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House of Representatives

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

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 24, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ERIC CAN-
TOR to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

PRAYER

Rabbi Jeremy Wiederhorn, The Con-
servative Synagogue, Westport, Con-
necticut, offered the following prayer:

Dear God, source of all strength,
compassion, and peace:

We know that our time on this Earth
is preciously short, so please:

Open our eyes to the beauty of the
world around us.

Remind us that each person we en-
counter is created in Your image.

Provide us with the integrity, wis-
dom, and patience to listen to those
with whom we do not agree and learn
from those whom we might otherwise
not hear.

Protect the courageous men and
women who put their lives in danger
each day so that our children can live
safely and without fear.

Comfort us today as we mourn with
the people of Missouri following the
tragic loss of life brought upon by the
devastating forces of nature.

And, finally, bless our leaders and ad-
visers—including the dedicated men
and women of this United States Con-
gress, who assiduously seek to protect
our sacred democratic values at home
and abroad. And may You grant them
the vision to look ahead to our future,

without forgetting the lessons of our
past.
Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

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

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

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN 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.

———————

WELCOMING RABBI JEREMY
WIEDERHORN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. HIMES) is recognized for 1
minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. HIMES. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

It is a thrill and an honor this morn-
ing on this propitious day in which a
joint session of the United States Con-
gress will be addressed by Prime Min-
ister Netanyahu of Israel to introduce
and welcome our guest chaplain of the
day, Rabbi Jeremy Wiederhorn. Rabbi
Wiederhorn is a friend, he is the spir-
itual leader of The Conservative Syna-
gogue of Westport, and has been so
since 2008. Prior to doing that, he gave
service in Henderson, Nevada, for 8
years. He is a leader in the community
and in his synagogue. He is also true to
the ministry dictated by his and so
many of our faiths, including, over

time, having led and mobilized his
community to send an emergency mis-
sion to Israel in response to the missile
strikes from Hamas in Gaza.

It is a real honor. I know Rabbi
Wiederhorn has served as an important
leader in Westport and throughout
Fairfield County. He has served as a
friend to me. I would say that in addi-
tion to his spiritual guidance, he intro-
duced me to cholent, which for this
Presbyterian was a new experience. I
think I thank him for introducing me
to that part of his history and culture,
if not exactly for the culinary experi-
ence.

Welcome, Rabbi Wiederhorn.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After
consultation among the Speaker and
the majority and minority leaders, and
with their consent, the Chair an-
nounces that, when the two Houses
meet in joint meeting to hear an ad-
dress by His Excellency Binyamin
Netanyahu, Prime Minister of Israel,
only the doors immediately opposite
the Speaker and those immediately to
his left and right will be open.

No one will be allowed on the floor of
the House who does not have the privi-
lege of the floor of the House. Due to
the large attendance that is antici-
pated, the rule regarding the privilege
of the floor must be strictly enforced.
Children of Members will not be per-
mitted on the floor. The cooperation of
all Members is requested.

The practice of reserving seats prior
to the joint meeting by placard will
not be allowed. Members may reserve
their seats by physical presence only
following the security sweep of the
Chamber.

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

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

Printed on recycled paper.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Thurs-
day, May 12, 2011, the House stands in
recess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 5 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

During the recess, beginning at 10:59
a.m., the following proceedings were
had:

———

JOINT MEETING TO HEAR AN AD-
DRESS BY HIS EXCELLENCY
BINYAMIN NETANYAHU, PRIME
MINISTER OF ISRAEL

The Speaker of the House presided.

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms, Mrs.
Kerri Hanley, announced the Vice
President and Members of the U.S.
Senate who entered the Hall of the
House of Representatives, the Vice
President taking the chair at the right
of the Speaker, and the Members of the
Senate the seats reserved for them.

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints
as members of the committee on the
part of the House to escort His Excel-
lency Binyamin Netanyahu, Prime
Minister of Israel, into the Chamber:

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
CANTOR);

The gentleman from California (Mr.
MCCARTHY);

The gentleman from Texas
HENSARLING);

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. SES-
SIONS);

The gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
PRICE);

The gentlewoman from Washington
(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS);

The gentleman from Texas
CARTER);

The gentlewoman from South Dakota
(Mrs. NOEM);

The gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SCOTT);

The gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
WALDEN);

The gentleman from California (Mr.
DREIER);

The gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
ROSKAM);

The gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN);

The gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON);

The gentleman from Ohio
CHABOT);

The gentlewoman from California
(Ms. PELOSI);

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER);

The gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. CLYBURN);

The gentleman from New York
ISRAEL);

The gentleman from California
WAXMAN);

The gentleman from New York
ACKERMAN);

The gentleman from California
BERMAN);

The gentleman from Michigan
LEVIN);
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The gentlewoman from New York
(Mrs. LOWEY);

The gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms.
BERKLEY);

The gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY);

The gentleman from California (Mr.
SCHIFF);

The gentlewoman from Pennsylvania
(Ms. SCHWARTZ);

The gentlewoman from Florida (Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ); and

The gentleman from Florida (Mr.
DEUTCH).

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Presi-
dent of the Senate, at the direction of
that body, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the committee on
the part of the Senate to escort His Ex-
cellency Binyamin Netanyahu, Prime
Minister of Israel, into the House
Chamber:

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID);

The Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-

BIN);

The Senator from Washington (Mrs.
MURRAY);

The Senator from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN);

The Senator from Massachusetts (Mr.
KERRY);

The Senator from Wisconsin (Mr.
KOHL);

The Senator from Connecticut (Mr.
LIEBERMAN);

The Senator from California (Mrs.
FEINSTEIN);

The Senator from California (Mrs.
BOXER);

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr.
MCCONNELL);

The Senator from Arizona (Mr. KYL);
The Senator from Wyoming (Mr.

BARRASSO);

The Senator from South Dakota (Mr.
THUNE);

The Senator from Texas (Mr.
CORNYN);

The Senator from Indiana (Mr.

LUGAR); and

The Senator from Utah (Mr. HATCH).

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the Acting Dean of the Diplo-
matic Corps, Her Excellency Faida
Mitifu, Ambassador of the Democratic
Republic of Congo.

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic
Corps entered the Hall of the House of
Representatives and took the seat re-
served for her.

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the Cabinet of the President of
the United States.

The Members of the Cabinet of the
President of the United States entered
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives and took the seats reserved for
them in front of the Speaker’s rostrum.

At 11 o’clock and 19 minutes a.m.,
the Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced His Excellency Binyamin
Netanyahu, Prime Minister of Israel.

The Prime Minister of Israel, es-
corted by the committee of Senators
and Representatives, entered the Hall
of the House of Representatives and
stood at the Clerk’s desk.

(Applause, the Members rising.)
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The SPEAKER. Members of Con-
gress, I have the high privilege and the
distinct honor of presenting to you His
Excellency Binyamin Netanyahu,
Prime Minister of Israel.

(Applause, the Members rising.)

Prime Minister NETANYAHU. Vice
President BIDEN, Speaker BOEHNER,
distinguished Senators, Members of the
House, honored guests, I am deeply
moved by this warm welcome, and I am
deeply honored that you’ve given me
the opportunity to address Congress a
second time.

