addresses youth
tobacco by encouraging States to pe-
nalize minors for purchasing and pos-
sessing tobacco products. Under cur-
rent law, retailers are prohibited from
selling products to minors. But unlike
with the purchase of alcohol, minors
are not penalized for underage pur-
chase and possession of tobacco prod-
ucts. And our bill clears that up and
also allows for penalties in that regard.

The bill also calls upon States to in-
crease their percentage of the Master
Settlement Agreement dollars to fund
tobacco cessation and public health
programs. In the past 10 years, States
have spent just 3.2 percent of their
total tobacco-generated revenue on to-
bacco prevention and cessation pro-
grams. Our bill would allow that to be
increased.

H.R. 1261 is a commonsense approach
to tobacco regulation that will both
protect the public health and protect
the jobs in our vital sector of the to-
bacco economy. I urge my colleagues
to vote note ‘“‘no’”” on Waxman and give
yourself a chance to consider a more
viable and reasonable economic alter-
native that does even more to protect
our youth.

In closing to my colleague, I will say
for our colleagues who may be in their
offices or their staff that may still be
in their offices this evening, we do have
a chart that compares both bills. If we
want to talk about, all right, what are
the reasonable alternatives, one by one
we go through the different segments
of the bill to explain so that a real
comparative analysis can be done. And
that is what this is about. It is funda-
mental fairness in how we pass legisla-
tion so it is not just rushed through
under suspension but we get a chance
to actually analyze and compare these
two bills, and that we do it in a way
that will best achieve the goal here of
protecting the public health, particu-
larly of our young people, and protect
jobs and not cost our economy any
more jobs than our country, unfortu-
nately, has already lost.

And with that, I yield back to my
colleague. And thank you for your
great work on this bill.

Mr. BUYER. I thank the gentleman
for his help and his support on the bill.
This is an issue about the public health
of our country and the fact that we
have a bipartisan approach here, a bill
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that we seek to decrease the mortality
and morbidity rates is extremely im-
portant. There are over 100 nations
around the world that are struggling
with this issue. Tobacco is a legal prod-
uct. It is the smoking that really hurts
and harms and Kkills people. It is not
the nicotine. And so what we are try-
ing to do is to migrate people from
smoking products to smokeless prod-
ucts. The very large risk differential, it
is the difference between combustion
and noncombustion products.

The gentleman understands that.
And he is embracing the harm reduc-
tion strategy from a public health per-
spective. And he also wants to make
sure that we work in concert with our
growers, that we have very sound ex-
port policies with regard to our trading
partners around the world so we don’t
have any World Trade Organization
violations, while at the same time we
are cognizant of illicit trade issues.
The gentleman is an expert in these
areas. And I welcome his support. And
I thank him for being here tonight.

What I would like to do is I'm going
to share a chart that the world has
never seen. And I am hopeful that here
in the United States we can continue
to lead the world and to make the
world a healthier place. And so what
I'm going to do here is I want to talk
about our harm reduction strategy and
to talk about the risk differential
among a continuum of risks. So the
best way for me to do this is to put a
chart up so all the Members can have a
look at this. And I will talk about it
here for a second.

I have continuum of risk here at the
top, along then with the relative risk
of chronic disease here on the side. And
what I have done is what is not on the
chart, I don’t put cigars or pipe to-
bacco in here. That is outside of the
regulation of not only our bill but also
of Mr. WAXMAN’s bill. But pipe and
cigar is the most toxic. If I were to go
on this chart, what I put on this chart
listing 100 percent as the most toxic,
under that which of tobacco products
are to be regulated by our bill would be
your nonfiltered cigarettes, so that
would be your roll-your-own cigarettes
or a Lucky Strike or other forms of ge-
neric cigarettes that are nonfiltered.

So I think common sense is going to
tell you if there is not a filter on it,
you’re going to smoke it, you’re going
to inhale a lot of toxic substances and
carcinogens deep into your lungs.

The next, as we look at continuum of
risk, among available products that are
on the marketplace here in the United
States in North America, so you have
your nonfiltered cigarettes. Next are
your filtered cigarettes. That kind of
makes sense. If I'm going to put a filter
on it, I'm going to reduce the risk be-
tween those two types of instruments
that deliver nicotine. So that is what
the key here is. People want access to
their nicotine. And it is the smoking
that harms them. And so how do you
reduce the harm? And so what drives
some people a little crazy here is that
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can you really say that there is a safer
type of cigarette? Well, if you want to
take a science-based approach, you
really have to be very honest about
this and say, well, among the types of
cigarettes, there are different types of
cigarettes as a delivery device of nico-
tine that are safer than others. But
they are all not entirely safe. But there
is a risk differential. And it should be
discussed. So we have from nonfiltered
to filtered cigarettes.

What I don’t have here, which sort of
comes up next, is you actually have
vented filtered cigarettes. But what we
are finding out from the science-based
approach is that if you put vents into
the filters, even though you’re trying
to reduce the smoke and a lot of the
bad, toxic substances, people will draw
on that cigarette a little harder, and so
they are sucking it deeper in their
lungs. And that is not a good thing.

Next we have our tobacco-heated
cigarettes and electronic cigarettes.
The reason I put question marks with
regard to both of these types of nico-
tine delivery devices is that with re-
gard to tobacco-heated cigarettes there
are a couple of products that are out on
the market. Philip Morris has the Ac-
cord and Reynolds American has the
Eclipse. So these are out on the mar-
ketplace. We do know that these types
of mnicotine delivery systems are a
much less riskier product than say
your strictly just filtered cigarette or
your nonfiltered cigarette. But where
do they fall on the chart? There isn’t
enough science to tell us exactly
where. We know it is better. It is not
completely safe, but it is better. And
we don’t know exactly where, but we
know it is falling downward on the con-
tinuum of risk chart. So we really do
need some science here to tell us where
the electronic cigarette and tobacco-
heated cigarettes fall on that.

So that is part of the reason we want
to create, under Health and Human
Services, a separate agency that will
focus our Nation’s expertise on to-
bacco. And I want to be able to do that
without people believing that, well, if
FDA is regulating tobacco, that some-
how that it is an okay product. No.
This is a high-risk product. And what
is important is that somehow we get to
the American people they get in-
formed, they can make an informed
choice among an array of products
along the continuum of risk.

So after electronic cigarettes, if we
can truly move an individual out of
smoking, if they are looking on how I
can gain my access to nicotine, I think
people know that, hey, the surgeon
general is right. There is some risk
that will accord anything that has to
do with smoke. If you can transition,
or migrate, a population from smoking
to a smokeless product, I assure you,
we can take out up to around 80 per-
cent, based on the science, almost 80 to
90 percent of the health risk can be
taken away.

Now the American public needs to
know that. So you say, okay, what’s
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the difference between a U.S. smoke-
less product and Swedish Snus? Well,
the difference is the U.S. smokeless
product is fermented, and the Swedish
Snus is pasteurized. So if you can actu-
ally move to the Swedish Snus, you
can eliminate about 98 percent. Think
about this. Ninety-eight percent of the
health risks can be taken away, yet
people can still gain access to nicotine.

Now, if you wanted to go on a little
bit further, there are dissolvables of to-
bacco that have no nitrosamines. That
is the really bad stuff, and you can re-
move that and you can still gain access
to your nicotine. And these dissolvable
products that are just being introduced
and tested in the marketplace are
these Orbs or a tobacco stick or a strip
that you can lay on your tongue and
you can gain access to the nicotine.

Now, I assure you, you don’t gain as
quickly the access to the nicotine and
get the sensation upon the brain as you
would smoking the cigarette. But you
can gain access to the nicotine, and
people then can make an informed
choice, gosh, I can gain access to my
nicotine, I don’t get it as quickly, I can
get it, but, gee, maybe it is worth it for
me to live a few more years and enjoy
my family. I can enjoy my nicotine
and, gee, I'm not going to die from
smoking. You see, that is extremely
important. And as we move people and
then migrate them down from this con-
tinuum, you can move then to thera-
peutic, there are therapeutic methods
to gain access to nicotine, through the
gum, the patch, the lozenges, and then
for the individuals who seek to quit.

And that is part of the process of
what we are doing here is we want to
incorporate a harm-reduction strategy
to inform a population that if you want
to gain access to your nicotine, it is
the smoke that is really going to kill
you. So if you can get them off of
smoking and move them to smokeless
products and then move them from
there to therapeutic and then pharma-
ceutical to eventually cessation and
quitting.

Now, that is part of the harm reduc-
tion strategy. And what I believe is ex-
tremely important is when we have
this as a strategy, you have about 40
million smokers over here on this end
of the chart, and you only have about
2 million down here that are actually
trying to quit. In the meantime, of the
filtered cigarettes, about 80 to 85 per-
cent of the individuals who are smok-
ing the cigarettes are smoking lights
or ultralights. Now why are they buy-
ing lights or ultralights? Because
somehow they believe that if they
smoke a light or ultralight that it will
be less harmful for them. You see, peo-
ple are trying to make an informed de-
cision, and they think it will be less
harmful for them. The reality is these
are products that are going to be harm-
ful to you. I think people need to know
and understand that.

So what we are hopeful here is that
in our legislation, we create this Harm
Reduction Center under Health and
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Human Services where we take our
great minds and we do science. We do
science on the entire array of products
along a continuum of risk, and we in-
form the public so that the public,
when they buy these products, that we
can actually migrate our population
from combustion to noncombustion
products and hopefully quitting, while
at the same time, we want to make our
investments in education and preven-
tion programs, not just for children
and minors, but also for adults.

What is important here, what we are
finding, is that when people migrate
from smoking to smokeless, some fear
that, wow, if somebody starts here, the
smokeless product, will they actually
migrate this direction on the chart,
headed up the chart? The reality is it is
not what is happening in the market-
place. So that is why we have created
an alternative public health position
for tobacco.

My good friend, Mr. WAXMAN, I ap-
plaud his perseverance over the years
and his persistence. His legislation has
sort of an abstinence-only approach on
tobacco. I respect Mr. WAXMAN. We
have had a good working relationship
over the years. And I really was hope-
ful that he would incorporate this
harm reduction in his bill. Now, he
said, ‘““STEVE, I have got harm reduc-
tion in my bill.” I said, ‘“‘well, HENRY,
you may have it in the bill.”” But what
he has are unrealistic standards that
products that may gain access to the
marketplace. He has a two-tiered, a
two-pronged tiered test, one that will
test at the individual and one at the
public with regard to the impact of a
particular product. It will almost be
impossible for new products to gain ac-
cess to the market.

If we truly wanted to make our soci-
ety healthier, what we should be doing
is encouraging people to move from
combustion to noncombustion prod-
ucts. And we can do that, if I can take
out 80 percent of the health risk, we
are making our country healthier and
hopefully then move to cessation.

That is why I call this the continuum
of risk chart. And it is open and free to
the world to use this chart, to scruti-
nize the chart. And I'm hopeful that
other legislative bodies around the
world will incorporate harm reduction
as a strategy for a nation for them to
be healthier.

The harm reduction policies advo-
cated in H.R. 1261 are an important
method to figure out how we can sat-
isfy the nicotine cravings among all of
these legal type products.

What I would like to share are what
some of the scientists actually say
about tobacco harm reduction as a pub-
lic health strategy. From the American
Association of Public Health Physi-
cians, dated 2008, ‘‘tobacco harm reduc-
tion is taken to mean encouraging and
enabling smokers to reduce their risk
of tobacco-related illness and death by
switching to less hazardous smokeless
tobacco products.”
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You see, the reason I don’t have ad-
vertising restrictions in my bill is I
think it is extremely important. Mr.
MCINTYRE and I created this bipartisan
piece of legislation for a purpose. We
want to make sure that people are in-
formed with regard to their entire
array of products, tobacco products.
And you need to be able to inform
them as to what products have the
higher risk, which ones have less risk.

And what really concerns me is, if
you make, let the FDA do this, of
which the FDA it is counter to their
culture, even, to somehow say that one
cigarette, this is a safer cigarette
among an array of cigarettes that are
harmful. That is a very, very chal-
lenging endeavor for them. And so it is
why some in the public health commu-
nity are a little concerned.

The International Journal for Drug
Policy, their quote, ‘‘Numerous alter-
native systems for nicotine delivery
exist, many of them far safer than
smoking. A pragmatic public health
approach to tobacco control would rec-
ognize a continuum of risk and encour-
age nicotine users to move themselves
down the risk spectrum by choosing
safer alternatives to smoking without
demanding abstinence.”” That is the
International Journal of Drug Policy,
and that is exactly what we are trying
to do here.

There is another quote from the
American Association of Public Health
Physicians, ‘‘In practical terms, en-
hancement of current policies, based on
the premise that all tobacco products
are equally risky, will yield only small
or barely measurable reductions in to-
bacco-related illnesses and death. Addi-
tion of a harm reduction component,
however, could yield a 50 to 80 percent
reduction in tobacco-related illness
and death over the first 10 years, and
likely a reduction of up to 90 percent
within 20 years.”

Now you see why Mr. MCINTYRE and
I are so excited about this alternative
approach, because abstinence only does
not achieve the goals to make a society
healthier with regard to tobacco. And
this is exactly what we are trying to
achieve, that is also being endorsed
here by the American Association of
Public Health Physicians.

The Royal College of Physicians in
2007 stated, ‘‘Harm reduction is a fun-
damental component of many aspects
of the medicine and, indeed, everyday,
life, yet for some reason, effective
harm reduction principles have not
been applied to tobacco smoking. It is
very clear that for most of the major
health effects of tobacco, smoking is
many times more dangerous than
smokeless tobacco use.”

The American Council on Science
and Health stated, ‘“The American
Council on Science and Health believes
that strong support of tobacco harm
reduction is fully consistent with its
mission to promote sound science in
regulation and in public policy, and to
assist consumers in distinguishing real
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health threats from spurious health
claims. As this report documents, there
is a strong scientific and medical foun-
dation for tobacco harm reduction,
which shows a great potential as a pub-
lic health strategy to help millions of
smokers.”

With regard to—here is another one
from SmokeFree Pennsylvania. ‘‘Al-
though smokeless tobacco is just as ad-
dictive as cigarettes and should not be
used by those who are not addicted to
nicotine, cigarettes are about 100 times
deadlier than smokeless tobacco prod-
ucts.”

Here is a quote from Britton and Ed-
wards, The Lancet, in 2007. ‘‘The risk of
adverse effects associated with snus,”
now snus is pasteurized product, Swed-
ish snus, ‘‘is lower than that associated
with smoking, overall by an estimated
90 percent. Whatever the true overall
hazard, use of low nitrosamine smoke-
less products is clearly substantially
less harmful than tobacco smoking.”’

Why am I pulling out these quotes? 1
am pulling out these quotes because
what has been talked about as those
who support the Waxman legislation is
that somehow all of these products are
equally harmful. That is false. That is
what I want to convey to everyone.
They are not equally harmful. And it is
extremely important that the public be
informed about all that these types of
products, along a continuum of risk, so
people can make informed choices. We
do that every day. We make decisions
on what kind of automobile we want to
drive. We do the continuum of risk.
How about what we eat, what we
drink? We make choices and decisions
every day. Should I put on my seatbelt,
should I wear a helmet. All kind of
things. We make judgments.

When I look at the farmers, my gosh,
there are all types of risk out on the
farm, and a lot of judgments are made
along a continuum of risk along with
the farm machinery.

We make these judgments. Why don’t
we do that as a public health strategy
for tobacco? It only makes sense. And
what I am really hopeful here—I had a
really good discussion last week with
Mr. WAXMAN about some tweaks on
amendments, some of which he didn’t
agree to of which I was hopeful.

I really appeal to my good friend
from California because we could com-
bine, and I shared this with him. We
could combine our efforts here. If he
would endorse this harm reduction
strategy with his bill, we could get this
to the President’s desk. I really believe
that this could pass in a very large
number.

I remember years ago when Joe Ken-
nedy and I combined our efforts to-
gether, and when we would come to the
floor it would pass 435 to nothing. And
I was really hopeful, I had an earnest
effort here, good discussions with Mr.
WAXMAN, and I told him I would take a
good hard look at his bill and I would
recommend some changes, and I was
really hopeful that he would combine a
harm reduction strategy with his absti-
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nence only approach, and we would
truly have the four fingers, a thumb
that will make a hand. But without
this, he is only going to have, I don’t
know what you call it, a thumb and a
palm. I guess he is only going to have
a palm. And that is really not going to
be good. So I want to build a hand and
not just a palm to help our country.

The other point I have is, Madam
Speaker, I would submit for the
RECORD a letter from the American
Council on Science and Health from Dr.
Elizabeth Whelan dated March 12, 2009,
and, dated October 18, 2008, the AAPHP
Tobacco Harm Reduction Resolution,
titled Resolution on Tobacco Harm Re-
duction.

AMERICAN COUNCIL
ON SCIENCE AND HEALTH,
New York, NY, March 12, 2009.

Hon. STEVE BUYER,
Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

Hon. MIKE MCINTYRE,
Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE BUYER AND REP-
RESENTATIVE MCINTYRE: On behalf of the
more than 400 scientists who advise our orga-
nization, and the hundreds of thousands of
consumers we represent, thank you for your
work on H.R. 1261. Our scientists understand
the urgent need to reduce the dreadful toll of
cigarettes on the American people—with
over 400,000 smoking-related deaths each and
every year in our country. Your bill is a
tougher, science-based alternative to Rep.
Waxman’s HR 1256.

H.R. 1256 will not only fail to reduce the
ravages of cigarette-induced disease and
death—it will likely worsen it. The new reg-
ulation of tobacco ‘‘additives’ will not lower
the toxic and carcinogenic mixture induced
by the combustion and inhalation of ciga-
rette smoke. The enhanced restrictions on
lower-risk tobacco products, such as smoke-
less tobacco and ‘‘clean” nicotine—which
have been shown to assist addicted smokers
in quitting—will condemn the over 40 mil-
lion addicted smokers to the same old ‘“‘quit
or die”’ pair of options.

Successful quit rates are under 20% uti-
lizing the currently-approved remedies. The
Waxman legislation would codify this failed
policy into law.

Perhaps the worst aspect of this Waxman
approach is that it gives FDA responsibility
for overseeing tobacco issues. This will allow
the cigarette makers to cloak themselves in
the mantle of being “FDA Approved,” shield-
ing them from liability for their irrespon-
sible marketing schemes and manipulation
of cigarettes’ addiction capabilities.

Your bill—H.R. 1261—will obviate most of
the detrimental and counterproductive ef-
fects of the Waxman bill. Truthfully telling
the American consumer about lower-risk to-
bacco products—harm reduction rather than
“‘quit or die’—along with stringent mar-
keting restrictions and attention-getting
warning labels, and the establishment of a
tobacco-regulation section in the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services—not the
FDA—will all be of major benefit in reducing
the toll of cigarettes in America.

Sincerely,
DR. ELIZABETH M. WHELAN,
President.

RESOLUTION ON TOBACCO HARM REDUCTION

Whereas there is substantial scientific evi-
dence that selected smokeless tobacco (ST)
products can satisfy the nicotine addiction
of inveterate smokers while eliminating
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most, if not all, risk of pulmonary and car-
diovascular complications of smoking and
while reducing the risk of cancer by more
than 95% and

Whereas transitioning smokers to selected
ST products will eliminate environmental
tobacco smoke and fire-related hazards and

Whereas current ‘‘abstain, quit, or die” to-
bacco control policies in the United States
may have reached their maximum possible
public health benefit because of the large
number of cigarette smokers either unwill-
ing or unable to discontinue their addiction
to nicotine, and

Whereas there is evidence that harm reduc-
tion works and can be accomplished in a way
that will not increase initiation or impede
smoking cessation and

Whereas health-related agencies and orga-
nizations, both within the United States and
Abroad have already gone on record endors-
ing Harm Reduction as an approach to fur-
ther reducing tobacco related illness and
death, and

Whereas current federal policy requires to-
bacco product labeling that leaves the incor-
rect impression that all tobacco product
present equal risk; and

Whereas certain tax policies put ST prod-
ucts at a competitive disadvantage, com-
pared to cigarettes; and

Whereas harm reduction approaches to re-
ducing tobacco related illness and death
promise to be more politically and finan-
cially viable than alternative approaches be-
cause harm reduction approaches can secure
the support of many tobacco-industry-re-
lated stakeholders.

Be it Therefore Resolved that the Amer-
ican Association of Public Health Physicians
go on record as favoring Harm Reduction as
a central component of public health efforts
to reduce tobacco-related illness and death
and

Be it further Resolved that such efforts
shall encourage the following approaches:

1. Product labeling to inform consumers of
the relative risk profiles of the various class-
es of tobacco products.

2. Governmental and health-organization
sponsored health education to educate con-
sumers to the risk profiles of the various
classes of tobacco products

3. Revision of taxation schemes at federal,
state, and local levels to reflect risk profiles
and costs to society of the various classes of
tobacco products

4. Regulation of the manufacturing and
marketing of the various classes of tobacco
products reflective of their respective risk
profiles and costs to society

Be it further Resolved that funds be estab-
lished through taxation of tobacco products
to facilitate government-sponsored (as op-
posed to tobacco company sponsored) re-
search and program evaluation to refine our
understanding of the relative risk profiles of
the various classes of tobacco products, mar-
ket trends, and the impact of governmental
policy and programming on tobacco product
consumption.

The last point I would like to make
is the appeal that my good friend, MIKE
MCINTYRE, made to the Members. And
the appeal is that we have a choice be-
fore us. The choice before us is to take
an abstinence only approach to to-
bacco, or do we really combine forces
and use a harm reduction strategy,
coupled with cessation prevention edu-
cation efforts. It should all be together.

And I asked the chairman of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, if he
would protect the right that this sub-
stitute be heard here on the floor, just
as he permitted this substitute to be
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made in the Energy and Commerce
Committee. He said that his intent was
to bring his tobacco bill to the floor
under suspension. I appealed to my
good friend not to do that. Allow Con-
gress to work its will, just as you did
at the committee.

When this bill came before the com-
mittee, it was all Republicans voted for
it and all Democrats voted against it. I
was surprised by that. I was surprised
by that because we, Mr. MCINTYRE and
I, looked at this from a bipartisan per-
spective, and we were seeking to im-
prove public health. And when you try
to work to improve public health from
this perspective this isn’t one of these
fights about socializing medicine or
something that defines political par-
ties. This one really surprised me that
within the committee, that there was a
partisan vote. That should have never,
ever have happened at the committee.

And what I am hopeful here is that
Mr. WAXMAN, when he makes his appeal
to the Speaker for his legislation to
come to the floor, that he actually goes
through regular order, that he goes to
the Rules Committee, and that Mr.
MCINTYRE and I be permitted to have
our bipartisan substitute be debated
here on the House floor.

And please, do not bring—this is too
important of a public health position
to come up on suspension. This is a bi-
partisan bill. And to bring it up on sus-
pension denies the rights of a lot of
Members for this public, harm reduc-
tion strategy in which we seek to im-
prove public health.

So, if, in fact, if Mr. WAXMAN brings
his tobacco bill to the floor, my appeal
would be to all Members to vote
against the suspension. Now, the pur-
pose of voting against the suspension
isn’t necessarily on the substance of
the bill itself. It is about the process.
We have got the process and procedure
and you have substance. To bring a bill
this important on public health under
suspension and denying the right of a
substitute, now we have a process
issue. And Mr. MCINTYRE and I will be
appealing to Members to vote ‘‘no’” on
suspension. We shouldn’t be suspending
the rules and denying amendments and
the substitute here on this floor. The
Congress should work the will of the
American people, and that is, that all
views and opinions and amendments
and substitutes should be made in
order here. And what this has really
been done now it is narrowed down to
two positions.

And since Mr. WAXMAN will not in-
corporate this, the least we can do is
have this issue heard here on the floor.
And that is my appeal.

So let me conclude with this. Mr.
WAXMAN, I appeal to my good friend,
allow this to come to the floor. Do not
put your bill on suspension. If your bill
comes to the floor on suspension, then
Mr. MCINTYRE and I are asking for all
Members to vote against the suspen-
sion and for the clear purpose that our
right to be heard.

I will yield back.
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THE IMPORTANCE OF TRAVEL IN
OUR COUNTRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
FUDGE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2009, the
gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. BERK-
LEY) is recognized for 60 minutes.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BERKLEY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the Special Order of
business travel.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BERKLEY. A few weeks ago,
Madam Speaker, I came to the floor of
the House and gave a very spirited de-
fense of my congressional district
which encompasses my hometown of
Las Vegas. I did that because my com-
munity was under horrific attack by
Members of this body, and it did us tre-
mendous financial damage.

I wanted to speak more than 5 min-
utes to talk about the importance of
travel in this country, the importance
to our economy, and why we should be
encouraging people to travel, and why
we should be encouraging businesses to
continue to conduct their meetings in
destination areas like Las Vegas, but
there are so many others. And I would
like to talk to you a little bit about
my community. But before I do that, I
think I would like to yield to my very
good friend, RON KLEIN from the great
State of Florida, who also depends on
tourism as its lifeblood in its economy.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. I would like to
thank the gentlewoman from Nevada
for calling us together tonight because
I think, as we realize, all over the
United States, tourism, the flow of peo-
ple, the flow of goods that go with the
people, the fact that people come from
all over the world to our great, wonder-
ful attractions, whether they be in Las
Vegas, or whether they be in Florida,
where I am from. I am from the south-
east coast of Florida, Miami, Ft. Lau-
derdale, West Palm Beach, all over
Florida and I know that all over the
United States there are some just un-
believable places to go. And the good
news is there are actually some good
buys right now.

But besides that, the more important
part though is that tourism is a very,
very important part of our economy. It
is important on so many levels. Eco-
nomically, let’s just start with the
jobs. I know that you feel so strongly
about, Congresswoman BERKLEY, the
jobs that are created in the hospitality
industry, the construction jobs that go
along with it, all the ancillary services
and support and the food and the, all
the entertainment and equipment and
things like that. They are very much a
part of our economy all over the
United States.

Certainly it is not just where the
people actually travel to. It is the fact
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that the things that supply the equip-
ment, the buildings, all the support
services come from 50 States. Every
State is impacted by a strong tourism
trade. And it is just very exciting to be
part and to live in a community where
we have tourism as such an active part.

Being from South Florida, we not
only draw people from all over the
United States to Florida, but we get
people from all over the world, as you
do as well. And I know just from the
Latin American community, the Euro-
pean community, Asian community,
they come to our beaches, they come
to our attractions, our wonderful ho-
tels, the great quality of life, the diver-
sity of our culture, the diversity of the
people in Florida, incredible res-
taurants to choose from. But, you
know, obviously, in struggling times
we know it affects everybody. It affects
the discretionary dollar.

But I think one thing we do want to
encourage, and certainly with the eco-
nomic stimulus package that has now
been presented, we are now beginning
to work through some of these difficult
issues with the banks and the credit
which have a lot to do with supporting
our economy throughout the United
States. This is going to take a little bit
of time.
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But I think everyone should have
that confidence level to know that, as
Americans, we are going to get through
this. The goal is to contract what is
going on right now.

The reality is, at the same time, peo-
ple still need to get out; they still need
to do business, and certainly, as we
know, even as unemployment has
moved up a little bit, we still have over
90 percent of Americans who are gain-
fully employed. There are wonderful
opportunities to travel to our great
places all over the United States, to
spend a few dollars, to stay in a won-
derful place, to have family time, busi-
ness time, to eat a good meal, and it is
just all very exciting because we do
have this great infrastructure and this
great entertainment system in place,
but it is the lifeblood, in many ways, of
our country’s economy.

I just want to thank you for not only
being a leader in understanding tour-
ism, but also, in the recovery and rein-
vestment bill that we did, there is so
much in there which is going to help
support getting our economy moving
again and in building that confidence
to know that people should travel and
should enjoy the tourism industry—our
hotels, our properties and just get a
great benefit out of it. So I would like
to thank you for calling us together. I
am glad to support this great initiative
that you have put out there.

Ms. BERKLEY. Well, I really appre-
ciate your being here. I knew, as the
Representative from south Florida,
that your economy has probably been
hit the same way that Las Vegas has.
Could I ask you a question?

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Absolutely.
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Ms. BERKLEY. What we have found
is that we know leisure travel is down
because of the recession and that it’s a
little bit more challenging for families
to go on vacation now, and I can under-
stand that, but where Las Vegas has
been particularly hit is in the business
travel. Since the first of the year, we
have lost 341 conventions. The impact
on Las Vegas has been devastating. I'm
wondering if you’re seeing an impact
on business travel as well.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. If the gentle-
lady would yield, I would be more than
happy to respond. Thank you for yield-
ing to me.

The answer is, yes, there has been an
impact. We have a lot of hotels that do
a lot of business travel. We have con-
vention centers in Miami, in Fort Lau-
derdale and in West Palm Beach, of
course, and in the rest of Florida, also
in Orlando, which is a huge destina-
tion.

Ms. BERKLEY. Yes, they’re the sec-
ond best in the United States.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. I don’t know if
it’s the second best. It may be the best.
Maybe we have the second largest num-
ber of hotel rooms, but again, great
choices all the way around.

Yes, Florida has been hit hard. A lot
of people travel to Florida and plan
business conventions 1 year, 2 years or
3 years in advance. There have been
some cancellations.

Ms. BERKLEY. What does that do to
the job market in south Florida?

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. What it does,
of course, anywhere is if, in fact, a
hotel has a certain less number of room
nights—of which we know ‘‘room
nights’ are the number of rooms times
the number of nights for a particular
convention—and if a convention has 100
rooms and there are 5 nights, which is
500 room nights, that’s a big impact.
It’s not just the hotel. It’s the food
that goes with it. It’s all of the hospi-
tality.

Ms. BERKLEY. Taxicab drivers.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Absolutely.

Ms. BERKLEY. Dry cleaning.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. That’s right,
and there is some great shopping in
local communities, of course, that goes
with it.

Ms. BERKLEY. I love shopping.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. You know, it
has had an impact. Again, I think that
our businesses are doing what a lot of
businesses are doing right now. They’re
clamping down. They’re making sure
that their systems are running as effi-
ciently as possible, but they are great
optimists, and the properties are just
wonderful. We have a new one—I won’t
give a particular plug—but it’s down in
Miami. It’s the Fontainebleau——

Ms. BERKLEY. Oh, yes.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Which is a
world famous hotel.

Ms. BERKLEY. And they’re also
building in Las Vegas.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. That’s right.
They are. They’re the same owners.
They just put $1 billion into a property
down there, but it’s not just that hotel.
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There are so many wonderful hotels.
We have large hotels, boutique hotels.
Again, people love to come to the
beaches and relax.

Ms. BERKLEY. And you can get a
good deal right now.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. And you can
get a very good deal, so keep that in
mind if you’re looking to travel.

But it is true. This economic down-
turn has made a lot more rooms avail-
able, and that does have a broad im-
pact, which is why I am so supportive
of these initiatives that we are taking
right now to rebuild confidence in the
economy.

The President’s Reinvestment and
Recovery Act is very much a part of
recognizing, yes, we have to fix the
banks and that, yes, we have to fix the
mortgages. We are beginning to really
move in some positive directions there.
Yes, we had to do a stimulus plan, and
the stimulus plan may not be perfect,
but it is designed to be monitored very
carefully so that, as we look every 30
days, we ask: Is it creating jobs? As for
all of these outcome measurements
that we’re expecting, the key to all of
this is that, if it’s not working in cre-
ating jobs, it gets cancelled, and we
move on to something else, but it’s all
about, in our local communities, doing
things that will get the economy up
and running, making people feel better
about themselves so they can buy and
sell businesses and houses.

Mr. FARR. If the gentleman will
yield——

Ms. BERKLEY. We have been joined
by Congressman SAM FARR from Cali-
fornia, who happens to chair the tour-
ism caucus in Congress. Welcome, and
thanks for being part of this.

Mr. FARR. Thank you very much for
inviting me. I enjoy being part of this
tag team that is really trying to give a
different message than has been given.

