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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. ROSS of Florida). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 26, 2011. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DENNIS 
ROSS to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

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

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, 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 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 

f 

STOP PLAYING GAMES WITH THE 
DEFICIT 

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
there is an air of unreality here on 
Capitol Hill. There are some people 
with no experience in government, lit-
tle knowledge, and less regard about 
the outcomes who are pontificating, 
lecturing, and threatening. The dis-
connect between the rhetoric, the re-
ality between governance and an ideo-
logical agenda is in large part why we 

are in the conundrum we are in today 
with the debt ceiling, something that 
has routinely been increased year after 
year for decades. 

It was on full display in the Repub-
lican-controlled House yesterday as we 
debated the Interior appropriation bill. 
Now remember, last week Republicans 
took to the floor with a so-called ‘‘cut, 
cap, and balance’’ proposal, which is 
their answer going forward with the 
economy. It would impose an 18 per-
cent of GDP limit on the amount of 
spending that the Federal Government 
could employ in any one year. Now re-
member, that is not what we have done 
for years. Ronald Reagan never pro-
posed a budget that was even as low as 
21 percent of gross domestic product. 
So it’s a dramatic reduction, more 
than 14 percent less than anything 
Ronald Reagan ever proposed. 

Well, yesterday in the debate my col-
league from Kansas offered an amend-
ment, an amendment that I personally 
found destructive and unbalanced that 
would have done terrible things, sin-
gling out for elimination the National 
Endowment for the Arts, the National 
Endowment for the Humanities, zero-
ing out important resources for con-
struction for fish and wildlife, con-
struction and acquisition of land. It 
would be a 30 percent reduction in 
water infrastructure. Overall, it would 
have been an 11 percent reduction. But 
at least it was honest. 

This is where in fact some of my Re-
publican colleagues want to go. In fact, 
it is less than what they would have 
imposed with their proposal the week 
before. As I argued against the amend-
ment on the floor, I predicted that it 
would fail overwhelmingly, that many 
Republicans would vote against it be-
cause even though they are willing to 
make reckless proposals disconnected 
from reality if the only consequences 
are polls and politics, when it really 
comes down to basics, even they don’t 
want to impose it. 

Remember what happened on the 
floor of the House when we were debat-
ing Republican and Democratic alter-
natives to the budget? The Republican 
Study Group offered up their proposal 
that went even further than my friend, 
PAUL RYAN’s. And when it was passing, 
we watched Republicans start to twist 
arms to get people to vote against it 
because, again, it was something they 
thought was great politics and theater; 
but if it came closer to reality, they 
understood that it would hurt them if 
the American public understood the 
real agenda. 

Well, we are now at a very serious 
stage dealing with the debt ceiling. Ac-
tions matter. Too many are still acting 
like they’re on the campaign trail or at 
a Tea Party rally or on a Fox TV 
shout-fest. There have already been 
negative consequences from the reck-
less action of holding the debt ceiling 
hostage—American businesses are pay-
ing more; there are threats that we’re 
going to be paying more for interest in 
the international bond market. 

It’s past time to stop this dangerous 
posturing. There is enough irrespon-
sibility displayed already, we should 
avoid putting the rhetoric, in effect, 
into a budget. 

Now is the time to stop playing 
games on the budget deficit. We’ve 
seen this movie before. The last time 
the Republicans took control in 1995 
there was a debate on imposing a bal-
anced budget amendment. It failed by 
one vote in the Senate, and it failed 
with the single Republican ‘‘no’’ vote, 
Mark Hatfield from Oregon. Senator 
Hatfield, in a profile in courage, stood 
up and made clear that he was all in 
favor of balancing the budget, but not 
with a gimmick long into the future. 
He was chair of the Appropriations 
Committee. He invited his colleagues 
to make the action by reducing the 
budget, not playing games with gim-
micks. That’s what we should do today. 
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KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
delay, delay, delay is the administra-
tion’s energy plan. The Keystone XL 
pipeline project would bring 700,000 bar-
rels of oil a day from Alberta, Canada, 
to refineries in southeast Texas. This 
would provide more energy for Amer-
ica. 

The President has had over 2 years to 
approve the project, but the State De-
partment, the EPA, and out-of-towners 
have stonewalled the project on alleged 
environmental grounds. 

Pipelines are the most cost-effective 
and more environmentally sound ways 
to transport oil and natural gas. Oil 
must reach our refineries somehow. We 
can either import oil from a safe, reli-
able pipeline from our neighbors or on 
risky tankers coming from unstable 
Middle Eastern countries. Even the 
EPA should be able to figure this out 
after 2 years of delay, delay, delay. 

Our neighbors in Canada have devel-
oped a safe way to obtain crude oil 
from their oil sands. Unlike many of 
the countries in the world, the Cana-
dians are concerned about environ-
mental issues in crude oil production. 
They will sell us their crude oil. It will 
be piped to refineries in my district in 
southeast Texas and will be refined 
into energy and byproducts of crude 
oil. And it will create jobs in America. 

If the White House fails to act, the 
Canadians will take their oil someplace 
else. The Chinese are interested in buy-
ing that oil, so it’s going to be used and 
it will go to China. Why not let it come 
to America? 

Some environmental extremists are 
against the project. Of course they are. 
They are against every type of energy 
that comes from below the ground. But 
they have no answers for our energy 
needs. They say they want green en-
ergy. Well, I do too, but there isn’t suf-
ficient green energy yet to run Amer-
ica. So they’re against everything, it 
seems, except those curly CFL light 
bulbs that come from China. They’re 
all in favor of those. 

The radicals are against nuclear en-
ergy because, well, the Japanese had an 
earthquake that caused reactors to 
overheat, so no more nuclear energy. 

b 1010 

They are against natural gas because 
they don’t like fracking, even though 
safe fracking has been around for dec-
ades and they don’t even understand 
what fracking does. 

They don’t want America to use coal 
even though our resources are abun-
dant and new technologies have made 
clean coal safer and more efficient. 

They don’t like wind turbines be-
cause running turbines at night in west 
Texas may bother the flight pattern of 
bats. 

They don’t want more offshore drill-
ing; certainly can’t have that. And, of 
course, they are against domestic 

crude oil anyway because they hate 
American oil companies. 

So what’s the answer? Well, the only 
White House plan that has been offered 
is to give American money to Brazil so 
Brazil can drill off its shores and then 
America will buy their crude oil. But 
no more offshore drilling for us it 
seems. 

If we’re going to buy crude oil from 
foreign countries, let’s buy it from our 
neighbor, our ally, Canada. Or do the 
progressives prefer we keep buying 
crude oil from dictators like Chavez in 
Venezuela or continue to be held hos-
tage by the monopoly of OPEC and 
Middle Eastern countries? Or do they 
just want us to do without energy alto-
gether? 

Meanwhile, gasoline is around $4 a 
gallon. So it seems to me the progres-
sives, if they get their way, will have 
no progress in energy self-reliance, and 
we’ll regress and go back to the horse 
and buggy days. But whoa, wait a 
minute, Mr. Speaker, we can’t go back 
to using horses because they, too, 
cause pollution. 

Mr. President, approve the pipeline. 
Show some leadership. Time to start 
making progress on taking care of 
America’s energy needs. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

LAST BEST HOPE OF EARTH 

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

‘‘Fellow-citizens, we cannot escape 
history. 

‘‘We of this Congress and this admin-
istration will be remembered in spite 
of ourselves. No personal significance, 
or insignificance, can spare one or an-
other of us. The fiery trial through 
which we pass will light us down, in 
honor or dishonor, to the latest genera-
tion. We, even we here, hold the power 
and bear the responsibility. 

‘‘We shall nobly save, or meanly lose, 
the last best hope of Earth.’’ 

Lincoln, of course, was talking about 
the state of a Nation in peril on De-
cember 1 in his address to Congress in 
1862. 

But if this Nation had not the leader-
ship of that magnitude, who knows 
where we would be today. They faced 
terrible consequences and yet still had 
the extraordinary foresight and for-
titude to charge ahead. 

Today, we too face consequences. We 
face consequences of international eco-
nomic impact, environmental and eco-
logical destruction. 

We consider this week a debt limit 
crisis that has brought out the best and 
worst amongst men and women I re-
spect both here on this House floor and 
on the other side of this Capitol build-
ing and on cable news stations across 
the country. 

We are also considering here in this 
House an Interior and Environment ap-
propriations bill that simply says to 

our children: You clean it up; we don’t 
care to bear the burden. This bill does 
irreparable damage to programs that 
keep our air clean, our water drink-
able, and that protect our national and 
natural heritage. These are not dollars 
spent without thought, nor are they in-
vestments of a trivial nature as some 
would have us believe. 

Simply put, these are science-based, 
pragmatic investments in public 
health. These cuts, all told, will not 
save the country a penny. The policy 
riders included in this bill will cost 
tens of thousands of lives. The bill will 
expose our children, families, and com-
munities to unnecessary illness and de-
grade our irreplaceable natural re-
sources. 

But this week we are not stopping at 
a debt ceiling quagmire and an Interior 
and Environmental appropriations ab-
horrence. We will continue to consider 
a measure that would deem congres-
sional approval for the Keystone XL 
tar sands pipeline. The Keystone would 
flow from Alberta down to the gulf 
coast, threading right through the vast 
Ogallala Aquifer, the main drinking 
water source for the Midwest. 

You can ignore the dozen leaks the 
Keystone ‘‘one’’ system has had in the 
last year, stoking fears of a spill in the 
aquifer from the proposed expansion 
pipeline. You can ignore the 42,000 gal-
lons that seeped from an ExxonMobil 
pipeline into the Yellowstone River in 
Montana earlier this month, under 
which Keystone XL would also run. 
You can ignore the science that says 
that the high energy process of produc-
tion of tar sands increases greenhouse 
gas emissions, pollutes water sources, 
and harms the proposed region’s boreal 
forests. And you can ignore the fact 
that testimony of TransCanada offi-
cials to Canadian regulators included 
the fact that the pipeline would drive 
gasoline prices in the Midwest higher, 
not lower. 