Mr. Vice President, do you remember
the time that we were the new kids in
town? And I do see a lot of old friends
here, and I see a lot of new friends of
Israel here as well, Democrats and Re-
publicans alike.

Israel has no better friend than
America, and America has no better
friend than Israel. We stand together
to defend democracy. We stand to-
gether to advance peace. We stand to-
gether to fight terrorism.

Congratulations, America. Congratu-
lations, Mr. President. You got bin
Laden. Good riddance.

In an unstable Middle East, Israel is
the one anchor of stability. In a region
of shifting alliances, Israel is Amer-
ica’s unwavering ally. Israel has al-
ways been pro-American. Israel will al-
ways be pro-American.

My friends, you don’t need to do na-
tion-building in Israel; we’re already
built. You don’t need to export democ-
racy to Israel; we’ve already got it.
And you don’t need to send American
troops to Israel; we defend ourselves.
You’ve been very generous in giving us
tools to do the job of defending Israel
on our own.

Thank you all; and thank you, Presi-
dent Obama, for your steadfast com-
mitment to Israel’s security. I know
economic times are tough. I deeply ap-
preciate this.

Some of you have been telling me
that your belief has been reaffirmed in
recent months that support for Israel’s
security is a wise investment in our
common future, for an epic battle is
now underway in the Middle East be-
tween tyranny and freedom. A great
convulsion is shaking the Earth from
the Khyber Pass to the Straits of Gi-
braltar—the tremors of shattered
states, their toppled governments—and
we can all see that the ground is still
shifting.

Now, this historic moment holds the
promise of a new dawn of freedom and
opportunity. There are millions of
young people out there who are deter-
mined to change their future. We all
look at them. They muster courage.
They risk their lives. They demand dig-
nity. They desire liberty. These ex-
traordinary scenes in Tunis and Cairo
evoke those of Berlin and Prague in
1989.

I take it as a badge of honor—and so
should you—that in our free societies
you can have protests. You can’t have
these protests in the farcical par-
liaments in Tehran or in Tripoli. This
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is real democracy. So, as we share the
hopes of these young people through-
out the Middle East and Iran that
they’ll be able to do what that young
woman just did—I think she was
young. I couldn’t see quite that far—we
must also remember that those hopes
could be snuffed out as they were in
Tehran in 1979. You remember what
happened then. The brief democratic
spring in Tehran was cut short by a fe-
rocious and unforgiving tyranny, and it
is this same tyranny that smothered
Lebanon’s democratic Cedar Revolu-
tion and inflicted on that long-suf-
fering country the medieval rule of
Hezbollah.

So, today, the Middle East stands at
a fateful crossroads; and like all of you,
I pray that the peoples of the region
choose the path less traveled—the path
of liberty. No one knows what this path
consists of better than you—nobody.
This path of liberty is not paved by
elections alone. It is paved when gov-
ernments permit protests in town
squares, when limits are placed on the
powers of rulers, when judges are be-
holden to laws and not men, and when
human rights can not be crushed by
tribal loyalties or mob rule.

Israel has always embraced this path
in a Middle East that has long rejected
it. In a region where women are stoned,
gays are hanged, Christians are per-
secuted, Israel stands out. It is dif-
ferent.

There was a great English writer in
the 19th century, George Eliot. It’s a
““she.” It was a pseudonym in those
days. George Eliot predicted over a
century ago that, once established, the
Jewish state will shine like a bright
star of freedom amid the despotisms of
the East.

Well, she was right.

We have a free press, independent
courts, an open economy, rambunc-
tious parliamentary debates. Now,

don’t laugh. Ah, you see, you think
you’re tough on one another here in
Congress. Come spend a day in the
Knesset. Be my guest.

Courageous Arab protesters are now
struggling to secure these very same
rights for their peoples, for their soci-
eties. We are proud in Israel that over
1 million Arab citizens of Israel have
been enjoying these rights for decades.
Of the 300 million Arabs in the Middle
East and North Africa, only Israel’s
Arab citizens enjoy real democratic
rights. Now, I want you to stop for a
second and think about that. Of those
300 million Arabs, less than one-half of
1 percent are truly free, and they’re all
citizens of Israel.

The startling fact reveals a basic
truth: Israel is not what is wrong about
the Middle East. Israel is what is right
about the Middle East. Israel fully sup-
ports the desire of Arab peoples in our
region to live freely. We long for the
day when Israel will be one of many
real democracies in the Middle East.

Fifteen years ago, I stood at this
very podium—by the way, it hasn’t
changed. I stood here, and I said that
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democracy must start to take root in
the Arab world. Well, it has begun to
take root, and this beginning holds the
promise of a brilliant future of peace
and prosperity because I believe that a
Middle East that is genuinely demo-
cratic will be a Middle East truly of
peace; but while we hope for the best
and while we work for the best, we
must also recognize that powerful
forces oppose this future.

They oppose modernity.

They oppose democracy.

They oppose peace.

Foremost among these forces is Iran.
The tyranny in Tehran brutalizes its
own people. It supports attacks against
American troops in Afghanistan and in
Iraq. It subjugates Lebanon and Gaza.
It sponsors terror worldwide.

When I last stood here, I spoke of the
consequences of Iran’s developing nu-
clear weapons. Now time is running
out. The hinge of history may soon
turn, for the greatest danger of all
could soon be upon us—a militant Is-
lamic regime armed with nuclear weap-
ons.

Militant Islam threatens the world.

It threatens Islam.

Now, I have no doubt—I am abso-
lutely convinced—that it will ulti-
mately be defeated. I believe it will
eventually succumb to the forces of
freedom and progress. It depends on
cloistering young minds for a given
number of years, and the process of
opening up information will ultimately
defeat this movement; but like other
fanaticisms that were doomed to fail,
militant Islam could exact an horrific
price from all of us before its eventual
demise. A nuclear-armed Iran would ig-
nite a nuclear arms race in the Middle
East. It would give terrorists a nuclear
umbrella. It would make the nightmare
of nuclear terrorism a clear and
present danger throughout the world.

You see, I want you to understand
what this means because, if we don’t
stop it, it is coming. They could put a
bomb anywhere. They could put it in a
missile. They’re working on missiles
that could reach this city. They could
put it on a ship, inside a container,
that could reach every port. They
could eventually put it in a suitcase or
in a subway.

Now, the threat to my country can-
not be overstated. Those who dismiss it
are sticking their heads in the sand. In
less than seven decades, after 6 million
Jews were murdered, Iran’s leaders
deny the Holocaust of the Jewish peo-
ple while calling for the annihilation of
the Jewish state. Leaders who spew
such venom should be banned from
every respectable forum on the planet.

But there is something that makes
the outrage even greater. Do you know
what that is? It is the lack of outrage
because, in much of the international
community, the calls for our destruc-
tion are met with utter silence. It’s
even worse because there are many
who rush to condemn Israel for defend-
ing itself against Iran’s terror proxies.