I think the press has really done a
disservice in sort of criticizing business
travel, because everybody knows we’re
in tough times, and so they feel like,
well, people shouldn’t be out recreating
with a corporate budget. On the other
hand, when you stop and cancel those
conventions that have been in your
city, in the backlash, we’ve lost 20 per-
cent of the hotel market. Twenty per-
cent of the hotel market has reported
that, just in that 20 percent, cancella-
tions have exceeded $220 million for
January and February. Now, when you
have a domestic travel industry that
employs 7.5 million people, when that
industry falls off——

Ms. BERKLEY. Did you say 7.5 mil-
lion people?

Mr. FARR. Just in the domestic trav-
el. Just domestic travel.

Ms. BERKLEY. Interesting.

Mr. FARR. If you break it down to
business travel that we’re talking
about tonight, it’s 2.4 million Amer-
ican jobs. That’s $240 billion in spend-
ing and $39 billion in tax revenue,
which is the TOT—the Transit Occu-
pancy Tax—and sales tax that those
folks in their business travel spend at
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places like we all represent. I don’t rep-
resent a big convention area. I rep-
resent the very small Monterey penin-
sula, but our little county does $2 bil-
lion in travel and tourism, second only
to agriculture. It is very important.

Ms. BERKLEY. My husband and I
went to a Reno physicians’ association
meeting in Monterey, and it was an ab-
solutely delightful place to have a con-
vention.

Mr. FARR. Those associations, the
small ones like your husband is in-
volved in, have been canceling. So what
has also affected the big conventions in
your communities that can handle
some of the largest conventions in the
world trickle down to the smaller com-
munities that handle the smaller ones.
This impact, this negative message
that got out about domestic travel, is
just contrary to what you have just
talked about.

This stimulus package was about
stimulating jobs, not about losing jobs.
It was about Kkeeping and creating
more jobs. If there is any industry that
can pick up a lot of labor quickly when
things are going good, it’s the travel
and tourism. It’s the restaurant work-
ers. It’s adding additional workers—
dishwashers and people who wait on ta-
bles, to pick up the hotel services, to
pick up the delivery services, the flow-
ers, all of this. Somehow this is kind of
looked at as, well, if you can have that
kind of luxury, then you must not be
sympathetic to the losses that are
going on. We see those losses because
those people are unemployed.

Ms. BERKLEY. Exactly. Well, I
think, if I'm hearing you correctly,
you're saying that business travel is
very much a part of the economy of the
United States of America, and without
it, we are going to have thousands, if
not hundreds of thousands, of people
unemployed. Those are our fellow citi-
zZens.

Mr. FARR. Travel and tourism is the
largest business in the world, and it is
expanding faster than any other busi-
ness. Every country is trying to do
more of it. You see the advertising on
our television sets about islands in the
Caribbean, about going to Spain or
about going to Australia and New Zea-
land, all of those travel promotion ads.
We don’t do that. The United States,
unfortunately, isn’t running any ads in
other countries, saying, ‘‘Visit the
United States.”

I and the other co-Chair, ROy BLUNT,
of the Travel and Tourism Caucus have
a bill. It is a bill to essentially provide
grants to States and local communities
to do that kind of destination mar-
keting. We know that a lot of Cana-
dians——

Ms. BERKLEY. Put me on.

Mr. FARR. What I just wanted to
mention for both of you—because I am
very, very sympathetic to the problems
of Las Vegas. Las Vegas is the biggest
convention city in the United States,
and because of the bad press, all of
these businesses have canceled. You've
pointed out what is happening to the
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unemployment. It has also had huge
foreclosures in Las Vegas. It is a town
that is probably, as a city, more af-
fected by this economic downturn than
any other city.

Ms. BERKLEY. And I'm sure Florida
is right behind us.

Mr. FARR. I was home last weekend.
It was interesting that people were
telling me, if you want to travel now
and go by air anywhere in the United
States—say I want to go from the West
Coast to the East Coast—they said
book your travel through Las Vegas.
The prices for air travel going through
Las Vegas are the cheapest in the
United States.

Ms. BERKLEY. Yes. Yes. We’re prac-
tically giving away rooms in order to
attract people to our community. I
don’t think the three of us, any of us,
are suggesting that companies should
be using taxpayers’ dollars in order to
fund business travel.

Mr. FARR. No, absolutely not.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. No. I would
just support what you’re saying.

First of all, I think your idea of
branding of the United States as a
place for travel and tourism is a won-
derful idea. You see the Philippines.
You see, you know, countries do this.
In Florida, we have something called
Visit Florida, which is a public-private
partnership, set up a number of years
ago, which brands Florida and pro-
motes it in different places.

I support the idea of branding the
United States as a place and then, ob-
viously, letting local communities co-
op together, putting leverage those dol-
lars and doing it. I think you'’re all
right.

One other point: We’re talking about
big. Let’s also talk small. In your com-
munity, I’ll bet there are lots of small
businesses—bed and breakfasts and lots
of other things—that are just wonder-
ful places. These are people who are
very dependent and who are also in co-
operation with our large properties.

Mr. FARR. What is very interesting
about this is that travel is really edu-
cational. I mean this city, I think, is a
must for any child in school who is
learning about American history. In
making it interesting, it comes alive. 1
mean the city of Washington may be
the best family tourism city in the
world because most of the things here
are free—going to the museums, vis-
iting all the monuments—and you
can’t help but recognize the Capitol
when you see it. You’ve seen it in
books. You’ve seen the Washington
Monument and the Lincoln monument.
This city makes it exciting. So you
think about how many different ways
one gets educated by visiting some-
place else, knowing more about them-
selves.

I was a Peace Corps volunteer, and I
was living in another culture and was
experiencing all that newness in food,
in dance, in music, in language that
made me realize the strengths of my
culture in America but also some of
the weaknesses—the family values
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issues where people really stick to-
gether in families. I find that travel
and tourism is an eye opener, and I rep-
resent Carmel where I live, which is a
small, little town of 4,000 people. Ev-
erybody has heard of Carmel. It’s just a
charming, little town.

The mayor of Carmel, not Clint
Eastwood but one of the other mayors,
was telling me that, and asked me the
question: What do you think is the
number 1 question asked for things
that people want from the city govern-
ment? I always say: Well, where is
Clint Eastwood’s restaurant? He said:
No, that wasn’t the question. That
wasn’t it. The number 1 ask from the
government of Carmel was for a copy of
their zoning ordinance. That just
shows that the tourists come and shop,
not with just their pocketbooks, but
they shop with their eyes and their
minds. They looked at why they want-
ed a zoning ordinance, and so many
Japanese asked for it that we had to
have it translated into Japanese. The
people said: If this city can look so
cute, why can’t our city incorporate
some of these ideas?

So that’s what, I think, of travel and
tourism. Obviously, businesses use
these opportunities to take their asso-
ciations—the dental association or the
plumbers’ association—and go have a
conference.

Ms. BERKLEY. Las Vegas can ac-
commodate everyone from the Bap-
tists—because there are Baptist con-
ventions in Las Vegas. I know that
sounds unusual, but there are—to med-
ical conventions, to dental conven-
tions, as you said. We also are the site
of some of the biggest conventions in
the world—CES, the homebuilders, the
shopping center convention every May.
I mean these are huge conventions.
Why do they come to Las Vegas? Why
do they come to south Florida? Be-
cause we can accommodate this. We
have got the best hotels. We have got
the best transportation. We have got
the best restaurants, the best shopping
and the best facilities for conventions,
large and small.

For the American business commu-
nity to be turning their backs on us,
not only is it bad for our business; it is
bad for theirs because, contrary to
what a lot of people think, a lot of
business gets done in those meetings.

I know that the Congressman has got
beautiful beaches, but that is an amen-
ity that people take advantage of after
they’ve done their business. Las Vegas
has world-class entertainment and
some other amenities as well. People
don’t concentrate on that. They’re
there to do business, and we make it
possible for them in these business
meetings to conduct serious business,
and I am sure it’s the same with your
district as well.

Mr. FARR. Well, I think that we’re
all in the media. We have to get elected
in the media, and we have to go out
and take risks. It seems to me that
what we need to do is realize, as a
country, that we should not be con-
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demning businesses that are doing
things to help people have jobs.

0 1845

The service industry is not always
the best paying industry, and these are
great jobs for students, great jobs for
people coming up with limited skills at
the entry level. The wonderful thing
about it is that there is no sort of de-
gree requirements so you don’t have to
have a college degree or Ph.D. to man-
age a big resort. If you have skills and
you are able to deal with people and
some business management skills, you
can achieve that.

I think that what we’re doing by
watching people condemn business
travel right now is we’re just shooting
ourselves in the foot.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. If I can add to
that, I think let’s talk the positives.
We’ve been talking about a little bit of
the risk side. But I think what we’re
all saying is the same thing. And that
is the business side that gets done at
conventions or travel to any one of our
communities or any one of the 50
States, the notion of either playing
golf in Florida or going to any one of
the entertainment venues that any of
us have or the ecotourism or the beau-
tiful sceneries that attracts us, this is
where business gets done. This is where
families spend vacations.

And this is a time and place where
people need to recognize, even though
times are a little tough, business is
going on, the economy is still going on,
people are living their lives. You make
maybe a different choice than maybe
you did before, but there are great op-
portunities. But like everything else,
supply and demand. Right now, you
might even get a better buy than if you
had planned a year ahead of time. And
that’s okay. That’s just part of the
deal, but that still makes the flow.
That still makes the hotel full, it still
makes the restaurants full, the sup-
pliers and all of those things go.

I think it is a very exciting oppor-
tunity. And again, I just see this as an
opportunity as we talk about these
things back home what we’re doing
here in Washington on fixing the credit
on the reinvestment act and the recov-
ery act, this is all about putting all of
the pieces in place so that everything
will turn. And it will turn. It’s just a
matter of whether it is this amount of
time or this amount of time. But we’re
going to get through this. And if it’s a
matter of going forward and planning
the next trip, the next business meet-
ing or whatever, that needs to go for-
ward because every business needs to
be in the best possible place when
things start clicking again on all eight
cylinders.

Mr. FARR. In January and February,
the travel and tourism, the business
travel was so far down that we lost $1
billion. Now, $1 billion is a lot of jobs
of people that were laid off. And I
think, unfortunately, we didn’t have
anything in this stimulus package pre-
cisely for travel and tourism. But if
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you want to jump start a lot of jobs in
America, this is the industry that has
the most jobs when you think of all of
the venues that you talk about.

Ms. BERKLEY. I would love to make
two points, and it dovetails beautifully
with what both of you are saying. I
know you just mentioned that legisla-
tion that you’re either introducing or
thinking of introducing that would put
some dollars into advertising the
United States of America abroad so
people will come and travel in the
United States, which I think is a won-
derful idea. And you’re right, we’re
light years behind other countries in
promoting our own.

But there are smaller ones that I was
wondering what you thought of.

I tried to get in the stimulus pack-
age—and wasn’t able to do so—but a
$500 tax credit for business travel. If
you’re a business traveler and you
want to bring your spouse, I think we
should be—I think there should be a
tax credit that will encourage men or
women to take their spouses. It dou-
bles the number of people that are
coming to any one of our communities,
and it also will help stimulate the
economy and also keep families to-
gether. So I think that’s wonderful.

The other thing—and we call it the
three Martini lunch—but the reality is
it is so much more important and sig-
nificant than that. I would love to see
a 100 percent deductibility of meals
tax. I am sure the same is happening in
your towns as mine, the restaurant
business is kaput. People aren’t coming
to the towns so obviously restaurant
business is down. Wouldn’t it be a good
idea for a business to help stimulate
business? Most small businesses don’t
have boardrooms. What they have is
the back booth of the local deli. And if
they could get a 100 percent deduction
on their meals, I would think that
would not only help them to do their
business, but it would also help the res-
taurant business as well.

Mr. FARR. We have a bill that’s an-
nually introduced by NEIL ABER-
CROMBIE, the Representative from Ha-
waii, and it is obviously in Hawaii’s
best interest to have a lot of tourists.
That’s what supports their infrastruc-
ture. And he’s introduced the business
travel deduction for spousal travel and
also increasing the meal deduction. We
have just been unable to get it out of
the Ways and Means Committee.
Maybe now as part of the stimulus we
could encourage things like that.

Ms. BERKLEY. Heaven knows I have
tried. I am a member of the Ways and
Means Committee, but I am going to
keep pushing this because I can’t think
of anything more stimulative to the
tourism business and the restaurant
business. And I know NEIL has been re-
markable and, of course, NEIL ABER-
CROMBIE represents Hawaii. It has also
been very hard hit, and he’s down here
every day fighting for the interests of
his community, and, of course, Hawaii
depends on tourists and business trav-
elers.
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Mr. FARR. What I like what both of
you really understand—and I think
this is the difficulty that the industry
has—is that it is the biggest industry
there is in the world, and yet it is not
looked at as an industry because it is
made up of parts. What are the parts?
We can name them all night. But you
just think about it. It is the rental car
business, they have their own associa-
tion; it is the hotel business, they have
their own association; it is the airline
business, they have their own associa-
tion; it is the amusement parks, they
have their own association; the res-
taurants, they have their own associa-
tion; it is the Federal Government be-
cause we have national parks which are
destination areas and tourism is essen-
tial for us to sustain those parks on the
fees collected at the gates and the
rates paid for the services.

So we’re all in it, but what is more
important it is really about America.

What I love about travel and tourism
is that it is the spirit of our country.
And as I say, I think that we travel
within America to look and see what
regions look like. We don’t just go to
see—we don’t go to California to see
what Californians look like or Florida
to see what Floridians look like. It’s
really not just the people—people are
the character. But it is also—and the
arts, obviously, the creative arts. But
it is these physical attractions: the
beaches of Florida, the incredible ex-
pansion of ideas.

I think that one of the greatest
shows that I've ever seen in my life—I
have been raving about it. I saw it last
summer. I was driving through Las
Vegas on the way to our Denver con-
vention. I stopped in Las Vegas and
had never been there. And I went to
Cirque du Soleil. That is a show that I
think is—it is the epitome of creation,
of musical talent and acrobatic talent;
and it is something that every child
would just love to see. I was just so dis-
appointed—I went late at night—that I
didn’t have my grandchildren with me.

Ms. BERKLEY. Every time I go—I've
seen all of the Cirque du Soleils a num-
ber of times. Whenever we get company
in town, we take them to the Cirque du
Soleil. Although we have got so
many—we have Cher, we have Bette
Midler. You name it, we have got it in
Vegas. But every time I go, I see some-
thing new. There is so much on that
stage going on. Going once simply isn’t
enough.

So I should invite you as my guest to
come with your grandchildren. And I
would be glad to host you.

Mr. FARR. If I had enough money, 1
would rent the whole theater and in-
vite the whole world because I think it
is something that everybody should
see. It is a tribute to mankind’s cre-
ativity.

See, I think that’s what this is all
about. You're not going to get a Cirque
du Soleil in every city. You’re going to
have to travel somewhere. We always
say in California that a tourist is any-
body who is more than 60 miles away
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from home. So it makes most com-
muters in California tourists for a mo-
ment, because they are actually spend-
ing their money in another city when
they go out for lunch, and they might
g0 shopping there on their way home.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Every time I
see Congresswoman BERKLEY, there is
not enough infectious energy there of
her passion for what she does. You are
probably the greatest representative
that Las Vegas has ever had because of
your beliefs in the industry.

Ms. BERKLEY. I am wearing rou-
lette earrings right now. So I take this
very seriously.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. The issue with
tourism, though, as you just said, it’s
ecotourism. It is environmental. It is
the culture. It is the arts.

I see on the other side of the Cham-
ber is the congressman from Ohio. I'm
from Ohio originally. They have the
Rock and Roll Hall of Fame in Cleve-
land, Ohio.

But everywhere you go in the United
States, there is the opportunity for
tourism. And the most important rec-
ognition of this is it is about who we
are as Americans, it’s about the rest of
the world getting a piece of our cul-
ture. We export a lot of great things in
our entertainment industry. But bring-
ing people to the United States, get-
ting a feeling for what we’re all about,
our democracy, our values that express
themselves in the way we maintain our
national parks, the way we—the Ever-
glades, which is one of the great cre-
ations. The Grand Canyon. These are
all things that when people leave the
country——

Mr. FARR. The Big Sur coast.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. I think we
could all go on for a while.

Ms. BERKLEY. Congressmen, I would
go so far as to say it is patriotic to be
traveling.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. I would agree.
It is patriotic for Americans to see
America. And it is also a wonderful
way of showing what America is like to
people around the world because when
they go home and they can share their
experiences of what they have seen and
what they have felt and what Ameri-
cans are like and what this particular
destination, this ocean, this Grand
Canyon, Lake Erie, any combination of
things that are part of who we are as a
country, I think it adds so much to us
as America. It promotes our interests
worldwide as well.

Ms. BERKLEY. I believe that the
Congressman from Ohio, who is here
for another Special Order, has moved
to join us in conversation.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I absolutely am
moved by the conversation. And one of
the things that puzzles me as we go
through this financial mess is that peo-
ple have decided to target trips and
conventions and destinations and tour-
ism, and that’s exactly the wrong mes-
sage.

I don’t know how it is in your part of
the world. In Cleveland, where we have
the Rock and Roll Hall of Fame and we
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have great hotels, There are people
who have to work in the hotels, there
are people who cook the food, people
who serve the food. And when you
choke down and just make fun of peo-
ple that go and have conventions or go
traveling, you really are cutting off
your nose to spite your face because
you are drying up those jobs and you
really are having a huge impact on the
local economy. And I don’t know any
local economy that doesn’t have as a
component a healthy dose of dollars
from tourism.

And so as people sort of say this is
bad, that’s bad, don’t do this, one thing
that they shouldn’t target is, in fact,
people need to travel, people need to
have meetings, and people need to rent
rooms and eat meals.

I thank the gentlelady for yielding.

Ms. BERKLEY. We’ve been joined by
one of our newest and finest Congress-
men from the State of Florida (Mr.
GRAYSON) who also represents a tour-
ist-based economy in his district.

Mr. GRAYSON. I rise today to bring
attention to the fact that there is in-
creasing evidence to support the idea
that taking vacations is necessary for
your health.

Ms. BERKLEY. Your health?

Mr. GRAYSON. Your health. In times
of economic uncertainty, it may seem
hard to justify taking a vacation, but
more than ever it is important to do so
for your health.

The United States is a Nation of hard
workers, but research shows that about
a third of us in this country don’t take
all of the vacation days that we’re en-
titled to. But according to Take Back
Your Time, which is a nonprofit orga-
nization that studies issues related to
overwork, there are 137 different coun-
tries that mandate paid vacation time,
and the reason, typically, is health.
The United States is not one of them.

With the number of Americans who
said they would take a vacation is at a
30-year low, we need to take a look at
the benefits of making that vacation
that people have dreamed of a reality.

It is abundantly clear that individ-
uals who take vacations are at a sig-
nificantly lower risk for illness and
disease. Likewise, those who do not
take vacations are at a heightened risk
of illness and disease. Even individuals
without health problems can benefit
from taking a vacation because it helps
them to sleep better and it helps them
to relax.

Ms. BERKLEY. When people come to
Las Vegas, we don’t want them sleep-
ing.

Mr. GRAYSON. So it is sleeping
afterward to make up for that.

A 2006 study was conducted to meas-
ure the benefits of taking vacations,
and after a few days of vacation, the
study found each participant was aver-
aging more sleep and better quality
sleep every night. There was also an 80
percent improvement in reaction
times. And these benefits continued
after they returned home. There is evi-
dence that individuals who take vaca-
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tions perform better at their jobs and
they have higher job satisfaction.

The research has made such an im-
pression that there is legislation being
proposed here that would require a paid
vacation time in the United States. It
is currently called the Minimum Leave
Protection Family Bonding and Per-
sonal Well-Being Act, and it would
mandate 3 weeks of vacation every
year.

I think that Americans need to relax.
They need to consider this evidence
about what is good for their health and
their well-being, and they need to take
time off. And as the Congressman from
Orlando, I recommend they take a few
days off at Disney World.

Ms. BERKLEY. I have also been in
your fair city, and when my kids were
little, younger, we had wonderful fam-
ily vacations in Orlando. It was quite a
treat for us. So you do have a beautiful
community and people should be flock-
ing there.

O 1900

So we’re discovering today that not
only is this good for the economy, not
only is tourism and business travel al-
most patriotic, but now it’s also good
for your health.

So I thank you very much for adding
that component to our discussion.

Mr. GRAYSON. Thank you, too. I
was in Las Vegas last year. I had a
great time.

Ms. BERKLEY. Good. I hope you left
a little money on the table.

Mr. FARR. I think it’s important to
realize that when we wanted to in Con-
gress—we’re essentially the one spouse,
the father or the mother is serving in
Congress, and taking away from the
normal—we’re not living with our fam-
ily during the week. We’re here in
Washington. We go home on weekends.

But in order to get us to bond to-
gether with your new freshman class
and all the rest of us, we took a re-
treat. Essentially, that was business
travel. We went to Williamsburg. We
did that as Democrats, and the Repub-
licans the following week did the same
thing.

And so why did we do that? We didn’t
think of ourselves going on a vacation
or going on a boondoggle. It was really
about how to do our professional lives
better and incorporate our families so
that we can incorporate them in our
business. And I think that that’s real
important.

And what’s happened in this eco-
nomic crisis is the press has made that
kind of experience for businesses and
even for government, that you
shouldn’t be doing that; you should feel
very guilty.

Ms. BERKLEY. Congressman, I think
we’ve had——

Mr. FARR. I feel guilty about the
people that are getting unemployed be-
cause nobody’s going out to a res-
taurant or to——

Ms. BERKLEY. I feel exactly the way
you do, but I think it’s more than just
the media. I think that Members of
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Congress and the administration have
also contributed to this feeling that
maybe there’s something wrong about
traveling.

But I think we’ve turned the corner,
and it’s becoming very obvious to me,
especially in President Obama’s latest
comments about the importance of
traveling and how much he appreciates
the travel industry and how important
business travel is. Members of Congress
also appreciated it as well, and I'm
really glad that you brought that up.

Mr. FARR. I think this last state-
ment about how it’s good for our men-
tal health is absolutely true.

Ms. BERKLEY. We could use some
good mental health in Congress, that’s
for sure.

Mr. FARR. And for the Nation. I
think we need to be proud of who we
are, and you know, going to a ball
game is a tourist experience.

Ms. BERKLEY. It’s a wonderful expe-
rience.

Mr. FARR. And if you went to that
ball game out of town, you really
would be a tourist. If you go in your
hometown, it’s something you do be-
cause it’s a local activity, but it really
is an experience. You being in that
ballpark, you spent money to get
there. You’re spending money on food.
You’re spending money on programs,
on the paraphernalia. That’s all part of
the tourist experience.

Ms. BERKLEY. It’s as American as
apple pie. Ball games, sharing them
with your kids, with your spouse, I
mean, what could be better? And if you
could bring your whole business team
with you, too, that’s a wonderful way
to bond and be more effective as a
team.

There was something you said ear-
lier, but I wanted to share something
very personal. You know, even though
we’re friends, and you know, we know
each other here in Congress, sometimes
we don’t know about each other’s per-
sonal background. But something that
you said touched a chord with me be-
cause it seemed like you were talking
about my own family.

My parents were driving across coun-
try. Everything we owned was in a U-
Haul hooked up to the back bumper of
our car. And my father was a waiter
when I was growing up. We lived in up-
state New York. We drove across coun-
try because my dad had a letter of in-
troduction to get a job in a restaurant
in southern California.

We stopped in Las Vegas for the
night, and obviously we never left. And
on a waiter’s salary, my dad was a
waiter at the old Sands Hotel which
was very famous for the Rat Pack and
just a very exciting time in Las Vegas’
history. But on a waiter’s salary, he
was able to put a roof over our head,
food on the table, clothes on our back,
and two daughters through college and
law school. That’s not so bad on a wait-
er’s salary. As a matter of fact, he’s 84
years old now, still working, and very
proud of his accomplishments.

That’s what the tourism industry and
that’s what business travel means to
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me. It uplifts families. It gives people
jobs. They don’t have to be lavish jobs.
We’re not talking about people that
make millions of dollars. We’re talking
about people, middle-income families,
that make enough money because they
are part of the tourism industry, be-
cause they are part of the business
travel industry, that they can support
their families.

And then, ’'m a first generation col-
lege-goer. No one in my family ever
went to college until I did, and it
changes lives. And making sure you’ve
got that job, that good job security,
you have a healthy economy, that’s
what we’re talking about. And business
travel is so much a part of this country
and so much a part of our economy.

Mr. FARR. That’s a very moving
story, and just God bless your dad.
What a wonderful person he must be.

My daughter said something to me
that really touched me just a couple of
weeks ago. She said, Dad, I'm so thank-
ful that I have a job. And she used to be
a waitress. And she said, I just know so
many people that have been laid off,
even some of her friends who have been
waitresses, college graduates who are
coming home but in between finding a
job are doing—she said, you know what
you and Mom could do, she said next
time you go out, tip a little bit higher.

Ms. BERKLEY. You know, I worked
my way——

Mr. FARR. This is my daughter say-
ing this, give more to the people. 1
mean, when you think about that serv-
ice and that tipping and that concept
of giving, I think it’s so fundamental
to our American culture that, as we
said, travel and tourism isn’t a luxury.
It’s a part of the American culture, the
dream, to enjoy oneself.

Ms. BERKLEY. We are joined by the
other Congresswoman from Las Vegas.

Mr. FARR. We’ve got the dynamic
duo here. This is incredible.

Ms. BERKLEY. Congresswoman DINA
TITUS has joined us.

Mr. FARR. Well, welcome. You're a
new freshwoman, fresh Congresswoman
to this, and it’s exciting to see you so
interested in travel and tourism, obvi-
ously representing Las Vegas, and I'll
let you talk.

But I also have to say that from what
I’ve heard, the best deal in America is
to take your family to Las Vegas right
now. And as you said, they’re almost
giving away hotel rooms, and air trav-
el, if you go by air, is just dirt cheap.
And the experience that one can have,
it’s probably in some cases cheaper
than staying at home.

Ms. BERKLEY. It’s the best bang for
your buck, there’s no doubt about it.
And as we Kkeep saying, not only can
you have some fun, you can actually
get some business done. So we want to
encourage all of those conventions that
had second thoughts, that decided to
cancel their trips to Vegas, their con-
ventions, their conferences, think
again. Come back. You can have a won-
derful conference and enjoy yourselves
as well and save your company some
money by doing it.
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Mr. FARR. Smaller businesses, you
can come to Monterey peninsula, Mon-
terey——

Ms. BERKLEY. The aquarium——

Mr. FARR. We have got a lot of great
places to visit.

Ms. BERKLEY. As you know, my in-
laws live in your district. So we go up
and we visit them often. It’s a wonder-
ful place to be.

Mr. FARR. Welcome to this discus-
sion.

Ms. TITUS. Well, thank you so much
for letting me join you and thank you,
Congresswoman BERKLEY, for orga-
nizing this and giving me an oppor-
tunity. I know you’ve been talking
about some of the issues already, and
nobody is a stronger advocate for tour-
ism and activities in Las Vegas than
my colleague SHELLEY BERKLEY.

So I just want to add the fact that,
yves, Las Vegas is a wonderful bargain
and a wonderful place to come. You
know, it just kind of added insult to in-
jury when people canceled the conven-
tion, paid a cancellation fee, and then
went to another city and paid a higher
rate. That makes no sense whatsoever.

In Las Vegas, we have fabulous con-
vention facilities. Nobody can feed a
room of 5,000 eight courses and serve
the line on time like you can in Las
Vegas. So we do want you to come
back.

And I was touched by the story of
your daughter because that is so true.
We shouldn’t be thinking of this just in
terms of statistics, and the statistics
are staggering, but we need to think of
it in terms of people.

Many of the people who live in Dis-
trict 3 work in the tourism industry.
It’s not just along the famous Las
Vegas Strip, but we have the Red Rock
Casino. We’ve got the Green Valley
Ranch. We’ve got the new Inn that’s
opened, a lot of areas outside of the
strip that are in District 3. So those
are jobs.

Las Vegas, Nevada, has the highest
unemployment rate it’s had in 25 years.
You know, we used to think we were
recession-proof, and if you had two
nickels to rub together you’d come out
there to try to change your Iluck.
That’s not been the case recently. As
people lose disposable income, they’re
not coming. Those tourism dollars
aren’t there, and people are losing jobs.
If you lose a job or you lose hours on
your job, or those tips aren’t there, if
you have one member of the family
who is a tip earner then that leads to
another problem which is the housing
foreclosure.

So when you’re talking about where
to have your convention and what the
pluses are to having it in Las Vegas,
remember, those are very real people
who are making those beds, serving
that food, dealing those cards, dancing
in that chorus line. Those are real
folks that live in the district, go to
school there, obey the laws, and just
try to do the right thing.

So I'm very glad to be here tonight
to add my voice to the notion that
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we’ve got to do more business travel
and to put Las Vegas back on the list
of preferred destinations.

Ms. BERKLEY. Well, you know, you
and I have lived in Las Vegas for an
awfully long time and have been very
active in the community. I know that
Las Vegas has this reputation and the
people think of it as a gaming commu-
nity, and indeed, we do have the best
gaming on the planet. The most fabu-
lous hotels, restaurants, you name it,
we’ve got it, great entertainment, but
there’s much more to our community
than that.

And I was just heartsick when Las
Vegas was attacked so savagely over
the last few weeks here in Congress and
frightening businesses. They didn’t
want to come to us for fear there would
be some kind of taint.

Now, you and I know you raise fami-
lies in Las Vegas. There’s Saturday
soccer. We have per capita the most
churches and synagogues and mosques
of any other city in the United States.
It’s a wonderful place to raise a family,
but we can’t raise our families unless
people come and spend their tourist
and their business dollars in our town.

Ms. TITUS. Well, you’re so right, and
if you look at our population, you
know, we’re very American. The rest of
the country is becoming more like us.
We have the fastest growing senior
population, fastest growing Hispanic
and Asian population, fastest growing
school age population. We really are a
southwestern city, and so to try to
paint us with just those kinds of, oh,
descriptions or adjectives or hyperbole
is just not fair. We are a good commu-
nity, a place to live, and we are a fam-
ily and go to work, go to church, go to
school. So I want people to see the
other side of Las Vegas, the real people
side of it.

You know, I hope to do something
along those lines to change the con-
versation a little in my role on the
Homeland Security Committee. You
know, there’s no place that has more
high-tech security personnel and equip-
ment than Las Vegas. Everybody’s
heard of the ‘‘eye in the sky’ and ev-
erywhere could learn something from
us in how those giant hotels deal with
emergency situations and what we
would do in the case of an emergency
on New Year’s Eve when we have all
those people on the Las Vegas Strip
watching fireworks.

So I'm trying to get some more co-
operation between government and the
private sector to come and look back of
the house to see what all those things
are that we have to offer just to change
the conversation, so you can see an-
other side of Lias Vegas.

Ms. BERKLEY. Well, I think that’s a
great idea, and you know, we are a
southwest town with a bit of a Kkick,
and we love our kick. I mean, it’s just
a wonderful community. You didn’t
grow up there. I grew up there. A great
town, great facilities, great convention
town, get a lot of business done, almost
patriotic to do this.
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When we heard from Congressman
GRAYSON, he was talking about your
health depends on coming to Las Vegas
and Monterey and South Florida.

0 1915

There are so many communities in
this country that have really been hard
hit because businesses aren’t holding
conferences. You can go to Miami, At-
lanta, Atlantic City, New York, Ha-
waii, Las Vegas, Monterey. You name
it.

We’ve got to get people traveling
again and we’ve got to get our business
community to come back and start
conducting their business as they’ve
become accustomed to. And, again, the
caveat is we are not suggesting that
these companies use taxpayer dollars
in order to do their travel. But that is
just a little itty bitty speck on busi-
ness travel.

Mr. FARR. You can use your tax re-
fund to do travel, if you get one.

Ms. BERKLEY. Absolutely. Ninety-
five percent of the American people
will be getting a tax cut.

Mr. FARR. I want to build on your
comment about homeland security be-
cause as co-Chair of the Travel and
Tourism Caucus, we’ve been looking at
Las Vegas, too. One, you have the larg-
est hotel capacity in the United States.
I believe that the goal is to have 100,000
rooms.