But let’s forget all that. 
On procedure alone, this Congres-

sional consideration of a bill that is 
currently under review by the Depart-
ment of State is unnecessary and un-
precedented, potentially negatively af-
fecting our national security and safe-
ty. 

This proposed pipeline needs no con-
gressional approval. In fact, this pro-
posed expansion need not be approved 
at all. It has drawn criticism from the 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
who suggested that the State Depart-
ment should consider how construction 
would affect wetlands, migratory birds, 
and communities through which it 
passes. 

So we stand here today to consider 
approving a project expansion that has 
been deemed mediocre at best. We 
stand here today to consider an envi-
ronmental appropriations bill that has 
been deemed the worst we have ever 
seen. And we stand here today while 
everyone around us fights against a 
compromise that might keep our 
standing in the international economy 
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from dipping further than we have al-
ready seen it fall. 

Indeed, ‘‘We cannot escape history. 
We hold the power, and bear the re-
sponsibility. We shall nobly save, or 
meanly lose, the last best hope of 
Earth.’’ 

President Lincoln, truer words were 
never spoken. 

f 

DIPLOMA ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. CHU) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, for so many, 
education is the key to the American 
Dream. But for so many, a good edu-
cation seems like it is beyond reach. 
That is why I am introducing the DI-
PLOMA Act, or Developing Innovative 
Partnerships and Learning Opportuni-
ties that Motivate Achievement. 

This legislation will address obsta-
cles to learning by giving out grants to 
schools, social service programs, and 
the local community to create com-
prehensive, community-based solutions 
that will ensure that our struggling 
students will succeed. 

For awhile now, I have advocated for 
changing the tone of debate that sur-
rounds school reform. Too often critics 
point fingers instead of offering solu-
tions. That is why I am pushing for 
real change, dramatic change in our 
schools that harnesses the energy of 
parents, the community, and the 
school to turn around our failing 
schools that lift up all our students. 

Now, there is no denying that this 
approach can be challenging and hard 
work, but research shows when com-
munities, parents, and schools collabo-
rate and work together, there is noth-
ing we can’t achieve. I know this be-
cause I have seen it firsthand in my 
district. 

In East Los Angeles, Esteban E. 
Torres High School is a shining exam-
ple of a community school. It’s the 
first new school built in the neighbor-
hood in 85 years, and its facilities and 
classrooms are simply magnificent. 
But to me, the most awe-inspiring part 
is the community-based approach at 
the heart of Esteban Torres. With the 
help of the Los Angeles Education 
Partnership and the Federal Full Serv-
ice Community Schools Grant Pro-
gram, Esteban Torres tapped into the 
resources of the surrounding commu-
nity to overcome challenges facing 
their students regarding health care, 
limited English proficiency, and finan-
cial literacy. 

Esteban Torres partnered with 
Bienvenidos for a full-service health 
service on campus that will help main-
tain the health and well-being of their 
students so they are ready and able to 
learn. 

Pan American Bank partnered to 
help the high schoolers create a stu-
dent-run financial center to teach the 
importance of a budget and proper 
money management, skills which will 
stick with these students for the rest 
of their lives. 

Luis Rodriguez and Tia Chucha’s 
Centro Cultural joined the effort to es-
tablish the first-ever bookstore in East 
Los Angeles, making it easier for stu-
dents to expand their education outside 
their classroom. 

And the effect of these programs is 
apparent on the smiles of the students’ 
faces on their way to school, in the caf-
eteria and the classroom. This type of 
engagement and support is giving stu-
dents in the community new opportu-
nities and opening their world. 

Across America, our students face 
problems like homelessness, lack of 
health care, and limited English pro-
ficiency. Research tells us that two- 
thirds of the achievement gap is due to 
factors outside of school, and even the 
best teachers have a hard time over-
coming these obstacles. 

b 1020 
A recent study from Chicago found 

that when we don’t address students’ 
social and economic disadvantages out-
side schools, the hard work done inside 
the school can be futile. That’s why the 
DIPLOMA Act is so necessary. Local 
groups can coordinate, integrate, and 
facilitate services aimed at strength-
ening student achievement, such as 
dropout prevention, family engage-
ment, tutoring, extending learning 
services, health care, and social sup-
port. The bill contains strong account-
ability measures, including inde-
pendent evaluations to measure results 
and identify best practices. 

These partnerships will make a dif-
ference in the lives of students in my 
district. When students are provided 
the right kind of support and opportu-
nities to help them learn, nothing can 
stop them. The DIPLOMA Act ensures 
that America’s next Nobel Prize lau-
reate can come from any background 
or community because they had the 
support they needed to succeed. 

f 

BREAKING WASHINGTON’S ADDIC-
TION TO TAXPAYERS’ MONEY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, is President 
Obama really pushing to raise taxes 
while unemployment hovers around 9 
percent just to get an increase in the 
debt limit? 

Republicans beg to disagree. Increas-
ing taxes on American job creators and 
families will mean fewer new jobs are 
created, which will result in more 
Americans remaining unemployed. 
Washington does not need tax hikes to 
raise the debt ceiling. Washington 
needs spending cuts. The Federal Gov-
ernment is addicted to taxpayer 
money. The solution is not giving it 
more of Americans’ hard-earned 
money. No. The solution is to halt the 
runaway spending and permanently re-
form Washington’s reckless spending 
habits. 

We can fix this problem and pay our 
bills on time, Mr. Speaker. However, 

refusing to cut spending and going with 
status quo tax hikes would be a recipe 
for disaster that will rob future genera-
tions of a chance to fulfill the Amer-
ican Dream. 

f 

DEBT CRISIS AGENDA FOR THE 
AMERICAN PEOPLE 

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. It’s clear to the Amer-
ican public that Congress, especially 
the Senate, is very good at doing one 
thing—and that is nothing. 

Now, perhaps we can capitalize on 
this strength to resolve the impasse 
over the deficit reduction. Well, how 
could that work? How could Congress 
do nothing but solve this problem? 
Well, within 17 months, by doing noth-
ing, we could lower the deficit by $3.8 
trillion. In fact, the President could re-
inforce the message. Just in case Con-
gress decided to do something, he could 
say, No, if they do that, I will pocket 
veto it. I will do nothing. So we’ve got 
a good chance here: Congress does 
nothing or the President pocket vetoes, 
he does nothing, we can save $3.8 tril-
lion. Problem solved. 

How do we do that? We allow all the 
Bush tax cuts to expire. Now, you 
heard the gentlelady, Oh, my God, the 
job creators will pay more. Yeah, the 
billionaire hedge fund guys on Wall 
Street might pay a little bit more in 
taxes; they’re creating so many jobs 
today. And the other millionaires. War-
ren Buffet says it’s kind of ironic that 
he pays a much lower tax rate than his 
secretary. 

Now, if we let the Bush tax cuts ex-
pire and adopted some modest reforms, 
those inequities would no longer be in 
place, and we could have over $4 tril-
lion of deficit reduction with a little 
bit of shared sacrifice. Yes, it would 
ask the millionaires and billionaires to 
pay as much as they did in the Clinton 
era. In an era when we had 3.8 percent 
unemployment, we actually paid down 
debt in this country. It was good for all 
Americans. And we asked those who 
were most capable to contribute the 
most. But we asked a little bit of ev-
erybody. That’s what this doing noth-
ing would do. 

Now, after we’ve restored some con-
fidence here by this big step of doing 
nothing, we could do another half of 
nothing and put people back to work. 
How could we do half of nothing and 
put people back to work? Well, Presi-
dent Obama has adopted this 
cockamamie Republican idea of a So-
cial Security tax holiday putting peo-
ple to work. I know a lot of families 
that can use an extra $20 a week. 
That’s true. But them spending $20 a 
week on junk made in China or food on 
the table doesn’t put any Americans 
back to work. And if you’re unem-
ployed today—one of the 18 million un-
employed—you don’t get the $20 a 
week. We’re borrowing $110 billion to 
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do that under the guise that this is cre-
ating the jobs. And the President men-
tioned last night he wants to continue 
creating jobs that way. Well, guess 
what? It’s not working. 

So we do half of nothing. We allow 
the Social Security tax holiday to ex-
pire. It doesn’t create any jobs. We 
don’t borrow the $110 billion from 
China to put in the Social Security 
trust fund. Instead, we borrow $110 bil-
lion to put people back to work in pri-
vate sector jobs. We resolve to begin to 
rebuild our crumbling infrastructure. 

That $110 billion applied to the 
150,000 bridges falling down on the Fed-
eral system, the $80 billion backlog on 
our transit vehicles, the pavement 
that’s disintegrating across the coun-
try could put millions to work. And 
not just construction workers. Engi-
neers would go to work, people who 
manufacture things—steel, buses, tires, 
engines. All those people would go to 
work. We could put millions to work. 

Guess what that does? When people 
go to work, they don’t collect unem-
ployment, they don’t need food stamps 
to feed their family, and they pay 
taxes. That reduces the deficit, too. So 
by doing one big nothing and one half 
of nothing and then one little action to 
put people back to work—nothing that 
anybody’s talking about around here. 
Where are the jobs? Who’s talking 
about jobs? We need jobs. 

Let’s stop blathering around here. 
Let’s resolve to do nothing and solve 
the debt crisis and resolve to do half of 
nothing and then apply the money that 
we save by doing that nothing to put-
ting people back to work. 

That’s an agenda a little more pro-
ductive for the American people. 

f 

SAVING TAXPAYER MONEY 

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

Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to cover two or three 
things very briefly here this morning. 

First of all, The Washington Post re-
ported on its front page yesterday that 
‘‘U.S. taxpayer money has been indi-
rectly funneled to the Taliban under a 
$2.16 billion transportation contract.’’ 

This is crazy. It should not be part of 
the job of the U.S. military to promote 
Afghan businesses. The official report 
found ‘‘documented, credible evidence 
of involvement in a criminal enterprise 
of support for the enemy.’’ This is ri-
diculous. And it comes on the heels of 
a report last week that the Navy had 
spent at least $300 million on two ships 
that were never completed, never sent 
on a mission, and are now headed for a 
salvage yard in Brownsville, Texas. 