Not you. Not America. You’ve acted
differently. You’ve condemned the Ira-
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nian regime for its genocidal aims.
You’ve passed tough sanctions against
Iran. History will salute you, America.

President Obama has said that the
United States is determined to prevent
Iran from developing nuclear weapons.
The President successfully led the Se-
curity Council at the U.N. to adopt
sanctions against Iran. You in Con-
gress passed even tougher sanctions.
Now, those words and these are vitally
important; yet the Ayatollah regime
briefly suspended its nuclear weapons
program only once, in 2003, when it
feared the possibility of military ac-
tion. In that same year, Muammar Qa-
dhafi gave up his nuclear weapons pro-
gram and for the same reason.

The more Iran believes that all op-
tions are on the table, the less the
chance of confrontation; and this is
why I ask you to continue to send an
unequivocal message: that America
will never permit Iran to develop nu-
clear weapons.

Now, as for Israel, if history has
taught the Jewish people anything, it
is that we must take calls for our de-
struction seriously. We are a nation
that rose from the ashes of the Holo-
caust. When we say ‘‘never again,” we
mean never again. Israel always re-
serves the right to defend itself.

My friends, while Israel will be ever
vigilant in its defense, we will never
give up our quest for peace. I guess we
will give it up when we achieve it, be-
cause we want peace, because we need
peace. Now, we’ve achieved historic
peace agreements with Egypt and Jor-
dan, and these have held up for dec-
ades.

I remember what it was like before
we had peace. I was nearly Kkilled in a
firefight inside the Suez Canal. I mean
that literally—inside the Suez Canal. 1
was going down to the bottom, with a
40-pound ammunition pack on my
back, and somebody reached out to
grab me, and they’re still looking for
the guy who did such a stupid thing. I
was nearly Kkilled there. I remember
battling terrorists along both banks of
the Jordan.

Too many Israelis have lost loved
ones, and I know their grief. I lost my
brother. So no one in Israel wants a re-
turn to those terrible days. The peace
with Egypt and Jordan has long served
as an anchor of stability and peace in
the heart of the Middle East, and this
peace should be bolstered by economic
and political support to all those who
remain committed to peace.

The peace agreements between Israel
and Egypt and Israel and Jordan are
vital, but they are not enough. We
must also find a way to forge a lasting
peace with the Palestinians.

Two years ago, I publicly committed
to a solution of two states for two peo-
ples—a Palestinian state alongside a
Jewish state. I am willing to make
painful compromises to achieve this
historic peace. As the leader of Israel,
it is my responsibility to lead my peo-
ple to peace. Now, this is not easy for
me. It’s not easy because I recognize
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that, in a genuine peace, we will be re-
quired to give up parts of the ancestral
Jewish homeland. You have to under-
stand this:

In Judea-Samaria, the Jewish people
are not foreign occupiers. We’re not the
British in India. We’re not the Belgians
in the Congo. This is the land of our
forefathers—the land of Israel—to
which Abraham brought the idea of one
God, where David set out to confront
Goliath, and where Isaiah saw a vision
of eternal peace. No distortion of his-
tory—and boy, am I reading a lot of
distortions of history lately, old and
new. No distortion of history can deny
the 4,000-year-old bond between the
Jewish people and the Jewish land.

But there is another truth.

The Palestinians share this small
land with us. We seek a peace in which
they will be neither Israel’s subjects
nor its citizens. They should enjoy a
national life of dignity as a free, viable
and independent people, living in their
own state. They should enjoy a pros-
perous economy where their creativity
and initiative can flourish. Now, we’ve
already seen the beginnings of what is
possible. In the last 2 years, the Pal-
estinians have begun to build a better
life for themselves.

By the way, Prime Minister Fayyad
has led this effort on their part, and I
wish him a speedy recovery from his
recent operation.

On our side, we’ve helped the Pales-
tinian economic growth by removing
hundreds of barriers and roadblocks to
the free flow of goods and people, and
the results have been nothing short of
remarkable. The Palestinian economy
is booming—it is growing by more than
10 percent a year—and Palestinian cit-
ies, they look very different today than
what they looked like just a few years
ago. They have shopping malls, movie
theaters, restaurants, banks. They
even have e-businesses, but you can’t
see that when you visit them.

That’s what they have—it’s a great
change—and all of this is happening
without peace. So imagine what could
happen with peace. Peace would herald
a new day for both our peoples, and it
could also make the dream of a broader
Arab-Israeli peace a realistic possi-
bility.

So now here is the question. You’ve
got to ask it:

If the benefits of peace with the Pal-
estinians are so clear, why has peace
eluded us? All six Israeli Prime Min-
isters since the signing of the Oslo Ac-
cords agreed to establish a Palestinian
state, myself included.

So why has peace not been achieved?
Because so far the Palestinians have
been unwilling to accept a Palestinian
state if it means accepting a Jewish
state alongside it. You see, our conflict
has never been about the establishment
of a Palestinian state. It has always
been about the existence of the Jewish
state. This is what this conflict is
about.

In 1947, the U.N. voted to partition
the land into a Jewish state and an
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Arab state. The Jews said yes. The Pal-
estinians said no. In recent years, the
Palestinians twice refused generous of-
fers by Israeli Prime Ministers to es-
tablish a Palestinian state on virtually
all the territory won by Israel in the
Six-Day War. They were simply unwill-
ing to end the conflict and—I regret to
say this—they continue to educate
their children to hate. They continue
to name public squares after terrorists;
and worst of all, they continue to per-
petuate the fantasy that Israel will one
day be flooded by the descendants of
Palestinian refugees.

My friends, this must come to an
end.

President Abbas must do what I have
done—and I told you it wasn’t easy for
me. I stood before my people, and I
said: I will accept a Palestinian state.
It is time for President Abbas to stand
before his people and say: I will accept
a Jewish state.

Those six words will change history.

They will make it clear to the Pal-
estinians that this conflict must come
to an end, that they’re not building a
Palestinian state to continue the con-
flict with Israel but to end it, and
those six words will convince the peo-
ple of Israel that they have a true part-
ner for peace.

With such a partner, the Israeli peo-
ple will be prepared to make a far-
reaching compromise. I will be pre-
pared to make a far-reaching com-
promise. This compromise must reflect
the dramatic demographic changes
that have occurred since 1967. The vast
majority of the 650,000 Israelis who live
beyond the 1967 lines reside in neigh-
borhoods and suburbs of Jerusalem and
Greater Tel Aviv. Now, these areas are
densely populated, but they are geo-
graphically quite small; and under any
realistic peace agreement, these areas,
as well as other places of critical stra-
tegic and national importance, will be
incorporated into the final borders of
Israel. The status of the settlements
will be decided only in negotiations;
but we must also be honest, so I am
saying today something that should be
said publicly by all those who are seri-
ous about peace:

In any real peace agreement, in any
peace agreement that ends the conflict,
some settlements will end up beyond
Israel’s borders. Now, the precise delin-
eation of those borders must be nego-
tiated. We will be generous about the
size of the future Palestinian state; but
as President Obama said, the border
will be different than the one that ex-
isted on June 4, 1967. Israel will not re-
turn to the indefensible boundaries of
19617.