Ms. BERKLEY. No, we’re at 140,000
now.

Mr. FARR. Well, you think about
that. That means, theoretically, 140,000
people could check in and check out in
the same day. And so your airport is
one of the most sophisticated airports
in the United States. And you’re start-
ing to—which I think is a marvelous
concept—look at wouldn’t it be a lot
faster to move people if, when they
check in their baggage to go to Las
Vegas, that that baggage then is in
their room when they check in. When
they leave their room, they leave the
baggage there and it’s at the like bag-
gage pickup when they go home. The
idea is that, one, for security purposes.
You do this perimeter screening and
you don’t have to do it in the airport.

Secondly, they find what slows peo-
ple down is sort of schlepping the bags.
You’ve got to go pick them up and then
you’ve got to lift them and you’ve got
to get into a vehicle. That just slows
things down. If people didn’t have to
carry all that luggage, they could move
a lot of people a lot faster.

So there’s a lot of lessons to learn
here on just how—and, frankly, we’ve
also taken from the hotel industry the
way TSA—the agents who are at the
gates—could learn much more hospi-
tality treatment of not being rude to
passengers. Just have a little bit more
of a professional flare while they also
do their security business.

So there’s a lot we’re learning from
your city that has applications
throughout this United States. I hope
that we can model it. I wish that the
United States would talk more and the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

President would talk more—whomever
the President is—but President Obama
would really talk about the fulfillment
of the American Dream and the realiza-
tion of the greatness of our country by
encouraging people to really see more
of it and experience it. His city of Chi-
cago is a big tourist draw and conven-
tion draw. He understands that.

Every community has a soul. Every
community has something that can
build upon that is really great. I think
we are still in the developmental
stages of trying to pull out the essence
of that soul—what the natives in that
community do, the historic aspects of
the community. People settled there
and built a town, and there’s some-
thing in that that will attract people
to come and see it.

There’s so much opportunity to ex-
pand in travel and tourism—we just
have to take it away from something of
being a luxury item. It’s not that any-
more.

Ms. BERKLEY. Well, I think DINA
knows that President Obama has an-
nounced that he’s coming to Las Vegas
in the spring. I believe that he’s going
to be using that opportunity to say ex-
actly what you’re saying, Congress-
man, that it’s part of the American
Dream, this travel, and encourage peo-
ple not only to do leisure travel, which
Las Vegas is famous for, but business
travel as well. And we’re famous for
that as well.

Ms. TITUS. I think travel is so edu-
cational. I certainly agree with what
you’re saying about how it enriches a
person’s life.

When I was growing up, my father
would put my sister and me in the
car—the station wagon—and we would
drive across country, hitting all the
National Parks. So that is something
that I don’t guess we do too much any-
more.

If you want to look for the heart and
soul of a small community, take that
trip. Because there are places around
the country that have the biggest rub-
ber band ball or the biggest stack of
pancakes or the biggest ear of corn,
country fairs and home cooking and
boiled peanuts. That’s the way you
really learn about this country and
learn who your neighbors and fellow
countrymen are.

Education is a great result of that
kind of travel. That also builds toler-
ance and understanding when you can
see and know people who aren’t nec-
essarily just like yourself. That comes
from travel.

Mr. FARR. What I’ve also noticed is
that people are very interested in what
we call ‘“‘watchable wildlife.”” The his-
tory is you go to zoos to see animals.
But they really want to see them in
the out-of-doors in their natural state.

Ms. BERKLEY. We have some wild-
life in Las Vegas, you know.

Mr. FARR. The national parks and
the national forest. But I was in Big
Sur last weekend and I was talking to
one of the hotels there. They were tell-
ing me that people—and they charge a
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lot for their rooms. But people call up
and say, If I book a room in this hotel
in Big Sur, can I see a condor? Because
there are very few condors and we’re
monitoring them and we have a radio
device on them, we know where they
are. So the answer is ‘‘yes’ because we
know where they are. We can guar-
antee that you will see a condor. Other
people will want to know about seeing
sea otters.

So, living on the coast, what you re-
alize is that natural flora and fauna—
redwood trees that are native—that
people want to come and see the out-of-
doors. What I find is that you can’t
make people an environmentalist, so to
speak, in appreciation for a living envi-
ronment until you have been there and
then also had it explained to you. Once
you do, you get it.

So this whole issue of why do we need
to fight global warming and what is it
doing to our natural systems, you can
understand that once you get that ex-
perience in the national parks or get
that experience being out-of-doors.

So it’s really all our culture. It’s sort
of the creativity of what you have done
in Las Vegas, plus areas that just have
the natural environment preserved in
its natural state. Both add to this mo-
saic of travel and tourism.

Ms. BERKLEY. I think that is so elo-
quently put. I also want to remind peo-
ple, especially the business traveler,
that it’s a good break from your busi-
ness meeting if you come to Las Vegas.
We have Red Rock Canyon, which is
spectacular; we have the Grand Can-
yon, that is even more spectacular;
and, of course, the Hoover Dam.

So you can do your business, you can
do your gambling, you can eat the fin-
est food, and then you can go outside of
the city and enjoy the natural wonders
of this beautiful, beautiful country of
ours.

Ms. TITUS. I would mention along
these same lines that Las Vegas plays
a big part in other things that you
don’t think about. Right now there’s a
big emphasis on renewable energy. Cer-
tainly, we are the sunniest State in the
country in Nevada. Everybody goes to
Las Vegas for the wonderful weather.
They’re calling me every day to tell me
how warm it is there compared to how
cool it is here.

But the architecture that relates to
that renewable energy is very inter-
esting. A very famous book was writ-
ten about the architecture of Las
Vegas a number of years ago. They can
go back and write another one now be-
cause there was a time not too long
ago that of the top 10 LEED-certified
green buildings in the country. Seven
of those projects were along the Las
Vegas Strip.

So it’s quite interesting to look at it
just from an architectural environ-
mental standpoint, as well as just from
the beauty of the decor. So that is
something also we have to offer.

Ms. BERKLEY. Well, I think we have
spoken for about an hour. We have had
a very spirited discussion and I think a
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very enlightening and educated one. I
hope that the people that are watching
come to appreciate the value of travel
on vacation, family travel, just a get-
away for the two of you, or, more sig-
nificantly, for the discussion tonight,
business travel, which is so important
to the economies of every State in the
Union.

I don’t know whether you Kknew
this—I'm sure you do as chairman of
the Tourism Caucus—but in 30 States
tourism is the first, second, or third
most important industry. For a city
like ours and a State like ours, obvi-
ously it’s number one. But for 30 other
States we’re talking first, second, or
third. That is huge.

We want to invite everybody back.
Do those business meetings. Stop can-
celing. Stop being foolish. Enjoy and do
your business in Las Vegas, in Mon-
terey, in Florida, Atlantic City, New
York, Miami. We need you.

Mr. FARR. Be healthy. Explore more.

Ms. BERKLEY. That’s perfect. And
thank you all for sharing this hour
with me. I've learned things from ev-
erybody that has participated. I appre-
ciate everything that you have said.
Thank you so much.

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
join with my colleague from Nevada, Ms.
BERKLEY, and to thank her for holding this
special order tonight. | agree that corporations
who accept taxpayer funded bailouts should
curb lavish expenses that do little to improve
their profitability. However, legitimate business
functions held at casino-hotels in Atlantic City,
Las Vegas, and elsewhere should not be the
subject of criticism by the media and govern-
ment officials.

In my district, Atlantic City casinos are our
region’s single largest employer. Unfortu-
nately, like most businesses, they are suf-
fering in the current economic climate. Gaming
revenue is down to its lowest point in more
than a decade, thousands of employees have
been laid off and construction projects have
ground to a halt.

Corporate gatherings, conventions and other
functions bring thousands of business trav-
elers to Atlantic City, filling our retail outlets,
restaurants and hotel rooms. The continuance
of these legitimate business functions is crit-
ical if our region is going to pull out of this re-
cession, put people back to work and expand
our economy.

That is why | am outraged by the adminis-
tration’s latest salvo against our casino-hotels
and the thousands of workers they employ.
Forcing non profits and local governments
who receive stimulus funds to abstain from
holding legitimate events at casino-hotels is
appalling. In my district, several nonprofits and
government agencies hold important commu-
nity outreach events at gaming properties in
Atlantic City because these convenient venues
are often the only ones able to accommodate
large numbers of people. For instance, our
local Workforce Investment Board regularly
holds job fairs and workforce development
seminars at casino-hotels in Atlantic City.
Under the administration’s new rules, these
services would likely have to be curtailed at a
time when they are critically needed and the
economic recovery of our region’s largest em-
ployer would be further delayed.
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| call on the administration to back down
from this flawed, unjust, and unwarranted pol-
icy and instead partner with us to get our trav-
el based economy in Southern New Jersey,
Las Vegas and other destinations back on
track. | also urge the media to immediately
cease their hyperbolic attacks on legitimate
corporate travel in this country. | thank the
gentle lady from Nevada who Co-Chairs the
Congressional Gaming Caucus with me for
her leadership and | look forward to working
with her and all of our colleagues to get our
economy moving again.

—

AIG BONUSES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PoLis). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 6, 2009, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) is
recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank you for
the recognition, Mr. Speaker. I want to
thank the minority leader for granting
us this hour. I'm going to be joined by
at least two other Members, Mr. TIBERI
and Mr. AUSTRIA, also of Ohio.

We’re going to talk a little bit about
what occurred last week and the week
before. I know the Speaker will remem-
ber that the Capitol was sort of roiled,
and our constituents continue to be
upset, as well they should, over the
news that somehow, after getting bil-
lions of dollars of taxpayer funds, the
insurance company, AIG, awarded $170
million in bonuses.

A lot of people came to the floor last
week and said they were shocked. As I
said last week, I'm really shocked at
the shock. Because I can’t figure out
how some people in this Chamber and
at the other end of Pennsylvania Ave-
nue can be shocked when they ap-
proved the language that authorized
the bonuses.

Just a little bit of history here, Mr.
Speaker. When the economic recovery
plan or the stimulus bill was making
its way through the United States Con-
gress, there was an amendment offered
by two Senators, a Democratic Senator
from Oregon, Senator WYDEN, and a
Republican Senator from Maine, Sen-
ator SNOWE. That would have put a
limitation on bonuses like in the AIG
case and in other cases that basically
said that if you’re receiving billions of
dollars in taxpayer funds to bail you
out, perhaps you shouldn’t be giving
millions dollars away in bonuses at
this moment in time. If you’re not tak-
ing the taxpayer money, you run your
business the way you see fit.

Well, that amendment by Senators
SNOWE and WYDEN was adopted by a
voice vote in the Senate and was in-
cluded in the Senate version of the
stimulus bill. So I read about it in the
newspaper and I thought: Okay, the
bill is in pretty good shape.

When the bill went into the con-
ference committee—and, Mr. Speaker,
I know you know this, but for those
who may not be conversant with how
things work here, we pass a bill over
here, the Senate passes a bill over
there, then each House appoints a few
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Members and they meet in a room and
they sort out the differences between
the two bills and then we eventually
get a conference report.

Now, in years past—this is my 15th
year in the Congress—that conference
committee always included Repub-
licans and Democrats. We, being Re-
publicans, were in the majority party
for 12 years. The Democrats would
come into the room, the Republicans
would come into the room, the Rep-
resentatives would come into the room,
the Senators would come into the
room, and we’d hash out the differences
and then at the end of the process ev-
erybody who’s on the conference com-
mittee would sign the report, and
that’s what you have.

Sadly, even though people have dis-
cussed this being the most transparent
administration, the most transparent
Congress in the history of the country,
no Republicans were invited into the
conference room. Clearly, what we
have seen—sadly, what we have seen—
is that this Congress is about as trans-
parent as this envelope. We are not
being included. You know what? We
don’t have to be included. We are in the
minority, and clearly the majority
party can write legislation as they see
fit. But what they can’t do is what hap-
pened last week.

So in this conference room all of a
sudden somehow the Snowe-Wyden lan-
guage is removed that would have
stopped these bonuses from happening.
And the words behind me—they’re only
about 50 words on the chart behind
me—were inserted.

This language specifically authorized
the payment of millions of dollars of
bonuses to people at AIG and anywhere
else. So anybody who voted—when it
came to us back in the House for a
vote, this language was included in the
bill.

So the reason I said I was shocked at
people’s shock is that anybody that
voted for the stimulus bill voted to
give and authorize and protect the bo-
nuses at AIG and any other company
that has taken billion of dollars
through the bailout program.

We don’t know—and I know the
Speaker will remember last week we
were on the floor for about an hour try-
ing to figure out how it did it happen.
We started with I talked about the fact
that there’s a face book. There are 435
Members of Congress, 100 Senators. We
began crossing them out. We got down
to about 520 during the course of that
hour. I indicated we would come back
and report to the Speaker the progress
of this search. I'm pleased to report to
you that we have made significant
progress. My friends and I are going to
talk about that this evening.

First of all, we can remove all 178 Re-
publicans because there were no Repub-
lican Representatives in the room. We
can also remove all 41 Republican Sen-
ators because they were not in the
room. And I mentioned that we also
have this Senate race that is unre-
solved in Minnesota so we can cross off
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Al Franken and Senator Coleman.
They are not the culprits in this par-
ticular case.

So we got down to a smaller group
that we are going to talk about. But
then our group expanded because there
are a couple of news reports out that
there were people from the administra-
tion that were also participating in
these negotiations. So we had to add a
few suspects to figure it out.

What is disappointing is that in a
transparent administration, in a trans-
parent Congress, people make mis-
takes. Everybody makes a mistake. I
probably made three before lunch
today. But when you make a mistake,
you should say: I made a mistake.
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What is not acceptable is to com-
pound the mistake by pretending you
didn’t know about it; and then when
you are caught, you come up with some
goofy piece of legislation like we had
on the floor last week to tax people at
90 percent.

And I have got to tell you, that was
political theater. It never is going to
become law. These people that are so
outraged about AIG executive bonuses,
they are going to get their bonuses be-
cause that bill is not going anywhere.
My friend STEVE AUSTRIA is going to
talk about that in just a second, but
that is never going to become law.
That was to provide cover for people
who voted for the Economic Recovery
Bill, because they found out, sadly,
that they had authorized these 50
words that protected the AIG bonuses,
and now they are shocked.

Now, on our side, I have to tell you
that we were kind of saddened. Even
though we don’t need to be invited into
the rooms, we don’t have to be invited
to negotiate, before the stimulus bill
came to a vote in the House a motion
was made, and the motion said that be-
fore any Member of Congress is asked
to vote on the stimulus bill we are
going to have 48 hours to read it. Every
Member of this House, every Repub-
lican and every Democrat that was
here voted to give the Members 48
hours to read the bill. And if you think
about that, Mr. Speaker, that is prob-
ably a good idea, because the bill was
over 1,000 pages long.

Well, sometime between Tuesday
when every Member said we are going
to get 48 hours, and Friday when we
voted on the bill, people forgot that
promise. And on our side, at least, we
were given 90 minutes, 90 minutes to
read 1,000 pages to determine whether
or not we could be supportive of the
President’s most important domestic
economic policy position.

I voted ‘‘no,” and I don’t have any
problem with the fact that I voted
““no.” There were some good things in
the stimulus bill, there were horrible
things in the stimulus bill. But I
couldn’t go home to Cleveland and say
to people, yeah, I voted for it, because
I didn’t read it. And I don’t think any
Member of this Chamber read the bill.
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If they did, more power to them, but I
doubt everybody read the thousand
pages.

But what that leads to is an embar-
rassment, and the embarrassment is
everybody that voted for the stimulus
bill voted to give the bonuses to AIG.
And then to cover their tracks, they
come up with this, oh, let’s tax at 90
percent.

Which, if you think about it, that is
pretty silly, too, because let’s say the
guy at AIG got $6 million in the bonus.
Under that bill, he still gets to keep
one-half million dollars. So if you are
so outraged, why don’t you take all of
the money away from them? Forget
about the Constitutional arguments
and the bills of attainder and all that
other business. It was political theater,
and it makes you sad when that hap-
pens.

So we are going to spend the remain-
der of our time this evening attempt-
ing to sort of ferret out who was in the
room. And I have good news, because
the Secretary of the Treasury was at
the Financial Services Committee
today, Mr. Geithner, and the Secretary
was asked if he was in the room when
this happened and he said he was not.
So we can cross off the Secretary of the
Treasury; he was not in the room when
this was done.

Last week, during the course of the
debate on Ms. KILROY’s resolution say-
ing that the administration was doing
everything that they could to stop
these bonuses, we asked the chairman
of the Financial Services Committee,
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. He said
he wasn’t in the room, so he is off the
list as well. And the Speaker actually
indicated the other day, Speaker
PELOSI, that nobody from the House
did it, and so we have to look else-
where, I guess. And we are going to
talk a little bit about that.

But first, to sort of set the table on
this bill, this 90 percent tax bill that
was political theater, that was a farce,
that was a fig tree to cover people who
had made a mistake, I want to yield for
a minute to my friend STEVE AUSTRIA
from Ohio just to talk about what we
think the prognosis is for this tax bill.

Mr. AUSTRIA. 1 thank the gen-
tleman from Ohio for yielding, I think
next to the leader, our senior Member
from Ohio. I thank you for yielding.
And it is an important issue.

Being a new Member of Congress,
having served less than 100 days in
Congress, to be faced with what we are
facing right now, the amount of spend-
ing, the amount of borrowing, the
amount of debt that is accumulating. I
didn’t come to Congress—I have three
sons at home—to pass this type of debt
on to our children.

But specifically talking about the
bailout, talking about AIG and what
has happened, one of the first bills that
I was asked to vote on was the second
half of the TARP, the financial market
bailout, the $700 billion bailout, some-
thing that I felt when I was running for
office looking from the outside in was
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a bad idea, for government to get in-
volved, to not have accountability, not
have transparency, and not have a
plan; have, as the gentleman from Ohio
described, a plan that was brokered be-
hind closed doors by a small group of
individuals. As a Member of Congress, 1
have to tell you that my views haven’t
changed.

On that particular bill, when we
voted on that bill I could not find an-
swers on how the $350 billion, the first
half of the $700 billion bailout, how
that money was spent, could not find
as far as any type of specific plan from
the Department of the Treasury on
how they were going to turn around
the financial markets. There was no
accountability, and I had a real prob-
lem with that with the TARP bill.

Now, as the gentleman from Ohio
talked about with the stimulus bill,
language that was inserted in a bill,
and which Leader BOEHNER stood on
this floor and held up 1,100 pages, ap-
proximately, that not one Member had
the opportunity to read before we
voted on, to me, that is a terrible rea-
son to be passing a bill. We should have
had an opportunity to read that bill
and understand what was in it before
we voted on it.

But when you have no account-
ability, when you have no trans-
parency, when you have no specific
plan on how you are going to use that
money to turn the financial markets
around, when you have no opportunity
to read the stimulus or spending bill,
what that equals is disaster. And that
is what we saw last week. We saw out-
rage. We saw the American people be-
ginning to understand for the first
time what was happening here in D.C.
when 160-some million dollars of bo-
nuses were paid out to executives and
employees, of their hard-earned money,
$170 billion of their hard-earned tax-
payer money that was used to bail out
the same company.

I do believe we had some opportuni-
ties to do better. In an effort to try to
resolve this situation, one of the things
that I did was stand up with 14 mem-
bers of our freshman class and intro-
duce a bill to try to get that money
back; doing in a different way, rather
than raising taxes at 90 percent, get-
ting 100 percent of that money back,
asking the Department of the Treasury
to use every resource they had avail-
able to get that money back within 2
weeks; to ensure that any future con-
tracts, that the Department of the
Treasury would sign off on those con-
tracts and know what we are using
that bailout money for. After all, the
government now owns, I believe it is, 80
percent of AIG.

Unfortunately, we haven’t had any
hearings on that bill, and it doesn’t ap-
pear as though it is going to move. The
opposite side decided they were going
to come up with a different solution
with a 90 percent tax, to try to move
that forward.

But what is happening here, and I
know many people are getting their
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quarterly statements, their financial
statements, they are beginning to see
their accounts, their 401(k) and retire-
ment accounts, their children’s edu-
cation funds, their savings accounts.
They are down significantly. We have
had calls into our office where people
have lost 40 percent, 50 percent of their
money, and they are very concerned as
to what is happening with the financial
market bailouts. And I think we have
an opportunity and we have an obliga-
tion to turn things around, to ensure
that the taxpayers’ dollars, the $700
billion that passed this body and is
being used to bail out the financial
markets, that there is accountability
on the how that money is being spent,
that there is transparency, so we know
exactly what is happening, that there
is a plan in place so that we can better
understand.

What we are finding out is that some
of the dollars that have been spent
were bad investments. I am looking at
testimony from Elizabeth Warren from
the Congressional Oversight Panel to
the Senate Banking Committee, that
talks about how the Treasury invested
about $254 billion in assets that were
worth only approximately $176 billion,
a shortfall of $78 billion. We can do bet-
ter than that.

When you talk about the $165 million
bonuses that were paid out to these
employees—and I am looking at a news
article, this is from the New York Post
last week, ‘“‘Fully, 73 executives got $1
million or more each, of whom 22 were
paid at least $2 million, while seven got
$4 million, and one lucky duck pock-
eted a cool $6.4 million.”

We can do better than that. The
American people expect us to do better
than that and deserve better than that.
But what all this is doing is creating
uncertainty in the market when you
don’t have a plan and there is no ac-
countability for these dollars.

In my prior life before being a State
legislator for 10 years and coming to
Congress, I was a small business owner,
I was a financial advisor. And one
thing I can tell you that is certain is
that our financial markets, our busi-
nesses, they don’t like uncertainty.
And we are seeing big fluctuations in
the market right now, we are seeing a
lot of downturn in the market right
now I think because of that uncer-
tainty.

I think because of public pressure,
the American people stepping forward
and saying enough is enough and being
outraged about this, that we are finally
starting to see a plan brought forward
that we hope will help resolve some of
this problem that has transpired as a
result of this legislation.

I will yield back my time to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. I thank you for the
opportunity to speak on this, and
thank you for bringing this issue for-
ward. It is very important.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I want to thank
my friend from Ohio (Mr. AUSTRIA).
Your comments really bring out why
that tax piece of legislation that was
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political theater, that was a fraud was
such a lousy piece of legislation.

If we take the fellow, or it might
have been a woman, that you have just
identified that got $6.4 million worth of
bonuses, the Democratic tax bill that
used the Tax Code to punish people for
the first time, at least in my memory,
to that extent, that person still got to
keep $640,0000 Why? Why? If they
shouldn’t have gotten any money, they
shouldn’t have gotten any money. So
why do you give them just 10 percent?

I promised, Mr. Speaker, that we
would attempt to move forward and try
to solve this mystery. Now, it would be
easier if somebody would just come for-
ward and say ‘I did it.” You know, ‘I
did it. I am Professor Plum; I am Colo-
nel Mustard, and I did it.”” But we don’t
have anybody that has been forth-
coming on Capitol Hill or down at the
White House or at the Department of
the Treasury, except for Mr. Geithner
and BARNEY FRANK and the people that
I mentioned that were not in the room
when this happened.

So with apologies to our friends from
Hasbro, we have sort of put this in the
form of the game of Clue, which a lot of
us, Mr. Speaker, played as we were
growing up, we play with our kids. And
if you are not familiar with the game
of Clue, Mr. Speaker, basically a crime
is committed and the junior detectives
have to try and solve the crime. And
the successful person, the winner, iden-
tifies where it happened, who did it,
and with what weapon.

Now, we start with a pretty good ad-
vantage here this evening because we
know what the weapon is. We know
that somebody took out the language
that would have prohibited these bo-
nuses that were paid out and put in the
language that is over Mr. TIBERI'S
shoulder. And so we know it was done
in writing, and the weapon at the bot-
tom of this chart was a pen. So we are
one-third of the way there, and now we
just need to figure out where it took
place and by whom.

And just to sort of go around with
the whoms, we don’t have Colonel Mus-
tard, we don’t have Ms. Scarlet, but
what we do have are people who were
either conferees or made observations
or news accounts that we will get into
in a minute indicate were in the room.

Beginning at the bottom on my right
is CHARLES RANGEL of New York, who
is the chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee; he was a conferee, he
signed the conference report.

Next is Rahm Emanuel, who is the
President’s Chief of Staff, used to serve
with us here in the Congress rep-
resenting a part of Illinois in the
United States Congress.

At the top, the former president of
Harvard University, Larry Summers,
who is now an economic advisor to
President Obama.

At the top is Senator DoDD. Now, I
have to say Senator DoDD in a lot of
early news accounts was blamed for it.
I am feeling kind of bad for Senator
DoDD, because the last thing I saw him
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say was that, ‘““‘Somebody at Treasury
said to put it in, and so my staff put it
in.” But clearly Senator DODD is get-
ting fingered for a lot of this. But if he
did it, he should say so. If he didn’t do
s0, he should say, ‘I didn’t do it.”

Over in the upper left-hand corner is
the Speaker of the House, Ms. PELOSI
of California. Again, the news accounts
kind of indicate that this took place in
her office, but we are not going to get
there yet.

HARRY REID, if you read, Mr. Speak-
er, yesterday’s Roll Call, people have
expressed concern as to the fact that
he appointed himself as the majority
leader in the Senate as a conferee, and
that he may or may not have ties to
AIG, and some questions are being
raised.

And, at the bottom is DAVID OBEY,
the very distinguished chairman of the
Appropriations Committee who was
also a conferee and in the room at least
some of the time.
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But let’s talk for just a minute, Mr.
TIBERI. Can you shed any light based
on what you know or what you have
heard that may help us sort of narrow
this thing down?

Mr. TIBERI. Thank you for your
leadership. I would certainly like to
thank you for bringing this matter to
light this evening and last week. I
know both of you have shared the same
experience that I have shared back in
my district. People are dying to know
what happened and when? Who was re-
sponsible for this? As you said, the
Senator from Connecticut has said that
somebody from the administration or
somebody from Treasury instructed
them to put this language in the bill.

I think it is interesting to note the
language behind me that you talked
about earlier wouldn’t have gotten in
the bill if, if we had transparency from
the beginning, something that the new
President has talked about, talked
about during the campaign, talked
about repeatedly during the campaign.
In fact, as both of you know, our
Speaker of the House talked about
transparency before she became Speak-
er and how this was going to be the
most transparent House ever, the peo-
ple’s House, and the fact is, not only on
this legislation, but this certainly dem-
onstrates it, but on countless pieces of
legislation, there has been anything
but transparency. And transparency
has led to what this chart is really all
about, and that is finding out who
knew what when?

People in my district are outraged
that this language ended up in this
stimulus bill without anybody knowing
about it, anybody but apparently the
author of the amendment, but most ev-
eryone else, allegedly, didn’t know
about this important wording that al-
lowed AIG officials to receive millions
of dollars in bonuses.

In fact, I don’t know if the gentleman
has an answer for this, as I digress a
bit, there was a news report today that
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over half of the bonuses that were paid
to AIG went to non-Americans.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Taking 1 minute
of my time. I have not seen that news
report. The news report that I'm famil-
iar with—and if that is true, that is
kind of shocking—is that 11 people of
the 73 didn’t work for the company
anymore. So you have 11 out of 73 who
aren’t even at AIG anymore, and so if
they are retention bonuses, they didn’t
work so well, because they don’t work
for AIG anymore.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. TIBERI. We are getting more
questions on the table than answers.
And that is what happens when you
don’t have transparency. That is what
happens when backroom deals are cut,
backroom deals on this stimulus bill
that was done back in February.

In fact, Mr. LATOURETTE, I will quote
from a Los Angeles Times article back
in February that in the first major
piece of legislation pushed by the
President, transparency was missing.
In fact, the President has no constitu-
tional authority to set rules for Con-
gress. But he suggested he would use
his influence to see that Congress
doesn’t conduct its work ‘‘in the dead
of night and behind closed doors,”
which is exactly what happened in this
process.

The Times article goes on to say, Mr.
Speaker, maybe we can add a picture
here to your graph, important negoti-
ating sessions devoted to the stimulus
took place in a congressional office
outside public view, Representative
HENRY A. WAXMAN (D) Beverly Hills
said he was in the meeting about the
stimulus plan Tuesday night in the of-
fice of House Speaker NANCY PELOSI
(D) San Francisco. Among the partici-
pants was White House Chief of Staff
Rahm Emanuel.

So, one person who says he was in the
meeting in negotiations was the chair-
man of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. But still, my question back to
you would be, do you have to be in the
meeting to instruct conferees in the
dead of night in one of these offices to
put something in this bill? Because you
could still have the Treasury Secretary
instruct everybody else that this is an
important measure by telephone,
couldn’t you?

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well, you could.
And taking back my time, I will tell
you that there are telephones, but the
gentleman is making our task much
more difficult if you continue to widen
the net and now we have to deal with
Mr. WAXMAN and others. But sure, con-
ceivably.

I would just say that today—I don’t
think it was under oath, but you’re not
supposed to lie to Congress—the Treas-
ury Secretary did indicate that he only
found out about it on March 10, which
is pretty amazing, and that he under-
stands that staff did it, but he really
doesn’t know a lot about it, and he
knows he didn’t do it. So, yeah, it
could have been somebody outside the
room.
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Mr. TIBERI. If the gentleman will
yield, certainly I think as we continue
forward having a special investigation,
an Inspector General report trying to
get to the bottom of this, if someone
doesn’t come forward and say, yes, this
is the language that I wanted, and this
is the reason why, and X number of
people that were paid were paid reten-
tion bonuses, and by the way, we
weren’t able to retain them, and by the
way, over half the bonuses were paid to
non-Americans, which is outrageous in
the first place.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Taking back my
time, I thank the gentleman for that.
And I hope we don’t need to have an in-
vestigation. I would hope that whoever
screwed up would come forward and
say, do you know what? I did it. And
then tell us why he or she did it rather
than hiding behind the skirts of staff
and hiding behind this bogus tax bill
that we did last week. I would really
hope somebody would come forward
and do it.

But the other thing I would tell my
friend is we don’t need to wait for an
investigation. Tomorrow in the House
Financial Services Committee chaired
by the aforementioned Congressman
FRANK of Massachusetts, a number of
us have filed something known as a
“resolution of inquiry.” And the reso-
lution of inquiry requests the Treasury
Department to provide to the Congress,
not to me, not to the Republicans, but
to the Congress, all documents that
they have in their possession that will
help us identify—if the person won’t
come forward and say, ‘I did it,” then
this resolution of inquiry would direct
them to give us the documents so we
can figure it out and not add expense
on top of the taxpayer in trying to fer-
ret out who did this thing.

Again, I wish somebody, as I said last
week, would just man up and say they
did it.

Mr. TIBERI. Would the gentleman
yield? And you’re being far too modest
because the resolution does much more
than that. And in fact, in reading a poll
today, over half of the American people
believe that AIG should be broken up.
And part of your resolution does just
that, if you want to expand upon that.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well, that’s ex-
actly right. The resolution not only
asks for documents, but it indicates
that the American public now own, as
Mr. AUSTRIA has indicated, 80 percent
of AIG. And quite frankly, I will say
something bad about the Republican
administration. I thought President
Bush and his Secretary of the Treasury
were wrong in asking for this $700 bil-
lion. The mantra was that these insti-
tutions are too big to fail. Well, most
Americans now recognize that they are
too big period. And as a result, they
should be broken into pieces, going
back to Teddy Roosevelt and the
trustbusters. Let’s break these things
apart.

So we do have legislation to divide
this thing up. And I hope that it is fa-
vorably considered. And as you men-
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tioned, about 60 percent of the Amer-
ican public think that is a good idea.

Mr. TIBERI. I know that you’re push-
ing that legislation. You have many
cosponsors. But some think we are too
busy to deal with that important legis-
lation. I think you have a chart that
demonstrates maybe we are not.

Mr. LATOURETTE. We are not. And I
do want to—well, let’s do that now, and
then we will come back to seeing if we
can move along in the game of Clue.
And maybe if the gentleman will help

me.