Are there no fiscal conservatives at 
the Pentagon? Sadly, most people in 
Congress today are afraid to cut the 
Defense Department for fear they will 
appear to be unpatriotic. Yet it seems 
to me, Mr. Speaker, that it’s unpatri-
otic to continue with megabillions in 
wasteful spending or billions in spend-

ing that promotes businesses in other 
countries. No part of the Federal Gov-
ernment should be immune from hav-
ing to save taxpayer money. The Amer-
ican people would be far better off 
today if every Department and agency 
had to take a fair, across-the-board 10 
percent cut. 

Let me mention a couple of other 
things. We’re going to vote later today 
on the Keystone pipeline project. This 
is a project that will provide 20,000 jobs 
and also will lead to 500,000 gallons of 
oil coming into this country each day. 
This will help bring down the price of 
gasoline. And yet it is opposed by a 
very powerful group of wealthy envi-
ronmental elitists. Most of these envi-
ronmentalists today seem to come 
from very upper-income or very 
wealthy families and perhaps they 
don’t realize how much they hurt the 
poor and the lower-income and the 
working people by destroying jobs and 
driving up prices. But that’s what 
they’re doing, and they’re certainly 
doing that in blocking or delaying this 
Keystone pipeline project. 

We also need to make sure that more 
jobs are created in this country in 
every way possible. Just today in The 
Washington Post, there’s a poll that 
says that 49 percent of the American 
people are finding it very difficult to 
find jobs and 33 percent say somewhat 
difficult. Eighty-two percent of the 
American people say that it’s difficult 
to find jobs in this country today. Yet 
we continue to cave in to environ-
mental radicals that destroy jobs and 
really do just nothing other than help 
foreign energy producers. 

b 1030 
So I think it’s time that we start sid-

ing with the American people and stop 
siding with foreign energy producers. 

Lastly, let me just say that the most 
false thing that has been said during 
this debate over the debt ceiling is that 
some people are trying to help billion-
aires or multimillionaires. No one is 
trying to help the billionaires. They 
can help themselves. What the debate 
is about is: Do you want the money 
spent by the Federal Government, and 
they will spend it without any question 
in the most wasteful, least effective, 
least efficient way possible; or do you 
want the money to be in the private 
sector, where it will do much more to 
create jobs and hold down prices? 

If that weren’t true, the Soviet Union 
or Cuba would have been heaven on 
Earth because, in those countries, the 
government took almost all the 
money. So it’s not about protecting 
billionaires, not in the least. 

f 

NO ILLUSIONS: A CLEAR-EYED 
SMART SECURITY APPROACH IN 
AFGHANISTAN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, last 
week, General David Petraeus relin-

quished control of the Afghanistan 
command. He did this as he prepares to 
take over as CIA Director this fall. 

We are all grateful to General 
Petraeus for 37 years of honorable and 
distinguished service, but the fact re-
mains that the fundamental realities 
in Afghanistan haven’t changed. The 
New York Times put it plainly, noting 
that the general is ‘‘leaving behind a 
country racked by deep political insta-
bility, whose fledgling security forces 
are fighting a weakened but deadly in-
surgency that kills coalition troops 
and Afghan civilians and officials near-
ly every day.’’ 

That’s a pretty damning assessment, 
Mr. Speaker, and it’s accurate. 

In recent weeks, two of President 
Karzai’s most powerful allies, including 
his brother, have been gunned down by 
the Taliban, and ordinary Afghan citi-
zens are caught in the line of fire as 
never, never before. The U.N. recently 
reported that more Afghan civilians 
were killed in the first half of 2011 than 
in any other 6-month period since the 
war began. Some of these casualties 
are the accidental result of errant at-
tacks and night raids by U.S. and 
NATO forces, but the overwhelming 
majority of civilian deaths came at the 
hands of insurgents who were often 
using suicide bombers. 

There were nearly 1,500 civilian 
deaths between January and June, but 
according to the U.N., that might be a 
low estimate given that it doesn’t in-
clude killings in northern Afghanistan 
in the last few months, because the 
U.N. closed its office in that region 
after it was attacked by a mob that 
killed several staffers. 

It is clear, Mr. Speaker, that after 
nearly a decade of war we haven’t been 
able to vanquish the enemy and bring 
stability and security to Afghanistan. 
If after 10 years we can’t do more to 
subdue the insurgency, then clearly— 
clearly—we must be doing something 
wrong. Clearly, there must be a better 
approach. 

I’ve been pushing for that new ap-
proach for many years now. It’s called 
SMART Security. It’s based on the be-
lief that sending 100,000 troops to oc-
cupy a sovereign country is not the 
best way to win trust and to promote 
peace, which has proven to fan the 
flames of resentment, to give increased 
momentum to extremists and to put 
the lives of American troops and Af-
ghan civilians in danger. 

What we need, Mr. Speaker, is an Af-
ghanistan civilian surge as bold as the 
military surge that has gotten us fur-
ther entangled in this failed war. 
That’s what SMART Security is all 
about. Instead of sending troops, let’s 
send humanitarian aid. Let’s send our 
civilian experts who can help rebuild 
Afghan schools and hospitals, who can 
help—and I say ‘‘help’’ because we 
want the Afghan people to be doing 
this, but we can help where necessary— 
rebuild the political infrastructure and 
rule of law that will strengthen Afghan 
democracy, who can promote political 
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reconciliation and peaceful conflict 
resolution. 

As he left Afghanistan, General 
Petraeus said, ‘‘We should be clear- 
eyed about the challenges ahead.’’ His 
successor, General John Allen, said, 
‘‘There will be tough days ahead, and I 
have no illusions about the challenges 
we will face together.’’ 

But I say, Mr. Speaker, continuing 
with the current policy demonstrates 
that, in fact, we are not being clear- 
eyed at all, that we are gripped by dan-
gerous illusions about what a military 
occupation can achieve. This strategy 
has been given a chance to work—10 
years. It hasn’t worked. It’s time for 
something new. It’s time for SMART 
Security, and it’s time to bring our 
troops home. 

f 

FIGHTING FOR THE WELL-BEING 
OF CHILDREN AND SENIORS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. TOWNS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
sad day in America. There are people 
who have to choose between paying 
their bills and eating a decent meal. 

All I hear is that we have a spending 
problem. ‘‘We have a spending problem. 
We have a spending problem.’’ 

I want to be sure we do not try to 
solve our spending problem on the 
backs of the poor, on the backs of chil-
dren and on the backs of our senior 
citizens. We have been cutting services 
for the poor, children and seniors for 
years. Go back and look at the record, 
and you will see that this is a fact. If 
you add up all of the money we are 
spending on children and seniors, it 
would not begin to make a dent in the 
Federal deficit. 

We spend less than 10 percent of the 
budget on children. That means we are 
not seriously investing in the future of 
this Nation. When we cut programs 
like WIC, we are literally taking the 
food out of the mouths of babies, so I 
say our priorities are certainly mis-
guided or upside down. When we cut 
tens of millions of dollars from juve-
nile justice delinquency programs, then 
we’d better get ready to spend hun-
dreds of millions of dollars on more 
prisons. 

When we look to save money by cut-
ting Medicare and Social Security, we 
really do a disservice to the senior citi-
zens in this country. Senior citizens 
have worked all of their lives putting a 
good portion of their paychecks into a 
system that paid for the well-being of 
their parents and grandparents. 

If the truth is to be told, today’s sen-
iors have paid more than $2.5 trillion 
extra into Social Security so that it 
would be safe, and here we are talking 
about making cuts. When President 
Ronald Reagan signed the law to in-
crease the payroll tax, it was to make 
sure Social Security would be there for 
future generations; but the government 
spent the money, and now we want to 
make seniors pay again. That is wrong. 

Our senior citizens have paid enor-
mous sums of money into Medicare, 
and now people are talking about end-
ing it as we know it. Certainly, rising 
health care costs are causing Medicare 
problems, but we can fix those prob-
lems without making it a voucher pro-
gram. 

I call on my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle to take a deep breath and 
to think clearly about what we’re 
doing. Children and seniors are the 
most vulnerable citizens in our coun-
try. They are depending on us to use 
sound judgment and not be swayed by 
the political gamesmanship. 

I stand here this morning to tell you 
that I intend to fight for the well-being 
of our children and our senior citizens. 
Of course, we need to uncut, uncap and 
get some real balance into this discus-
sion, recognizing the fact that our chil-
dren and our seniors must be protected. 
Of course, every time I hear one of our 
Members talking about the fact that 
we need to cut Medicare, that we need 
to cut WIC, I think that we need to 
stop and take a real, real deep breath 
and recognize that, when we do that, 
we end up creating other things, and 
we do not save money. 

f 

b 1040 

LET’S ADDRESS CAUSES, NOT 
SYMPTOMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, too 
often, Congress and Washington deal 
with symptoms, not underlying causes. 
And that’s what’s going on with this 
current debate about the debt limit. 
It’s kind of like you have an ill patient 
that has a fever, and you say, well, 
they’re sick so throw some water on 
the patient and their fever will go 
down. But you never deal with the un-
derlying infection, the underlying 
cause that is tripping the fever in the 
first place. 

Let me put a little map on the table 
here this morning, to look at the na-
ture of current economic challenge. 
When you have 14 million Americans 
out of work, and up to 24 million who 
are working part-time that want to 
work full-time or others who have com-
pletely dropped out of the workforce, 
none of them are earning a full check. 
Money is not being taken out of that 
check to pay their social insurance for 
Social Security, and they’re not going 
to pay their regular income taxes ei-
ther. And so the government falls short 
on revenues. It’s quite clear. 

We have a jobs problem. That’s the 
causal problem that underlies the def-
icit problem that America faces. 