I want to be very clear on this point:
Israel will be generous on the size of a
Palestinian state, but we will be very
firm on where we put the border with
it. This is an important principle and
shouldn’t be lost.

We recognize that a Palestinian state
must be big enough to be viable, to be
independent, to be prosperous. All of
you and the President, too, have re-
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ferred to Israel as the homeland of the
Jewish people just as you’ve been talk-
ing about a future Palestinian state as
the homeland of the Palestinian peo-
ple. Jews from around the world have a
right to emigrate to the one and only
Jewish state, and the Palestinians
from around the world should have a
right to emigrate, if they so choose, to
a Palestinian state.

Here is what this means: it means
that the Palestinian refugee problem
will be resolved outside the borders of
Israel. Everybody knows this. It is
time to say it, and it is important.

And, as for Jerusalem, only a demo-
cratic Israel has protected the freedom
of worship for all faiths in the city.
Throughout the millennial history of
the Jewish capital, the only time that
Jews, Christians and Muslims could
worship freely, could have unfettered
access to their holy sites has been dur-
ing Israel’s sovereignty over Jeru-
salem. Jerusalem must never again be
divided. Jerusalem must remain the
united capital of Israel.

I know this is a difficult issue for
Palestinians, but I believe that with
creativity and with goodwill a solution
can be found. So this is the peace I plan
to forge with a Palestinian partner
committed to peace; but you know
very well that, in the Middle East, the
only peace that will hold is the peace
you can defend, so peace must be an-
chored in security.

In recent years, Israel withdrew from
south Lebanon and from Gaza. We
thought we’d get peace. That’s not
what we got. We got 12,000 rockets fired
from those areas on our cities, on our
children by Hezbollah and Hamas. The
U.N. peacekeepers in Lebanon, they
failed to prevent the smuggling of this
weaponry. The European observers in
Gaza, they evaporated overnight. So, if
Israel simply walked out of the terri-
tories, the flow of weapons into a fu-
ture Palestinian state would be un-
checked, and missiles fired from it
could reach virtually every home in
Israel in less than a minute.

I want you to think about that, too.
Imagine there’s a siren going on now
and that we have less than 60 seconds
to find shelter from an incoming rock-
et. Would you live that way? Do you
think anybody can live that way? Well,
we are not going to live that way ei-
ther. The truth is that Israel needs
unique security arrangements because
of its unique size. It’s one of the small-
est countries in the world.

Mr. Vice President, I'll grant you
this, it’s bigger than Delaware. It’s
even bigger than Rhode Island, but
that’s about it. Israel on the 1967 lines
would be half the width of the Wash-
ington beltway. Now, here is a bit of
nostalgia. I came to Washington 30
years ago as a young diplomat. It took
me a while, but I finally figured it out.
There is an America beyond the belt-
way, but Israel on the 1967 lines would
be only 9 miles wide. So much for stra-
tegic depth.

So it is therefore vital—absolutely
vital—that a Palestinian state be fully
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demilitarized; and it is vital—abso-
lutely vital—that Israel maintain a
long-term military presence along the
Jordan River. Solid security arrange-
ments on the ground are necessary not
only to protect the peace; they are nec-
essary to protect Israel in case the
peace unravels because, in our unstable
region, no one can guarantee that our
peace partners today will be there to-
morrow.

And, my friends, when I say tomor-
row, I don’t mean some distant time in
the future. I mean tomorrow.

Peace can only be achieved around a
negotiating table. The Palestinian at-
tempt to impose a settlement through
the United Nations will not bring
peace. It should be forcefully opposed
by all those who want to see this con-
flict end. I appreciate the President’s
clear position on this issue. Peace can
not be imposed. It must be negotiated;
but peace can only be negotiated with
partners committed to peace, and
Hamas is not a partner for peace.
Hamas remains committed to Israel’s
destruction and to terrorism. They
have a charter. That charter not only
calls for the obliteration of Israel. It
says: kill the Jews everywhere you find
them. Hamas’ leader condemned the
killing of Osama bin Laden and praised
him as a holy warrior.

Now, again, I want to make this
clear: Israel is prepared to sit down
today and negotiate peace with the
Palestinian Authority. I believe we can
fashion a brilliant future for our chil-
dren, but Israel will not negotiate with
a Palestinian Government backed by
the Palestinian version of al Qaeda.

That we will not do.

So I say to President Abbas: tear up
your pact with Hamas. Sit down and
negotiate. Make peace with the Jewish
state. If you do, I promise you this:
Israel will not be the last country to
welcome a Palestinian state as a new
member of the United Nations; it will
be the first to do so.

My friends, the momentous trials of
the last century and the unfolding
events of this century attest to the de-
cisive role of the United States in de-
fending peace and advancing freedom.
Providence entrusted the United States
to be the guardian of liberty. All people
who cherish freedom owe a profound
debt of gratitude to your great Nation.
Among the most grateful nations is my
nation—the people of Israel—who
fought for their liberty and survival
against impossible odds in ancient and
modern times alike.

I speak on behalf of the Jewish peo-
ple and the Jewish state when I say to
you, representatives of America: thank
you. Thank you. Thank you for your
unwavering support for Israel. Thank
you for ensuring that the flame of free-
dom burns bright throughout the
world.

May God bless all of you, and may
God forever bless the United States of
America.

[Applause, the Members rising.]

At 12 o’clock and 10 minutes p.m.,
His Excellency Binyamin Netanyahu,
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Prime Minister of Israel, accompanied
by the committee of escort, retired
from the Hall of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms es-
corted the invited guests from the
Chamber in the following order:

The Members of the President’s Cabi-
net;

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic
Corps.

———

JOINT MEETING DISSOLVED

The SPEAKER. The purpose of the
joint meeting having been completed,
the Chair declares the joint meeting of
the two Houses now dissolved.

Accordingly, at 12 o’clock and 16
minutes p.m., the joint meeting of the
two Houses was dissolved.

The Members of the Senate retired to
their Chamber.

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess until 12:45 p.m.

0 1245
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. POE of Texas) at 12
o’clock and 45 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

————

REMEMBERING THE HONORABLE
PETER FRELINGHUYSEN

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I rise with sadness to inform
the House of the passing late yesterday
afternoon of one of the longest living
former Members of the House, Peter
H.B. Frelinghuysen. Congressman
Frelinghuysen served in this House
with effectiveness and distinction and
honor between 1953 and 1975.

Peter Hood Ballantine Frelinghuysen
was born in New York City in 1916.
After graduating from Princeton Uni-
versity and then Yale School of Law,
he served in the Office of Naval Intel-
ligence during World War II. He was
elected as a Republican to the 83rd
Congress.

When he first entered Congress, he
served on the Education and Labor
Committee, and after that as ranking
member of the House Foreign Affairs
Committee in the early 1970s. After
being elected to 10 successive terms in
Congress, he retired in 1975.

Of course, all of my colleagues know
that Peter’s son, RODNEY, our distin-
guished colleague here in the House, is
now in mourning, as is the rest of the
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family. So on this sad day, I would in-
vite all of my colleagues to join me in
extending to RODNEY and his brothers,
Frederick and Peter, and his sisters,
Beatrice and Adaline, and their fami-
lies, our deepest and most profound
condolences.