Mr. TIBERI. The gentleman from
Ohio has a chart that just shows an
amazing——

Mr. LATOURETTE. And you could
sort of be my Carol Marol. I would ap-
preciate that.

Last year we used the chart that Mr.
TIBERI is going to give me a hand with.
And people may remember back home
that gasoline prices started high and
they ended up even higher. And for the
entire month of August, we spent time
on the floor arguing that perhaps we
should have an energy policy in this
country that considered everything, re-
newable energy, solar, wind, geo-
thermal, nuclear in the mix, together
with additional exploration for fossil
fuels which we are going to need in the
near term at least. But we were told we
were too busy. We were very, very busy
here in the United States Congress.
And so we didn’t have a chance to get
things going.

As, Mr. Speaker, you will remember,
the Republicans did such a bang-up job
in the majority that they threw us out
in the 2006 elections and installed the
Democratic majority. And we are hon-
ored to have Speaker PELOSI being the
first woman to serve in that position
since the beginning of the country. So
when Ms. PELOSI and her colleagues be-
came the majority party, gas was
about $2.22, and the most important
piece of legislation that folks thought
we could discuss here on the floor was
congratulating the University of Cali-
fornia-Santa Barbara soccer team for
winning something. Now I like soccer.
And I'm sure that everybody’s parents
of that team are proud. And gas was
only $2.22. So, okay, let’s congratulate
people.

Then gas went up to $2.84, and the
most important thing that we had to
do on the floor that day was to declare
it—that was about September 6—de-
clare it National Passport Month. And
I began getting calls, I'm sure you guys
got calls from people saying, Hey, it’s
really costing a lot of money to fill up
my tank. Well, gas went up to $3.03,
and on that day, the new majority de-
termined that the most important
thing we could do was commend the
Houston Dynamo soccer team for I sup-
pose winning something as well. And
we are told that as elected officials you
really have to get the soccer moms.
And I guess this was an attempt to
really make sure we had the soccer
moms squared away, because we passed
two pieces of legislation dealing with
soccer.
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Then gas went to $3.77. And so clear-
ly, we are going to talk about gas
prices now, right? No. We declared it
National Train Day was what we did
then. And then gas goes up a little
more to $3.84. And what did we do that
day? Oh, we passed the Great Cats and
Rare Canids Act. And I didn’t know—
talk about reading things, I know what
a cat is. I didn’t know what a canid is.
It is a dog. And so we celebrated Dog
and Cat Day when gas is $3.84.

It goes up to $4.09, and the most im-
portant thing to do is to declare the
International Year of Sanitation.
That’s what we did around here. Then
the price of gas goes up to $4.14. My
phones are ringing off the hook. So
clearly, we are going to talk about gas
prices then. No, we passed the Monkey
Safety Act here in the United States
Congress. So you would think that
maybe people would be chastened by
that when we are no longer talking
about gas prices. And sadly I hope we
don’t go the way that we did in the
1970s. Now that gas is down to about
$1.89, I hope we don’t forget about when
it was $4 a gallon and make those seri-
ous investments in renewables and get
us off of carbon-based fuel and make us
not dependent on countries around the
world that don’t like us.

Well, this year, as everybody knows
that isn’t living under a rock, we have
a little bit of an economic crisis going
on. And you would think that we would
attempt to deal with that in a con-
structive way. On January 6 of this
year, which was the first day of the
111th Congress, that is the opening day
of this Congress, the stock market, the
Dow Jones industrial, was at 9,015
points.

We get to January 20, and that is the
day, of course, our new President,
Barack Obama, became the 44th Presi-
dent of the United States. It was a very
exciting day. All of us were pretty
happy about it. But the stock market
took a little dip. Now that is not Presi-
dent Obama’s fault, because he was
just getting sworn in that day. But the
Congress, however, had a responsibility
because we had already been in almost
1 month now by the time you get to
February 2. The stock market goes
down to 7,936, and the most important
thing we can do on the House floor is
to pass a resolution supporting the
Goals and Ideals of National Teen Dat-
ing. That was a pretty important issue
back in Ohio. I'm glad we took care of
it.

The stock market dips a little bit
further, and on that day, I guess be-
cause it didn’t go down quite 100
points, and so we commended Sam
Bradford for winning the Heisman tro-
phy. Now, I'm sure that Mr. Bradford’s
family is proud of him. I’'m proud of
him. And anybody that wins the
Heisman trophy is deserving of our
congratulations. But when the stock
market is in the tank and people are
losing their 401(k)s, I don’t know if
that is the most important thing, but
now it takes a precipitous dip down to
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7,114, and, oh, son of a gun, 2 years in
a row, we passed the Monkey Safety
Act. And I don’t want to make light of
it this time because there was a hor-
rible situation in Connecticut where a
woman was attacked by a chimpanzee
and suffered horrible injuries. And so
clearly our thoughts and prayers with
her, and that is a terrible event. How-
ever when the stock market is down to
7,114 and people have lost their life sav-
ings, clearly, the Monkey Safety Act
was not the thing that was foremost on
the mind of my constituents.

Actually, the interesting thing to
show you how busy we were on that
date of February 23, and it had only
been 8 days before that the chimpanzee
attacked the woman, and so we, as the
greatest legislative body in the world,
rushed in 8 days to pass the Monkey
Safety Act. Then it went down a little
bit further, and we, you know, like the
soccer moms, we like animals, and so
we passed the Shark Conservation Act
on that particular day, not dealing
with the economic crisis.

Then we sort of roll out to March 9.
And this probably was my favorite res-
olution. We supported pi. And when I
read the schedule that morning, I like
pie, just look at me. And I thought
what kind of ‘‘pie” is it going to be?
Well, it is not p-i-e, it is p-i, which you
know, Mr. Speaker, is 3.1416. And ap-
parently we felt that when the stock
market had lost 3,000 points in value in
2 months, rather than helping our con-
stituents deal with that and using the
full might of the United States Con-
gress to get to the bottom of that, we
recognized pi here in the United States
Congress.

So I don’t think—and this has been
sort of tongue in cheek, but I don’t
think we are too busy.

Mr. AUSTRIA. And I appreciate you
pointing this out, because while all
this is happening, the three of us rep-
resent the State of Ohio, there are real
families out there that are hurting
right now that we are asking to make
sacrifices.

O 2000

There are over 900,000 businesses in
the State of Ohio, and small businesses
that make up 70 percent of our work-
force out there across this country that
are struggling to make payroll, they
can’t get financing. They can’t get
debt. And instead of dealing directly
with their problem, I mean, you laid
out what has been happening here in
Congress. But in addition to that, we
passed the $700 billion TARP bailout
with no accountability, in my opinion,
not enough transparency. There was no
specific plan by the Department of the
Treasury. Then we passed the stimulus
bill which contains the language that
allows the bonuses to be paid out that
you pointed out earlier; not an oppor-
tunity for any Member of this Congress
to read that bill before we vote on it
and pass it.

And then, you know, our constitu-
ents back home, hardworking Ameri-
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cans across this country are getting
their quarterly statements and they
are seeing their account values down.
They are struggling to make it right
now. And they turn on the television
and they see that these executives
from AIG are getting $100 million of bo-
nuses of the $170 billion bailout that we
gave to them of hard working tax-
payers’ dollar. These are the same offi-
cials that, you know, and were prob-
ably involved in a lot of these risky in-
vestments that brought AIG down to
begin with.

And so what does the House do? We
then rush a bill through to try to re-
gain some of that money for our mis-
takes by trying to pass a 90 percent tax
on this money to try to get it back, 90
percent of it back.

And I am reading from The Hill
today, seeing where the headline on the
front page here is ‘“‘House Bonus Bill Is
Buried By the Senate.” That despite
the public outcery, despite the reaction
that the House had in trying to get
that money back, which I don’t think
we ever should have been in that posi-
tion to begin with, that bill appears to
be not moving in the Senate right now.

I yield back.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the gen-
tleman for his observations. And if the
gentleman would go to the jump on
Page 8, you will find a quote from the
President of the United States, Presi-
dent Obama that I think sort of echoes
at least my sentiments. And he said we
shouldn’t use the tax code to punish
people and that is why he is not in
favor of this bill, which is why that bill
was a piece of political theater to give
cover to people who are embarrassed
because, by voting ‘‘aye’ on the eco-
nomic recovery package, they specifi-
cally authorized, with the amendment
that is on the chart that we were talk-
ing about before—thank you Mr.
TIBERI—that specifically authorized
this paragraph, these 50 words. And
when you voted for the economic re-
covery bill, you voted to give the peo-
ple at AIG and everywhere else the bo-
nuses. And then, you know, because no-
body read it, we are shocked. And so
now we are going to use the Tax Code
to punish people.

But you know, the President has said
that is wrong, and apparently the Sen-
ate majority leader has said it is
wrong.

Before we go back to our exercise in
Clue, however, as we want to narrow
this thing down if we can, because we
are going to come back every week
until somebody has the—I promised my
wife I would be really tactful this
evening and not use words that people
find offensive. So somebody has the
courage to stand up and say I did it and
here is why I did it and sort of, you
know, be a grown up about it.

But you were here, you have been
here now to four or five terms, Mr.
TIBERI, and I am going to yield to you.
I mean, is it your experience as a Mem-
ber that we are just so busy that we
don’t have time to deal with gas
prices?
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Mr. TIBERI. I think the gentleman is
right on target here. And as stocks
tank, let me tell you, it impacts every-
body. It impacts those police officers
that protect our streets, firefighters,
who are working in a courageous line
of work, teachers in Ohio, as you know,
who are part of a state teachers retire-
ment system. As someone whose dad
lost his pension and health care and job
in high school, when someone sees
their pension related to the stock mar-
ket tank, sees their moms and dads
seeing their children’s college funds ab-
solutely go into the ground, this is im-
portant. It impacts every single family
out there as this market has tanked.
And what are we doing? We are debat-
ing the Shark Conservation Act. In
fact, the last several weeks, to your
point, we have debated noncontrover-
sial issues that have passed nearly
unanimously, and not taken up the
hard stuff like your resolution that
could come to the floor.

In fact, let me just add one thing.
Today the leader, JOHN BOEHNER, put
together a working group with respect
to savings, and I was part of that
group. And we unveiled a blueprint
that will help American families and
American savers. And unfortunately,
based upon past history, that piece of
legislation will not see the light of day.
And it is not like we are spending a lot
of time around here passing sub-
stantive pieces of legislation. And
when we do, we don’t get to read it.

And what else was in that stimulus
bill that was as controversial as this?
We don’t know. That may be another
exercise for us to find out what other
controversial measures, in addition to
the game of Clue, I think we know it
was the Speaker’s Office, based on
press reports, but maybe it was the
Senate leader’s office. Maybe it was on
the other side of the Capitol.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Taking back my
time. I want to get back to that, but
before I do, the gentleman’s point is
right on the money. In the last 2%
years, the American public can rest as-
sured that they will not go into a post
office in this country that doesn’t have
a name on it because we spend a lot of
our time naming Post Offices. But
what they can’t rest assured is who put
those 50 words in the economic recov-
ery bill that authorized the payments
of bonuses to these AIG officials; and
now they are horrified, shocked and ev-
erything else.

And just before we leave this, so that
the three of us don’t get a lot of e-
mails and hate mail from animal
lovers, all three of us want sharks to be
conserved, and all three of us think
that we should have safe monkeys in
this country. But we don’t, none of us
think that it is the most important
issue facing the country last year or
this year.

Now, back to the Clue, and I think
that Mr. TIBERI makes a pretty good
point because we do have—when you
play Clue you try to collect clues. And
there have been some clues recently.
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And I want to refer to one. On Ander-
son Cooper, a show on CNN, Dana Bash,
who some of us see as a reporter that
covers politics here in Washington, I
have a transcript of her reporting on
the night that this happened, that the
crime happened. And I will submit it
for the RECORD, Madam Speaker.

And Dana Bash says, ‘“‘well, Ander-
son, as we speak, the White House
Chief of Staff, Mr. Emanuel, and the
President’s Budget Director are inside
Nancy Pelosi’s office.”

Mr. TIBERI. Not to interrupt, but
should we add the Budget Director to
the chart?

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well next time
we come back we are going to put the
Budget Director because he is up there
too. And then she goes on to report,
and, in fact, they have been coming up
on 8 hours straight. Eight hours
straight shuttling between the House
Speaker’s Office, and that is why we
can’t get quite to the Speaker’s office
yet because of this reporting. But
maybe we will get there a little bit
later. Shuttling between the Speaker’s
office and the Senate majority leader,
HARRY REID’s office urgently trying,
attempting to broker a compromise be-
tween House Democrats and Senate
Democrats. And you know what is in-
teresting about that sentence is I
didn’t hear the word Republican in
there. So this was Democrats negoti-
ating with Democrats negotiating with
Democrats. And we now know that we
had the President’s Budget Director
was here for 8 hours shuttling back and
forth, a little shuttle diplomacy, to-
gether with the President’s Chief of
Staff, Mr. Emanuel, who was also
there. So I think we are getting closer.

And if it is all right with you gentle-
men, I would like to exclude Mr. OBEY
because I don’t think his fingerprints
are on this. And Mr. RANGEL, I do have
an observation from Mr. RANGEL, who
indicated that, Mr. RANGEL, in this
same report, and actually this was in
the Congressional Quarterly, House
and Senate Democratic negotiators
met in the Speaker’s Office—and we
are really getting close to the Speak-
er’s Office here, Madam Speaker—with
the White House Chief of Staff, Eman-
uel and White House Budget Director
Peter Orzag into the evening Tuesday,
breaking at 9 p.m. and then Chairman
RANGEL is quoted in this reporting, ‘it
is so difficult to talk with a body that
is controlled by three people. You have
no idea.”

So I think that the distinguished
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee is expressing frustration that
three people, basically, figured out how
to spend $792 billion in an economic re-
covery package and okayed these 50
words that authorized the payment of
bonuses to AIG and other people simi-
larly situated. So I think we are get-
ting a little closer.

Mr. TIBERI. I think what he is say-
ing is three Members of the Senate. We
have two Members of the Senate on the
Clue board, so I keep, you know, I keep
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wanting to take names off, but maybe
we should add another picture there.
We have got to figure out who the
other Senator was that he is speaking
about.

I do think we can take off the chair-
man of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, Mr. RANGEL. I feel pretty con-
fident he wasn’t the one.

I think we can take the chairman of
the Appropriations Committee off. But
I am thinking we need to add a couple
too.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well, I do too.
And let me just get to that for a sec-
ond. And there was another article
that appeared on March 19, and the
headline is that the “White House Staff
Botched It”’. And this was, appeared in
something called the Huffington Post,
which is clearly not a conservative Re-
publican organization. But I would sub-
mit this for the RECORD as well.

It quotes an AIG executive, well, the
article says according to AIG, the pay-
ments were okayed by the White House
last Thursday. Why? Because it ap-
pears that David Axelrod, now we have
got to add somebody else, senior policy
advisor to the Obama administration
and Rahm Emanuel grossly underesti-
mated how infuriating this would be.

The quote from the AIG executive is
this: ‘“We were not authorized until
Thursday night,” that, is to give out
these millions of dollars in bonuses.
“We were negotiating with the Treas-
ury and the Federal Reserve. Treasury
indicated that they needed it cleared
by The White House as well. We hit the
go for the payments on Friday,”’ after
they got the clearance from the White
House.

Mr. TIBERI. I think again it is im-
portant to note, interrupting, and I
apologize for interrupting, what Mr.
AUSTRIA said earlier in which Ameri-
cans are beginning to find out and are
very troubled with, is that the Amer-
ican people own 80 percent of AIG. So
somebody had to approve it with the
Federal Government, and maybe that
is the smoking gun.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Maybe. Well, the
smoking pen. We have got the pen.

Mr. AUSTRIA. Point of clarification.
I assume the pen has been eliminated,
right?

Mr. LATOURETTE. We know it is the
pen.

Mr. AUSTRIA. Well, somebody had
to put that in there and write it in
there. Somebody had to use the pen.

But no, I appreciate the point that
the gentleman from Columbus made.
Or is Columbus correct?

Mr. LATOURETTE. New Albany, I
think.

Mr. AUSTRIA. I wanted to make sure
I got that right for Central Ohio. But I
think that is a very important point.

When the government owns 80 per-
cent of a company and not knowing
what is going on and we can’t get an
answer as to who put this language in.
I mean, I appreciate the gentleman
from Ohio with this game of Clue be-
cause I think that it is as good as any
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other methodology that I know of try-
ing to figure out who is responsible for
putting that language in because we
are not getting the clear answers. We
are not getting a specific answer to
that question.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the gen-
tleman. And I think we are making
some progress because we have a weap-
on, it was the pen. We are getting down
in the suspect list. And I am com-
fortable, if you gentlemen are com-
fortable saying that this crime was
committed either in the Speaker’s Of-
fice or in the Senate leaders office be-
cause all of the—

Mr. TIBERI. Or the conference room.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well, the con-
ference room was where the conferees
met. Well, I’d say the conference room
too. I think we know it didn’t happen
in the Appropriations Committee or
the Ways and Means Committee. The
Banking Committee is still out there.
And the reason that the Senate Bank-
ing Committee is still out there is that
the person that really came under the
harshest scrutiny at the beginning was
the Senator from Connecticut, Senator
DopD. And I would just suggest,
Madam Speaker, that he has a vested
interest in finding this out just like we
do, because when you don’t know who
did it, when you won’t help us find out
who did it and have people come clean,
people begin to circulate ugly rumors.
And I have heard, for instance, that the
distinguished chairman of the Senate
Banking Committee is one of the larg-
est recipients of campaign contribu-
tions from AIG. Now people will say,
oh, well, he must have done it because
he got campaign cash. Well, I think
that is unfair to the Senator, quite
frankly, and I think that he should join
with us and let’s find out who did it.

Today, and Madam Speaker, I will
submit an additional document from
the Hartford Courant, if I may, into
the RECORD. And today, this article
starts with ‘““No wonder Senator Dodd
went wobbly last week when asked
about his February amendment ratify-
ing hundreds of millions of dollars in
bonuses to executives at AIG. Dodd has
been one of the company’s favorite re-
cipients,” so an ugly rumor is out
there. But it turns out that Senator
Dopp’s wife also benefited, in that she
was employed by an AIG subsidiary.
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So, look. I don’t know who did it, and
I hope that the Senator from Con-
necticut didn’t do it, but now people
are throwing mud at him and are basi-
cally saying, you know, to the average
Joe Sixpack at home, well, of course he
did it. You know, he got a bunch of
cash from him, and his wife used to
work for one of their companies, so of
course he did it. So the Senator should
come out and identify—somebody
knows who did it. That’s the problem.
So just tell us. Move on. They screwed
up. Move on.

Madam Speaker, I'll ask how much
time we have left.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 10 minutes remaining.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I thank the
Speaker.

Mr. TIBERI. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LATOURETTE. I'm happy to
yield.

Mr. TIBERI. Clearly, to your point in
this exercise, most would point the fin-
ger at the Senator from Connecticut—

Mr. LATOURETTE. Right.

Mr. TIBERI.—which probably means
he didn’t do it, which probably means
it’s somebody else, because he is the
most obvious choice having played the
game.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well, taking
back my time, I am a big fan of Agatha
Christie’s, and as you read through
those books, you’re sure it’s the butler
or somebody else, and it’s never the
butler. So, you know, I don’t think we
can exclude the Senator, but I'm with
you. I think, you know, when every-
body is shooting at the Senator from
Connecticut, it’s probably somebody
else.

Mr. TIBERI. Well, yielding back to
me again—and I appreciate that—I
think what we found in his comments
last week in that impromptu press con-
ference is that, one day, he said he
didn’t know anything about it, and the
next day, he said, ‘“Well, yes, I did do
it, but it was at the direction of some-
body in the administration.” Obvi-
ously, he doesn’t want to throw some-
body under the bus, but he has already
been thrown under the bus, so I would
hope that we could end this rather
quickly with: Who is it?

Mr. LATOURETTE. Right.

In just taking back my time, what
troubles me about this is, the last time
I checked, the Constitution does not
let anybody in the administration
write a law. So somebody could have
suggested it at Treasury, said the
President wants it, the Secretary
wants it, whatever the facts are, but
the fact of the matter is that nobody at
Treasury can write legislation. That is
the job of the United States Senate and
of the United States Congress.

Mr. TIBERI. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LATOURETTE. Oh, I'm happy to.

Mr. TIBERI. To your point, I would
like to submit this for the RECORD as
well. It’s a Los Angeles Times article
from February.

[From the Los Angeles Times, Feb. 14, 2009]
PRIVATE TALKS FOR PUBLIC STIMULUS; OBAMA

HAs SAID HE WANTS CONGRESS TO WORK IN

THE OPEN. BUT HE ISN'T TROUBLED BY THE

RECENT NEGOTIATIONS

(By Peter Nicholas)

WASHINGTON.—Upending Washington’s en-
trenched ways of doing business is proving
tougher than President Obama may have as-
sumed.

The nearly $800-billion stimulus bill served
as a test case.

During the campaign, Obama released a po-
sition paper stating his commitment to open
government. As president, he said, he would
not only insist on transparency in his own
administration, he would press Congress to
revamp its practices as well.
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Obama has no constitutional authority to
set rules for Congress, but he suggested he
would use his influence to see to it that Con-
gress doesn’t conduct its work ‘“‘in the dead
of night and behind closed doors.”

In the first major piece of legislation
pushed by Obama, transparency was missing.

Important negotiating sessions devoted to
the stimulus took place in congressional of-
fices, outside pubic view. Rep. Henry A. Wax-
man (D-Beverly Hills) said he was in a meet-
ing about the stimulus plan Tuesday night in
the office of House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-
San Francisco). Among the participants was
White House Chief of Staff Rahm Emanuel.

“We had to do some hard bargaining,”
Waxman said.

The abundance of private deliberations
made for some comical moments.

Rep. Dave Camp (R-Mich.) was walking
through the Capitol on Wednesday on his
way to a public meeting in which Senators
and House members were supposed to hash
out differences over the stimulus. As he
passed the Rotunda, Camp spotted Senate
Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) holding
a news conference announcing that a deal
had already been struck.

““This is the largest spending bill in the
history of the United States, and I believe
the public business should be done in pub-
lic,” said Camp, who had been appointed to
the 10-member conference committee created
to reconcile differences between the two
chambers.

“President Obama made that commitment
repeatedly in his campaign,” he said.

Obama aides say that the president is still
committed to transparency in government.

He reiterated the pledge during the transi-
tion, posting a promise on his website to ‘‘re-
store the American people’s trust in their
government by making government more
open and transparent,”” and cited closed con-
ference committee sessions as a practice ripe
for overhaul.

But the White House isn’t apologizing for
how the stimulus bill was handled. Given the
dismal economic climate, White House aides
said, the country needed a stimulus bill—
fast.

Press Secretary Robert Gibbs, asked abut
the private negotiations, said that Obama
wasn’t troubled.

‘“‘He’s pleased with the process and the
product that has come out,’”” Gibbs said while
briefing reporters Friday. ‘I think when the
process is done, the American people will be
proud of the product that we believe and we
hope will begin to stimulate the economy.”’

Democratic leaders said the bill was han-
dled according to procedures and customs
that have been in place for years, including
when Republicans controlled Congress.

Waxman said Congress’ treatment of the
bill was fairly standard. Could Congress have
demanded that all negotiations play out in
public? Waxman said that would have been
impractical.

“There are too many moving parts in this
bill,” Waxman said. ‘“We would be sitting in
an open conference committee meeting for
weeks, if not a whole month, to process all
the amendments that would have been of-
fered.”

Again to your point, this says the
President has no constitutional au-
thority to set rules for Congress, ‘‘but
he suggested he would use his influence
to see to it that Congress doesn’t con-
duct its work ‘in the dead of night and
behind closed doors,””” when in fact, in
this particular exercise, as we know
and as your chart indicates and as the
Senator from Connecticut has indi-
cated, these words came from the ad-
ministration and were put into the
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stimulus bill in the dead of night. We
still don’t know who in the administra-
tion. We don’t know everybody who
was in the room from the administra-
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to stand up and say, ‘‘we want account-
ability for this dollar,” and offer legis-
lation that we would hope that the ad-
ministration would stand behind, but it

tion, so the administration can claim
they have nothing to do with Congress.

Based upon the documents from the
press that we have submitted tonight
and that you have submitted tonight
and based upon the shuttle diplomacy
that occurred during the days before
the stimulus vote, there were top ad-
ministration officials involved, in the
room, writing the bill in the dead of
night, with no transparency, no Repub-
licans, no press, no C-SPAN, with no-
body witnessing what was being done.
The product you have at the end of the
process are these 50 words that nobody
in America is taking credit for. Your
resolution tomorrow will begin to get
to the bottom of this, unfortunately, if
someone does not come forward.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well, taking
back my time, I do hope that in the
markup of the resolution of inquiry to-
morrow that we do see transparency
and bipartisanship. Both Republicans
and Democrats on that committee
want to answer the question as much
as we do and as much as, I'm sure, Sen-
ator DopD would like to have this
cloud lifted from his shoulders, and so
I hope it moves in that direction.

I have to tell you I am not opti-
mistic. I mean I will not be surprised
when I get a telephone call tomorrow
that the Financial Services Committee
has somehow made it impossible for
that to see the light of day, which it
can by a majority vote—they have the
votes—and we’ll see what happens. But
you know what? I'm a big fan of Chair-
man FRANK’s, and he is a fair man, and
I think he’ll give it fair consideration
tomorrow. I look forward to that tele-
phone call.

Mr. AUSTRIA, is there anything you
want to say before we leave here?

Mr. AUSTRIA. If you would yield for
just a moment.

Mr. LATOURETTE. I would be happy
to.

Mr. AUSTRIA. Let me just say, as a
new Member up here from Ohio—I
mean I served 10 years in the State leg-
islature. I've been here less than 100
days. I'm just starting my third month.
I have never seen this kind of process
where bills are rolled out, where lan-
guage is stuck in that we don’t have
the opportunity to read before we vote
on it, and where language is put in and
no one will take responsibility for that
language.

I think the American people out
there are looking at this, scratching
their heads, saying: How can this be?
How can it be that language is put in a
bill, and nobody has an opportunity to
read that bill, and nobody wants to
take responsibility now for that lan-
guage?

I appreciate the exercise that the
gentleman from Ohio has gone through
tonight to make the point, and I appre-
ciate your offering that resolution. It
shouldn’t take 14 Republican freshmen

doesn’t seem to be getting any trac-
tion. I hope your resolution moves to-
morrow because, you know, the Amer-
ican people deserve answers. I think
you’ve made some very good points to-
night, and I appreciate the opportunity
to participate with both gentlemen
from Ohio.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well,
thank you.

Mr. TIBERI, would you like to close?

Mr. TIBERI. Let me just, again,
thank you for your leadership on this.
I would hope that we don’t have to
come back next week and add pictures
and subtract rooms, but I am willing to
do that if nothing occurs tomorrow. I
certainly would not want to be in the
majority—a Democrat in a competitive
district—having to defend a ‘‘no’ vote
on your resolution tomorrow and a
‘“‘yes’ vote on a bill that allowed these
47 words to go forward and millions and
millions of dollars to citizens and non-
citizens of a failing company that
should go into bankruptcy or should be
split up into several different compa-
nies. This is an outrage. Americans are
outraged. We will get to the bottom of
this, and at the end of the day, I pre-
dict that we will find out who was re-
sponsible for that pen.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Well, I thank
both gentlemen for participating.

Madam Speaker, I thank you for
your courtesy.

To reinforce Mr. TIBERI’S point, I
think Senator DODD has a vested inter-
est in helping us with this because,
currently, it looks like ‘‘Senator DODD
in the conference room with a pen.”
Now, I don’t think that that is true, so
I hope that whoever did this will tell us
about it.

Dana, what is happening?

Dana Bash, CNN Senior Congressional Cor-
respondent: Well, Anderson, as we speak, the
White House chief of staff and the president’s
budget director are inside House Speaker
Nancy Pelosi’s office.

And, in fact, they have been here coming
up on eight hours straight—eight hours
straight—shuttling between the House
speaker’s office and Senate Majority Leader
Harry Reid’s office, trying to urgently
broker a compromise between House Demo-
crats and Senate Democrats in order to get
the president’s stimulus package to—to his
desk by this week.

And I just spoke to a Democratic source
who says that, in these talks, they are nar-
rowing their differences.

(BEGIN VIDEOTAPE)

Bash (voice-over): House Democrats are
not happy that Senate Democrats cut some
$100 billion in spending from their stimulus
package, tens of billions slashed from Demo-
cratic priorities, like education.

But House Speaker Nancy Pelosi is now
signaling, they will likely have to live with
it.

Rep. Nancy Pelosi (D-CA), Speaker of the
House: As President Obama cautioned the
nation, that we cannot allow the perfect to
be the enemy of the effective and of the nec-
essary. And we will not.

CQ—

listen. I
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Late into the Evening * House and Senate
Democratic negotiators met in the Speaker’s
office with White House Chief of Staff Rahm
Emmanuel and White House budget chief
Peter Orzsag late into the evening Tuesday,
breaking at 9 p.m., working intensely to firm
up an overall cap for the package and sort
through differences.

“It’s so difficult to talk with a body that is

. controlled by three people. You have no
idea,” Ways and Means Committee Charles
B. Rangel, D-N.Y., said as he left the meet-
ing, noting that the health and spending por-
tions of the bill were proving most difficult
to reconcile.

“There’s no obstacle that’s come up that
we cannot resolve with a lot of pain,” he
said.

As Senate Finance Committee Chairman
Max Baucus, D-Mont., left the meeting, he
said that $800 billion was the ‘‘ballpark”
limit for the conference report, and that the
final figure might come in a little lower than
that. Baucus said that getting a deal by the
weekend was the goal understood by every-
one involved.

[From www.theleftcoaster.com, Mar. 19, 2009]
WHITE HOUSE STAFF BOTCHED IT

Folks, Geithner, Bernanke, and the Bush
Treasury Department knew about the AIG
bonuses for months. According to AIG, the
payments were OK’d by the White House last
Thursday. Why? Because it appears that
David Axelrod and Rahm Emanuel grossly
underestimated how infuriating this would
be.

“We weren’t authorized until Thursday
night,” the AIG executive said. ‘““We were ne-
gotiating with the Treasury and the Federal
Reserve. Treasury indicated that they need-
ed it cleared by the White House, as well. We
hit the go button for the payments on Fri-
day.”

For the new administration, the bonuses
were a distraction from what senior aides
called the main focus: getting the economy
working and people back to work. ‘‘People
are not sitting around their kitchen tables
thinking about AIG,” Axelrod said. ‘“‘They
are thinking about their own jobs.”’

Bad decision Dave.

Their message to the president when the
group assembled for their first extended con-
versation about AIG in the Roosevelt Room
on Sunday was not optimistic: They told him
they had ‘‘done and will do what we legally
can,” Axelrod said.

But Obama made clear at that meeting
that he was unwilling to throw up his hands.
He instructed Geithner and the others to
seek legal ways that the government might
recover the bonuses. And he made plans to
tell the public what he thought the next day.

That decision ran counter to the belief
among some in his inner circle that the
bonus issue while an outrage was a small
problem compared with the economic issues
confronting his young presidency. ‘‘The first
and most important job we have is to get
this economy moving again,”” Axelrod said.
“As galling as this is, it doesn’t go to the
main issue.”

What you see is a fine example of poor de-
cision making clouded by being inside the
White House bubble. After spending two
years out on the campaign trail ensuring
that your message and actions mesh with
what people are thinking, Axelrod is now in-
side the bubble and cannot see that the op-
tics of this fiasco do matter to people, be-
cause he assumes naively that people will
look beyond it due to an overriding fear of
their own situations. He also assumes his
boss can talk his way out of anything, when
in fact Obama has surrounded himself with
two tone deaf lops in Geithner and Summers.
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DoDpD’S WIFE A FORMER DIRECTOR OF BER-
MUDA-BASED IPC HOLDINGS, AN AIG CON-
TROLLED COMPANY

(By Kevin Rennie)

No wonder Senator Christopher Dodd (D-
Conn) went wobbly last week when asked
about his February amendment ratifying
hundreds of millions of dollars in bonuses to
executives at insurance giant AIG. Dodd has
been one of the company’s favorite recipi-
ents of campaign contributions. But it turns
out that Senator Dodd’s wife has also bene-
fited from past connections to AIG as well.