Now, if you look just at this year 
alone, 2011, so far this year the govern-
ment’s taken in over a trillion dol-
lars—$1.2 trillion in revenue. That’s 
not bad for an economy that’s just 
limping along. But we’ve spent $1.8 
trillion. So we’ve spent already this 

year over $600 billion that we didn’t 
have. We’ve had to borrow that money. 
That borrowing gets added to the long- 
term deficit. But why do we have that 
deficit this year? 

We have that deficit because the rev-
enues aren’t coming in at the same 
rate as in prior years because there is 
a jobs problem. When you have 14 mil-
lion to 24 million people who want a 
better job and can’t get one, that’s the 
underlying cause which Washington 
fails to see or address. 

Now, the cost of that unemployment 
with the attendant shortage of reve-
nues, is added to this huge accumu-
lated debt, which now is over $14 tril-
lion. So where did that come from? Let 
me outline the reasons. The largest 
share, not only of this year’s deficit 
but of prior debt that we’ve accumu-
lated, is due to a lagging economy. 
Families know this. They can’t pay as 
much in taxes or any taxes when 
they’re out of work. Companies, banks, 
and real estate firms that go bankrupt 
can’t pay taxes either. Revenues fall 
short. 

If you take a look at the cost of our 
sluggish economy triggered and caused 
by Wall Street abuse, that’s what 
threw us into this mess in the first 
place, right, back in 2008. The increased 
costs of resulting unemployment are 
staggering indeed: Add them up. First, 
we have to pay the unemployment 
checks, and some people even got 99 
weeks of unemployment because jobs 
are scarce. Add to it the costs of food 
for those unemployed people. They are 
enormous. 

When an economy isn’t fully func-
tioning, the Federal costs of medical 
care skyrocket because people fall off 
their own insurance. So many in this 
country simply can’t get good care, 
and that’s all tied in to a very sluggish 
economy. Yes, the costs of unemploy-
ment are huge. 

Then let’s add the cost of the housing 
meltdown. All of the bad mortgages, 
four out of five bad mortgages were 
dumped on the Federal Government. 
Did Wall Street take care of its dirty 
laundry? No. They gave it to you, the 
American people. At the FHA, the Fed-
eral Housing Administration, at 
Freddie Mac, Fannie Mae, the Veterans 
Administration, guess who’s holding 
all of the mortgages that are under 
water? Eighty percent of them. Us, the 
people of the United States, because 
Wall Street’s insurance company or va-
cant units become the property of 
Uncle Sam; not Wall Street. Did Wall 
Street write off any losses? Oh, no, no, 
no. They gave them to us. That is a 
huge and growing part of the Federal 
deficit related to the housing crisis and 
what it is going to cost to revitalize or 
demolish that housing inventory. 

Then, add to all this a trillion dollars 
more that’s been spent on two wars 
that have not been paid for. That is a 
major part of the growing deficit. We 
can’t ignore that. Do we say we should 
have a war tax? Do we say we should 
end the wars? Do we say our allies 
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should pay more? The point is we 
haven’t said anything other than just 
add that trillion dollars on the deficit. 

Now let’s take a look at the Bush 
trillion-dollar tax giveaway to the very 
wealthy, who said that if we gave them 
the money, they would create jobs in 
our country. Guess what? They took 
the money and they created jobs off-
shore. Corporate profits are at all-time 
highs, but are jobs increasing in this 
country? No. Those corporate profits 
are due to the booking here in our 
country of profits earned offshore. 

So some say give them more tax 
breaks. Why, unless they invest in our 
country in job creation here at home. 
We would be foolish to waste precious 
dollars on more outsourcing. 

And finally, former President Bush 
had this idea for pharmaceuticals. He 
said don’t let the Federal Government 
bargain the cost of pharmaceuticals in 
Medicare and Medicaid expenditures. 
Yet when we can’t do that, when we 
fail to negotiate the best, competitive 
prices, that omission adds hundreds of 
billions of dollars to our debt. 

Mr. Speaker, to solve the deficit 
problem, Congress and the executive 
branch must focus on employing the 
citizens who are out of work. That is 
the real cause of our economic slug-
gishness. America ought to address 
causes, not symptoms. 

f 

THE FAIRTAX 

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

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to come to the floor today. I’m 
still a little bit winded. I was over in 
the Ways and Means Committee room 
where we were talking about exactly 
these issues. I’m embarrassed that my 
fitness is in such a state that running 
up the stairs winds me. 

But that’s what happens when you 
don’t focus on something, when you 
don’t put in the time it takes to stay 
fit; things degrade. And that’s exactly 
what’s happened with our economy, 
Mr. Speaker. It’s absolutely true that 
folks are out of work, and it’s abso-
lutely true that the best form of unem-
ployment relief is a paycheck. It’s not 
an unemployment check. It’s a pay-
check. 

But why are these jobs going over-
seas? And this is the real debate that 
happens up here absolutely every day 
because people just believe different 
things about how it is that we put 
Americans back to work. Every single 
person who comes to this House floor 
wants Americans to go back to work, 
wants America’s economy to be the 
pride of the world once again. 

But I will tell you the reason we lose 
jobs overseas is not because we’re tax-
ing businesses too little; it’s because 
we’re taxing businesses too much. We 
have the single highest corporate tax 
rate in the world in America. Why does 
Sony want to locate their next plant 
here? Why does Rico want to locate 

their next plant here? Why does Whirl-
pool want to keep their plants here? 
We punish business in this country 
through our Tax Code like no other 
country in the world. 

Now, is there a regulatory compo-
nent to that too that we need to solve 
to make America attractive for busi-
ness? There absolutely is. Is there a 
health care component of that if those 
costs rise? Absolutely there is. Is there 
a payroll tax cost in that we need to 
address, the largest tax 80 percent of 
Americans pay? Absolutely there is. 

There is only one proposal in the 
House that does it, and the Ways and 
Means Committee right now across the 
street right here behind you, Mr. 
Speaker, in the Ways and Means Com-
mittee room, is holding a hearing on 
H.R. 25, the FairTax. 

The FairTax eliminates these income 
taxes and moves America to a con-
sumption tax model. America is the 
only country in the OECD nations, 
those economically developed nations, 
that does not have a consumption tax. 
The FairTax shifts us in that direction. 

And what it does for the first time, 
the only bill in Congress that does it, it 
eliminates every single bit of corporate 
welfare in the United States Tax Code. 
Oil companies, gone. Solar companies, 
gone. Foreign companies, gone. Every 
single tax break in the Code is abol-
ished, Mr. Speaker, because we know 
the free market works best when the 
market is free. And we know that busi-
nesses don’t pay taxes. Consumers pay 
taxes. 

There is not a penny that we charge 
Walmart that they don’t roll right into 
their costs and pass it along to us. You 
see it. You see it absolutely every day. 
If we raise gas taxes, gas prices are 
going to go up. If we lower gas taxes, 
gas prices go down. The market sorts 
those things out. 

Have you ever been to a Coke ma-
chine, Mr. Speaker? I’m from Atlanta; 
so I’ll talk to you about Coke ma-
chines. But usually they’re going to sit 
beside a Pepsi machine. Have you ever 
seen that Coke costs $1 and the Pepsi 
right beside it cost $2? No. Do you ever 
see the Coke sell for $1.50 and the Pepsi 
beside it try to sell for $5? No. And 
that’s not just because Coke’s a won-
derful product. It’s because the con-
sumer rules in America and price mat-
ters. You can’t charge whatever you 
want; you can only charge what the 
consumer will pay. And when taxes go 
up, consumers have to pay more. 

The FairTax, Mr. Speaker, will bring 
those jobs back to America like no 
other proposal in this Congress. It 
eliminates those corporate income 
taxes, and it eliminates payroll taxes. 
Have you thought about your payroll 
tax recently? It is 15.3 percent of every 
paycheck that you get. 

Now, the wealthy don’t pay payroll 
taxes because they’re making their 
money in interest or dividends or cap-
ital gains, these things that payroll 
taxes don’t come out of. Those of us 
who work for paychecks, we pay pay-

roll taxes. And at 15.3 percent, the pay-
roll tax is the largest tax that 80 per-
cent of Americans pay. 

b 1050 
The largest tax that 80 percent of 

American families pay, and we don’t 
spend any time on the floor discussing 
that. We argue about income tax all 
the time. Half of America doesn’t even 
pay income taxes anymore. Payroll 
taxes are the taxes that American peo-
ple pay, 15.5 percent; and it comes out 
of your paycheck before you even get 
to see your paycheck. 

Milton Friedman, the Nobel Prize- 
winning economist who helped during 
World War II establish the withholding 
system—the government needed money 
in a hurry. It was wartime. That’s 
when we began sucking money out of 
your paycheck before you ever see your 
paycheck. Milton Friedman said the 
worst decision of his life was not work-
ing to do away with the withholding 
system once World War II ended be-
cause you need to know how much 
money you are paying. You need what 
it costs you to run this United States 
Government. 

We talk about trillions. Have you 
thought about $1 trillion, Mr. Speaker? 
One trillion dollars, the cost of the 
President’s health care plan, for exam-
ple. If you started a business on the 
day Jesus Christ was born and you 
were so bad at your small business, Mr. 
Speaker, that you lost $1 million a day, 
every day, 7 days a week from the day 
Jesus was born through today, you 
would have to continue losing money 
for another 700 years to lose your first 
trillion dollars. We throw that number 
around like it is nothing. It is some-
thing. We need jobs back in this coun-
try. The FairTax will do it. 

I encourage folks to pay attention to 
what’s happening in the Ways and 
Means Committee today on H.R. 25. 

f 

RAISE THE DEBT CEILING 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, my good friends have come to 
the floor of the House. My good friend 
just came and offered some solutions, 
and I would say that it’s important for 
Members to have ideas and to be able 
to engage on behalf of the American 
people. 

Every time we stand in this well, we 
should be rising to make the lives of 
the American people, those who have 
entrusted us to be the holders of the 
values of this great country, we should 
be moving on on their behalf. So this 
morning, I’m asking that we get on 
with it. It’s important to be discussing 
tax reform. But as many of us know, 
that is a long, protracted process of 
give-and-take. And many Americans 
will understand what the payroll tax is 
all about when they look in the faces of 
their seniors and themselves and they 
know that part of that is Social Secu-
rity. We know for a fact that Social Se-
curity has been a lifeline for millions 
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of Americans, and it is solvent, and it’s 
important to know that America is not 
broke. 