Peter Hood Ballantine Frelinghuysen
was proud of his work in the House. He
was loved by the people of New Jersey,
and we thank him for his extraordinary
legacy of service.

———

PROTECT MEDICARE FOR
AMERICA’S SENIORS

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, health
care is a right, not a privilege. We
made a promise to our seniors that
they will have health care when they
retire, that they will not have to with-
er away as they age.

But Republicans have broken that
promise. Republicans, by passing the
Ryan budget, believe that seniors
should fend for themselves, that Amer-
ica should not honor the bargain made
with its seniors.

It’s simple, Mr. Speaker. Republicans
don’t like Medicare. I am glad this new
majority is showing its true colors.
And it is no surprise that Americans
don’t like this position. They didn’t
like it when they tried to privatize So-
cial Security, and they don’t like the
Republican plan to voucherize Medi-
care.

Republicans would rather break this
promise for their partisan, ideological
crusade. In contrast, Democrats stand
with America’s seniors. We believe
America should keep its promise to
America’s seniors. We believe Amer-
ica’s seniors deserve better.

Support Medicare.

——————

REMEMBERING THE HONORABLE
PETER FRELINGHUYSEN

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

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. Mr.
Speaker, yesterday America lost a
great public servant, a great friend of
the State of New Jersey, the father of
one of my—if not my best friend in
Congress, a friend of my family’s, and
just a wonderful guy.

Mr. Frelinghuysen—as I knew him,
Peter Frelinghuysen—served in the
Congress, as my friend from New Jer-
sey just mentioned, from 1953 to 1975.
He was the second or third oldest
former Member of Congress. Now my
father, who is 98, is the oldest former
Member of Congress. Our families grew
up together. We grew up in the spirit of
public service, of good friendship, of bi-
partisanship, and of action.

I remember Mr. Frelinghuysen so
well as a child, bringing us around here
in the Chamber and around Capitol
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Hill, and even out to amusement parks
in the Washington, D.C., area. He was a
great father to his five children. But
most importantly, Mr. Speaker, he was
a great American and a very fine, dis-
tinguished Member of Congress.

I will miss him. I know his family
will miss him. I know the citizens of
New Jersey will miss him. He was a
great American.

———
0 1250
MEDICARE

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

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, these are
tough times for the American people
everywhere. In my home State of Cali-
fornia, families face a 12 percent unem-
ployment rate, and the gas prices are
well over $4 a gallon.

But instead of working together to
solve the problems, the Republican
leadership has voted to end Medicare as
we know it and extend the tax breaks
to companies that ship jobs overseas.

This week the Senate will have its
chance to vote on a reckless Repub-
lican budget. The consequences of this
misguided plan are devastating for the
senior citizens—again 1 state—dev-
astating to the senior citizens and the
middle class.

In California alone, the Republican
budget would cost seniors—I state—
cost seniors over $214 million in higher
prescription drug costs next year; cut
almost $54 billion in Medicaid funding
for seniors and the disabled; and would
cost us 186,000 private sector jobs that
will be lost over the next 5 years.

We must scrap this plan. Let us work
together on a reasonable budget to pro-
tect Medicare.

———
AMERICAN JOB CREATORS

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

Mr. BUCSHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about jobs.

Over a month ago, I launched my
participation in American Job Cre-
ators. All too often in Washington, reg-
ulations are created that end up sti-
fling job creation across our Nation.
That is why I chose to participate in
American Job Creators. With unem-
ployment at 9 percent, it was common
sense to me to ask the job-creating ex-
perts what regulations are affecting
their ability to grow and expand.

One job creator in my district, Jodie,
is a home builder. She went to
AmericandJobCreators.com and used
the platform to communicate with me.
Jodie identified the onerous banking
regulations created by the Dodd-Frank
Act, making it more difficult for con-
tractors to borrow money from lending
institutions. This, in turn, makes it
more difficult to complete and start
new projects. We know the housing cri-
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sis has made it difficult on the con-
struction industry, but adding these
regulations has further stifled the in-
dustry’s ability to recover and to cre-
ate jobs in America.

I would like to thank Jodie for her
participation and encourage more peo-
ple to go to AmericanJobCreators.com.

——
WE MUST PROTECT MEDICARE

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

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to join with the American people
to protect Medicare.

It’s pretty simple. The Republicans,
if they had their way, it would mean a
catastrophic end to the program and it
would deep-six protections for seniors
and improvements to Medicare that we
made under the Affordable Care Act.

Medicare has long been a reliable
source of coverage for seniors, ensuring
they can afford the care they need. In
Maryland, the GOP plan would force
seniors to pay nearly $6,800 more in
out-of-pocket expenses for health care
in the first year alone. And at a time
when seniors are economically vulner-
able, this proposal would further
threaten their quality of life.

While their budget, to date, hasn’t
produced a single jobs-creating bill,
what they would do in these next sev-
eral months is to cut more than 2 mil-
lion private sector jobs across the
country.

So right now the Republicans are
heading for the hills, trying to distance
themselves from what they’re trying to
do to Medicare, but it’s clear that the
American people want to protect Medi-
care.

So I urge my colleagues to join with
us and oppose this controversial
change that would end the decades-old
promise to the American people.

It’s a simple question: Whose side are
you on? Well, 'm on the side, and
Democrats are on the side of seniors
and not the wealthy health insurance
industry and Big Oil bandits.

———

THE UNITED STATES STANDS
WITH ISRAEL

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

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, we just heard from a leader of
a nation that is one of America’s great-
est friends and allies: Prime Minister
Binyamin Netanyahu of the nation of
Israel.

The Prime Minister was correct in
saying that in the often shifting alli-
ances in the Middle East, only Israel
stands as our unwavering ally. And his
message for peace and security should
not be heard just in this Chamber but
across the world.

Many in the world often like to
scapegoat Israel as the cause of insta-
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bility in the Middle East and the rea-
son why a Palestinian state has not
been created. And nothing can be fur-
ther from the truth.

As the Prime Minister said, the con-
flict has never been about the estab-
lishment of a Palestinian state; it has
always been about the existence of a
Jewish state.

It is time for the Palestinian Presi-
dent, Abbas, to stand before his people
and state that he is ready to accept
peace and live side by side with the
Jewish State of Israel. Only then can
peace be achieved.

Until that time and on into the fu-
ture, the people of the world should
know that the United States of Amer-
ica will always stand strong with the
nation of Israel.

———
J 1300

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 the motion 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.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later.

——

SMALL  BUSINESS ADDITIONAL
TEMPORARY EXTENSION ACT OF
2011

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill (S. 990) to provide
for an additional temporary extension
of programs under the Small Business
Act and the Small Business Investment
Act of 1958, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:

SECTION 1. ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY EXTENSION
OF AUTHORIZATION OF PROGRAMS
UNDER THE SMALL BUSINESS ACT
AND THE SMALL BUSINESS INVEST-
MENT ACT OF 1958.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1 of the Act entitled
“An Act to extend temporarily certain authori-
ties of the Small Business Administration’, ap-
proved October 10, 2006 (Public Law 109-316; 120
Stat. 1742), as most recently amended by section
1 of Public Law 112-1 (125 Stat. 3), is amended
by striking “May 31, 2011’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2011°’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on May 30,
2011.