From 2001-2004, Jackie Clegg Dodd served
as an ‘‘outside” director of IPC Holdings,
Ltd., a Bermuda-based company controlled
by AIG. IPC, which provides property cas-
ualty catastrophe insurance coverage, was
formed in 1993 and currently has a market
cap of $1.4 billion and trades on the NASDAQ
under the ticker symbol IPCR. In 2001, in ad-
dition to a public offering 15 million shares
of stock that raised $380 million, IPC raised
more than $109 million through a simulta-
neous private placement sale of 5.6 million
shares of stock to AIG—giving AIG a 20 per-
cent stake in IPC. (AIG sold its

Clegg was compensated for her duties to
the company, which was managed by a sub-
sidiary of AIG. In 2003, according to a proxy
statement, Clegg received $12,000 per year
and an additional $1,000 for each Directors’
and committee meeting she attended. Clegg
served on the Audit and Investment commit-
tees during her final year on the board.

IPC paid millions each year to other AIG-
related companies for administrative and
other services. Clegg was a diligent director.
In 2003, the proxy statement report, she at-
tended more than 75 percent of board and
committee meetings. This while she served
as the managing partner of Clegg Inter-
national Consultants, LLC, which she cre-
ated in 2001, the year she joined the board of
IPC. (See Dodd’s public financial disclosure
reports with the Senate from 2001-2004 here.)

Dodd is likely more familiar with the com-
plicated workings of AIG than he was letting
on last week. This week may provide him
with another opportunity to refresh his
recollections.

———

THE PRESIDENT’S CHALLENGE TO
CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
DAHLKEMPER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2009, the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) is recognized for 60 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you,
Madam Speaker. I appreciate the op-
portunity to address the House this
evening because tomorrow is going to
be a very important day as we move
forward with a markup in the Budget
Committee to deal with priorities that
are going to be facing this Congress.

Before I begin my presentation, I
would like to recognize the gentle-
woman from Houston, Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE), if I could yield to her for a 3-
minute presentation. I know she has
some information that she would like
to share with the House, and I would
recognize her at this time.

DR. DOROTHY HEIGHT’S 97TH BIRTHDAY

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Allow
me to thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from Oregon and to emphasize
the point that he just made of the im-
portance of the budget markup and
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also of the very important issues that
he comes to the floor to discuss this
evening.

There is another important event
that occurred today, and that was the
97th birthday of Dr. Dorothy Height. I
don’t think I have to remind my col-
leagues of how important a person Dr.
Height is today and how important she
has been over the years. She is now the
chairman and president of the National
Council of Negro Women, but she was
the only woman present at the 1963
March on Washington. She has pre-
viously been an icon, working with
Presidents as far back as Franklin
Delano Roosevelt. A civil rights leader
she is, but an empowerment of women
is her calling. She has led the National
Council of Negro Women now for dec-
ades.

Today, at that very building—really,
at the only building owned by African
Americans on Pennsylvania Avenue,
women gathered from around the Na-
tion to celebrate Dr. Height’s birthday.

Dr. Height was a pillar in the civil
rights movement, standing alongside of
A. Philip Randolph and Martin Luther
King and numbers of others. She has
also been someone to encourage women
to participate in the governmental
process, to be -educated, to stand
strong. She is a spokesperson for the
unempowered, and of course, she is a
mentor to so many of us. She is a
friend of the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, of the NAACP and of the National
Urban League. When there is an issue
of concern, you have the need to call
Dr. Height. She is also a recipient of
the Congressional Gold Medal along
with many, many other awards.

I am privileged today to be able to
stand on the floor of the House to rec-
ognize an American icon, a patriot, a
woman of valor and courage.

Madam Speaker, it is again my great
pleasure to salute Dr. Dorothy Height
for a happy, happy birthday, now some
97 years old, and to thank my friend
and colleague for allowing us to share
this with all of our colleagues and to
celebrate, again, a life that has been
worth living and is still worth living—
a champion of the people.

Dr. Dorothy Height, happy birthday.

I yield back to the gentleman.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you. I ap-
preciate the gentlelady making that
presentation.

Madam Speaker, the President of the
United States has issued a challenge to
this Congress and to the American peo-
ple that is embodied in the budget that
he outlined before us when he ad-
dressed this Chamber in his first joint
session of Congress and has followed up
with in his budget submission. He has
given a challenge to us to deal with the
great interrelated problems of the day.

He has suggested that we move for-
ward to deal with health care in terms
of fundamental reform for all Ameri-
cans, for dealing with energy insta-
bility and global warming, to deal with
the incredible budget deficit that he
has inherited to try and stabilize the
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fiscal situation of the United States,
and to deal with investing in education
in the future.

What I would like to do this evening
is address the element of the budget
that speaks to climate change, global
warming, energy independence, and in-
vesting in our energy future.

It has been interesting listening to
our Republican friends who have been
told by Mr. BOEHNER, the Republican
leader, that they are not to be legisla-
tors, that they are to be communica-
tors, evidently deciding that dealing
with the messy problems of govern-
ment with energy, with the budget,
with the nuts and bolts that the Amer-
ican people sent us here to address
might be a little too risky. So, instead,
they're talking about communicating
some of their concerns.

We have heard the mantra about the
President’s budget—taxing too much,
spending too much and borrowing too
much. We have not heard constructive
alternatives, and they certainly have
not acknowledged that the policies of
the Republican majority and the Re-
publican President, when they were in
charge for the last 8 years with the
Bush administration and in charge for
a dozen years in the House of Rep-
resentatives, actually created these
problems.

Spend too much? These are people
who understand spending. They pro-
duced record budget increases, increas-
ing spending faster than Bill Clinton,
faster even than one of the favorite
whipping boys they have—the Great
Society of Lyndon Johnson.

Borrow too much? Well, these are
people who, when President Bush took
office, were faced with the daunting
prospect of a $56 trillion budget surplus.
That was the official estimate. Re-
member, there were smart people con-
cerned with what would happen if we
paid off the national debt. What would
be the instruments for insurance and
pensions and other commercial trans-
actions? Well, they solved that problem
by turning a $5 trillion surplus, with a
pattern of reckless spending and ill-
considered tax cuts, to a record deficit.
It was a $5 trillion surplus, and they
added $5 trillion to the national debt.
They have given President Obama a
record $1.8 trillion deficit that he is
struggling with now.

They know about spending too much.
They know about borrowing too much
because much of this was money bor-
rowed from the Chinese, the Japanese
and the Europeans. Under their watch,
the current accounts and the balance
of all of the goods and services and
trade in and out of the United States
increased from 3.6 percent to over 5
percent, a 40 percent increase—rather
sobering—and it is contributing to the
instability that we face.

Well, these people are, hopefully,
going to stop communicating long
enough tomorrow to maybe roll up
their sleeves and help us deal with very
specific opportunities as part of the
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President’s challenge dealing with cli-
mate change, carbon pollution and the
opportunity for energy independence.

O 2030

This is critical for the same reasons
that the Republican talking points are
circulated because the situation
today—with our carbon pollution, en-
ergy instability, climate change—is a
tax on the future.

Last year, we shipped some $700 bil-
lion overseas to pay for imported oil, a
sum that was taken away from our
economy, much of it borrowed money.
It is, in the future, it is a recipe for dis-
aster as we move forward. They know
that as we are in a situation today
where we’re talking about disasters
that are consequences of this climate
instability—we have seen a dramatic
increase in weather-related events in
terms of drought just in terms of nat-
ural disaster. We saw last year $200 bil-
lion of costs associated with natural
disasters, much of which is related to
this climate instability, unpredictable
weather events, and 220,000 lives were
lost. And, going forward, we know we
are facing greater and greater chal-
lenges.

The budget that has been advanced
by the President that we will be dis-
cussing has the opportunity for us to
carve out some room for some area
that deals with—whether it’s cap-and-
trade, a carbon tax—some mechanism
so that it is no longer free for people to
pollute the atmosphere with carbon.

We know that it is not free in terms
of environmental consequence. We
know that it is not free in terms of
weather instability, in terms of
drought, the permafrost in Alaska that
is no longer perma, roads that are
buckling, seaside villages that are
washed away, and we watch as sea lev-
els continue to increase in the United
States placing millions of Americans
at risk who live immediately adjacent
to our coastlines and people around the
world who are going to be susceptible
to storm surges. We’re looking at a sit-
uation now where these challenges are
going to bear directly on the quality of
life of Americans and our economic
stability.

It is clear that over the last 20 years,
these concentrations of gasses that
trap heat in the atmosphere, raising
the temperature of the planet, the case
now is largely settled. The consensus of
the environmental community is that
we have—global warming is a reality
and we have consequences that we
must deal with.

It is important that we have an op-
portunity in this Congress to exercise
our responsibility to do something
about the costs and consequences of
climate change. We are feeling them
today, and they are going to be even
more devastating on people in the fu-
ture.

Lake Mead is less than half the level
that it has been in recent years, put-
ting tremendous stress on water sup-
plies in the southwest. The City of Las
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Vegas, for instance, is looking at rath-
er elaborate and expensive alternatives
to try and maintain their lifestyle in
the middle of the desert.

We’re watching increased forest fires
year after year. These costs are in-
creasing exponentially placing large
areas, not just in the southwest, but
the flame zone is stretching across the
country.

There is increased damage from for-
est pests that are moving into new
habitat as a result of the climate
change.

And then there are the costs that we
bear to national security. As we look
at conflicts that relate to water and
drought in sub-Saharan Africa, in the
Middle East, these bear a cost burden
on the United States. We very likely
have to deal with those conflicts in the
future.

There is also a very critical cost that
is occurring. As the ocean absorbs in-
creasing amounts of carbon dioxide,
the ocean acidifies. We’re bleaching the
coral reefs—the coral reefs that have
been likened to the rain forests of the
ocean; that reduces the ability of
plankton to form calcium carbonate,
reduces the ability of the ocean to ab-
sorb carbon and threatens the food
chain on which not just aquatic life,
but increasingly large numbers of peo-
ple around the world rely.

There are significant health con-
sequences as we look at the impact of
severe heat waves. We watched thou-
sands of people die in the Midwest, in
Europe, particularly in France, with
heat waves of just a few years ago. We
are quite certain, and the research is
clear, the models predict, and are, in
fact, proving to be the case that as
these intensify in magnitude and dura-
tion, we’re going to have further in-
creases in mortality and morbidity es-
pecially amongst the young, the frail,
the elderly and the poor.

We’re watching impacts on air qual-
ity, a tax on Americans now, dealing
with regional ozone pollution, res-
piratory infection, aggravation of asth-
ma and premature death.

These extreme weather events are
having, especially along the Gulf and
Atlantic coasts, severe events that
have intensity of precipitation that is
increasing the risk of flooding, greater
run-off and erosion, and the potential
for adverse water quality.

The people who are—increasing num-
bers of whom are who are subjected to
these problems of disease and injury to
floods, storms, droughts, and fires, this
is a real cost today and is one that is
going to increase in the future.

Madam Speaker, there are opportuni-
ties for us to be able to make a dif-
ference, restructuring our economy,
dealing with climate change, reducing
carbon pollution, in ways that will
make a fundamental difference in
terms of how America works. At a time
when our economy is in free fall, what
better opportunity for us to be able to
create economic opportunities at
home, new green jobs that can’t be ex-

H3821

ported, building a smart grid,
weatherizing homes, new jobs from ex-
porting green technology that we cre-
ate, and reducing the costs for Amer-
ican families through energy effi-
ciency. Remember, it is not the rate
but the bill at the end of the day.

We have an opportunity to increase
economic competitiveness with a more
efficient economy, and energy inde-
pendence means we can stop sending
our money overseas to people who
don’t like us.

Now, I see that I have been joined by
my colleague from New York. Mr.
TONKO has been a leader, both in terms
of the private sector position, and for
years in the New York Assembly before
he joined us in Congress. He chaired
relevant legislative committees deal-
ing with these issues.

And we’re honored to have him join
us this evening, and I would like to rec-
ognize him for his observations about
the opportunity as we move forward
with a new budget, dealing with oppor-
tunities to reduce carbon pollution and
usher in a new economic era.

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Congress-
man BLUMENAUER. And it is with great
interest that I join you because I lis-
tened to your commentary about the
important factors associated with this
transformation in our economy.

I think it is so important for us to
focus on the fact that as we grow
American power, as we grow energy
sources that are American produced,
we are creating American jobs for the
benefit of American working families.

So this is a totally American agenda
where we can grow that energy secu-
rity and advance great opportunities in
the workplace as we enhance our envi-
ronment and provide for sounder en-
ergy policy.

You know, I am reminded that over
the last 50 years, the major growth,
over Y2 of the growth of our Nation’s
GDP, is related to developing and
emerging technologies that were then
adopted into all sorts of institutional
outcomes.

That investment, that growth in our
GDP, explained by emerging tech-
nologies only required a 3 percent, on
average, investment in R&D; 3 percent
of our GDP was invested in R&D. So
when we think of that research and de-
velopment opportunity at that mere 3-
percent level, and to recognize that
that meant well over 2 of our growth
in the Nation’s GDP, that is a powerful
statement. Imagine what happens when
we are willing to invest a greater
amount into R&D.

I am tremendously encouraged by the
Obama administration because of its
embracing the important role that
science can play, treating science and
technology as vibrant components in
our comeback as an economy.

We also know that as we look at his-
tory, we can understand fully that it
was technology and reform and trans-
formation and innovation that pro-
duced the success stories here in this
country. As we moved from an internal
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combustion engine to the development
of electricity, we created an unprece-
dented amount of jobs. As we developed
the automobile, it created millions of
manufacturing jobs. And certainly mil-
lions more were employed by building
those power plants and dams and our
Nation’s electric grid.

So just as we moved into that era of
job creation and job enhancement and
technology advancements, think of the
green-power revolution that can really
transform how we address our econ-
omy. There can be no strong comeback
without our investment in energy. And
I think that’s what this is about:
American jobs producing American
power for America’s families.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Well, 1 appre-
ciate your sketching that vision of the
future with a look towards the past.
And if there was ever a time that the
American economy needs a little rebal-
ancing, it is now. We’re looking at a fi-
nancial services sector that is going to
be shrinking. I think we’ve seen the
consequence where there is a certain
amount of this economic growth, which
was a result of developing exotic finan-
cial products, having desk jockeys fig-
ure out new ways to charge fees, and
subprime loans, what happened with
predatory loan lending, and in some
cases, outrageous credit card practices.

Well, this is not arguably adding to
the store of national wealth. And what
you described was several instances in
our history where we were developing
and implementing new technology. We
were adding value to the economy, real
value to the American productivity.
The family had more tangible activi-
ties. And people were involved with
jobs that created value.

Well, we have seen study after study
that indicates precisely what you have
described is going to occur if we are
able to make that transition.

The State of California is already one
of the most energy efficient in the Na-
tion. In fact, if the entire United
States was as efficient on a per capita
basis as California was just a few years
ago, energy consumption in the United
States would be reduced 32 percent.

Well, one wonders, well, then Cali-
fornia may not have the economic up-
side of dealing with a cost-effective en-
ergy reduction. Well, that would be
wrong. California has analyzed the eco-
nomic impact of their plan to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels
in the course of about the next decade.
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That’s a 30 percent reduction from
business as usual emission levels pro-
jected for 2020, about 15 percent below
today’s level, and they found that the
economic benefits would increase eco-
nomic production overall for their
State $33 billion. It would increase
their gross State product $7 billion. It
would increase personal income—and
this is critical in terms of the savings
to individuals and increased earnings
from green jobs—$16 billion. On a per
capita basis, Californians would be
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ahead $200 each per year, and there
would be more than 100,000 new jobs.
Oh, and by the way, they calculate bil-
lions of dollars—between $4 and $5 bil-
lion—a year savings in health costs.

So I think what you have described,
we can see in a State like California
where there’s been extensive study,
that there’s an opportunity to really
realize that vision.

Mr. TONKO. Well, having come from
NYSERDA—you mentioned my role in
the New York State Assembly as en-
ergy chair for 15 years, but then I
moved over to NYSERDA, the New
York State Energy Research and De-
velopment Authority, where I served as
president and CEO. I saw firsthand that
research and development equaled eco-
nomic recovery. It provided many,
many opportunities to advance science
and technology and create jobs from
the trades on over to the inventor and
innovator, the engineering groups that
would design specific new products and
then deploy them where they were suc-
cess stories into the commercial sec-
tor.

I think that when we talk about
these opportunities we’re reminded of a
report that came out in 2005 from Na-
tional Academies and it was entitled,
Rising Above the Gathering Storm.
And let me just read the three basic
categories that they thought were of
the most meaningful path that Amer-
ica should follow: investment in basic
research; innovation as the path to re-
ducing our dependence on foreign oil;
and improving science, technology, en-
gineering, and math education.

Now, right there in a nutshell is a
major impetus to a new era of job cre-
ation. We can bring about a much more
vibrant outcome for the manufacturing
sector simply by retrofitting new en-
ergy innovation to that workplace,
providing for, if not cheaper, smarter
outcomes, which then wins at the glob-
al marketplace.

I think that our manufacturing sec-
tor can grow great potential with an
energy revolution, not only in the di-
rect impact of jobs created in that
arena, but the ripple effect that then
circulates into and impacts into many
of our sectors of the economy.

I looked at a project when I was still
in the State Assembly to work with
our dairy farms in upstate New York.
They were impacted by prices that sim-
ply were very marginal. They did not
give them much of a profit, if one at
all, and we needed to, in New York
State, look at ways to cut the costs of
milk production for our dairy farmers.

I thought, well, they’re dealing with
a perishable product, they have energy
costs that are sometimes difficult to
manage because they can’t deal with
peak and off peak necessarily, with
Mother Nature taking hold in their op-
erations. And so we worked on energy
retrofits with Cornell University, with
NYSERDA, with the local utility, and
with the farming community, with
farm representatives, the farm bureau.

We came up with programs in a dem-
onstration project that saved some-
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where between 30 and 40, if not greater,
percent in demand just in that setting
of our dairy farm operation. We then
moved to some 70 farms from the suc-
cess of that demonstration, and all
were very pleased with the outcome.

And without even adjusting the rate,
as you had made mention just earlier,
they paid much less for their bill be-
cause the demand was reduced signifi-
cantly, and they’re dealing again with
a perishable product that has a heating
and cooling process, that is a costly
one in terms of energy consumption.

So here we created a much stronger
outcome, and believe it or not, with
that more comfortable setting, that be-
cause of some of the fan work that had
been done to cool the barn and, again,
regulate the energy consumption, you
had a more comfortable setting for the
herd, and production per cow was
greater.

So all around it was a win-win-win
situation, and we were utilizing a
state-of-the-art, shelf-ready tech-
nology. Think of the many other appli-
cations that are out there looming that
we can then advance through resources
that come when we put together a sys-
tem that checks the pollution impact
on our environment and produces
through that, resources that grow jobs,
grow opportunities, grow discovery,
grow innovation, grow demand reduc-
tion, and then move forward to cre-
ating this all-American agenda that
impacts, finally, the American family
in very positive measure.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. That’s a very
impressive story, starting with reduc-
ing environmental pressures to right
through the food chain, production
chain, reducing costs, increasing pro-
ductivity. And I would assume that it
is also safe to say that there is a hid-
den advantage in the long term because
application of strategies like this re-
duce long-term demand.

Nothing is more costly for individual
consumers than having to go and make
massive capital investment for future
production capacity. The cheapest kil-
owatt is one that we don’t have to gen-
erate, and this would be an example
where you were saving future genera-
tions as well.

Mr. TONKO. And I hear you, Con-
gressman BLUMENAUER. I think that in
this country, beyond any other, with
consumption per person, energy de-
mand per person so high above the av-
erage, there is a greater bit of oppor-
tunity here than in any other world
Nation that is a manufacturing leader
in the world.

So we have with this gluttonous de-
pendency on petroleum-based, fossil
fuel-based economy of ours to move
forward aggressively, and just a simple
1 or 2 or 5 percent reduction in demand
is monumental coast to coast. And so
this is about job creation in a way that
grows significant jobs from all sectors.
From the blue collar and white collar
jobs of today, all can be transformed to
some degree to a green collar work en-
vironment.
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Just yesterday in Albany, New York,
at the State Education Department, a
subcommittee from the Science and
Technology Committee of this House,
headed by Chairman HINOJOSA, went to
Albany to conduct a hearing on im-
provements in the Workforce Invest-
ment Act. The reauthorization is be-
fore us as we speak. We’re looking at
how we can better improve that act
and also bring about today’s thinking
on green collar opportunities, green
collar opportunities in the energy
world.

And part of the witness table in-
cluded a representative from GE’s wind
division. They talked about the Fed-
eral Department of Energy’s forecast of
some 500,000 jobs in that industry that
will require those who are site man-
agers, site operational people, to those
who are wind technicians to be able to
learn the trades, learn the mainte-
nance and retrofitting and installation
opportunities and skills to bring about
this revolution of sorts. There will be
those, too, that are required to come
up with the next generation of equip-
ment that is, you know, today in the
labs percolating in a way that is just,
again, a revolution waiting to happen.

This is smart thinking. This is smart
policy. These are progressive measures
that then take this country into that
world leading status.

You know, as a kid I remember the
space race. I remember the Sputnik sit-
uation. We were competitive. We were
going to beat Russia to the punch. We
were going to make certain that we
landed a person on the Moon. That
came with a vision that was followed
up with a sense of policy, that drove us
with resource commitment. We have
that same opportunity today, a golden
opportunity made green in a way that
will spark this innovation economy,
that will transform a lot of the work
opportunities out there and provide the
bottom line benefits to American
working families.

I think the middle class Americans
who have just realized the largest in-
vestment in a tax cut in the Nation’s
history through the recent recovery
act will now stand yet another chapter
of gain here with this sort of thinking.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I love the phra-
seology, ‘‘a golden opportunity turned
green.” I think that is well-said, and
your analogy to the space race that we
had with the former Soviet Union I
think is a perfect analogy. It sparked a
birth of technology. It encouraged us
to invest in education in grade school,
high school and college and post-sec-
ondary. It was a spurt of innovation
that led to a whole host of new prod-
ucts and increased productivity.

And you rightly point out that we
are currently the largest consumer of
energy in the world on a per capita
basis. Sadly, we waste more energy
than any other country on the face of
the planet. It doesn’t have to be that
way, and in your State and mine, there
are people hard at work developing new
technologies and techniques to be able
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to essentially mine these energy sinks
that we have with old residential and
industrial buildings, wasteful prac-
tices, to be able to harvest the energy,
to be able to recycle it, to lower bills
and be able to have longer term pro-
ductivity. This new energy opportunity
seems to me to be unparalleled.

I want to just make one additional
observation about the fact that change
is coming. Now, there are some that
say, well, maybe we don’t want it in
this budget, maybe we are not ready
for cap-and-trade or a carbon tax or
facing up, as virtually every other de-
veloped country has done, and indeed
over 900 cities across the country de-
cided they weren’t going to wait for
the Bush administration. They were
going to be Kyoto compliant. They
were moving ahead with their own
plans, including mine in Portland, Or-
egon, where we reduced greenhouse gas
emissions for four consecutive years
and actually are almost Kyoto compli-
ant now.

Well, the Bush administration not
only turned its back on its global re-
sponsibilities by not only not ratifying
Kyoto and working with it, but not of-
fering an alternative, just basically
saying we’ll go our own way, we’ll ig-
nore it. They ignored the problem in
this country. The EPA administrator,
Johnson, was in the most effective wit-
ness protection program in history. I
think he appeared before one congres-
sional committee. I only saw him once
during his tenure, but they refused,
EPA under President Bush and Admin-
istrator Johnson, refused to accept
their responsibility under the Clean
Air Act. You know, the Massachusetts
Supreme Court case said don’t delay
further on dealing with tailpipe emis-
sions, don’t deny a decision to the
State of California to try and do some-
thing about it.

Well, the Obama administration un-
derstands that nonaction is not an op-
tion and that they are following the
law finally and dealing with the poten-
tial of regulating carbon emissions
under the Clean Air Act.

Well, I think if we took a census of
people in the business community,
they would rather that Congress
stepped up with a regulatory process,
whether it’s cap-and-trade or carbon
tax or some variation, so that they had
certainty and that we have a chance to
move forward rather than just doing it
in a regulatory process administra-
tively.

But one way or another, the head-in-
the-sand approach of the prior adminis-
tration and former congressional lead-
ership that was going to deny the re-
ality of global warming and our respon-
sibility is a thing of the past.
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The question is: How are we going to
do it and how soon will we move for-
ward so that we can reap the benefits
and avoid the consequences?

Mr. TONKO. Absolutely. I think the
strategy is one that will be produced in
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very thoughtful exchange here in the
House and in the Senate and working
with the administration.

I think the resources you talk about,
the garnering of resources, these can be
applied in so many measures. I saw
from my days in the assembly as En-
ergy Chair, to my time as NYSERDA
president, a huge sea change in think-
ing from even the business community,
where they came to NYSERDA looking
for opportunities for energy efficiency
installments into their operation. They
were hard hit by some of these eco-
nomic pressures.

When we think of it, it was an energy
crisis that kind of drove this economic
crisis. When gas prices were rising se-
verely, when petroleum prices were ris-
ing severely, when the cost of running
our factories and the cost of running
our workplaces and the cost of main-
taining our homes Kkept rising because
of those fuel costs, then people came
into an energy crunch. That drove this
economic recession that has been so
long and deep and now inherited by
this administration as we now struggle
with the Recovery Act to come forward
with a solution.

Doing nothing would have meant
what—>500,000 to 600,000 job losses per
month? So it took action—just like
this will take action. As the President
has said, energy reform is required for
our economic recovery. Health care re-
form is required for our economic re-
covery.

So this opportunity for energy re-
form, where we retrofit our factories
and provide for cheaper outcomes and
more efficient government, in partner-
ship with our private sector, making
certain that we embrace our intellec-
tual capacity, that is what this is all
about.

I saw what we could do just in hous-
ing stock alone with efficiency meas-
ures that range from weatherization to
home audits that produce all sorts of
insulation requirements and those
kinds of investments that, again,
produce jobs in our neighborhoods.

I saw what NYSERDA was doing
through Hudson Valley Community
College, one of the large community
colleges in the capital region of New
York State. They partnered with
NYSERDA. We set goals. We put pro-
grams together. We made certain re-
sources were there and then went for-
ward with training people that might
be construction management majors at
Hudson Valley Community College and
learning state-of-the-art PV and solar
application for rooftops.

Training the workforce of the future,
taking people through various work in-
centive programs, through our PIC—
our Private Industry Council, and mak-
ing certain they were connected to the
community college opportunity, train-
ing them at Hudson Valley as edu-
cators, then reaching out to other com-
munity colleges and creating that net-
work of trainer doing the work with
the future trainer. And all of them



H3824

then working with unemployed, under-
employed, people transition that need-
ed new skills developed that were high-
ly skilled in the workforce, addressing
our curricula in pre-K-12, addressing
the opportunities for matriculation at
our colleges and certification pro-
grams. All of this is very important to
building the human infrastructure that
then goes out there and becomes that
green energy team in all of our neigh-
borhoods, all of our States across the
Nation, making certain that we spark
that kind of job creation and dedica-
tion to a cause that has us reducing
our demand, that then has us pro-
ducing something other than a fossil-
based economy, and generating situa-
tions of power and energy needs that
do not pollute and add to our global
warming situation and to our carbon
footprint. All of that is a spectacular
outcome that is achievable with the
proper focus, laser-sharp focus, com-
mitment to resources, and advance-
ment in progressive policy.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Congressman
TONKO, we are fortunate to have your
15 years of committee leadership and
your work at NYSERDA to be able to
bring to bear in a practical sense how
we implement that vision. I could not
agree with you more. Frankly, I am ex-
cited that the American public under-
stands this.

Now there are those that try and dis-
tort what public opinion is, what the
public will or will not do. You have
given concrete examples in your State
of New York of how these pieces fit to-
gether. We find that more than 75 per-
cent of the Americans in Gallup’s an-
nual environmental poll for this year
say they are in favor of increased gov-
ernment financial support and incen-
tives to produce energy from alter-
native sources, while just 8 percent say
that government should do less. Thir-
teen percent said the government has
it right exactly.

The same survey showed that Ameri-
cans largely endorse government ef-
forts to increase alternative energy
production through the use of financial
support or incentives directly in line
with the stated objectives of this ad-
ministration.

Now these are majorities of Demo-
crats, 86 percent; Independents, 79 per-
cent; even Republicans, 63 percent, all
support these renewable energy invest-
ments like you describe.

I was also struck by a second poll of
over 2,000 Americans conducted by the
Yale Project on Climate Change and
the George Mason University Center
for Climate Change Communication
where they found that the American
public strongly supported a wide vari-
ety of climate change and energy poli-
cies.

Ninety-two percent supported more
funding for research on renewable en-
ergy sources such as solar and wind; 85
percent supported tax rebates for peo-
ple buying energy-efficient vehicles or
solar panels; 80 percent said the gov-
ernment should regulate carbon diox-
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ide as a pollutant; and 69 percent said
the United States should sign an inter-
national treaty that requires the
United States to cut its emissions of
carbon dioxide 90 percent by 2050, not
the 80 percent that we deal with.

And we find in the same survey a
large majority of Americans also sup-
ported policies that directly stated,
told the Americans that there would be
an economic cost. Seventy-nine per-
cent supported a 45-mile-per-gallon ef-
ficiency standard for cars, trucks, and
SUVs, even if it meant that a new vehi-
cle would cost $1,000 more to buy. Sev-
enty-two percent supported a require-
ment that electric utilities produce at
least 20 percent of their energy from
wind, solar, or renewable sources, even
if it cost the household $100 a year or
more.

Seventy-two percent supported gov-
ernment subsidies to replace old water
heaters, air conditioners, light bulbs,
and insulation, even if it cost the aver-
age household $ a month in higher
taxes. And 63 percent supported a spe-
cial fund to make buildings more en-
ergy efficient and teach Americans how
to reduce their energy use, even if that
added an extra $2.50 a month to their
electric bills. Finally, 67 percent said
the United States should reduce its
emissions of greenhouse gasses, regard-
less of what other countries do.

It seems to me this is pretty compel-
ling evidence that the American public
is starting to get it.

Mr. TONKO. Not only that, Congress-
man BLUMENAUER, I think with that in-
tensity that you just shared with us, it
tells me that that should push elected
representatives here in the House and
Senate to respond to their constituents
in a way that is thoughtful and pro-
gressive because that is the message 1
believe is imparted by such polling re-
sults.

People know that we have precious
little time to correct some of this. But
they also know that there’s a great
outcome. I believe the youngest gen-
erations in today’s society are going to
compel us to think outside the barrel.
I think they are going to push us and
say it’s time to think outside the bar-
rel and do things appropriately.

I will give you an example. Again, at
NYSERDA we got involved in a school
project across the State at several
schools. We would install solar systems
at the school to, A, ease the burden on
the property taxpayer; B, invest in the
children’s education so they could see
firsthand what was happening and to
inspire them; C, to inform the educator
to take the teaching staff and allow
them to incorporate into their class-
room activities the discussion of re-
newables, of solar, of the opportunities
to become independent—energy inde-
pendent.

What a remarkably successful pro-
gram. We need just to grow that. But,
again, it’s resources. States sometimes
are confined or restricted. If we have a
strong partnership with Federal Gov-
ernment, then we can do that
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multilayering of government to re-
spond in a way that advances this
stretched thinking to allow us again to
measure in green terms what the fu-
ture can be and to see that so many of
these opportunities are on that shelf,
ready to be applied, tells us that
there’s a great bit of opportunity out
there looming—looming large.