But the good work of the Ways and 
Means Committee and the good work of 
the Judiciary Committee, which is 
meeting right now—and I’ll be heading 
on to that committee to talk about 
preventing corruption in business and 
making sure the American people get 
their fair share. It is important that we 
move on. And how do we move on? We 
do something that Americans have said 
by and large that they want us to do 
together, and that is to get past this 
debt ceiling, do something that has 
been done time after time after time. 

Yes, we have grown as a Nation, and 
the reason is because in World War II 
we were not 300 million-plus people. We 
didn’t have all the assets and respon-
sibilities. In fact, the wars of Iraq and 
Afghanistan were longer than World 
War II, and all of those moneys were 
spent under the last administration. 
Tax cuts that for individuals who, by 
and large, have said, No, thank you, be-
cause they want to invest in America. 

So I’m prepared to join with my 
many friends to work on moving this 
country forward, but let’s move on. 
Let’s move on beyond the impossible 
proposal given by Speaker BOEHNER 
that focuses on a two vote process for 
the debt ceiling increase and vote once 
then come back and fight it out again 
in 6 months. That is not the consist-
ency and the evenness that is nec-
essary for all of those who are seeking 
employment or all of those businesses 
or all of those in the arena of money 
making. They need an even pathway, 
they need consistency for the markets. 

We need to get on with the ordinary 
business so that we can begin to talk 
about the growth of this country, edu-
cation for the young people, making 
sure the doors of businesses stay open, 
talk about how do we fix a tax system 
where we all can benefit. But as long as 
we are wallowing in the ordinary work, 
the work that should just go on, we 
will never reach the point of sanity, 
which is to sit down at the table of rec-
onciliation and compromise. I know we 
have it in us. We like each other. But 
it appears to the American people that 
we may not like them. 

So I will just ask, we’re nearing the 
resolution of the debt ceiling, again, to 
pay the bills that were built up be-
tween 2000 and 2008, billions of dollars 
spent in Afghanistan, billions lost in 
untoward contracts. We don’t even 
know where the moneys have gone— 
Iraq, moneys lost; a war that was, in 
essence, a detour. 

And let me just say, every time I say 
that, I always thank our soldiers and 
their families because they are not a 
detour. They accepted the call to duty, 
and we owe them a great deal of appre-
ciation. 

But the policymakers sent them into 
wars that are going on and on and on, 
and it caused this country to pay for 
these wars. At the same time, there are 
drastic draconian cuts in the revenue 

coming into the United States bank ac-
count. 

So here we are, President Clinton 
having left in 2000 with $500 billion of 
surplus; we came out of 2008 in enor-
mous debt. So what are we doing 
today? The debt ceiling is simply say-
ing pay America’s bills. And it’s also 
saying to the many countries around 
the world—which we appreciate buying 
our Treasury notes. That is of value to 
the United States. The dollar has been 
stronger than any other currency, ex-
cept the manipulation that goes on in 
China. But it’s stronger than the euro. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is important to 
pass the debt ceiling, get past this fri-
volity of doing it twice. It is time to 
pass and move forward the Reid pro-
posal which can bring all of us to-
gether. And that’s what we should do, 
begin to do, and look at it on behalf of 
the American people. America should 
pay its bills. 

f 

POLITICAL GAME OF CHICKEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. HOCHUL) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. HOCHUL. Less than 2 months on 
this job, I only have one question to 
ask: Is anyone in this body listening to 
the people who sent us here? I can only 
conclude at this point that the answer 
is ‘‘no,’’ or we would not be teetering 
on the precipice of not just a govern-
ment shutdown but an intentional eco-
nomic shutdown, the likes of which we 
have never seen in this country. And I 
say ‘‘intentional’’ because there are 
high stakes in this game of chicken. 

We all know the game of chicken. 
You’ve got a couple of crazy teenagers 
racing toward each other on a highway, 
and nobody’s going to swerve. What 
happens when no one blinks, no one 
swerves, no one comes to their senses? 
Crash. Lives are lost. No survivors. It’s 
not a pretty sight. 

It didn’t have to come to this. The 
American people who voted for us, put 
their faith in us, they don’t want this 
to happen. They wonder if anyone in 
Washington is listening, and they’re 
absolutely right in that assessment. 

I will tell you, I was at a firemen’s 
parade in the tiny, tiny village of Sil-
ver Springs in one of my most rural 
counties, Wyoming County. There are 
more Republicans than cows out there; 
and cows and Democrats, not a lot of 
people. But I’ll tell you, we are all 
bound by the same feelings. 

This frustrated senior at the fire-
men’s parade in Wyoming County said 
to me, Why can’t you guys get your act 
together? We send you there to do a 
job, and you guys aren’t doing it. 

You know, he was right; he was abso-
lutely right, and I took that to heart. 
I came back here, and I want to do 
something to restore his faith in us. 

He talked about the seniors. He said, 
We are so scared out here. I need my 
Social Security. I need my Medicare. 
Why are you guys talking about hurt-
ing us? We paid into these systems all 

of our lives. We don’t deserve this. I 
said, I’ll go back. I’ll do the best I can. 
I’ll fight for you. 

They have fear, uncertainty, and dis-
gust, all directed at the ineptitude of 
Washington. 

b 1100 

Well, it is wrong. It is plain wrong 
that we are even considering defaulting 
on America’s obligations. It’s doubly 
wrong that we’d consider defaulting on 
our obligations to our seniors, prom-
ises made 46 years ago this week with 
the advent of Medicare. 

The integrity and willingness to up-
hold and honor our promises should be 
the hallmarks of this great institution. 
And yet what I’ve witnessed in such a 
short time is a willingness to renege on 
our promises to our debtors, our sen-
iors and, ultimately, the American peo-
ple. 

Right now, it’s not too late to avoid 
that highway collision where no one 
walks away. The American people de-
serve better than this. Our small busi-
nesses deserve better than this. Our 
middle class families deserve better 
than this. 

I’ll tell you, we need to get on with 
the business of the American people, 
and do it as soon as possible. 

f 

WHAT THE PEOPLE WANT TO 
KNOW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ENGEL) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today because I want my colleagues to 
hear some of the things that I’m hear-
ing from my constituents back home. 
People want to know why we cannot 
compromise. People want to know why 
we cannot work together. I don’t know 
the answers to that because I think we 
should. 

What I see happening here is some-
thing that I haven’t seen in the 23 
years that I’ve been here. It’s that peo-
ple do not seem to want to move to the 
center and to compromise. 

I know some of my colleagues on the 
Republican side of the aisle, particu-
larly the Tea Party-backed freshmen, 
have signed a pledge never to raise 
taxes. Well, I want to say what Senator 
COBURN said the other day. He said, 
what am I upholding my pledge to? I 
uphold my pledge to abide by the Con-
stitution, not upholding my pledge to 
abide by what a special interest group 
wants. 

People want us to meet in the mid-
dle. People don’t understand why there 
seems to be intransigence. 

You know, we have spent too much 
over these past decades. And you know 
what else? In order to get back to 
where we can balance our budget and 
pay our bills, we can’t do it all with 
just spending cuts. It has to be three 
things. It has to be spending cuts, for 
sure. It also happens to be and should 
be closing tax loopholes for the very 
wealthy who get away with paying no 
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taxes at all, for large corporations who 
pay no taxes at all, for special sub-
sidies to businesses that move their 
jobs overseas, to special subsidies for 
companies like Big Oil that don’t need 
the subsidies. 

We also need to make sure that those 
who can afford to pay a little bit more 
pay a little bit more, because that’s 
how we get our budget back in balance. 
But if my Republican friends only say, 
you know, all we’re going to do is cut, 
and we’re not going to meet the Demo-
crats halfway, then I’m afraid we’re 
moving to fall off a cliff. 

President Obama was absolutely 
right yesterday when he said that one 
side seems to be saying, my way or the 
highway; tax cuts forever, even if our 
budget is not balanced. 

We, as Democrats, are saying let’s do 
it a compromise way. Let us cut spend-
ing, let us close tax loopholes, and let 
those who can afford to pay a little 
more, millionaires and billionaires, pay 
a little more. 

We are here because the American 
people sent us here. I know my con-
stituents are concerned about Medicare 
and Medicaid, Social Security, and the 
New York Graduate Medical Edu-
cation. I didn’t come here to devastate 
those programs, and I want my con-
stituents to know that I’m going to 
fight like crazy to preserve Medicare, 
Medicaid, Social Security, and GME. 
We cannot balance our budget on the 
backs of senior citizens. 

I want to remind my colleagues that 
when President Clinton, the last Demo-
cratic president before President 
Obama left office, we had record sur-
pluses. President Bush came in and we 
have red ink deficits as far as the eye 
can see. 

And I want to remind my Republican 
colleagues that 6 of the 8 Bush years 
Republicans controlled both the House 
and the Senate, and had the presidency 
for 6 years. If they wanted a balanced 
budget amendment they could have 
had it. If they wanted to try to balance 
the budget they could have done it. 

So I don’t think lectures are impor-
tant now. I think there’s plenty of 
blame to go around on all sides. We had 
the Bush tax cuts, we had wars, and we 
had reckless spending. And it was done 
under President Bush with Republican 
majorities in the House. So we need to 
put our heads together and move to the 
sensible center in terms of what the 
American people want, to get us off 
this precipice that we’re about to fall 
into. 

I think there’s one other thing the 
President should do. If he sees, in a few 
days, that there’s no progress being 
made, and we are about to approach 
August 2 and we’re about to have this 
train wreck, the President should in-
voke the 14th amendment. The 14th 
amendment says the public debt shall 
not be questioned and, in my esti-
mation, gives the President the author-
ity to raise the debt ceiling by himself. 
I think the President should do that if 
we cannot come to a compromise. 