SEC. 2. COMPETITIVE SELECTION PROCEDURES
FOR SBIR AND STTR PROGRAMS.

Section 9 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C.
638) is amended by inserting after subsection (r)
the following:

““(s) COMPETITIVE SELECTION PROCEDURES FOR
SBIR AND STTR PROGRAMS.—AIl funds award-
ed, appropriated, or otherwise made available in
accordance with subsection (f) or (n) must be
awarded pursuant to competitive and merit-
based selection procedures.”’.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentlemen
from Missouri.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members shall have 5 legislative days
to revise and extend their remarks and
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, America’s 27 million
small businesses drive U.S. economic
growth and innovation. Those small
companies have created 64 percent of
our net new jobs over the past 15 years.
Strong and vibrant economies are built
from the ground up, and as our Na-
tion’s entrepreneurs are making deci-
sions to take risks and invest they
need to know that their elected offi-
cials are looking out for them and pro-
viding them with the certainty they
need to have confidence moving for-
ward. That confidence will result in in-
creased economic output, new jobs, and
a better way of life for all Americans.

The legislation we have before us is a
simple extension of programs overseen
by the Small Business Administration
through September 30, 2011. The cur-
rent authorizing legislation expires at
the end of this month, and we need ad-
ditional time to continue our legisla-
tive work.

Chief among the programs we are ex-
tending today is the Small Business In-
novative Research Act, the largest
Federal Government small business re-
search and development initiative.
Earlier this month, the Small Business
Committee held a markup of legisla-
tion that would fully authorize the
SBIR program through 2014. This bipar-
tisan legislation passed our committee
by voice vote, and we are ready to
bring this legislation to the floor to
provide our small entrepreneurs with
the certainty that they need to move
forward. Unfortunately, the long term
SBIR reauthorization introduced by
our counterparts in the other body has
been stalled and the prospect of them
passing that legislation still remains
unclear. We have reached out to the
other body and are continuing a con-
structive dialogue on finding a solution
to fully authorize the SBIR program as
well as other important small business
initiatives. It is my hope that we can
continue to work in a bipartisan and
bicameral way to pass this long-term
reauthorization.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on S. 990, as amended.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the economy is showing
signs of recovery on several fronts,
adding 1 million jobs in the last 6
months. While this is very good news,
we still have a long way to go, and this
is why we need small firms more than
ever.

Small businesses, which create two-
thirds of new jobs, drive employment
gains and economic expansion. Time
and again, they have generated the
ideas and know-how that spark job
growth. However, entrepreneurs must
have the resources and tools they need
to start up or expand. The legislation
we are considering today provides them
and extends the authorization of sev-
eral Small Business Administration
programs. For many firms these initia-
tives are critical, enabling them to se-
cure financing and more effectively
compete for Federal contracts.

While we must keep these programs
operational, it is unfortunate that we
are doing so through another tem-
porary extension. However, it is my
hope that we can reach a lasting agree-
ment on the agency’s authorization so
that we do not have to come back here
again in a few months.

Small businesses across the Nation
depend on a strong SBA. This is espe-
cially true now when many unem-
ployed individuals are turning to entre-
preneurship as a source of income. By
ensuring that the agency’s programs do
not lapse, we are providing small busi-
nesses with a foundation for future
growth, and in doing so, helping move
the economy forward.

I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote.

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

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, in closing, let me reiterate that
small businesses can and will lead our
economic recovery, and this is a very
strong case for fully authorizing the
SBIR and STTR programs. They have a
proven track record of creating jobs,
advancing innovative science in the
marketplace, and solving Federal agen-
cy problems.

These programs provide a bridge be-
tween product conception and market-
ability—a step of vital importance for
innovative ideas to become a reality.
The new technologies and discoveries
that come out of these programs go a
long way towards keeping our competi-
tive edge in the world marketplace,
and the SBIR and the STTR programs
are the kind of public-private partner-
ship that is essential to the continued
growth of our economy.

I look forward to working with Rank-
ing Member VELAZQUEZ, our colleagues
on the Small Business Committee, and
our colleagues in the other body on a
long-term reauthorization in the com-
ing months.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
GRAVES) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 990, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ELECTING A MEMBER TO A CER-
TAIN STANDING COMMITTEE OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the House Republican Conference, I
send to the desk a privileged resolution
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 274

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

(1) COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORK-
FORCE.—Mr. Goodlatte, to rank immediately
after Ms. Foxx.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

O 1310

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD
DURING RECESS

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the proceedings had
during the recess be printed in the
RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1216, REPEALING MANDA-
TORY FUNDING FOR GRADUATE
MEDICAL EDUCATION; PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1540, NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FIS-
CAL YEAR 2012; AND WAIVING
REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 6(a)
OF RULE XIII WITH RESPECT TO
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN
RESOLUTIONS

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 269 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 269

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1216) to amend
the Public Health Service Act to convert
funding for graduate medical education in
qualified teaching health centers from direct
appropriations to an authorization of appro-
priations. The first reading of the bill shall
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be dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Energy and
Commerce. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. The bill shall be considered
as read. All points of order against provi-
sions in the bill are waived. No amendment
to the bill shall be in order except those re-
ceived for printing in the portion of the Con-
gressional Record designated for that pur-
pose in clause 8 of rule XVIII in a daily issue
dated May 23, 2011, and except pro forma
amendments for the purpose of debate. Each
amendment so received may be offered only
by the Member who caused it to be printed
or a designee and shall be considered as read
if printed. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. At any time after the adoption of
this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1540) to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2012 for military
activities of the Department of Defense and
for military construction, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year 2012,
and for other purposes. The first reading of
the bill shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Armed Services. After general debate, the
Committee of the Whole shall rise without
motion. No further consideration of the bill
shall be in order except pursuant to a subse-
quent order of the House.

SEC. 3. The requirement of clause 6(a) of
rule XIIT for a two-thirds vote to consider a
report from the Committee on Rules on the
same day it is presented to the House is
waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported through the legislative day of May 27,
2011, providing for consideration or disposi-
tion of a measure addressing expiring provi-
sions of the USA PATRIOT Improvement
and Reauthorization Act of 2005.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina is rec-
ognized for 1 hour.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN),
pending which I yield myself such time
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. FOXX. House Resolution 269 pro-
vides for a modified open rule pro-
viding for consideration of H.R. 1216,
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which amends the Public Health Serv-
ice Act to convert funding for graduate
medical education in qualified teaching
health centers from mandatory spend-
ing to an authorization of appropria-
tions; H.R. 15640, the National Defense
Authorization Act; and same-day con-
sideration of a rule to consider extend-
ing certain provisions of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act. Mr. Speaker, this is the
seventh modified open rule that the
House Republican majority has offered
this Congress, compared to the liberal
Democrats’ one modified open rule dur-
ing the entire 111th Congress.