And so I think that polling statistics
and the data that are exchanged here
tell us that there’s a new day coming.
As we invest in this coming budget, I
believe you’re going to see a commit-
ment to a new world where we are that
energy-secure Nation. And as we grow
our energy security, I'm firmly con-
vinced we grow our national security.
Because our involvement, our depend-
ency on the Middle East, for instance,
for our supply of oil and petroleum
finds us depending on some of the most
troubled spots in the world that have
unstable governments, that then con-
trol our destiny for what is a basic
need out there—the energy to light and
heat our homes, to power our manufac-
turing centers, and our workplaces.

When we are dependent in such huge
measure on that sort of importation, it
only causes great concern and chal-
lenges us to think in these bolder
terms. And so I think we need to take
that energy palette and paint it in
bolder shades of green.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I love your ver-
biage, including ‘‘thinking outside the
barrel.” I think that is a very powerful
concept. I think you sketch the larger
challenge that we face. We are address-
ing with the President and with our
leadership in Congress a threat to our
planet, as you say—national security,
shipping lots of money to people who
don’t like us very much, financing both
sides of the war on terror; and, dealing
with fundamental restructuring of our
economy.

There aren’t very many times when
people in Congress—there have only
been less than 12,000 men and women
who have ever served in this body for
the entire history of the United States.
There are few times when there are
fundamental existential challenges to
our society, to our way of life. We are
in one of those moments right now
with the economy, with our national
security, and with the threat to the
planet.

As you have described, there is an op-
portunity now for the United States
Congress to lead. In a sense, part of it,
and I know from a little experience
with some of the civic leadership in the
State of New York—and it’s certainly
true in my home State of Oregon—that
there is leadership in the private sec-
tor, in churches, in synagogues, college
campuses, in businesses large and
small. People who are young, who are
of a real activist environmental bent,
but also people of the greatest genera-
tion, people who grew up in the Depres-
sion and World War II, who understand
about conservation, understand about
recycling, understand about working
together to meet challenges. We have a
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wide range of Americans that are al-
ready out there.

It will be interesting, in my judg-
ment, to see if Congress is able to exer-
cise the courage, the vision, and the
leadership to catch up with our con-
stituents.

Mr. TONKO. Let me tell you, part of
my congressional district includes
Schenectady, New York, dubbed ‘‘the
city that lights and hauls the world.”
They did locomotive manufacturing.
We are a center of innovation, with
names like Edison and Steinmetz.

So that Greatest Generation was in-
volved in the manufacturing end of
that thought process, that seed that
was planted, that invention that was
sparked in Schenectady, and they were
there manufacturing so that they could
light and haul the world.

So along that path of my district
where the Erie Canal gave birth to an
industrial revolution, where we in-
spired the westward movement, where
this necklace of communities called
mill towns emerged because of all of
the centers of invention and products
that were manufactured, this great
generation knows what happens when
you are at the front of the line where
you are the leader in the world. And
this is our chance to assume the lead-
ership mantel of a new century of
thinking. Just as we did over a century
ago to create some of these ways to ad-
dress energy needs, we are now at a
new juncture that can, again, produce
that passage that allows us to impact
the entire world with the developments
that we can inspire simply by commit-
ting resources, whoever it is as a na-
tion, whatever nation assumes that
leadership status—and someone will—
they’re going to control, I think, that
global setting. And it should be the
U.S.

We as a country not only have the
challenges placed before us in terms of
a tough economy that now we are
working to bring back, a tough job in-
herited by this President, but he is
doing a very thoughtful, remarkable
job with keen focus, and includes en-
ergy transformation as part of that
comeback.
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Not only are we challenged, but we
have that capacity, the intellectual ca-
pacity and the history of having been
pioneers, people who have taken that
leap of faith and who have seen science
and all sorts of experimental proce-
dures as a good thing.

This administration, this House’s
leadership through Speaker PELOSI and
the many chairs understand that we
have that capacity, and they are lead-
ing us in the right direction. I am con-
vinced.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Congressman
ToNKO, well said. I deeply appreciate
you joining me this evening.

We are going to have an opportunity
to deal with these issues tomorrow
with the budget markup and this next
week. And as we have committees mov-
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ing forward, as you say, moving in
these various directions, I look forward
to working with you and deeply appre-
ciate your reasoned voice and your ex-
perience. It is going to make our legis-
lation better.

Mr. TONKO. Well, I know you stand
for progressive policies in Oregon, and
you personify that very well. So it is a
pleasure to work with you in this
House, and we are going to go forward
and have a very innovative budget.

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

————
PRESIDENT OBAMA’S BUDGET
SPENDS TOO MUCH, IT TAXES

TOO MUCH, AND BORROWS TOO
MUCH; AND, THE GIFT OF LIFE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, 1
appreciate the privilege of being recog-
nized to address you here on the floor
of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, this Nation’s great delib-
erative body that we are.

I listened with interest to the gentle-
men who have made their presentation
in the previous hour, and I think back
as we start this discussion, this 60-
minute Special Order about what has
taken place in the country. And many
of us watched the President do his
press conference. I wouldn’t be very
surprised if President Obama has at
this point reached the threshold for
press conferences in his career that
would match that of Ronald Reagan’s.
Ronald Reagan didn’t believe in com-
ing before the American people a lot of
times in a row. That is clearly not the
case with President Obama, Madam
Speaker.

We are here dealing with a full-court
press across this Nation that seeks to,
as the President seeks to, sell his budg-
et to the American people. We have
watched the Congressional Budget Of-
fice come out with their estimates on
what this budget is going to cost. I
have watched the target move. I have
watched the irresponsibility of the
spending grow. And if you add up the
cumulative total of the money that has
been spent, taxpayers’ money borrowed
and spent, I don’t really know anybody
that has that full total. We need to put
it down here on the floor and ring it up
every day, just like you put the little
thermometer up when you have got a
fund-raising drive for a new library.
The only thing will be that there won’t
be any new libraries for our children
and grandchildren if we continue on
this path.

I recall, Madam Speaker, the Presi-
dent making a statement that, in order
to repair this economy, we need to con-
struct this multi-legged stool, and the
stimulus plan is only one leg of a
multi-legged stool. That is by his
words.

So I made the remark then that one
leg of a multi-legged stool that wasn’t
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a milking stool, that would be one leg.
It wasn’t a two-legged stool, I have
never seen one of those. There would be
no practical reason to have a two-
legged stool, it would fall over. And so
a three-legged stool, he would have
said so. But we know it is multi-legged.
So that is at least four, maybe more,
with the legs of this stool that he
would like to construct to solved our
economic crisis at a price tag per leg of
$1 trillion to $2 trillion each. And when
I said that a month or so ago, there
was a significant amount of criticism,
that I was exaggerating the President’s
budget.

Madam Speaker, I submit that, no,
now the Congressional Budget Office
has exceeded my exaggerated estimate
in their objective conservative esti-
mate of what this budget is going to
cost this country in debt, and cost the
American people.

As I listened to the press conference
today, I have been familiar with the
term that was trotted at nearly every
press conference, of which there have
been many, and there are two things
we can’t get a total on: How much
money is being spent, and how many
press conferences we have had that set
policy for this economy. But I have
gotten used to the term that the Presi-
dent had inherited a $1 trillion debt
from his predecessor.

Madam Speaker, I point out that no
President inherits a debt from his pred-
ecessor President. A President can’t
spend any money. A President can’t
initiate any spending. In fact, a Sen-
ator can’t initiate spending. It has got
to be initiated, by Constitution, right
here in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives.

That budget, that spending, that def-
icit for the 110th Congress and the def-
icit coming into the 111th Congress,
that is the Pelosi debt, the Pelosi def-
icit. That is the money that was appro-
priated by this Congress that estab-
lished much of the debt that was inher-
ited by the 111th Congress that would
be administered by the Executive
Branch, which would be the President
of the United States. His job is to carry
out the policies we set and take care to
enforce the laws with due diligence.
But his statement has been he inher-
ited a $1 trillion debt. Today we have
another milestone I hadn’t heard be-
fore, Madam Speaker; and that is, now
he has inherited a $1.3 trillion debt.

So the inheritance is growing for the
President, but it is shrinking for our
grandchildren, unless we consider that
they are inheriting debt, as well, and
the burden of supporting this govern-
ment and taking it out of duly-earned
profits in future, future years, without
a prospect of being able to pay for this,
without a plan to come out of it.

And the argument that if we just do
something to establish socialized medi-
cine, that will solve our economic prob-
lems? I cannot connect the dots on
that kind of a statement, Madam
Speaker, and it concerns me a great
deal.
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So the inherited debt, which is not
inherited from his predecessor the
President, President Bush, but it is
debt that is inherited from the 110th
Congress and previous Congresses, has
grown to $1.3 trillion. But the debt the
American people inherit out of this is
over $8 trillion, perhaps over $10 tril-
lion. And we are still configuring and
constructing more legs of this multi-
legged stool that is supposed to bring
us out of this economic crisis.

I listened as that language unfolded,
and you have to listen very carefully to
understand the meaning of the Presi-
dent’s words. It is usually an artful job
of crafting this ambiguity of language,
this ambiguity of language that allows
me to pull out of it the meaning that I
want to know and hear, and allows
someone, my ideological opposite, to
draw an opposite meaning from the
same words and the same phrase. There
are a lot of different ways to describe
it. I am going to be generous and call
it a classical ambiguity style. And I
find myself sometimes turning down
the volume and waiting for the news-
paper the next day, because you really
have to parse all this language and
analyze it, and it is hard for me to find
time for that. But some of this lan-
guage is more clear than others.

I intend to take up the issue in a mo-
ment of the President’s appointment to
the Office of Legal Counsel, but prior
to doing so I think it would be appro-
priate to transition into the economic
circumstances, and recognize the gen-
tlelady from Minnesota for so much
time as she may consume to talk about
whatever it be on her mind.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I thank the gen-
tleman from Iowa, also known as the
Stunning STEVE KING of Iowa, as stated
by national political commentators,
who certainly know what they are
talking about. STEVE KING is one of our
stalwart patriots who is here on the
floor fighting on behalf of the Amer-
ican people.

And while we are here tonight to talk
about several subjects, we can’t avoid
the first subject that is on the table. It
is the fact that under President
Obama’s budget that he has put for-
ward, President Obama’s budget simply
spends too much, it taxes too much,
and it certainly borrows too much.

We are very concerned about the ex-
cessive spending that is contained in
this bill. It is $3.9 trillion. That is al-
most $4 trillion in spending under this
budget deficit. This is an historical
Presidency, historical for the amount
of spending that is occurring under this
President, $3.9 trillion.

Not only is that a huge amount of
money just for spending and just for
taxing; we know that just the energy
tax alone that the President is putting
in his budget is $2 trillion in spending.
The President’s aides just came out
within this last week and said that it is
not $646 billion, as we thought, it is
nearly $2 trillion. That means for peo-
ple in Minnesota, for people that are
watching this evening, Madam Speak-
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er, we are looking at perhaps an addi-
tional $4,000 per year out of the gate
that every American household will see
in increased taxes for energy. $4,000 a
yvear in increased taxes. Who can afford
that right now, when 401(k)s are down,
when the value of houses are down,
when jobs are on the line? We can’t af-
ford that, Madam Speaker. The Presi-
dent surely must know that.

But, borrowing too much. Represent-
ative STEVE KING talked about the
massive borrowing that is coming from
under our President’s budget. This is
what is remarkable. President Obama
is borrowing so much of your tax
money, Madam Speaker, of the Amer-
ican people’s money, that literally
President Obama’s debt will be more
than all previous Presidents combined.

Madam Speaker, you heard me cor-
rectly. From George Washington
through George W. Bush, the 43rd
President, you can add up the debt
level of every one of those Presidents.
And day after day after day we hear
President Obama blaming the previous
administration for the current situa-
tion he is in; but President Obama will
lay so much debt on the backs of the
American people that it will trump all
43 Presidents combined. That is his-
toric.

Take a look. These are the figures
that are put out, this is the Office of
Management and Budget, and these are
the figures that the President himself
points to. The figures here on the left
are the figures for debt prior to Presi-
dent Obama coming into office. These
figures on the right are the debt
amount that President Obama by his
own figures say will be accumulated,
$20 trillion in debt by President
Obama’s own figures.

As a matter of fact, the Congres-
sional Budget Office came out and said
so rosy were the President’s figures
that he undercounted his debt by $2.3
trillion. He has rosy estimates of how
great the economy is going to grow,
and he has very conservative estimates
on how high his debt will grow. We are
concerned, we are very concerned
about what the future debt load will be
on the American people.

I am often reminded of the Founders;
and Representative STEVE KING and I
stand here tonight in this chamber,
Madam Speaker. Together with your-
self, we are literally standing on the
shoulders of the Founders of this great
country are. And it was the Founders
of our country, as we look through the
rearview mirror of history, who very
clearly made it known that our govern-
ment was to be a Constitutional gov-
ernment formed on limited government
principles. And the day that the
Founders signed the Constitution, they
also signed the first ten amendments
to that Constitution; and those ten
amendments were given as a gift, a
protection to the individual American.
Why? Because our Founders were so
concerned about the abuse of taxing
authority of their mother country,
Great Britain. They were so concerned
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about that abuse of a taxing authority
that they said to the American people
in the first ten amendments: We want
you to know that your Federal Govern-
ment will be limited in its power. And
in the tenth amendment, they specifi-
cally said: These limited powers that
we are giving to the Federal Govern-
ment are all the Federal Government
will have. Every other power that there
is will be given back to the States. We,
the Federal Government, won’t hold
that power. We give it back to the
States.

This is very important to realize, be-
cause our President doesn’t seem to see
it that way, Madam Speaker. Our
President seems to think that the time
and energy and productive years be-
longs to Uncle Sam and not to the indi-
vidual. That is a completely different
way of looking at the world than what
our Founders viewed.

This evening, Madam Speaker, Rep-
resentative KING wants to turn the sub-
ject now to talking about the gift of
life, the gift of human life; the issue
that our framers talked about in the
Declaration of Independence when they
called out for inalienable rights and
said that we, Americans, were created
by a God; that our creator God created
us. He gave us inalienable rights,
rights that only God can give, rights
that no government confer nor can any
government take away. That, among
those rights are life, liberty, freedom,
and the pursuit of happiness.

Tonight, I know that is what Rep-
resentative STEVE KING wants to speak
about, Madam Speaker. He wants to
speak about that cherished gift enun-
ciated in the Declaration of Independ-
ence, the right to life, and why we are
so genuinely concerned about the nom-
ination to the Office of Legal Counsel
that President Obama is making and

the individual that Representative
KiING will be speaking of.
] 2130

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my
time, I thank the gentlelady from Min-
nesota for the eloquent presentation on
the economic side of this thing and the
very smooth transition into the life
side. And this is an important issue
that sits before this Congress.

Before I go to that issue, I would
comment that in looking at the chart
of the debt and the cumulative effect of
the debt of President Obama’s debt
compared to the sum total of all the
previous administrations, Congress has
started, the President signed the ap-
propriations bills, there is another sta-
tistic that I saw that was a calculation
from the Congressional Budget Office
that took this debt in the budget that
has been proposed by President Obama
and lays it out into the future. The
greatest share of our gross domestic
product that we have had as debt in a
budget was 1945, right at the end of
World War II. And this Obama budget
projects to be not 100 percent of gross
domestic product, but twice as high,
200 percent of gross domestic product is
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the calculation that comes from num-
bers produced by the Congressional
Budget Office.

Madam Speaker, I point out another
component of this, that yesterday
there was a plan that was rolled out
that was played off of former Secretary
of the Treasury Henry Paulson, who ar-
gued that he should have $700 billion to
pick up toxic assets from the lending
institutions, and that proposal was
rolled out yesterday. And here is how
this calculates, and that is that the
Federal Government—and I want to
make this point, Madam Speaker, be-
fore we move on, because I think it is
so essentially important that we all
understand what is taking place in this
country with the nationalization of
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, reaching
into the auto makers with the partial
nationalization that is going on there,
the nationalization of AIG. The tax-
payers own 80 percent of the shares of
AIG. They are not worth a lot, but tax-
payers own 80 percent of them. We have
a big investment in Citigroup. And as
the Federal Government swallows up
financial institution after financial in-
stitution, now this administration
reaches in to the mortgages them-
selves, into institutional investors and
individual investors, perhaps, to deal
with these toxic mortgages.

Now I have argued, and Congress-
woman MICHELE BACHMANN and I have
signed on to a piece of legislation last
fall and argued that we should use pri-
vate capital to solve this problem with
the toxic debt that exists, the toxic
mortgages that are out there, those
mortgages that aren’t performing and
that are going in the tank. It is always
preferable in a free-enterprise kind of
an economy to have private-sector cap-
ital come in and rescue.

The rescue fund, the rescue act was a
piece of legislation that I introduced
that we are original cosponsors of, and
one of the things that it does to put
private capital into this very thing,
these kind of mortgages. It would sus-
pend capital gains taxes on rescue cap-
ital that would come in to pick up the
toxic debt. Each time that we have
pushed out into the middle of the table
the argument that we should be either
suspending or eliminating capital gains
taxes so that investors could come in
and pick up these toxic mortgages, and
then if they yield a profit, let them
keep the profit tax-free, they will rein-
vest those dollars and pay taxes on
their capital at a later date, Madam
Speaker, but we can’t get that simple
idea of suspending taxes on capital
gains to stay on the negotiating table
any longer than it takes Chairman
FRANK’s back of the hand to sweep it
off.

Why? Why would the most logical
proposal that can be devised, and the
simplest one at that, that brings free-
market solutions and private-sector in-
vestor capital that is looking for a
place to go, why would it not be part of
the plan to resolve this economic
downward spiral that we are in? I will
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submit it is because the people that are
in charge of devising the plan don’t
really believe in the free markets. If
they did, they would want investors to
come in.

So the White House has proposed a
plan that would partner up the Federal
Government, the White House and the
taxpayers with private sector invest-
ment. Now I'm saying that we could
get trillions of dollars of private in-
vestment to come in and pick up this
toxic debt. You don’t want to buy it at
any more than the market price is.
There is no reason to overpay for it.
But you want to take it off the books
of the banks and the lenders and let
them move on and heal up. So here is
the proposal, and it works out to be
like this. If an investor wants to put $1
down on the table to invest in these
toxic debts that we are not supposed to
call “toxic” anymore, these mortgage-
backed securities, that investor can lay
$1 down, and the Federal Government
will lay $1 down, and then the Federal
Government will guarantee another $12
worth of debt. So, if I'm an individual
investor, and I can come up with $1,
that means the Federal Government
puts another $1 in cash up to match it,
and then they guarantee the loan on
the balance of that, another $12, so we
have got a $14 investment here. Thir-
teen of the $14 are guaranteed by the
Federal Government. The risk for the
investor is $1 out of $14, 7 percent of
the whole. The Federal Government’s
risk is 93 percent of the whole, and if
this thing goes down, if it washes out,
we are, as taxpayers, holding the bag
for 93 percent of the loss. And the re-
sult—oh, wait a minute. What happens
to the profit, Madam Speaker? Well,
the profits are shared 50/50 between the
Federal Government, the taxpayers
and the investor.

So if I can come out and put $1 down
and somebody else will guarantee or
put down $13, and out of that whole $14
worth of investment I'm going to get
half of the return off of my 7 percent
investment, and the Federal Govern-
ment gets half of the return off of their
93 percent of their investment, I think
you know what has happened here.
They have rejected the idea that we
should just not tax the profits, and in-
stead, in the lust for sharing in the
profits themselves and expanding the
role of the Federal Government, they
have rejected a free-market solution
and come up with a Big Government
solution that buys the Federal Govern-
ment in in a big way with no way back
out again and not even a respectable
platitude that would give us a way to
define it out of the ambiguity of the
language that that is what is going to
happen.

Mrs. BACHMANN. If the gentleman
would yield, what we have seen tran-
spire is nothing short of historic. We
have seen, since last year, the Federal
Government become the bank of first
resort and the bank of last resort. We
have seen the Federal Government na-
tionalize banks. We have seen the Fed-
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eral Government step into insurance
agencies, become the insurer of first
resort and become the insurer of last
resort and nationalize the largest in-
surance company in the United States,
AlG.

And now what are we seeing in the
Treasury Secretary’s proposal that was
just given out yesterday, or maybe it
was the evening before that, is this:
Now the Federal Government will be-
come a hedge fund. That is essentially
what we are looking at. The Federal
Government will become a hedge fund.
The only thing is that we will have
toxic assets in the hedge fund.

How does this work? Again, the tax-
payer, John Taxpayer becomes the
chump that is holding the bag in all of
this. Again, it is the taxpayer that is
the forgotten man. Because once again,
the Federal Government thinks that
the taxpayer is good enough to have to
pony up the money for all of these
ideas that seem to come out that have
a lot more to do with centralized gov-
ernment planning and very little to do
resembling free-market capitalism.

We are lurching. We are lurching,
Madam Speaker, away from free-mar-
ket capitalism when you come to the
point where the Federal Government
now decides to throw the dice and be-
come a hedge fund and the taxpayer is
the one who is there for all of the loss
but not for the gain. I yield back.

Mr. KING of Iowa. If the gentlelady
will yield for a question.

It just occurs to me as you speak of
this, let’s presume that you had $1 mil-
lion to invest. And you had been look-
ing at a bundle of these mortgage-
backed securities with the idea that
you could go in and buy up this bundle
with $1 million in investment and then
manage them in such a way that you
could get your money back out and
make a profit. It would be a good thing
for our economy. It would be a good
thing for the investment in that cap-
ital.

Now, if you’re ready to invest that $1
million in buying up a bundle of mort-
gage-backed securities, how would you
be able to compete with someone who
also had $1 million and who had $12
million from the Federal Government,
between them then $13 million, to
match up against your $1 million?
What happens to the free market in
this? And how does someone who
doesn’t want to participate and make
an investment like that in direct com-
petition with the Federal Government,
how do they possibly find a profit? How
can they compete?

Mrs. BACHMANN. Exactly. And we
haven’t got the question answered yet.
It appears that only large institutional
investors, a Goldman Sachs or someone
like that, will be able to get in on these
sweetheart deals. I don’t know too
many Joe Averages that will be able to
buy into this great deal.

So think of it this way in your exam-
ple: You have $1 million worth of mort-
gage-backed securities. How much skin
in the game would this private investor
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have? Again, public-private? Public is
$950,000 worth of Federal tax money to
$50,000 worth of investment from the
private person. But yet what if the
yield is positive? For a $50,000 invest-
ment, you could have a $500,000 gain.
That is pretty amazing. Whereas the
Federal Government would be losing 95
percent, and there is nothing to lose
when it comes to the private investor.

Mr. KING of Iowa. And reclaiming
my time, the gentlelady mentions the
institutional investors. And we have
also watched the institutions on Wall
Street such as Goldman Sachs, AIG,
Citigroup and let me see, Lehman
Brothers, and Merrill Lynch. The list
goes on and on. It occurs to me that
some of the same names and faces are
inside the room when these decisions
are made over and over again.

I think back to AIG, and the situa-
tion that flowed across this floor that
would go back and back tax those re-
tention bonuses that were paid to the
executives. Who makes that decision?
Who had the opportunity to say ‘“‘no’’?
Some of the same people that are con-
figuring this program now. It looks
like it is designed for the institutional
investors.

Mrs. BACHMANN. And if the gen-
tleman would yield on AIG, let’s not
forget what AIG was. Once the Amer-
ican Government came in and federal-
ized AIG, AIG was essentially a pass-
through entity, meaning Federal tax
dollars passed through AIG, went di-
rectly to Europe and made whole for-
eign investors. So this is what the tax-
payer was paying for. The taxpayer
gave money to bail out foreign inves-
tors.

My question is, foreign investors
were made whole 100 percent across the
board. Goldman Sachs—and I'm not
trying to pick on them—but they were
made whole $13 billion, 100 percent. My
question, Madam Speaker, is will the
American taxpayer be made whole 100
percent? And when will they be made
whole, if ever?

Mr. KING of Iowa. We know that
there won’t be any opportunity for the
American taxpayers to be made whole.

And I’'m asking for the taxpayers to
wake up. Take on this personal respon-
sibility. Get out the tea bags. The
American people can come together
and say, enough is more than enough.
This is too much. And it is time to put
the brakes on this.

Mrs. BACHMANN. If there is one
final thing I can add to the gentle-
man’s remarks. It was amazing this
afternoon. President Obama had made
a statement when he was with the
prime minister of Australia. And he
was asking Congress to give more
power to the Treasury Secretary. As if
they don’t have enough already, he
wants more power to the Treasury Sec-
retary, which means more power for
himself, because the Treasury Sec-
retary represents the President.

He wants more power for what? So
that if a private corporation becomes
in trouble—we are not talking about a
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bank now. We are talking about a pri-
vate corporation that becomes in trou-
ble, he wants the Treasury Secretary
to have unilateral authority, on his
own decision, to walk into a private
business and essentially nationalize it,
take it over and reorganize.

I'll tell you what. If investors are
worried now about the Federal Govern-
ment coming in, opening up private
compensation contracts and deciding
to lower the amount of the wage value,
you ain’t seen nothing yet. Because the
Federal Government is going to come
in with its Marxist view of economics
and make a decision about who is al-
lowed to make what wage based upon
what government thinks. This is one of
the scariest ideas to come down the
pike.

Mr. KING of Iowa. As I reflect on
your discussion about this attitude
about the Federal Government decid-
ing what executives should be paid,
what businesses are viable and which
ones should be nationalized, I recall
there is a fine and stellar company
that is domiciled in Minnesota that
had one of their pieces of their invest-
ment that was nationalized. It was a
rice processing plant in Venezuela. A
Hugo Chavez move, that took over a
rice plant in Cargill in Venezuela. And
this is a pattern. I think if you would
read the story about that and then
bring it back and just change the
names, the places and the dates, put
some American companies in there, I
don’t think you could discern the dif-
ference between the specter of what is
hanging out for the American busi-
nesses that is coming out of the White
House and what has actually happened
to Cargill in Venezuela.

Mrs. BACHMANN. And we also have
a great institution in Minnesota, a
great bank, Twin City Federal. Twin
City Federal took some of the TARP
money, some of the Federal bailout
money. They did so because they felt if
they didn’t they would appear weak be-
cause the money was supposed to be
only given to strong banks. Twin City
Federal made the remarkable move
about 1 month ago to return the TARP
money. And people didn’t know if a
bank even had that ability to return
the money. But they said they wanted
to. They wanted nothing to do with
TARP.

I think now they are very happy that
they got out of that program now that
they see the Federal Government has
no hesitation to step into a company
and now go in and renegotiate the wage
contracts between upper management
and high-end employees.
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Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tlelady. And it occurs to me that at
some point, that the NBA, the profes-
sional baseball leagues, the NFL, hock-
ey players all are going to eventually
come under this scrutiny, and maybe
even the Hollywood actors and ac-
tresses. If there is something that you
can dictate what it is, the wages and
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benefits of executives in private busi-
ness, then there is no line by which you
wouldn’t cross to tell anybody in
America what they could or couldn’t
make.

Mrs. BACHMANN. And it makes me
wonder if we will have politically cor-
rect wage decisions that will be made.
For instance, if you are an executive at
a wind-powered plant, is it okay for
you to make $800,000 a year; but if you
are the president of an oil company, we
don’t like you so you are only going to
make $60,000 a year. You wonder what
kind of decisions are coming down the
road.

And again, this has nothing to do
with free market capitalism or getting
our country back in order. This has ev-
erything to do with the banana repub-
lic and bringing our country’s finances
down the road to bankruptcy.

I yield back.

Mr. KING of Iowa. And the point that
is being made, the undercurrent of this
point that is being made is what the
gentlelady from Minnesota made at the
beginning of this hour, and that is, get-
ting to the foundational principles of
life, liberty and the pursuit of happi-
ness, these rights that come from God
that are clearly articulated in the Dec-
laration of Independence and flow
through the Constitution that are part
and parcel of our law and our culture
and rooted in biblical values. These are
the things that have made this a great
Nation, along with property rights and
free market capitalism, the rule of law,
which is God’s law transferred into this
country. And so today it brings us to
this point, this point of the subject of
the law itself and how it is interpreted,
how the Constitution is interpreted,
the profound constitutional questions
and how the laws that are written
within the parameters of the Constitu-
tion are interpreted, and how the
President himself is advised by the Of-
fice of Legal Counsel. And I will submit
that the President’s appointment to
the Office of Legal Counsel is one of
the most important appointments that
is ever made. And it is an appointment
that, according to the Newsweek maga-
zine, the Office of Legal Counsel is the
most important government office you
have never heard of. This is the job
that advises the President and other
branches of government on all con-
stitutional questions, evaluates execu-
tive orders as to their constitu-
tionality and anything that might
come before the President for a signa-
ture, a piece of legislation that would
come out of here, for example, Madam
Speaker, that is also something that
would come under the purview of the
Office of Legal Counsel.

The President issued, he rescinded
the Mexico City Policy on January 23rd
of this year, and that Mexico City Pol-
icy is a policy that prohibited Federal
dollars, our tax dollars, yours and mine
and everybody across this country,
from being used to fund abortions over-
seas. That is the Mexico City Policy. I
think the President wanted to issue his
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Executive order on January 22, the an-
niversary of Roe v. Wade, but out of re-
spect for the hundreds of thousands of
Americans that poured into this city to
make their case about the protection
of innocent unborn human life, I think
out of the fear of backlash, plus he was
a little busy signing his Executive
order that closes Gitmo a year to the
day, it will be on the anniversary of
Roe v. Wade on 2010. But on January 23,
the next day, he issued the Executive
order that rescinded the Mexico City
Policy, opened up the door to compel
American taxpayers to fund abortions
in foreign countries, under the guise of
what shall we call it, population con-
trol, reproductive rights.

And then, on top of that, we have the
appointment of Dawn Johnson to the
Office of Legal Counsel to advise the
President on executive orders, con-
stitutional questions, and someone who
comes to this job with a real track
record, a track record of a built-in bias
as an assistant to the Office of Legal
Counsel, under President Clinton, and
someone who has made a whole series
of outrageous statements, mostly that
have come in conjunction with her
doing her job as a legal counsel herself.
So these are not, this is not talk that
is coming along in the coffee shop. This
is language that flows out of legal
briefs that she has written.

Mrs. BACHMANN. And if we could
just speak a little bit more about the
importance of this office, the Office of
Legal Counsel. The gentleman had
quoted from Newsweek magazine.
Newsweek went on to say that this role
as Office of Legal Counsel acts as a
kind of mini Supreme Court. This of-
fice is the President’s legal counsel, for
all practical purposes. They issue opin-
ions, much like judicial opinions, kind
of a mini Supreme Court. Newsweek
went on to say its carefully worded
opinions are regarded as binding prece-
dent, as final say on what the Presi-
dent and all his agencies can and can-
not legally do. I can’t think of a more
important office to whisper into the
President’s ear about where the Presi-
dent will come down and stand on
issues.

The other thing to recognize, the Of-
fice of Legal Counsel is a training
ground, so to speak, for future Su-
preme Court justices. This individual
that the President has nominated for
this position, previous occupants were
Antonin Scalia, William Rehnquist.
This is very important that we know
who this person is that will be whis-
pering in the President’s ear.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my
time. I thank the gentlelady for that
further clarification of the Office of
Legal Counsel, the most important
government office that most have
never heard of, Madam Speaker. And
so, as we saw this appointment be
made, and looked through some of the
documentation of Dawn Johnson, we
put together a letter to the President.
And this letter is dated March 24 of
this year. And there are 62 cosigners on
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here, both of us, MICHELE BACHMANN
and myself included. And it addresses a
letter to the President and it says, es-
sentially, Mr. President you stated
when you rescinded the Mexico City
policy, that no matter what our views,
we are united in our determination—
and this is a continuing quote—to pre-
vent unintended pregnancies, reduce
the need for abortion, and support
women and families and the choices
they make. I will just close that quote
there.

If it is your intent, Mr. President,
that we really reach for those kind of
goals, and another component of that
statement, we must work to find com-
mon ground. Close quote.

I hope the President picks up on this.
There is no way to find common
ground with an individual who holds
such utterly biased views. And this is,
in my judgment, one of them.