RECESS 

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

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 7 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess 
until noon. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

Reverend Miroslaus Stelmaszczyk, 
Holy Family Church, Creighton, Penn-
sylvania, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty Father, we gather here this 
morning to ask for Your wisdom, char-
ity, and humility. We continue the 
task of operating this great Nation 
with honesty and integrity. Grant us 
the wisdom to act for the greater good 
of all citizens. Keep us humble that we 
not forget who we are and why we are 
here. 

We remember the Founding Fathers, 
who risked their reputations, their for-
tunes and their very lives to form a Na-
tion that ensures the freedoms and op-
portunities that we enjoy today. We 
also remember those brave individuals 
who paid the ultimate price to protect 
and defend those freedoms and opportu-
nities. 

Father, keep us dedicated to the peo-
ple we represent. Let us not allow par-
tisanship to cause discord among our 
number and prevent us from com-
pleting our agenda. We depend upon 
Your grace and mercy to allow us to 
continue to serve this Nation with 
honor and integrity. 

We ask this in Your name. Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

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

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8, 

rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question will be postponed. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS) come 

forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. PITTS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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. 

f 

WELCOMING REVEREND 
MIROSLAUS STELMASZCZYK 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
ALTMIRE) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ALTMIRE. Mr. Speaker, in the 

midst of one of the most contentious 
congressional debates in recent times, I 
knew just who to bring to Washington 
to help bring people together. It is my 
great honor to welcome Reverend 
Miroslaus Stelmaszczyk, who today 
serves as our guest chaplain for the 
U.S. House of Representatives. 

Known simply as ‘‘Father Miro,’’ he 
has led the Holy Family Parish in 
Creighton, Pennsylvania, for 12 of his 
36 years in the priesthood. He has re-
ceived numerous awards in recognition 
of his public service since he first came 
to the United States from Poland in 
1986. 

As testament to his popularity 
among his congregation, Mr. Speaker, I 
would also like to welcome the three 
dozen Holy Family parishioners who 
made the trip to Washington, along 
with Father Miro, and are now seated 
in the gallery to witness his opening 
prayer today. 

Welcome to you all. 
On behalf of my colleagues in the 

House, welcome, Father Miro, and con-
gratulations on being chosen as today’s 
guest chaplain for the U.S. House of 
Representatives. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER). The Chair will entertain up to 
15 further requests for 1-minute speech-
es on each side of the aisle. 

f 

LET’S LEARN A LESSON FROM 
THE ‘‘GERMAN MIRACLE’’ 

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, on Friday, Dr. Milton Wolf in 
The Washington Times reported, in the 
last 2 years, over 2 million private sec-
tor jobs have been lost, that unemploy-
ment has increased by 1.5 percentage 
points, that the U.S. dollar is 12 per-
cent weaker, and that the long-term 
unemployment is the worst ever on 
record—and sadly, the national debt 
has exploded by 40 percent. 

At the same time the administration 
pushed the failed stimulus spending 
here, the President urged German 
Chancellor Angela Merkel to do the 
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same in her country. The Chancellor 
refused. Now, as a result of her good 
judgment, Germany’s economy has re-
covered. German unemployment levels 
are reduced while over 14 million 
Americans do not have jobs. 

The President should learn a lesson 
from the ‘‘German miracle.’’ The solu-
tion is not for big government to keep 
borrowing and spending. Tax increases 
destroy jobs. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 
Our sympathy to the people of Norway 
in the religious extremist mass mur-
derers. 

f 

A COMPREHENSIVE, BALANCED 
SOLUTION TO SAVE THE ECONOMY 

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

Mr. COURTNEY. Last night, Speaker 
BOEHNER addressed the American peo-
ple and said that if the President would 
just simply sign his debt ceiling bill, 
the crisis, in his words, would dis-
appear. 

Actually, the opposite is true. An 
hour or two before his speech, the 
Standard & Poor’s rating agency issued 
a report, saying that, if the Boehner 
plan passed, the American bonds would 
be downgraded from its AAA status. A 
downgrade is as bad as a default in 
terms of driving up lending costs and 
damaging a fragile economy that today 
needs all of us to work together to 
strengthen job creation to solve our 
problems. The Boehner plan calls for 
three separate votes over the next 15 
months for a debt ceiling increase, ex-
actly the kind of political instability 
that rating agencies are not looking 
for. 

It is time for a comprehensive, bal-
anced solution, which the President 
has said he will work with the Congress 
to pass in order to get this economy 
moving again and to create jobs. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND SAC-
RIFICE OF BORDER PATROL 
AGENT MICHAEL GALLAGHER 

(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, tonight, 
Representative GABRIELLE GIFFORDS’ 
office is organizing a Special Order to 
recognize Border Patrol agents who 
were killed in the line of duty last 
year. 

I want to thank her and her staff for 
working to acknowledge these dedi-
cated servants who died serving our 
Nation. While I won’t be able to speak 
tonight, I wanted to take a moment to 
honor Agent Michael Gallagher, who 
grew up in Lancaster, Pennsylvania. 

On September 2 of last year, Agent 
Gallagher was on patrol near Casa 
Grande, Arizona. A drunk driver ran a 
stop sign, colliding into the patrol car 

and ejecting Michael from the vehicle. 
He served in the Border Patrol for 2 
years, and also served our Nation in 
Iraq, risking his life to protect our 
freedom. 

He is dearly missed by his wife and 
his two sons. 

Even though he moved away, I under-
stand that he remained a dedicated 
Pennsylvania sports fan. We cannot 
thank him and his family enough for 
his service. We can only honor him for 
dedicating his life to keeping Ameri-
cans safe here at home and abroad. 

f 

THE CLOCK IS TICKING ON 
AMERICA’S DEBT LIMIT 

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

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, 
the clock is ticking, and we must act 
now on increasing our debt limit. The 
American people must understand that 
increasing the debt limit will enable us 
to meet obligations that have been in-
curred by Democratic and Republican 
Congresses in years past. Defaulting on 
these obligations will not only wreak 
havoc on the American people; it will 
weaken our overall economy. 

The Republicans have been given op-
portunity after opportunity to help 
craft an acceptable, long-term debt re-
duction plan that would include a debt 
limit increase, but Republicans have 
slow-walked us to the brink of collapse. 

The Republican plan is to imperil 
Medicare and Medicaid. Republicans 
want to balance the budget by forcing 
the government away from govern-
ment-sponsored Medicare and provide 
vouchers so seniors can purchase cov-
erage from private insurance compa-
nies. Republicans want to shift the 
Medicaid responsibility to States that 
are already struggling to balance their 
budgets. Republican budget cuts will 
force doctors, hospitals and other 
health care providers to leave the Med-
icaid program entirely. 

The Republican strategy has been 
evolving for a long time, and now it is 
revealed. Shame on you. Shame on the 
Republican majority. 

f 

b 1210 

RAISING THE DEBT LIMIT: THE 
HYPOCRISY COULD NOT BE 
MORE CLEAR 

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

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask the American people to 
listen closely to these words: 

‘‘The fact that we are here today to 
debate raising America’s debt limit is a 
sign of leadership failure. It is a sign 
that the U.S. Government cannot pay 
its own bills. It is a sign that we now 
depend on ongoing financial assistance 
from foreign countries to finance our 
government’s reckless fiscal policies. 

‘‘Increasing America’s debt weakens 
us domestically and internationally. 
Leadership means that ‘the buck stops 
here.’ Instead, Washington is shifting 
the burden of bad choices today onto 
the backs of our children and our 
grandchildren. America has a debt 
problem and a failure of leadership. 
Americans deserve better.’’ 

These were remarks by Senator 
Barack Obama, March 2006. Mr. Speak-
er, the President’s hypocrisy could not 
be more clear. 

God bless America. 
f 

WE NEED TO COMPROMISE 
(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, 2 years ago, 
the Republicans in Congress cam-
paigned on, Where are the jobs? Not 
spending cuts or living within our 
means, but where are the jobs. The 
Blue Dogs were the ones calling for re-
sponsible fiscal responsibility. 

Then at the end of Congress last 
year, President Obama compromised 
with the Republicans, extended the 
Bush tax cuts in order to try to create 
jobs. This gamble did not create jobs. 
All it’s done is extended the tax breaks 
for millionaires and billionaires. 

We cannot play chicken and cause 
our Nation to default. We must lower 
the deficit with cuts to wasteful spend-
ing. But we can’t balance the budget on 
the backs of seniors, the poor, by cut-
ting Social Security and Medicare 
while continuing to give tax breaks to 
the ultra-rich and oil companies and 
those who make over $250,000 a year. 

No taxes, no jobs. We must com-
promise. It can’t be ‘‘my way or the 
highway.’’ 

f 

THE SMALL ARMS TREATY 
(Mr. POMPEO asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Speaker, over the 
past 11⁄2 years, we’ve seen this Presi-
dent take away a lot of our freedoms 
with big spending and a big health care 
plan. I want to talk about another risk 
to American freedom today, and that is 
the United Nations Arms Trade Treaty, 
also known as the Small Arms Treaty. 

I’m profoundly disappointed, but, 
frankly, not surprised, that this admin-
istration is joining the United Nations 
in crafting this dangerous treaty de-
signed to curtail our Second Amend-
ment rights. 

Parties in the negotiations about the 
treaty are talking about banning civil-
ian possession of firearms, decreasing 
the ability for trade in firearms, and 
heavily restricting the rights of Ameri-
cans to carry their firearms. Each one 
of these directives, if implemented, 
would clearly violate individual rights 
as ensconced in our Constitution. 

The Senate should not ratify this 
treaty. We must never turn our na-
tional sovereignty over to anyone, 
most especially the United Nations. 
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As a former soldier who dearly loves 

his M250 caliber machine gun and loves 
his firearms as a civilian as well, I 
know that we have that right. We’ve 
got to stand up and protect it, and I 
urge my colleagues in the Senate not 
to ratify this treaty. 

f 

RECOGNIZING FINALISTS OF SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE EM-
PLOYER SUPPORT FREEDOM 
AWARD 
(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize three employers in 
Rhode Island that are honoring and 
supporting the brave men and women 
serving our great country in the armed 
services. 