The first underlying bill today, H.R.
1216, continues the fulfillment of the
Republican Pledge to America and il-
lustrates that once again Republicans
are keeping our promises to the Amer-
ican people to cut Federal spending.
The American people want trans-
parency of Washington’s spending of
hard-earned taxpayer dollars. In an act
of gross irresponsibility, the Federal
Government is spending $1 out of $4 of
gross domestic product.

We hear the term ‘“‘Federal money”’
as though it is manna from heaven. Let
me dispel that misconception, Mr.
Speaker. The Federal Government has
only the money it takes away from
hardworking American families
through taxes or the money it borrows.
As a Nation, we are currently bor-
rowing 43 cents for every dollar spent
at the Federal level.

Some argue that to balance the Fed-
eral Government and pay down our
debt, we should raise taxes. As a fiscal
conservative, I have to disagree. Rais-
ing taxes on hardworking Americans
and job creators is simply a way to
pass the blame. We must rein in out-of-
control Washington spending and put
an end to it. The American people are
sick and tired of reckless government
spending and Washington’s disregard
for basic budgeting principles of living
within its means. This is one of the
many reasons I urge my colleagues to
support this rule and the underlying
bill before us today, Mr. Speaker.

H.R. 1216 restores congressional over-
sight to Federal spending by ending the
autopilot spending for physician resi-
dency programs at teaching health cen-
ters and restoring it to the annual ap-
propriations process. When a program
is put on autopilot, Congress abdicates
its authority to unelected bureaucrats
and takes a hands-off approach. House
Republicans are committed to ending
that approach to Federal spending and
ensuring that government programs
are accountable for how they are
spending money. No longer will we ac-
cept politically popular excuses. Each
program must prove that it is a wise
steward of taxpayer dollars. If Congress
will not address out-of-control spend-
ing now, we are passing the buck to our
children and grandchildren.

Therefore, I commend my Republican
colleagues at the House Emnergy and
Commerce Committee for seeking to
end mandatory or autopilot funding for
programs in the liberal Democrats’
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government takeover of health care.
Because the liberal elites knew their
government takeover of health care
was unpopular and would likely have
consequences at the ballot box, they
included $105 billion in mandatory tax-
payer spending in the law itself to pro-
tect their favorite programs.

Let me take a moment, Mr. Speaker,
to explain the difference between dis-
cretionary and mandatory government
spending. Discretionary spending is ap-
propriated by Congress annually and,
therefore, subject to congressional
oversight and review. Discretionary
spending allows Members of Congress
the opportunity to be wise stewards of
the taxpayers’ money by not funding
ineffective or duplicative programs. On
the contrary, mandatory spending op-
erates irrespective of congressional ap-
propriations and must be spent wheth-
er we have the money or not. The most
recognized mandatory spending pro-
grams are Medicare, Medicaid and So-
cial Security which operate on auto-
pilot and have not been subject to con-
gressional oversight from year to year
as funds automatically stream from
the Treasury to anyone who qualifies
for a particular benefit.

It cannot be emphasized enough that
the liberal elites in Washington chose
to hastily ram through their govern-
ment takeover of health care with no
regard for the staunch opposition of
the American people. The audacity of
an elected official or, worse, an
unelected bureaucrat basically saying
to a taxpayer that he or she knows how
to spend the taxpayer’s money better
than the individual taxpayer is appall-
ing. That is what the ruling liberal
elites in Washington did when they
chose to forgo the annual appropria-
tions, also known as oversight, process
by putting their favorite programs on
autopilot under ObamacCare.

Mr. Speaker, it is my firm belief that
Washington should not be in the busi-
ness of picking winners and losers.
During committee consideration of the
underlying bill, my Republican col-
leagues rightly pointed out that the
liberal Democrats in control last Con-
gress put the funding for residencies at
teaching health centers on autopilot
but left residency programs at chil-
dren’s hospitals to fend for themselves
in the annual appropriations process.
In fact, President Obama’s FY 2012
budget proposes eliminating funding
for residency programs at children’s
hospitals.

Mr. Speaker, it is hard to understand
why residencies at teaching health cen-
ters should receive special treatment.
Why were these residency programs
protected while others languished and
were eventually proposed to be elimi-
nated?
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This is a classic example of Wash-
ington bureaucrats deciding which pro-
grams will win and which will lose. As
I said earlier, every program should be
properly scrutinized by Congress
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through the appropriations process and
be accountable for how it is spending
taxpayer money. While this account-
ability should always be important, it’s
even more critical because we’re facing
the third straight year of trillion dol-
lar deficits. This fiscal year our deficit
will be $1.6 trillion.

Mr. Speaker, remember the figure I
mentioned earlier about our Nation’s
borrowing habits? We’re borrowing 43
cents of every dollar the Federal Gov-
ernment spends. This translates to a
national debt that has now reached
more than $14 trillion and has gotten
the attention of the American people.
If you’re having a hard time visualizing
$14 trillion, let me put it this way: If
America was required to pay back its
national debt right now, each citizen—
man, woman, and child—would owe
more than $46,000.

The simple truth is that we have a
spending crisis in this town due in
large part to mandatory spending that
operates on autopilot. House Repub-
licans are committed to bringing gov-
ernment spending under control, and
we’re continuing to build on our Pledge
to America by restoring congressional
oversight and accountability for gov-
ernment programs.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote for this rule and the
underlying bills.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentlelady from North
Carolina and my friend, Dr. Foxx, for
yielding me the customary 30 minutes,
and I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, this
rule allows for the consideration of
H.R. 1216, the Graduate Medical Edu-
cation Direct Spending Repeal Act, and
general debate for H.R. 1540, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2012, and this rule also al-
lows for a martial law consideration of
the reauthorization of the Patriot Act
sometime this week.

Frankly, Mr. Speaker, this is a dis-
appointing rule. While I have no prob-
lem with a rule providing for general
debate for the Defense authorization
bill, it is disappointing that this rule
also includes these two other provi-
sions—especially the martial law rule.

Let me begin with H.R. 1216. This bill
is simple—it’s another chance for the
Republicans to dismantle the Afford-
able Care Act. It’s one more part of
their repeal agenda.

The funny thing is, Mr. Speaker, Re-
publicans continue to push their repeal
agenda, but they haven’t put any plan
forward to replace these new health
care provisions that we passed. The
truth is that the Republicans are not
only trying to repeal the Affordable
Care Act, they are also trying to repeal
Medicare. This is outrageous. The
American people do not want the
House Republicans to dismantle Medi-
care.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The Affordable Care Act, Mr. Speak-
er, provides dedicated funding for the
training of family doctors through
graduate medical education programs
at teaching health centers. The Repub-
licans, while they claim they support
doctors and training programs, don’t
believe in this dedicated funding. This
bill not only rescinds the direct fund-
ing for these programs, it reduces the
authorization by nearly $50 million.

Now, everyone knows there is a
shortage of primary care physicians in
this country. Why, then, do Repub-
licans want to undercut efforts to bring
physicians into areas of desperate
need?