And this is a quote from Dawn John-
son, and the notion of legal restrictions
as some Kkind of a reasonable com-
promise, perhaps to help make abor-
tions safe, legal and rare, which is a
statement that has come out of a many
leading Democrats, including Hillary
Clinton. This proves to be nonsensical
in her view. And I think it is the rare
part that she objects so much too. And
she goes on to quote in a different loca-
tion, progressives must not portray all
abortions as tragedies. Absent unfore-
seen technological and medical
changes, abortion is unlikely to be-
come truly rare, and certainly not non-
existent.

In other words, this is a rejection of
the position, the most, I will say the
most friendly position that I get from
people that do not support the protec-
tion of innocent unborn human life. At
least they will concede that there is a
moral abhorrence to it, and it should
be minimized if they aren’t willing to
eliminate. And that was something
that Hillary Clinton said. But this
statement by Dawn Johnson, I think,
makes it clear, Madam Speaker, that
she says that abortion will never be
rare and safe, legal and rare, as a mat-
ter of fact. It will not be. And that just
opens up the door to further dialog on
this particular issue. There are many
issues that I would object to. But I
focus this on the abortion side.

And another one of these statements
that we carry to the President is this:
And this, Madam Speaker, is among
the most offensive statements that the
American people are asked to accept as
part and parcel of the package that you
get when the President appoints some-
one to be, to head of the Office of Liegal
Counsel who carries this kind of a bias
against the people who stand up for in-
nocent human life. And this is her
statement on abortion regulation. The
State has conscripted her body for its
own ends because the State has an in-
terest in babies being born. If a State is
not interested in that, you will see a
civilization ultimately die. So she
goes, recognizing a compelling State
interest in protecting the fetus would
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provide States with an open-ended invi-
tation to force pregnant women to act
in whatever ways the State determined
were optimal for the fetus, thereby,
and I pay attention to this, thereby re-
ducing pregnant women to no more
than fetal containers. That is a remark
of contempt towards mothers, toward
the cherished role that they have in
bringing these young children to birth
and nurturing them with all the love
they possibly can. It is offensive to me
to think that someone has called my
mother a fetal container.

Mrs. BACHMANN. If I could add to
the gentleman’s remarks. I think that
the other thing that is glaring in this
statement by Ms. Johnson is the fact
that she said, recognizing a compelling
State interest in protecting the fetus. I
would just like to remind her that the
State is not only interested in pro-
tecting the fetus, the State is also in-
terested in protecting the woman.
Many States all across the TUnited
States of America have laws known as
women’s right to know because there is
an intention that women who are abor-
tion-minded know what the con-
sequence of that decision will mean.
Many women become infertile for life.
Once they have an abortion they can
never bear another child after that.
And many women don’t know what the
consequences of an early abortion will
be. That is a violent act. An abortion is
a violent act to a woman’s body.

Also, women have tremendous emo-
tional pain that they may deal with,
not just for an afternoon, or not just
for a weekend, they may, for the next
10 years, suffer with depression and all
manner of disorders that they may
have to deal with emotionally for years
and years because they didn’t fully
comprehend the consequences of their
decision.

And while women should never be
viewed as fetal containers—I have
never heard any more crass language in
my life than the imagery that Dawn
Johnson brought up—it is also true
that babies are more than a product of
tissue. Babies are a gift. Just as women
are a gift, babies are a gift. Human life
is to be cherished, not discarded.

Mr. KING of Iowa. And reclaiming
my time from the gentlelady from Min-
nesota who has lived her life in dem-
onstration to that commitment to life,
your own children and the numbers of
foster children that you have nurtured,
you are the woman that lives in Min-
nesota and had so many children but
always knew what to do. And I have
not quite figured out how to put that
into the proper alliteration, but that is
the concept.

Mrs. BACHMANN. We had great kids,
Representative KING. That’s how we
did it, and a great husband.

Mr. KING of Iowa. It definitely helps
to have a good husband. I remind my
wife of that, and I appreciate that com-
ment.

Going back to this, as you men-
tioned, it was the Office of Legal Coun-
sel is a perfect position to whisper
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things into the ears of the President,
to get the President’s attention, to be
on his agenda, to make legal argu-
ments, to make arguments that are
going to help him rationalize and set
the policy, a policy like the Mexico
City.

Mrs. BACHMANN. And to help him
make his statements for him because
these are written statements that be-
come binding precedent within the
President’s office. This is an amazing
amount of power.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Written state-
ments with binding precedent, and the
ability to write that into statements or
whisper into the President’s ear fetal
containers, Mr. President.

Mrs. BACHMANN. It also binds the
administrative agencies. So this has
power throughout the entire Presi-
dential administration. Every agency,
every department would be bound by
these statements.

Mr. KING of Iowa. And it would limit
the ability of each of the agencies to
react to the very policy that this Con-
gress has established, this Congress
might establish. And this kind of pejo-
rative language has no place in law.
And it has no place in the dialog of
America. It has no place in families
and humanity, has no place in nur-
turing little children, and it has no
place in taking care of the mothers,
the brothers and the sisters with the
idea that a fetal container, that re-
duces the unborn child, that innocent
little baby, to being a term that hardly
makes it as a medical term.

These aren’t the only comments that
have been made by Dawn Johnson. I
just picked them up as they come
along. There is quite a stack here. And
I don’t know if I will get through them
all, Madam Speaker, but here is one
that is also indicative of a similar kind
of language in the previous quote
where Dawn Johnson, again, the Presi-
dent’s appointee to head up the Office
of Legal Counsel, the argument says
the argument that women who become
pregnant have in some sense consented
to the pregnancy belies reality. I would
like to think that most women who are
mothers have consented to the preg-
nancy. Not all, but most. The large
number of women who never receive
proper information about contracep-
tion and others who are the inevitable
losers in the contraception lottery, no
more consent to pregnancy than pedes-
trians consent to being struck by
drunk drivers. Pregnant mothers
equivalent to being struck by drunk
drivers when they become pregnant?
That reduces this thing down into an
act of almost negligent violence, if not
willful violence. I think it is an act of
love.
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Mrs. BACHMANN. It almost seems
contrary to feminism because femi-
nism empowers women and believes
that women have the capability to give
consent, informed consent. The way
that this is written by Dawn Johnson,
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it appears that she is saying that
women are without capacity to give
consent even in an area of becoming
pregnant.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my
time, even when they make that deci-
sion themselves.

I as a new grandfather myself 3
weeks ago today, I think of those chil-
dren who are loved and wanted and
planned and of those families who are
not able to have children and who are
lined up to adopt children who might
become available. There are many
more families in this country who are
waiting for a child to come along who
they can adopt and nurture into the
bosom of their family and raise as one
of their own than there are unwanted
children in this country.

Mrs. BACHMANN. And if I could just
correct the gentleman, my opinion is
that every child is a wanted child. That
is one of Planned Parenthood’s trade-
marks that, I believe, is one of the big-
gest myths that has been perpetrated
in the last 40 years—every child a
wanted child——

Mr. KING of Iowa. By God.

Mrs. BACHMANN. As if there are un-
wanted children. Every child is a want-
ed child.

I can attest to the fact that there are
open arms for every child who is born.
If a child is considered less than per-
fect, has a physical or a mental dis-
ability, there are homes all across the
United States that are begging and
pleading and waiting for a child. None
of us can ever forget the words of
Mother Teresa, who said, “If you don’t
want the children, I want the children.
Give them to me. I will take them,”
this diminutive, little nun from Cal-
cutta who was willing to take any
child from across the planet. Here in
the United States, we have willing,
open hearts that would take every
child who is born in this country.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my
time, raising up on the point made by
the gentlelady from Minnesota, it is
true that every child is both wanted as
is wanted, but also, every child is
planned and wanted by God. It is his
will, and we need to acknowledge that
will and nurture and love these chil-
dren with all of our ability and with all
of our will.

It takes me to another quote by
Dawn Johnson. This one fits right in
with the category. Perhaps it is more
egregious. This is the infamous KKK
quote where she says, ‘‘The terrorists’
behavior of petitioners,”” meaning
those people who are praying for life
outside the abortion clinic, ‘‘is remark-
ably similar to the conspiracy of vio-
lence and intimidation carried out by
the Ku Klux Klan against which Con-
gress intended this statute to protect.”

Madam Speaker, I am watching my
constituents by the hundreds on these
40 days of Lent, praying outside
Planned Parenthood in Sioux City,
Iowa throughout these 40 days, and
they have been labeled now to be simi-
lar to the KKK by the prospective head
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of the Office of Legal Counsel who
would be whispering these terms into
the President’s ear and writing legal
opinions and bringing influence on the
enforcement effort of the Federal Gov-
ernment, bringing that up against peo-
ple who are exercising their first
amendment rights of freedom of assem-
bly and religion to protect innocent
life.

Mrs. BACHMANN. This is a remark-
able statement because it seems to in-
voke the worst hate speech that you
could possibly make. To call out those
who are praying on behalf of life and to
liken them to terrorists and to call
them terrorists, that seems to me in-
voke a hate speech and also a form of
bigotry, religious bigotry of the worst
order.

This really calls into question for me
the President’s judgment in choosing
someone like Dawn Johnson, who used
this type of language, and putting her
in the position of being Office of Legal
Counsel. I think it is shocking and a
stunning choice, and it really calls into
question President Obama’s judgment
in this selection.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my
time, the gentlelady has articulated
this, I think, very well.

We’ll add these expressions up to-
gether: pregnant mothers are the
equivalent of being hit by drunk driv-
ers; that abortion will never be rare;
the equivalent of the KKK are people
who are demonstrating and protesting
that we should protect and support in-
nocent human life.

I'll put another one up here and add
another quote to that. This is another
quote from Dawn Johnson.

She says, ‘‘The experience of an abor-
tion is no longer traumatic. The re-
sponse of most women to the experi-
ence is relief.”

I don’t have any experience with
that, but that is not the message that
I get from the people I talk to who
come to this city. The strongest lead-
ers in the pro-life movement and al-
ways among them will be women who
have had abortions and who have suf-
fered the trauma, the psychological
trauma of abortion. They don’t feel re-
lief. They feel compelled to pray and
march and demonstrate until Roe v.
Wade is overturned, and we can protect
innocent life in this country as God in-
tended.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I would add that,
with all due respect, this is one of the
most ignorant comments that I have
ever heard—that the experience is no
longer traumatic. Speak to anyone who
deals in the aftermath of dealing with
women who have had abortions.

My best friend runs a crisis preg-
nancy center. She has given her life
and has poured her life out because she
loves women and she loves abortion-
minded women. She wants to meet
them at the point of their deepest cri-
ses. She has told me that, for women
who come in who are considering abor-
tion and also for women who have had
an abortion and who come to her, it is
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completely traumatic. They agonize as
they walk into the clinic. They ago-
nize, the women who have had previous
abortions, after they have had the
abortion. It is traumatic.

There are reams of scientific papers
that have been done that speak loudly
to the trauma that the woman has ex-
perienced, let alone the trauma that
the baby has experienced. That baby’s
life was taken in cold blood. That baby
was murdered in cold blood. Not trau-
matic? It was traumatic for that inno-
cent child, but it was equally as trau-
matic for the mother. The mother real-
izes and understands what has oc-
curred. This is traumatic. To make
that statement, to me, is heartless at
worst and ignorant at best.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my
time, the trauma that has been visited
upon many, many thousands of women
in this country has brought about the
beginnings of an entire organization, of
a movement that has significant iner-
tia and membership, and that is called
Women Deserve Better. They come to
this city continually and make the
case that women deserve better. They
deserve proper psychological and med-
ical counsel. They deserve to be treated
with respect. They deserve to under-
stand what is going on, and they do not
deserve to be told that they are going
to feel relief or that it used to be but
is no longer a traumatic experience.

Mrs. BACHMANN. That is the cru-
elest thing that could be done to a
woman who is in crisis—to tell her that
this is an easy quick fix and that you
will experience relief. Women are
strong, capable, intelligent people.
They can handle the truth, and they
deserve to be given full scientific evi-
dence of the procedure they are about
to undergo if that is the case. We need
to respect women, and these state-
ments do not reflect a true respect for
women.

Mr. KING of Iowa. But they may re-
flect the majority of the input that is
going into the ears of the President as
these decisions are being made, and
they would reflect the position of the
Office of Legal Counsel if Dawn John-
son is confirmed by the United States
Senate.

Now, we can expect that these
ideas—this philosophy, this pejorative
approach—is not balanced and that
they do not bring a sense of legality or
legal scholarship or constitutional
analysis. They bring a bias into this
discussion. These kinds of biased posi-
tions would be reflected throughout
the President’s positions because he is
the one who has chosen her. It does re-
flect his positions to some degree.

Mrs. BACHMANN. I would say that
this reflects his position completely
because we know, from the President’s
previous votes when he was a State
Senator in Illinois, he was the most
pro-abortion State Senator in Illinois.
His voting record here in the United
States Senate was that of the most
pro-abortion United States Senator.

He fully supported partial birth abor-
tion, one of the most gruesome, cruel
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procedures of infanticide omne could
ever imagine. Also, he voted for the
Born Alive Act, which meant that he
stood on the floor, as a matter of fact,
in the Illinois State Senate and argued
that children who were born, born
alive, did not necessarily have a right
to live, that as to those children who
were born alive after a ‘‘botched’ abor-
tion, the doctor would have the right
to kill that baby after it was born, and
now President Obama voted in favor of
that unthinkably gruesome bill.

Mr. KING of Iowa. And he argued in
favor of it.

The foundational principle that he
argued for, Madam Speaker, was: A
woman who sought to have an abortion
had a right to a dead baby even if they
botched the abortion and the baby sur-
vived.

That is not a moral principle. That is
not a legal principle. It is a myopic
principle that is pulled up within the
political lobbying that comes out of
Planned Parenthood. It cannot be
based on anything moral; it cannot be
based in law. The philosophy of the
President was also reflected during the
campaign trail when he was speaking
as if his daughters got pregnant—out of
wedlock, I presume is what he was re-
ferring to.

He said, ‘I don’t want my daughters
punished with a baby.” I listened to
that tape tonight to be sure I heard it
right. Those are the words of the Presi-
dent of the United States. He actually
said, referring to his daughters, ‘I
don’t want them punished with a
baby.”

I don’t believe a baby is punishment.
I believe a baby is a gift and that the
people whom I know who love their
children as we do ours and our grand-
children as we do ours see them all as
gifts, all as gifts from God.

Mrs. BACHMANN. One of the most
gruesome quotes—and I don’t know if
the gentleman has this one—is when
she is referring to her beliefs and to
people who are like-minded.

She said, ‘‘Progressives,”” which
would be far-left liberals, ‘‘must not
portray all abortions as tragedies. Ab-
sent unforeseen technological and med-
ical changes, abortion is unlikely to
become truly rare and certainly not
nonexistent.”

In this statement, she is lamenting
the fact that abortion could become
rare. She wants abortion to occur.
When do you ever hear anyone say that
they don’t want abortion to be rare?
But that is what Dawn Johnson is say-
ing.
When President Bill Clinton was run-
ning for President, he said he wanted
abortions safe, legal and rare. Hillary
Clinton said the same thing when she
was running for President. Barack
Obama—I'm not sure what his words
were, but those were the words of the
people running for President. Dawn
Johnson is refuting that. She doesn’t
want abortion to be rare. She wants to
see abortions occur. That is in the
realm of the macabre. I am amazed at
that statement.
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Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tlelady.

I have one more shocking statement
made by Dawn Johnson. Now, remem-
ber, this is the person who would be
doing the constitutional analysis, mak-
ing that decision and making the same
thing as a legal opinion, a binding legal
opinion to the entire executive branch
to one degree or another. She would
have the ear of the President. I think
Dawn Johnson has a major flaw in her
jurisprudence even though she is prob-
ably very well trained. This is what she
says about the difference between the
Bush administration and the Clinton
administration on balance.

She calls the Bush administration’s
claims to executive power ‘‘extreme,
extraordinary, implausible, illegit-
imate, appalling, and abusive.” By
comparison, as to the Clinton adminis-
tration, “I do not have any specific
criticisms of the Clinton administra-
tion in these regards.” Well, I think
that tells us about the lack of partisan-
ship that is there.

Let’s see. I was looking for a quote. I
have it in front of me. I will take it
back to the slavery issue where Dawn
Johnson said, ‘“‘Statutes that can cur-
tail a woman’s abortion choice are dis-
turbingly suggestive of involuntary
servitude, prohibited by the 13th
amendment, in that forced pregnancy
requires a woman to provide contin-
uous physical service to the fetus in
order to further the State’s asserted in-
terest.”

Slavery? I could read through that
Constitution dozens of times over. I
could pour through this case law over
and over again. I invite the law school
creative people. I don’t know who
would come up with the idea that the
opportunity to be a mother was equiva-
lent to slavery.

For a couple of minutes, I will yield
to the gentlelady.

Mrs. BACHMANN. You know, I would
say that this heavy tax burden that the
Obama administration is laying upon
the American people has more to do
with involuntary servitude than the
fact of a woman who has the oppor-
tunity to carry an unborn child to term
and to give life to that baby. Most
women consider that a privilege and a
blessing, and they pray for that oppor-
tunity so that they can have the
chance to share in the joy of mother-
hood together with their husband, to
be able to bring life and to cooperate
with God and bring life into the world.

Life is a beautiful thing. It is pre-
cious. It is something not to be wasted.
It certainly cannot be equated with in-
voluntary servitude, which is slavery.
Slavery is what we are looking at right
now with the debt burden that we are
seeing from the Obama administration,
where we are looking at having more
debt under President Obama than
under all previous 43 Presidents com-
bined. That is involuntary servitude
when a person has to work three-quar-
ters of the year just to pay their tax
bill, and that is what we are looking at
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down the road for our kids and
grandkids, because this Obama admin-
istration is clearly spending too much,
taxing too much and borrowing too
much.
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Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tlelady.

And I would just remind the gentle-
lady, the Speaker, that we have, by let-
ter, called upon the President to with-
draw the name of Don Johnson to head
up his Office of Legal Council for these
reasons that we have argued here to-
night, for a multitude of reasons that
we didn’t get to in the time that we
had, for moral reasons, constitutional
reasons, statutory reasons, reasons of
logic, common sense, and under-
standing the nature of humanity; for
reasons that we want to see this Nation
continue to ascend in all of the levels
of morality, and economics, and na-
tional defense, and culture, and vision
so that this country can be moved to
the next level of its destiny that’s posi-
tive, one that we can be proud of, one
that will carry us forward and make
our children proud, one day that our
children can come to the floor of the
House of Representatives, somebody’s
children, the next generation, and say,
We stand on the shoulders of our fore-
fathers, our predecessors, the people
who stood up for life, the people who
stood up for what is right, the people
who stood up for the Constitution and
the principles of life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness that are embodied
in the Declaration of Independence;
and the argument that these rights
come from God, and they are not to be
torn asunder by someone who is a lib-
eral activist who would lay out this
list of offenses against life and family
itself, the very core and foundation of
American life.

That is what we have going on here.
No good can come of it. This is the re-
minder that we have. This is the letter
with 62 signatures that we sent to the
President to withdraw the name of Don
Johnson, appoint someone with a Con-
stitutional understanding and a com-
mitment to those principles and not an
activist. We don’t need an activist to
head up this Office of Legal Council.
We need someone who will understand
the Constitution and the law and re-
spect life.

And with that, Madam Speaker, I
would thank the gentlelady from Min-
nesota.

I yield back the balance of my time.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

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

Mr. HiLL (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today from 1:30 p.m. to 3:30
p.m. on account of official business.

Mr. WESTMORELAND (at the request of
Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of
illness.
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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. SABLAN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SHERMAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SABLAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

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

Mr. POE of Texas,
March 31.

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, March 31.

Mr. GOODLATTE, for 5 minutes, today
and March 25.

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee, for 5 minutes,
today.

(The following Member (at his re-
quest) to revise and extend his remarks
and include extraneous material:)

Mr. KRATOVIL, for 5 minutes, today.

for 5 minutes,

————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, 1
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 18 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, March 25, 2009, at
10 a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

1025. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting the De-
partment’s report entitled, 2008 Packers
and Stockyards Program Annual Report,”
pursuant to the Packers and Stockyards Act
of 1921, as amended; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

1026. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — 2-Propenoic acid, monoester
with 1,2-propanediol, polymer with a-[4-
(ethenyloxy) butyl]-w-hydroxypoly (oxy-1,2-
ethanediyl) and 2,5-furandione; Tolerance
Exemption [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0620; FRL-
8396-9] received March 10, 2009, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

1027. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — 2-Propenoic acid, polymer
with a-[4-(ethenyloxy) butyl]-w-hydroxypoly
(oxy-1,2-ethanediyl) and 1,2-propanediol
mono-2-propenoate, potassium sodium salt;
Tolerance Exemption [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-
0617 FR1.-8397-2] received March 10, 2009, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.
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1028. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — 2-Propenoic acid, polymer
with a-[4-(ethenyloxy) butyl]-w-hydroxypoly
(oxy-1,2-ethanediyl), sodium salt; Tolerance
Exemption [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0621; FRL-
8397-1] received March 10, 2009, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

1029. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — 2-Propenoic acid, 2-hydroxy-
ethyl ester, polymer with a-[4-
(ethenyloxy)butyl]-w- hyroxypoly (oxy-1,2-
ethanediyl); Tolerance Exemption [EPA-HQ-
OPP-2008-0618; FRI.-8396-7] received March 10,
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

1030. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — 2-Propenoic acid, polymer
with a-[4-(ethenyloxy) butyl]-w-hydroxypoly
(oxy-1,2-ethanediyl) and 2,5-furandione, so-
dium salt; Tolerance Exemption [EPA-HQ-
OPP-2008-0619; FR1.-8396-8] received March 10,
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Agriculture.

1031. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Bacillus Mycoides Isolate J;
Temporary Exemption From the Require-
ment of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0303;
FRI1-8400-2] received March 10, 2009, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1032. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Benfluralin, Carbaryl,
Diazinon, Dicrotophos, Fluometruon,
Formetanate Hydrochloride, Glyphosate,
Metolachlor, Napropamide, Norflurazon,
Pyrazon, and Tau-Fluvalinate; Technical
Amendment [EPA-HQ-OPP-2007-1170; FRL-
8402-1] received March 10, 2009, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

1033. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Chlorimuron-ethyl; Pes-
ticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2007-0301;
FRL-8402-6] received March 10, 2009, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1034. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Protection of Stratospheric
Ozone: Recordkeeping and Reporting Re-
quirements for the Import of Halon-1301 Air-
craft Fire Extinguishing Vessels [EPA-HQ-
OAR-2005-0131; FRL-8779-6] (RIN: 2060-AM46)
received March 10, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1035. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
“Major” final rule — Implementation of a
Dose Standard After 10,000 Years [NRC-2005-
0011] (RIN: 3150-AH68) received March 19,
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

1036. A letter from the Director, Bureau of
Economic Analysis, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Direct Investment Surveys: BE-11,
Annual Survey of U.S. Direct Investment
Abroad [Docket No.: 080731960-81629-02] (RIN:
0691-AA66) received March 11, 2009, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

1037. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary Legislative Affairs, Department of
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State, transmitting the Department’s report
required by the Omnibus Appropriation, Pub-
lic Law 105-277, Section 2215 on ‘‘Overseas
Surplus Property’’; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

1038. A letter from the Senior Associate
General Counsel, Office of the Director of
National Intelligence, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1039. A letter from the Senior Associate
General Counsel, Office of the Director of
National Intelligence, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1040. A letter from the Senior Associate
General Counsel, Office of the Director of
National Intelligence, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1041. A letter from the Senior Associate
General Counsel, Office of the Director of
National Intelligence, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1042. A letter from the Senior Associate
General Counsel, Office of the Director of
National Intelligence, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1043. A letter from the Chief Operating Of-
ficer/Executive Secretary, U.S. Agency for
International Development, Bureau for Latin
America and the Caribbean, transmitting a
report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

1044. A letter from the Chief Operating Of-
ficer/Executive Secretary, U.S. Agency for
International Development, Bureau for Latin
America and the Caribbean, transmitting a
report pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

1045. A letter from the Chief, Branch of
Listing, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — En-
dangered and Threatened Wildlife and
Plants; Revised Designation of Critical Habi-
tat for the Contiguous United States Dis-
tinct Population Segment of the Canada
Lynx [FWS-R6-ES-2008-0026] [92210-1117-0000-
B4] (RIN: 1018-AV78) received March 11, 2009,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

1046. A letter from the Director, Adminis-
trative Office of the United States Courts,
transmitting the fourth annual report on
crime victims’ rights, pursuant to 18 U.S.C.
3771, section 104(a); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1047. A letter from the Acting Trade Rep-
resentative, United States Trade Representa-
tive, transmitting the 2009 Trade Policy
Agenda and the 2008 Annual Report on the
Trade Agreements Program as prepared by
the Administration, pursuant to 19 U.S.C.
2213, as amended; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

———

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. WAXMAN: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. H.R. 1259. A bill to amend the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act with
respect to the distribution of the drug
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dextromethorphan, and for other purposes
(Rept. 111-49). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. CONYERS: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 1575. A bill to authorize the Attor-
ney General to limit or recover excessive
compensation paid or payable by entities
that have received Federal financial assist-
ance on or after September 1, 2008 (Rept. 111-
50). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine: Committee on
Rules. House Resolution 280. A resolution
providing for consideration of the Senate
amendments to the bill (H.R. 146) to estab-
lish a battlefield acquisition grant program
for the acquisition and protection of nation-
ally significant battlefields and associated
sites of the Revolutionary War and the War
of 1812, and for other purposes (Rept. 111-51).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. POLIS: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 281. A resolution providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1404) to au-
thorize a supplemental funding source for
catastrophic emergency wildland fire sup-
pression activities on Department of the In-
terior and National Forest System lands, to
require the Secretary of the Interior and the
Secretary of Agriculture to develop a cohe-
sive wildland fire management strategy, and
for other purposes (Rept. 111-52). Referred to
the House Calendar.

———

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. DAVIS of Alabama (for himself,
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. MAFFEI, Mr.
HIGGINS, Mr. CAO, Ms. CLARKE, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. LEWIS of

Georgia, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr.
CARNAHAN, and Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts):

H.R. 1677. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend and expand the
benefits for businesses operating in em-
powerment zones, enterprise communities,
or renewal communities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mrs. BONO MACK:

H.R. 1678. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a bad debt deduc-
tion to doctors to partially offset the cost of
providing uncompensated care required to be
provided under amendments made by the
Emergency Medical Treatment and Labor
Act; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania (for
himself, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of
California, Mrs. DAVIS of California,
Mr. HARPER, and Mr. McCCARTHY of
California):

H.R. 1679. A bill to provide for the replace-
ment of lost income for employees of the
House of Representatives who are members
of a reserve component of the armed forces
who are on active duty for a period of more
than 30 days, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on House Administration, and in
addition to the Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct, 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 Mr. ARCURI:

H.R. 1680. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to make
grants to promote professional retrofit in-
stallation of fire alarm detection systems
and other fire detection and prevention tech-
nologies in nursing homes, hospice facilities,
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and other appropriate facilities; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. BOSWELL:

H.R. 1681. A bill to improve the coordina-
tion between the Department of Defense and
the Department of Veterans Affairs to better
provide care to members and the Armed
Forces and veterans; to the Committee on
Armed Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, 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. CONAWAY (for himself and Ms.
SUTTON):

H.R. 1682. A bill to amend title 23, United
States Code, to require States to develop and
implement highway bridge management sys-
tems; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, and Mr. STARK):

H.R. 1683. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions by requiring a Federal emission
permit for the sale or use of greenhouse gas
emission substances, and for other purposes;
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 provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington (for
himself, Mr. BisHOP of Utah, Mr.
CHAFFETZ, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr.
SHUSTER, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. FLEM-
ING, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Mr. BROWN
of South Carolina, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. COFFMAN of
Colorado, Mrs. LuMMIS, Mr.
LAMBORN, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. MAN-
ZULLO, and Mr. PUTNAM):

H.R. 1684. A bill to preserve the rights
granted under second amendment to the
Constitution in national parks and national
wildlife refuge areas; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York:

H.R. 1685. A bill to provide for the acquisi-
tion, construction, and improvement of child
care facilities, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. LYNCH:

H.R. 1686. A bill to provide for the protec-
tion and integrity of the United States mail;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mr. BOCCIERI (for himself, Mr.
RyYAN of Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs.
SCHMIDT, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr.

LATOURETTE, Mr. AUSTRIA, Mr.
SPACE, Mr. LATTA, and Mr. JORDAN of
Ohio):

H.R. 1687. A bill to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at McKinley Avenue and Third Street,
SW., Canton, Ohio, as the ‘‘Ralph Regula
Federal Building and United States Court-
house’’; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself and Mr.
AUSTRIA):

H.R. 1688. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to ensure that commaissioned of-
ficers who serve in a reserve component of
the Armed Forces are able to retire in the
highest grade in which they have success-
fully served; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. BOUCHER (for himself, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. BARTON of
Texas, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. WHITFIELD,
Mr. MURTHA, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. DAVIS of
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Alabama, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. HIiLL, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, and Mr. WILSON of
Ohio):

H.R. 1689. A bill to accelerate the develop-
ment and early deployment of systems for
the capture and storage of carbon dioxide
emissions from fossil fuel electric generation
facilities, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committee on Science and
Technology, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mrs. CAPPS (for herself, Mr.
DELAHUNT, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. FARR,
Mr. SESTAK, and Mr. MCGOVERN):

H.R. 1690. A bill to amend the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972 to authorize the
Secretary of Commerce to make grants to
coastal states to support voluntary State ef-
forts to initiate and complete surveys of
coastal waters to identify potential areas
suitable for the exploration, development,
and production of renewable energy, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. BAR-
TON of Texas, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr.
ARCURI, Mr. BACA, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.
HiLL, Ms. BEAN, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
BERMAN, Mr. BERRY, Mr. BISHOP of
Georgia, Mr. BisHOP of New York,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr.
BOREN, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. BoyD, Mr.
BrRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. CORRINE
BROWN of Florida, Mr. BRALEY of
Iowa, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. CARNEY,
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. CARSON of In-
diana, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr.
CHANDLER, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr.
CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. COHEN, Mr.
CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. COOPER, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr.
CROWLEY, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr.
CUMMINGS, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
DAvVIs of Tennessee, Mrs. DAVIS of
California, Mrs. HALVORSON, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr.
DELAHUNT, Mr. DICKS, Mr. DINGELL,
Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. EDWARDS of Mary-
land, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. EDWARDS of
Texas, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. ENGEL, Mr.
MASSA, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. ETHERIDGE,
Mr. FARR, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. PALLONE,
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr.
GERLACH, Mr. NYE, Mr. GONZALEZ,
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Mr. AL
GREEN of Texas, Mr. GENE GREEN of
Texas, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. HARE, Ms. HAR-
MAN, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr.
HIGGINS, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr.
HIiNoJOSA, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. HOLDEN,
Mr. HOLT, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. ISRAEL,
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. JACKSON-
LEE of Texas, Mr. MATHESON, Mr.
BARROW, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
KAGEN, Mr. KANJORSKI, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, Mr. MEEK of Flor-
ida, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KILDEE, Ms.
KILPATRICK of Michigan, Ms. KILROY,
Mr. KIND, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Mr.
KUCINICH, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LARSEN
of Washington, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, Ms. LEE of California, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. LEwIS of Georgia, Mr.
LOBIONDO, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. ZOE
LOFGREN of California, Mrs. CAPPS,
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. MACK,
Mr. MAFFEI, Mrs. MALONEY, Ms.
FUDGE, Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. MCCARTHY
of New York, Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
MCHUGH, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. MEEKS
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of New York, Mr. MELANCON, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. MORAN of
Kansas, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr.
MURPHY of Connecticut, Mr. MURTHA,
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. NADLER of New
York, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. OLVER, Mr. ORTIZ,
Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. TONKO, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. PETERSON, Ms. PINGREE of
Maine, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina, Mr. RANGEL, Mr.
REYES, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jer-
sey, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. RUSH,

M}‘. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ of California, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms.