These include Amica Mutual Insur-
ance of Lincoln, Rhode Island; 
Banneker Industries of North Smith-
field; and the Woonsocket Middle 
School. These Rhode Island employers 
have received national recognition as 
finalists and semifinalists for the Sec-
retary of Defense Employer Support 
Freedom Award and were selected for 
this honor from a pool of 4,000 nomina-
tions. 

This award is the Department of De-
fense’s highest recognition of employ-
ers for the extraordinary support they 
provide to our National Guard and Re-
serve members and their families. The 
Freedom Award is especially signifi-
cant because nearly half of our Na-
tion’s military is currently comprised 
of Guard members and Reservists. 

These men and women have put their 
lives on the line because our country 
asked them to. Because of their serv-
ice, we’re able to enjoy the freedoms 
that we have here at home. We owe 
those serving our country, our vet-
erans, and their families our utmost 
gratitude and respect for their great 
sacrifices on our behalf. 

I commend our Rhode Island busi-
nesses who recognize the sacrifices of 
our servicemen and -women and their 
families. 

f 

WHERE IS THE PRESIDENT’S PLAN 
TO BALANCE THE BUDGET? 

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

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 
President Obama gave a speech to the 
Nation about the debt ceiling. He said, 
I won’t bore you with the details of 
every plan or proposal. Mr. Speaker, I 
say please bore us with the details. 

The House passed the Cut, Cap, and 
Balance plan that prevents a national 
bankruptcy by modestly cutting spend-
ing, capping the size of government, 
and advocating a balanced budget 
amendment to force Congress to act re-
sponsibly. In contrast, the President 
gives fine speeches, yet fails to submit 
a single written plan to balance the 
budget that can be evaluated by the 
American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I say bore us with the 
details. Washington’s spending binge 
has put America $14 trillion in debt. 

America’s future is at risk. Congress 
welcomes written detailed solutions to 
Washington’s spending binge from the 
President. 

Mr. Speaker, I reiterate, please bore 
us with the details. America has a 
right to hear them. President Obama 
has a duty to deliver them. 

f 

JUVENILE DIABETES 

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

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of efforts to find a 
cure for type 1 diabetes. 

Recently, I visited with 11-year-old 
Madeline Tallman from my home State 
of Delaware. She was here to tell her 
story of what it’s like to live with type 
1 diabetes. Madeline is faced with the 
life-long challenge of checking her 
blood sugar levels, managing her diet, 
and injecting herself with insulin every 
single day. 

While research to find a cure for type 
1 diabetes is progressing, people like 
Madeline are looking for better ways to 
manage their diabetes right now. 

An artificial pancreas has the poten-
tial to transform the lives of those 
with type 1 diabetes. This device auto-
matically controls blood sugar levels 
around the clock allowing patients to 
remain healthy until a cure is found. 
But before this technology can be made 
available to patients, the FDA must 
approve the next steps in the regu-
latory process for artificial pancreas 
trials. 

I commend the FDA for committing 
to publish draft guidance by December 
1. I urge the FDA to stick with that 
guideline. Children like Madeline have 
waited long enough. 

f 

THE DEBT CEILING 

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

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, we 
voted last week on a plan put forward 
by my Republican colleagues that I 
strongly opposed and was rejected by 
the Senate because it would have ended 
Medicare as we know it while pre-
serving giveaways to Big Oil and cor-
porations shipping jobs overseas. 

Now Speaker BOEHNER has intro-
duced a new plan which he says follows 
the spirit of the last plan. Rating agen-
cies say Mr. BOEHNER’s plan won’t 
work. It won’t prevent a ratings down-
grade, it will destroy hundreds of thou-
sand of jobs, weaken the American dol-
lar, and raise interest rates on loans to 
keep families in their homes and stu-
dents in school. It is a plan that ex-
perts tell us up front won’t work, is not 
worth voting on, let alone passing. 

Instead of retreating to our partisan 
quarters and refusing to cooperate, 
when the going gets tough we expect 

leaders to get to work. This default cri-
sis is a test of leadership and those 
willing to drive our country over the 
economic cliff fail that test and need 
to get serious. 

f 

b 1220 

PLEASE DON’T TOUCH MEDICARE, 
MEDICAID, OR SOCIAL SECURITY 

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

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
in the past few weeks, the phones in 
my office have been ringing off the 
hook. The message from my constitu-
ents is clear: Please don’t touch Medi-
care, Medicaid, or Social Security. 
Some are angry, and some are tearful. 
All are sick with worry over the threat 
of losing benefits they have earned and 
depend on. Sadly, these effective pro-
grams have become targets for those 
who would balance the Federal budget 
on the backs of seniors and the middle 
class rather than restoring tax rates 
for millionaires. It’s unthinkable, and 
it’s unfair. I plan to do everything I 
can to protect these critical programs 
because they work. 

When Medicare started 45 years ago, 
a third of our seniors lived in poverty; 
half had no health care coverage. 
Today the poverty rate for seniors has 
been slashed, and nearly all of our sen-
iors have access to quality care. And 
thanks to the Affordable Care Act, sen-
iors won’t have to worry about paying 
for preventative care or falling into the 
prescription drug doughnut hole. After 
working hard their entire lives, seniors 
should be able to feel confident that 
the system they faithfully paid into 
will be there for them when they need 
it most. 

f 

DO THE RIGHT THING 

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

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I’ll never 
forget the day that we voted for the 
Clinton tax rates. We were told by all 
of the Republicans that this was going 
to cause massive job losses, an unbal-
anced budget, and drive us into reces-
sion. And not one Republican voted 
with us. Well, we know exactly what 
happened: More than 20 million new 
jobs were created; we had the lowest 
level of poverty, the highest expansion 
of the middle class, three straight 
budget surpluses, and the people at the 
highest tax rates took home more 
after-tax income than at any time in 
American history. It worked. And we 
had over $5.6 trillion in surplus pro-
jected over the now past decade. 

Then when the Republicans took 
power again, what happened? Imme-
diately they cut taxes—but not across 
the board—in a way designed primarily 
to benefit the wealthy. That’s why the 
top 1 percent have 42 percent of this 
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Nation’s wealth; while the bottom 90 
percent have 26 percent, the greatest 
income disparity ever. This is a manu-
factured crisis, Mr. Speaker. Do what 
Alan Greenspan recommended: Go back 
to the Clinton tax rates; balance the 
budget; pay for the wars; pay for tax 
cuts; pay for expansion of Medicare; 
meet your obligations; don’t manufac-
ture crises; and don’t drive us to dead-
lines when the whole world is watching 
and wondering if we are serious about 
governing the world’s strongest econ-
omy. 

f 

THE JOBS OUTSOURCERS’ BILL OF 
RIGHTS 

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

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, in just a 
few hours, my Republican colleagues 
will bring to the floor the Jobs 
Outsourcers’ Bill of Rights. This piece 
of legislation is an open attack on 
workforce protections, a union-busting 
bill that will open loopholes for compa-
nies to ship our jobs, American jobs 
overseas, and will make historic 
changes to workers’ rights, all to serve 
the well-connected special interests 
community. This bill will allow compa-
nies to fire workers, workers who think 
that they might have a better shot of 
supporting their families in these pre-
carious times by banding together to 
negotiate with their employers. That 
right, the freedom of association, finds 
its origins in the First Amendment to 
the United States Constitution. 

Whether or not you like unions, 
there is no sense in making it even 
easier to ship our jobs overseas. If this 
bill becomes law, a company faced with 
a few organizing workers trying to 
form a union could close an entire 
United States plant and move the work 
to China, where sweatshop laborers 
will work for less than even the lowest- 
paid, nonunion American workers. Ac-
tually, that’s an assault on America’s 
middle class. I would urge my col-
leagues to oppose this reactionary and 
poorly thought out legislation. 

f 

WEAKENING THE UNITED STATES 
PRESIDENCY 

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I know 
my constituents and most Americans 
are trying to figure out exactly what 
this debt ceiling crisis is. It can’t be 
about a desire to cut spending because 
both sides have already agreed to more 
cuts than are on the table in either the 
Senate or the House. No, this is a po-
litically induced crisis that the Repub-
licans have created in order to force 
votes on the debt ceiling next year dur-
ing a Presidential campaign and weak-
en the President. But I hope they real-
ize that if they weaken President 
Obama, they weaken the Presidency as 

well. And if they succeed in defeating 
him next year, their candidate, their 
President, will face reduced stature in 
the world, just as our political system 
will face a reduced stature in the 
world. 

We are the foundation of economic 
and political stability around the 
world, and this crisis is threatening 
our stature in that position. We cannot 
let the Republican politically induced 
default crisis succeed. 

f 

WHERE ARE THE JOBS? 
(Ms. CLARKE of New York asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle have been in the ma-
jority for a full 29 weeks, and they still 
have not addressed the number one pri-
ority of the American people: jobs. 

The Republican majority has, in-
stead, used the time and energy that 
should have been focused on jobs to 
manufacture a crisis that could very 
well destroy the full faith and credit of 
our Nation. What makes this made-up 
crisis so undignified is that the other 
side has taken the American people 
hostage to their radical plan of placing 
the burden of deficit reduction on the 
backs of poor, working poor, and strug-
gling middle class families while ask-
ing absolutely nothing of the most for-
tunate among us. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
have those who have done very well in 
America been asked to do so little for 
the country that made their success 
possible? 

The Republican-led 112th Congress 
has totally ignored the jobs crisis and 
has actually managed to create an-
other. The 112th Congress owes the 
American people an apology for con-
tinuing to waste their time. Where are 
the jobs? We owe the American people 
real job creation. 

f 

FAILURE TO PAY IS NOT AN 
OPTION 

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

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to tell my colleagues 
what my constituents are saying, sim-
ply stop playing games. 