Making these funds discretionary
will jeopardize the 11 programs cur-
rently underway across the country—
including one program in my home
State of Massachusetts. Making these
funds discretionary does nothing to
help our constituents who are strug-
gling to obtain primary care. Making
this program discretionary will deter
other entities from making business
decisions necessary to expand resi-
dency training—decisions like securing
commitments from key stakeholders
to agree to train new or additional
residents, applying for accreditation if
not already eligible, and hiring new
faculty with funding over the next few
years.

Finally, claims that this bill saves
hundreds of millions of dollars are just
not true. Republicans may claim that
this bill will cut nearly $200 million
from the deficit, but that’s only true if
Congress provides no funding for this
program. CBO—the nonpartisan budget
arbiter that Republicans frequently ig-
nore—estimates that $184 million will
be appropriated over 5 years, meaning
only $11 million will be saved by H.R.
1216. So claims of this incredible fiscal
austerity are simply not true.

Now, a second part of this rule is the
martial law portion for same-day con-
sideration of the Patriot Act extension.
The Senate is currently debating this
reauthorization, and the Republicans
feel it necessary to once again jam this
bill through this House as soon as the
Senate is done with it. This is no way
to debate legislation dealing with our
homeland security and basic civil
rights and civil liberties. This is an im-
portant issue. Members need time to be
able to understand all of the implica-
tions of the Patriot Act.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, let me say just
a few words about the fiscal year 2012
National Defense Authorization Act
which we will begin general debate on
later today.

All Members of this House are
strongly committed to protecting our
national security—regardless of party,
region, or political point of view. It has
been the tradition of the House Armed
Services Committee, at the staff and
Member level, to work in a bipartisan
way to carefully craft the annual de-
fense authorizations bill, and I recog-
nize Chairman BUCK MCKEON and
Ranking Member ADAM SMITH for con-
tinuing that collegiality.
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But given such a tradition, it comes
as a surprise to see so many provisions
in H.R. 1540 that attempt to repudiate
and attack several of the President’s
national security policies. From
warehousing low-level detainees for an
indeterminate amount of time, to de-
laying the implementation of the re-
peal of Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell, to
hamstringing the implementation of
the bipartisan-supported New START
Treaty, to seeking a so-called updated
authorization for the use of military
force that no longer references the dev-
astating 9/11 attacks against America,
but instead gives broad authority to
the executive branch to pursue mili-
tary operations anywhere for any
length of time—such changes have all
the appearance of a partisan agenda.

This afternoon, the Rules Committee
will be reviewing many of the amend-
ments on these and other issues, and I
hope that they will be made in order so
that a broad range of issues and rec-
ommendations might be considered and
voted upon by this body.

Now, a number of those amendments
will deal with the future of our policy
and military operations in Afghani-
stan.

As most of my colleagues know, I be-
lieve that we need to rethink our strat-
egy in Afghanistan. It is bankrupting
our Nation. The gentlelady from North
Carolina talks about the deficit. I will
remind her and others that we are bor-
rowing to pay for the war in Afghani-
stan. We are borrowing approximately
$8.2 billion a month. That’s billion with
a “b.”

So if we’re going to get serious about
deficit reduction, we either need to end
these wars—which I think we should
do—or if you support them, you ought
to pay for them.

This war has already demanded the
lives of 1,573 of our service men and
women and gravely wounded tens of
thousands of our troops. And right
now, there is no true end in sight.

The death of Osama bin Laden cre-
ates an opportunity for us to reexam-
ine our policy in Afghanistan and ask
the President exactly how and when he
will bring the last troops home to their
families and their communities.

The death of bin Laden provides us
with a moment to commend our intel-
ligence and uniformed men and women,
and it also allows us to bring fresh eyes
to what kind of defense budget and pri-
orities best fit the needs of our Nation
and our national security, especially in
these difficult economic times.

I hope that the Rules Committee will
embrace such a debate, allow a broad
range of amendments to be made in
order, and support a fresh and critical
examination of the policies and prior-
ities put forward in H.R. 1540.

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague from Massachusetts for
bringing up some issues that need to be
responded to.

First of all, let me say he says that
we plan to repeal Medicare. It was the



H3356

Democrats who, in voting for the
health care act that took over health
care in this country to the Federal
Government, who cut $500 billion from
Medicare—a half a trillion dollars. Re-
publicans have made no recommenda-
tions to cut Medicare at all. Only the
Democrats have voted to do that. Not
Republicans.

Republicans want to save Medicare,
Mr. Speaker. That is what we are
doing. We’re recommending that we
save Medicare for the future. The
Democrats are the only ones who want
to repeal Medicare by cutting that
money from it.

Let me mention a couple of other
things that my colleague has spoken
about in terms of underlying bills.
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In terms of the Patriot Act, I believe
it is the Attorney General, the Demo-
crat Attorney General, Mr. Holder, who
has recommended not only that the Pa-
triot Act be renewed, but that all three
of these provisions be made permanent.
It is coming from that side of the aisle
that they want the Patriot Act re-
newed. So their President is pushing
for this.

In terms of borrowing for the war,
Mr. Speaker, you know, it is the Fed-
eral Government and only the Federal
Government that provides for the na-
tional defense of this country. That is
why we have a Federal Government,
Mr. Speaker. It’s why we became the
United States. No other branch of gov-
ernment can provide for our national
security. Every other branch of govern-
ment, however, can handle health care,
can handle education, can handle many
of the things that the Federal Govern-
ment has gotten itself into that it has
no business being involved in. So if we
had to borrow money, we wouldn’t be
borrowing money if we weren’t in these
other things. We would have ample re-
sources to provide for the national de-
fense.

But I would also like to point out to
my colleague from Massachusetts that
it was a Democratic President who
took us into a third war, with no au-
thorization from the Congress. And it
is not the Republicans who are cre-
ating this problem.

Mr. Speaker, the second bill made in
order under this rule is H.R. 1540, the
National Defense Authorization Act.

Mr. Speaker, this weekend we will all
pause to observe Memorial Day, as we
should. As we debate this very impor-
tant bill, we need to keep in mind the
men and women of the Armed Forces
and their families. We also need to
keep in mind those who have made the
ultimate sacrifice in defense of all of
our freedoms, including this process of
freely debating our laws and the idea of
the role of government. We could not
be here today without the sacrifices of
those who served in the military and
kept us a free people. I hope that’s
what everyone kKeeps on their mind this
weekend when they celebrate Memorial
Day.
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As James Madison wrote in the Fed-
eralist Papers, ‘“The operations of the
Federal Government will be most ex-
tensive and important in times of war
and danger.” Our Founding Fathers
had a clear view that the primary and
central job of the Federal Government
was to ‘‘provide for the common de-
fense.” Providing for the common de-
fense is the mandate of our Constitu-
tion. It’s not an issue that should di-
vide us in partisan rancor, but unite us
as a country that supports our military
and provides them with the tools to do
their very important job.

One need not look too far back in his-
tory to find words that remind us of
our responsibility to provide for the
common defense. President Ronald
Reagan, in his first inaugural address,
promised to ‘‘check and reverse the
growth of gove