SCHWARTZ, Mr. ScoTT of Georgia, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. SERRANO, Mr.
SESTAK, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. SIRES, Mr.
SKELTON, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH
of Washington, Mr. SNYDER, Mr.
SPACE, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. SPRATT, Mr.
STARK, Mr. STUPAK, Ms. SUTTON, Mrs.
TAUSCHER, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. THOMP-
SON of California, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr.

TowNs, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. WEINER,

Mr. WELCH, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. WILSON
of Ohio, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. WOLF, Ms.
WOOLSEY, Ms. TITUS, Mr. ALTMIRE,
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. MCNERNEY,
Mr. CLYBURN, Ms. MARKEY of Colo-
rado, Mr. HALL of Texas, Ms. KOSMAS,
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. FILNER,
Mr. SOUDER, and Mr. POLIS):

H.R. 1691. A bill to require that health
plans provide coverage for a minimum hos-
pital stay for mastectomies, lumpectomies,
and lymph node dissection for the treatment
of breast cancer and coverage for secondary
consultations; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Ways and Means, and Education
and Labor, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. FORTENBERRY:

H.R. 1692. A bill to amend the Consumer
Product Safety Improvement Act to exempt
ordinary books from the lead limit in such
Act; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. GORDON of Tennessee (for him-
self, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Mr. LEWIS
of Georgia):

H.R. 1693. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for the cov-
erage of marriage and family therapist serv-
ices and mental health counselor services
under part B of the Medicare Program, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, 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. HOLT (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. DIN-

GELL, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. PATRICK J.
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. WELCH,
Mr. MAFFEI, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr.
CUMMINGS, and Mr. PAYNE):

H.R. 1694. A bill to amend the American
Battlefield Protection Act of 1996 to estab-
lish a battlefield acquisition grant program
for the acquisition and protection of nation-
ally significant battlefields and associated
sites of the Revolutionary War and the War
of 1812, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.
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By Mr. LOBIONDO (for himself and Ms.
GIFFORDS):

H.R. 1695. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to reduce the minimum age for
receipt of military retired pay for non-reg-
ular service from 60 to 55; to the Commaittee
on Armed Services.

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself, Mr.
SIRES, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr.
ROTHMAN of New Jersey, and Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida):

H.R. 1696. A bill to amend the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act to permanently pro-
hibit the conduct of offshore drilling on the
outer Continental Shelf in the Mid-Atlantic
and North Atlantic planning areas; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself, Mr.
GRIJALVA, and Mr. HONDA):

H.R. 1697. A bill to ensure the coordination
and integration of Indian tribes in the Na-
tional Homeland Security strategy and to es-
tablish an Office of Tribal Government
Homeland Security within the Department
of Homeland Security, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committee on
Homeland Security, 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 Mr. VAN HOLLEN (for himself, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, and Ms. BORDALLO):

H.R. 1698. A Dbill to establish the Green
Bank to assist in the financing of qualified
clean energy projects and qualified energy
efficiency projects; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. PETRI, Mr. YOUNG of Alas-
ka, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. LIN-
DER, Mr. WU, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia,
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. HOLT,
and Mr. KIND):

H. Con. Res. 78. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the support of the Congress regard-
ing the need to facilitate State innovation in
national health care reform; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. CLAY:

H. Con. Res. 79. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that a com-
memorative postage stamp should be issued
to honor Wilton ‘“Wilt”> Chamberlain; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms.
BORDALLO, and Mr. SABLAN):

H. Con. Res. 80. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of Emancipation Hall in
the Capitol Visitor Center for an event to
celebrate the birthday of King Kamehameha;
to the Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. PENCE:

H. Res. 277. A resolution electing a minor-
ity member to a certain standing committee;
considered and agreed to.

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself and
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia):

H. Res. 278. A resolution recognizing the
paramount need to address the threat of
international terrorism and protect the
international security of the United States
by reducing the number of and accessibility
to nuclear weapons and preventing their pro-
liferation, and directing a portion of the re-
sulting savings towards child survival, hun-
ger, and universal education, and calling on
the President to take action to achieve these
goals; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
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By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania:

H. Res. 279. A resolution providing for the
expenses of certain committees of the House
of Representatives in the One Hundred Elev-
enth Congress; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Mr. FORTENBERRY (for himself
and Mr. ELLISON):

H. Res. 282. A resolution recognizing the
30th anniversary of the peace treaty between
Egypt and Israel; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. HOEKSTRA,
Mr. UPTON, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. KILDEE,
Mr. EHLERS, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan,
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr.
SCHAUER, Mr. CAMP, Mr. WAXMAN,
Mr. WEXLER, Mr. KLEIN of Florida,
Mr. KIRK, Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr. ADLER
of New Jersey, Mr. BERMAN, Ms.
BERKLEY, Mr. HODES, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
CROWLEY, Ms. KILROY, Mr. SHERMAN,
Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. COHEN, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
NADLER of New York, Mr. MOORE of
Kansas, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. KAGEN, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. PoLIs, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. GRAYSON,
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas,
Mr. SESTAK, Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. ACKERMAN,
and Mr. MILLER of North Carolina):

H. Res. 283. A resolution honoring the life,
achievements, and contributions of Rabbi
Charles H. Rosenzveig; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. PETERS:

H. Res. 284. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
all Americans should participate in a mo-
ment of silence to reflect upon the service
and sacrifice of members of the United
States Armed Forces both at home and
abroad; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

By Mr. SHIMKUS (for himself and Mr.
KUCINICH):

H. Res. 285. A resolution congratulating
the people of the Republic of Lithuania on
the 1000th anniversary of Lithuania and cele-
brating the rich history of Lithuania; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

——————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 18: Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 22: Mr. BLUNT, Mr. DONNELLY of Indi-
ana, Mr. MELANCON, Mr. CUMMINGS, and Mr.
YOUNG of Alaska.

H.R. 23: Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LYNCH, and Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi.

H.R. 153: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky.

H.R. 154: Mr. HARE.

H.R. 186: Mr. SESTAK.

H.R. 199: Mr. BURTON of Indiana and Mr.
BARTLETT.

H.R. 211: Mr. KILDEE, Mrs.
Michigan, and Mr. INSLEE.

H.R. 235: Mr. BLUNT, Mr. NYE, Mr. HALL of
New York, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. MIcA, Ms. TSON-
GAS, and Mr. HIMES.

MILLER of

H.R. 389: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 442: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina.

H.R. 503: Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 510: Mr. PUTNAM and Mr. MURTHA.

H.R. 537: Mr. PLATTS.

H.R. 556: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.

H.R. 562: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.

H.R. 618: Mr. CONAWAY.

H.R. 621: Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Mr.

YARMUTH, and Mr. GUTHRIE.
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H.R. 627: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia.

H.R. 648: Ms. SPEIER.

H.R. 6568: Mr. SALAZAR.

H.R. 676: Mr. MEEK of Florida, Mr. LUJAN,
and Mr. LOEBSACK.

H.R. 722: Mr. FARR.

H.R. 731: Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. BOOZMAN.

H.R. 734: Ms. WATERS, Mr. WILSON of Ohio,
Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. BISHOP of
Utah, Ms. Titus, Mr. CUMMINGS, and Mr.
POMEROY.

H.R. 745: Mr. BARROW and Mr. MARSHALL.

H.R. 775: Ms. GRANGER, Mr. Ross, Mr. PE-
TERSON, Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, Mr.
GRIFFITH, Mr. TEAGUE, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr.
HALL of New York, and Mr. MCCAUL.

H.R. 776: Ms. HIRONO.

H.R. 789: Mr. SESTAK, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 795: Mr. MICHAUD and Ms. BALDWIN.

H.R. 816: Mr. CARTER and Ms. PINGREE of
Maine.

H.R. 832: Mr. PASCRELL.

H.R. 847: Ms. VELAZQUEZ.

H.R. 891: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. TSONGAS, and
Mr. STARK.

H.R. 899: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 933: Mrs. BLACKBURN.

H.R. 949: Mr. LOEBSACK.

H.R. 952: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
ALTMIRE, and Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 980: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida and Ms.
ESHOO.

H.R. 985:
BOOZMAN.

H.R. 1016: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr.
HEINRICH, Mr. NYE, and Mr. RODRIGUEZ.

H.R. 1018: Mr. WAXMAN.

H.R. 1050: Mr. IssA, Mr. SMITH of Texas,
Mr. AKIN, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. KING
of Iowa, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. SHIMKUS,
Mr. FLEMING, and Mr. LUETKEMEYER.

H.R. 1062: Mr. MANZULLO and
LOBIONDO.

H.R. 1080: Mr. PIERLUISI.

H.R. 1126: Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. TITUS, and
Ms. WOOLSEY.

H.R. 1167: Mr. HONDA and Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 1185: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms. FUDGE,
Mr. SESTAK, Mr. DEFAZIO, and Ms. JACKSON-
LEE of Texas.

H.R. 1188: Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Ms.
SLAUGHTER, Mr. KIRK, Mr. BARRETT of South
Carolina, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr. LARSEN of
Washington, Mr. HELLER, Ms. SPEIER, Mrs.
BONO MACK, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr.
MURPHY of Connecticut, and Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE of Florida.

H.R. 1189: Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. SHEA-PORTER,
Mr. THORNBERRY, and Mr. BERMAN.

H.R. 1195: Mr. CARNEY.

H.R. 1197: Mr. SPACE.

H.R. 1203: Mr. SIRES, Mr. ALTMIRE, Ms.
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr.
B00zMAN, Mr. KING of New York, Ms. FOXX,
and Mr. WESTMORELAND.

H.R. 1204: Mr. CONAWAY and Mr. SESTAK.

H.R. 1205: Mr. HELLER, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
GORDON of Tennessee, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, and Mr. PENCE.

H.R. 1207: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mr.
BLUNT.

H.R. 1209: Mr. HARE, Mr. MIcA, Ms. GRANG-
ER, Mr. HENSARLING, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr.
CARTER, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. POE of Texas,
Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. BOoYD, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr.
HiLL, Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Mr. STUPAK,
Mr. CHANDLER, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. FOSTER, Mr.
BrADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr.
ELLSWORTH, Mr. MILLER of North Carolina,
Mr. BAIRD, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa,
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. FATTAH,
Mr. MELANCON, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. WILSON of
Ohio, Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Ms.
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. KILDEE, Mr.
DRIEHAUS, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. CARNAHAN,
Mr. REYES, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. POMEROY, Ms.
BEAN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. KILROY,

Mr. POE of Texas and Mr.

Mr.
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Mr. DicKks, Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. HODES, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Ms. JACKSON-LEE
of Texas, Mr. COHEN, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. ROTH-
MAN of New Jersey, Mrs. DAVIS of California,
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. MINNICK, Ms. CLARKE, Mr.
KANJORSKI, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
LIPINSKI, Mr. SIRES, Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr.
KRATOVIL, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Mr.
LYNCH, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. KAGEN, Mr.
CROWLEY, Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr.
SESTAK, Mr. BOCCIERI, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. SAR-
BANES, Mr. YARMUTH, Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, Mr.

BOSWELL, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr.
DOGGETT, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. BERRY, Mr.
HEINRICH, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.

DOYLE, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. ROSS, Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. BOREN, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Mr. ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. WU, Mr.
CARDOZA, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Ms. KOSMAS,
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. PALLONE,

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. TEAGUE, Mr.
SHULER, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. SKELTON, Mr.
PoLis, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. INSLEE, Mr.
COSTELLO, Mr. COOPER, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
MATHESON,  Mr. OBERSTAR, and  Mr.
COURTNEY.

H.R. 1214: Mr. PETERSON.

H.R. 1223: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 1232: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 1240: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut.

H.R. 1242: Mrs. EMERSON.

H.R. 1256: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
FARR, and Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEzZ of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 1294: Mrs. MYRICK and Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 1310: Ms. CLARKE, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. TONKO, Mr. MINNICK, Mr.
SPRATT, Ms. WATERS, Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ
of California, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms.
CASTOR of Florida, and Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia.

H.R. 1317: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan.

H.R. 1326: Mr. COHEN and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 1341: Mr. MAFFEI, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-
gia, Mr. PASCRELL, and Mr. MEEK of Florida.

H.R. 1349: Mr. KAGEN, Mr. BILBRAY, and
Mrs. CAPITO.

H.R. 1361: Mr. PETERSON.

H.R. 1392: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia.

H.R. 1402: Ms. BERKLEY.

H.R. 1403: Ms. FoxxX and Mrs. MYRICK.

H.R. 1404: Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. INSLEE, Ms.
HERSETH SANDLIN, and Mr. BAIRD.

H.R. 1410: Mr. SESTAK.

H.R. 1428: Mr. SESTAK.

H.R. 1433: Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 1434: Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 1444: Mr. DOGGETT and Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina.

H.R. 1452: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia.

H.R. 1454: Mr. MICHAUD and Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 1457: Mr. SESTAK.

H.R. 1461: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 1470: Ms. BEAN, Mr. PAUL, and Mr.
PETRI.

H.R. 1479: Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 1483: Mr. SESTAK.

H.R. 1499: Mr. DOYLE and Mr. GALLEGLY.

H.R. 1509: Mr. ARCURI.

H.R. 1520: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. WOLF.

H.R. 1521: Mr. MACK, Mr. CHAFFETZ, and
Mr. RODRIGUEZ.

H.R. 15647: Mr. KLEIN of Florida and Mr.
BOOZMAN.

H.R. 15648: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
WILSON of South Carolina, and Mr. PETRI.

H.R. 1549: Mr. HODES and Ms. SHEA-PORTER.

H.R. 1550: Mr. KILDEE and Mr. DONNELLY of
Indiana.

H.R. 1570: Mr. PLATTS and Ms. JACKSON-LEE
of Texas.

H.R. 1575: Ms. HIRONO and Mr. SHERMAN.

H.R. 1577: Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, and Mr. MITCHELL.
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H.R. 1582: Mr. PLATTS.

H.R. 1584: Mr. ORTIZ and Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 1600: Mr. BURTON of Indiana and Mrs.
MALONEY.

H.R. 1616: Mr. TOWNS Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. NADLER of New York, Ms. McCOLLUM,
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. BERMAN, and Mrs. LOWEY.

H.R. 1619: Mr. KENNEDY Mr. DAVIS of Ala-
bama, Mr. CARNAHAN, and Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida.

H.R. 1628: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 1636: Mr. LATHAM and Mr. BRALEY of
Iowa.

H.R. 1646: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia and Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.J. Res. 39: Mr. LAMBORN.

H. Con. Res. 16: Mr. LAMBORN.

H. Con. Res. 55: Mr. HERGER.

H. Con. Res. 60: Mr. KING of New York, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr.
LATTA, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mrs.
BACHMANN, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr.
EHLERS, Mr. Griffith, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
HODES, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. NUNES, Mr. PUTNAM, Mr.
ROONEY, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. SESTAK, Mr.
YOUNG of Alaska, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. THORN-
BERRY, Mr. BERRY, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. ROSS, and
Mr. LEE of New York.

H. Res. 20: Mr. LAMBORN.

H. Res. 156: Mr. CAo.

H. Res. 182: Ms. WATERS.

H. Res. 230: Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. HINOJOSA,
and Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H. Res. 232: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, and Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado.
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H. Res. 234: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. HEINRICH, and
Ms. GIFFORDS.

H. Res. 238: Mr. BOOZMAN.

H. Res. 244: Mr. OLSON.

H. Res. 247: Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. EDWARDS of
Texas, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Mr. AKIN, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. AN-
DREWS, Mr. REYES, and Mrs. TAUSCHER.

H. Res. 249: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr.
TEAGUE, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. ALEXANDER,
and Mr. GALLEGLY.

H. Res. 251: Mr. POSEY and Mr. CASTLE.

H. Res. 252: Mr. BECERRA, Mr. NADLER of
New York, Mr. FILNER, Mr. MURPHY of Con-

necticut, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. MATSUI, Mr.
COSTELLO, Mr. HoLT, Ms. WATERS, Mrs.
BACHMANN, Mr. VISCLOSKY, and Mr.
MCNERNEY.

H. Res. 267: Mr. MicA, Mr. MCNERNEY, and
Mr. MCDERMOTT.

H. Res. 271: Ms. DELAURO and Mr. MOORE of
Kansas.

H. Res. 273: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey and
Ms. LEE of California.
H. Res. 274: Mrs.

BORDALLO.

DAHLKEMPER and Ms.

—————

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits were submitted as follows:

March 24, 2009

OFFERED BY MR. PETERSON

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Agriculture, in H.R. 1404,
the Federal Land Assistance, Management
and Enhancement Act, do not contain any
congressional earmarks, limited tax bene-
fits, or limited tariff benefits as defined in
clause 9(d), 9(e), or 9(f) of Rule XXI.

OFFERED BY MR. RAHALL

The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on Natural Resources, in
H.R. 1404, the Federal Land Assistance, Man-
agement and Enhancement Act, do not con-
tain any congressional earmarks, limited tax
benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined
in clause 9(d), 9(e), or 9(f) of Rule XXI.

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative GEORGE RADANOVICH to the Sen-
ate amendment to H.R. 146, the Omnibus
Public Lands Management Act of 2009, does
not contain any congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene-
fits as defined in clause 9(d), 9(e), or 9(f) of
Rule XXI.

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative NICK RAHALL or a designee to
H.R. 1404, the Federal Land Assistance, Man-
agement and Enhancement Act, does not
contain any congressional earmarks, limited
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as de-
fined in clause 9(d), 9(e), or 9(f) of Rule XXI.
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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable MARK
BEGICH, a Senator from the State of
Alaska.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal God, the source of our
strength, and the King above all gods,
thank You for Your presence that sus-
tains us throughout our days. Lord, let
that presence guide our Senators in
every situation and place. Make them
instruments of Your peace and love, as
they serve You by serving our Nation.
Look with favor upon their efforts to
meet the daunting needs of our times
and to leave a legacy of excellence and
integrity. Bless also the members of
their staffs. Lord, each one has distinc-
tive needs that only You can meet. In
those matters that unsettle them, give
them wisdom, grace, and power. We
pray in Your loving name. Amen.

——————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable MARK BEGICH 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 legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, March 24, 2009.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, section 3, of
the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable MARK BEGICH, a Sen-

Senate

ator from the State of Alaska, to perform
the duties of the Chair.
ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.
Mr. BEGICH 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
leader remarks, we will proceed to a
period of morning business for up to 1
hour. The Republicans will control the
first half; the majority will control the
second. Senators will be permitted dur-
ing that time to speak for up to 10 min-
utes each.

Following morning business, the Sen-
ate will resume the postcloture debate
on the motion to proceed to H.R. 1388,
the national service reform legislation.

The Senate will recess from 12:30 to
2:15 for the weekly caucus luncheons.

As I announced yesterday, we have to
finish the national service legislation
this week, because we have to be on the
budget next week. For those of us who
have been in the Senate for a while,
frankly, the budget is kind of an ugly
thing. We have no rules, other than
that the time for debate is limited. But
at the end, it is a free-for-all where we
can offer amendments, and there is no
limitation to them. We have to finish
that legislation before we take the
Easter recess.

As 1 told everyone yesterday, we
have to finish this bill today. I hope we
can start legislating early today. I
spoke to the managers of the bill yes-
terday, Senator MIKULSKI and Senator
ENzI, who was held up in a snowstorm.
I talked to Senator MIKULSKI and she
thought the bill could be finished in 1
day. I hope those who are wanting to

use this time would allow us to start
this legislation so that we can offer
some amendments today and finish it
in a reasonable time. I hope we don’t
have to work into the weekend. There
are important things people have
scheduled.

This is our last weekend prior to the
Easter recess. I hope we can have
thoughtful cooperation. If there are
amendments, offer them, but let’s com-
plete this as quickly as possible.

RECOGNITION OF THE
REPUBLICAN LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized.

THE BUDGET

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, a
lot of people are still justifiably upset
that executives at bailed-out busi-
nesses received multimillion-dollar bo-
nuses compliments of the American
taxpayer. The Senate will continue to
press the question of how to make sure
this doesn’t ever happen again. But al-
ready there are some clear lessons we
can draw from this experience. Perhaps
the most important one is this: If we
can’t keep track of $165 million, then it
is going to be even harder to keep
track of a trillion dollar stimulus bill,
and it is going to be even harder still
to keep track of the $3.6 trillion that
the administration is proposing in this
budget we will be voting on next week.

Americans have already heard
enough about this budget to know that
it taxes too much. That verdict was
validated by an unexpected source last
week, when the President’s own Trans-
portation Secretary, Secretary
LaHood, said he doesn’t think it is a
good idea to raise taxes in a recession.

Americans know this budget spends
too much, that the spending figures are
simply staggering, and that much of
the spending is borrowed money. They

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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know what this, in the end, means. It
means that in the middle of a reces-
sion, when most Americans are rushing
to pay down their credit cards, this
budget does the exact opposite; it runs
up the national credit card to an ex-
tent that we have never seen in our Na-
tion’s history. That is the point about
this budget that I want to talk on this
morning—that it simply borrows far
too much.

In all the uproar about bonuses, some
people may have forgotten about the
budget. But with a vote on this funding
blueprint fast approaching, it is time
to refocus and review where we are.

A few weeks ago, with the Nation
still reeling from the size of a trillion
dollar stimulus bill, the administration
unveiled a budget that made the stim-
ulus bill look like pocket change. In
the midst of a recession, the adminis-
tration proposed a budget that in-
volved major changes to education,
health care, and energy. To pay for it
all, they proposed the largest tax hike
in history and a new national energy
tax that hits everybody who turns on a
light bulb.

Yet, even with these tax hikes, we
still wouldn’t be able to pay for all
these changes—not even close. A few
days ago, we learned that the amount
of money we would have to borrow to
enact these policies in the midst of a
severe economic downturn is even
greater than we thought.

According to an analysis by the Con-
gressional Budget Office, the adminis-
tration’s projections were extremely
optimistic. The CBO said that based on
its projections, the budget would in-
crease the deficit by $2.3 trillion more
over 10 years than the administration
initially claimed. Now, keep in mind
that the total deficit from last year
was $459 billion, a record-high figure at
the time that only a few months ago
everybody agreed was entirely too high
for comfort. What we heard from the
CBO is that the discrepancy between
the administration’s budget estimates
and the CBO estimates of a deficit over
10 years was more than 4 times the pre-
vious record annual budget deficit.

So the administration is asking us to
borrow an astonishing amount of
money—so much so, in fact, that if we
were to pass this budget as it is, the
Federal Government, in only 4 years,
will have to spend $1 out of every $8 it
receives in tax dollars to make interest
payments on the debt. It would be as if
every worker in America spent the
first hour of the workday, every day of
the week, working to pay off the fi-
nance charge on his or her credit card.
Of course, as debt piles up, it only be-
comes harder to pay down. Under this
budget, the debt piles up even more
quickly than it has piled up in recent
months as a result of all of the spend-
ing and all of the bailouts.

As the recession took hold, it took 13
months for the Nation’s gross debt to
rise from $9 trillion to $10 trillion. It
took less than half that time under
this administration for the debt to
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reach the $11 trillion mark. The Na-
tion’s debt is at its highest level ever,
and it is growing larger and larger.
Under the administration’s budget, the
amount of public debt will double in 5
years and triple in 10 years.

It used to be that our friends on the
other side cared quite a bit about the
consequences of debt. All this debt is
real, and it will have very real and dis-
turbing consequences for our children
and our grandchildren. Americans are
worried about it, and the CBO report
makes them even more worried.

Yet even more worrisome is the fact
that so many of our friends on the
other side seem completely unfazed by
the CBO report that projects oceans of
debt as far as the eye can see. I noticed
that the Speaker of the House was
quoted yesterday, saying that the CBO
report wasn’t reason to rethink any of
the administration’s budget priorities.
Regardless of the CBO report, she said,
‘“‘our priorities are the same.”

The CBO report should have been a
wake-up call to Congress. Instead, it is
being viewed by some as a mere incon-
venience—a distraction from the polit-
ical goals of those in power. Well, I
suggest that if we have learned one
thing over the past several months, it
is that economic dangers need to be ad-
dressed early. In the midst of an eco-
nomic crisis that could have been
averted, Americans expect more from
their elected leaders.

This budget borrows too much.
Americans are saying so. Congress
should listen to those warnings now be-
fore it is too late.

I yield the floor.

——————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, leader-
ship time is reserved.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will now proceed to a period of
morning business for up to 1 hour, with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 10 minutes each, with the
time equally divided and controlled be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees, with the Republicans control-
ling the first half and the majority
controlling the second half.

The Senator from Tennessee is recog-
nized.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President,
would the Chair inform me when I have
1 minute?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Yes.

————

THE BUDGET

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
will comment on the Republican lead-
er’s remarks. I agree with him that
this budget borrows too much. We say
that publicly on the floor and we say
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that privately in our discussions. Many
of us are afraid that this 10-year budget
is a blueprint for our country that our
children and grandchildren simply can-
not afford.

First, I will say a word about the
President’s press conference this
evening. I hope that during his press
conference, the President will reject
the bill passed by the House of Rep-
resentatives last week about the AIG
bonuses as not the kind of thoughtful
and mature response that the Amer-
ican people deserve from Congress in a
time of crisis. It is certainly not wor-
thy of approval from the President of
the United States.

I hope the President will focus atten-
tion on something that is a mature and
thoughtful response and is worthy of
the attention of the President of the
United States, and that is Secretary
Geithner’s proposal yesterday to use a
partnership of public and private re-
sources to begin to get the toxic assets
out of banks, fix the banks, and get
credit flowing again.

I voted last October and then again
on January 15 to give, first, President
Bush and, next, President Obama the
money he needed to fix the banks. I
could say, at this point, the proposal of
the Secretary yesterday at first blush
seems to me to be underfunded, under-
capitalized by tax dollars and too late.
But it is more important to say I be-
lieve it appears to be on exactly the
right track, that it appears to be well
thought out, and that at first blush it
seems to be attracting support from
the private sector, which it needs to do
to be successful.

History shows us some lessons about
when we have bank problems—and we
have had plenty of them. When I was
Governor of Tennessee in the 1980s,
dozens of banks failed because of a
problem with the Butcher brothers,
who were basically Kkiting banks. But
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion came in and over the weekend usu-
ally recapitalized the banks, got rid of
the bad assets, put them back out
there, and our economy grew again.
That is harder to do today because the
businesses are bigger and the crisis is
much larger. But the fundamental so-
lution to our economic troubles is the
same.

We need to fix the banks and get
credit flowing again, and the way to fix
the banks is to get enough of the toxic
assets out so they can have confidence
to lend money, and business can start
growing, and people can get jobs again.
That is the history lesson.

There is another history lesson, and
that is that we need the President of
the United States to focus his full at-
tention on fixing the banks and getting
credit flowing again. I have used the
example of President Eisenhower going
to Korea. Someone said to me: Senator
ALEXANDER, no one pays attention to
history. Well, they ought to.

President Eisenhower said in October
of 1952: I shall go to Korea to fix the
Korean war. That was in October. He
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was elected President, and within
weeks he went to Korea. He said: I will
concentrate my full attention on this
problem until it is honorably ended.

President Eisenhower was a very ca-
pable man. He was capable of doing
more than one thing at a time. But he
knew the country needed him to do one
thing and the country needed to have
confidence he would do it.

President Obama is extraordinarily
capable as well. When I, or others, have
suggested he is doing more than one
thing at a time, he often says: I can
walk and chew gum at the same time.
I don’t doubt that. I think we may not
have had a more impressive President
in terms of intellectual ability, and he
has impressive people around him.

What we need for the President to
do—and tonight would be a good time
to start—is to assure us, as President
Eisenhower did when he said ‘I shall
go to Korea,” and say: I shall fix the
banks and get credit flowing again. We
know that a President this impressive
and this talented, if he decides to
throw himself into this problem with
everybody he’s got for as long as it
takes, he will wear everybody else out
and he’ll get the job done. From the
day he makes that clear, confidence in
this country will begin to recover at a
fairly rapid rate. I say that with great
respect to the President and to the pro-
posal Secretary Geithner made yester-
day, which I think is mature and
thoughtful and the kind of proposal we
ought to be focusing on in a bipartisan
way.

As to the budget, the budget also
makes a difference to whether the
economy recovers. It is hard for the
economy to recover if the Congress
spends too much, if the Congress taxes
too much, and especially if the Con-
gress borrows too much. The Repub-
lican leader pointed that out in his re-
marks.

This 10-year budget is a blueprint for
a country our children and grand-
children cannot afford. It doubles the
public debt in 5 years, and nearly tri-
ples it in 10. It grows the public debt to
82 percent of the gross domestic prod-
uct by 2019. The gross domestic product
is the sum total of all our efforts in a
year, all the money we produce, and we
produce 25 percent of all the money in
the world each year, more or less.

This 10-year budget creates more new
debt than all the Presidents of the
United States from George Washington
to George W. Bush combined. Let me
say that again. All the Presidents of
the United States, from George Wash-
ington to George Bush, did not run up
as much debt as this President pro-
poses to do in the next 10 years.

By the year 2019, we will be spending
more than $800 billion just on interest
payments on our debt every year. We
only spend $720 billion on Defense in
that year. We will be spending more on
interest than we do on defense, and we
will have enough left over to fund all
the Federal spending on education.
That is too much borrowing.
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What do we do about that? There are
a number of things we can do. I suggest
we put a limit on runaway debt so that
it cannot be more in any year than 90
percent of our gross domestic product.
Another idea would be to enact a bipar-
tisan Conrad-Gregg proposal which
would say to Congress and the Presi-
dent: We need to set up a special mech-
anism to deal with entitlement spend-
ing—the runaway spending for Medi-
care, Medicaid, and Social Security,
which is the biggest part of our debt
problem. The proposal would set up a
special commission that would figure
out how to bring entitlement spending
under control, make recommendations
to the Congress, and we would vote it
up or down, and act in the same way we
close defense bases, which is also very
hard to do. The Conrad-Gregg proposal
has broad support in the Senate. It has
broad support in the House. The Presi-
dent of the United States says he wants
to control entitlement spending.

The Republican leader of the Senate,
Senator MCCONNELL, in his first ad-
dress this year, went to the National
Press Club and said: Mr. President, I
am ready to work with you on entitle-
ment spending. In other words, he
wants to bring the debt down in the
outyears. But so far we have not seen
that priority.

I think the priority today ought to be
to fix the banks and get credit flowing
again. I support the President’s objec-
tive to reform health care this year. I
think health care has to be reformed in
order to bring entitlement spending
under control. But why can’t we go
ahead and work on Social Security?
Why can’t we pass the Gregg-Conrad
bill? Why can’t we send sub-signals
that we are serious about reducing en-
titlement spending? Instead, this budg-
et would move $117 billion of funding
for Pell grants from discretionary
spending to entitlement spending; in
other words, move it from the area
where we would spend it only if we can
afford it to the area where we auto-
matically spend it without having to
vote on it. We shouldn’t be adding any-
thing to entitlement spending this
year.

Finally, new taxation is not good, for
this year especially. I care about cli-
mate change, but now is not the time
to impose a $600 billion tax on electric
bills and gasoline prices in the middle
of a recession.

Republicans will offer a clean energy
agenda based on conservation, nuclear
power, electric cars, finding more nat-
ural gas, aggressively funding research
in solar energy, and finding ways to
capture carbon. We can do all that
without imposing a new tax on the
American people in the middle of a re-
cession.

I look forward to the President’s re-
marks tonight. I hope, as I believe
most Americans do, that he rejects the
House bill of last week and expands on
Secretary Geithner’s proposal. I ap-
plaud him and I applaud the Secretary
for a mature, thoughtful proposal, and
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I hope the President will, as Presidents
must, select the most urgent issue be-
fore us and focus on it with all he has
until he fixes the problem. He can do
that. Only a President can do it, and
this President is especially talented. I
believe if he makes clear he intends to
do it, the country will have confidence
that he will get the job done.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from New Hampshire
is recognized.

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I wish to
speak and continue the discussion
which was raised by the Senator from
Tennessee and the Republican leader
earlier on the issue of where the budget
that has been proposed by the Presi-
dent is going to take us. There are a
lot of concerns raised by this budget.

Most of us have been willing to say
we un