Now, we all come to this job with 
certain ideas, values, and principles. 
But that doesn’t mean we get to let our 
ideology dictate the facts. Failure to 
pay our bills will have a catastrophic 
effect on our still-recovering economy. 
It’s as simple as that. 

This isn’t a question about enabling 
future deficits. The Federal Govern-
ment needs to cover promises it has al-
ready made to our seniors, to our sol-
diers in the field, to our veterans, to 
our States, and to our creditors at 
home and abroad. We need to pay our 
bills. 

The need to address our debt is every 
bit as serious as the need to avoid a de-

fault, but we need a balanced approach 
and shared sacrifice. We cannot bal-
ance the budget on the backs of work-
ing and middle class Americans while 
simply refusing to ask corporations 
and billionaires to pay one penny more. 
We cannot ignore the facts, and allow-
ing our Nation to default is no way to 
fix our budget problems. 

f 

SPENDING-DRIVEN DEBT CRISIS 

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, our record 
debt of $14.3 trillion is growing, and it 
poses a direct threat to our national 
security, our economy, and our chil-
dren’s future. The American people de-
serve real leadership right now, not 
politics as usual. 

The President’s bipartisan deficit 
commission called the House-passed 
Path to Prosperity a ‘‘serious, honest, 
straightforward approach to addressing 
our Nation’s enormous fiscal chal-
lenges.’’ On the contrary, the Demo-
cratic cochair of the commission, Er-
skine Bowles, recently criticized the 
President’s fiscal plan, introduced on 
April 13, by stating that ‘‘When you 
compare it to the Ryan plan and to the 
commission’s plan, it really doesn’t 
stabilize the debt. The debt, as a per-
centage of GDP, gets up to around 77 
percent, and it never gets to primary 
balance.’’ 

If President Obama and the Demo-
crat leaders of the Senate wish to take 
solving our spending-driven debt crisis 
seriously, the solution is simple: Wash-
ington must stop spending money it 
doesn’t have. 

f 

FIGHT FOR AMERICAN FAMILIES 
AND DEFEAT H.R. 2587 

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

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, America 
earned the name the Land of Oppor-
tunity because anyone willing to work 
hard and play by the rules can make it 
here. Well, our families still work hard, 
they still play by the rules, and yet so 
many are barely scraping by. So they 
send us to Washington to fight for 
them. They can’t afford lobbyists. 
They only have us. 

Today we will consider Republican 
legislation that is a textbook example 
of why too often, the special interests 
win out over the public interests. H.R. 
2587 gives corporations a green light to 
send jobs overseas if their employees 
simply ask for a decent salary or better 
hours. This bill is based on the premise 
that executives can negotiate multi-
million dollar bonuses for themselves, 
but if American workers exercise their 
rights, their jobs will be on the next 
plane to China. That’s the majority’s 
answer to outsourcing of American 
jobs. If the rights of American workers 
get in the way of corporate profits, 
then it’s time to do away with those 
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rights. Let’s stand up and fight to keep 
jobs here. Let’s fight for American 
families. Let’s defeat H.R. 2587. 

f 

b 1230 

STUDENT LOAN DEBT 
FORGIVENESS 

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

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, as we’re on the verge of facing 
government default, there are several 
proposals on the table for us, as Mem-
bers of Congress, to consider. And in 
my opinion, none of these proposals go 
far enough. Yes, they cut money in 
hopes of reducing our deficit and reduc-
ing our debt. 

But here’s what they don’t do. They 
don’t cut, they don’t cap, and they 
don’t forgive student loan debt. 

Look, people. We want to create jobs. 
We want our families to have financial 
security. We need to help them get out 
of personal debt. And the most power-
ful way to get this economy moving 
again and to get our people the edu-
cation they need is to help forgive cer-
tain student loan debt. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1938, NORTH AMERICAN- 
MADE ENERGY SECURITY ACT 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 370 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 370 

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. 1938) to direct 
the President to expedite the consideration 
and approval of the construction and oper-
ation of the Keystone XL oil pipeline, 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, with 
30 minutes equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 20 
minutes equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and 10 minutes equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Natural 
Resources. After general debate the bill shall 
be considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No 
amendment to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be in order 

except those printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report, 
may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. 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. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER). The gentleman from Florida is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. WEBSTER. For the purpose of 
debate only, I yield the customary 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. HASTINGS)—who has a nice color-
ful Florida tie on today—pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to support this rule and the un-
derlying bill. House Resolution 370 pro-
vides for a structured rule for consider-
ation of House Bill 1938, the North 
American-Made Energy Security Act. 

The rule makes 11 of the 13 amend-
ments submitted to the Rules Com-
mittee in order for robust debate here 
on the floor of the House of Represent-
atives. All 11 amendments made in 
order are Democrat amendments, and 
this legislation passed out of Energy 
and Commerce with bipartisan support, 
gathering ‘‘yes’’ votes from six Demo-
crats on the committee, including the 
former chairman, Mr. DINGELL. 

This bill has moved through the com-
mittee process with bipartisan support 
because it does not require anything in 
the extraordinary to do. Distilled in its 
simplest form, it directs the President 
to make a decision. It does not pre-
scribe his decision one way or another; 
it just simply asks him to act, say 
‘‘yes’’ or say ‘‘no.’’ 

After nearly 3 years of review, study, 
and comment, the President would 
have to decide whether or not to issue 
a Presidential permit permitting the 
Keystone XL pipeline. 

This bill does not allow any corners 
to be cut, any environmental consider-

ations to be glossed over. In fact, not 
only has it required an Environmental 
Impact Statement to be executed, but 
several supplemental statements have 
been performed as well. 

Furthermore, upon receipt of the 
final Environmental Impact State-
ment, but not later than November 1, 
the President still has an additional 30 
days to weigh the evidence and make 
up his mind. After nearly 3 years, he 
does not have to approve the project 
nor disapprove the project; he simply 
has to make a decision. 

And what exactly is at stake? What 
hinges upon the approval or dis-
approval of this monumental infra-
structure project? American job cre-
ation, overdue economic growth, and 
increased national energy security. 

TransCanada believes that the ap-
proval of the construction of the Key-
stone XL pipeline will create about 
20,000 shovel-ready construction and 
manufacturing jobs, adding about $6.5 
billion in personal income for those 
workers. It injects more than $20 bil-
lion in private sector investment in the 
U.S. economy. 

It generates more than $585 million 
in new taxes for States and commu-
nities along the pipeline route. It pays 
more than $5.2 billion in property taxes 
during the life of the pipeline; undeni-
ably strengthens America’s energy se-
curity by enabling expanded importa-
tion of 830,000 barrels of oil a day from 
our U.S. neighbor and ally instead of 
importing it from other unfriendly 
sources. 

In fact, according to the United 
States Department of State, if the 
pipeline is not approved, ‘‘the U.S. 
would not receive a reliable and cost- 
efficient source of crude oil from Can-
ada and would remain dependent upon 
unstable foreign oil supplies from the 
Middle East, Africa, Mexico, and South 
America.’’ 

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of this rule and the underlying 
legislation. Relevant committees of ju-
risdiction have worked to provide us 
with a bipartisan bill which, at its 
core, is quite simple. It simply directs 
the administration to make a decision 
on America’s energy and security and 
job creation. 

I encourage my colleagues to vote 
‘‘yes’’ on the rule and ‘‘yes’’ on the un-
derlying bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank 

my friend for yielding and compliment 
him on his sunshine tie, and I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
opposition to the rule for H.R. 1938 and 
feel that, much like the majority’s pre-
vious legislation attempts to increase 
offshore drilling, this backwards-look-
ing dirty energy bill will not lower the 
price of gasoline for the average Amer-
ican today, tomorrow, or in the future. 

It manages, this bill does, to com-
pletely ignore the pressing needs to de-
velop clean, sustainable energy. In 
fact, only the large oil companies will 
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benefit from this bill. In its very appli-
cation for the Keystone XL pipeline ex-
pansion, TransCanada indicated that it 
believes this expansion will actually 
raise oil and gasoline prices. 

The pipeline expansion connects Ca-
nadian oil to the Gulf of Mexico, mak-
ing it possible to ship tar sands oil out 
onto the world market for the first 
time. 

b 1240 

The pipeline will allow TransCanada 
to bypass the Midwest, reducing what 
the company called, and I quote, price 
discounting in the Midwest due to what 
it considers an, I quote, oversupply. 
The oil will run past Montana, right 
through Texas, ignore Nebraska com-
pletely, and wave good-bye to the 
United States while it rides right out 
of the country. 

Providing Canadian oil companies ac-
cess to this new market is the only rea-
son to want to expand the pipeline. 
TransCanada’s application actually in-
dicates that it expects the price of 
crude oil to increase by $6.55 per barrel 
in the Midwest and $3 everywhere else 
after the expansion is completed. 

Ultimately, the expansion would lead 
to a windfall for Canadian oil compa-
nies of between $2 billion and $3.9 bil-
lion by the year 2013, while increasing 
the cost of gasoline for hardworking 
Americans between 10 and 20 cents per 
gallon. The people of the United States 
will bear all the risks of an onshore oil 
spill and reap absolutely none of the 
benefits. 

Let there be no mistake about this: 
the risk of an oil spill from these tar 
sand pipelines is very real. The oil is so 
much more corrosive than traditional 
crude oil that even Canada has yet to 
approve a dedicated pipeline conveying 
it to its coasts. The oil eats away at 
the pipelines, compromising them and 
leading to frequent spills. For example, 
the very pipeline for which the major-
ity bill hastens expansion suffered 12 
spills in its very first year. The first 
spill in June 2010 occurred only 1 
month after the pipeline went into op-
eration. Just this last May, the Key-
stone spewed 21,000 gallons of oil in 
North Dakota. 

Already, Mr. Speaker, Americans are 
paying the price for a project which de-
livers to them absolutely no benefit. A 
similar pipeline recently discharged 
840,000 gallons of oil into Michigan’s 
Kalamazoo River, causing one of the 
largest oil spills ever in the Midwest. 
On July 1, a pipeline broke and spewed 
approximately 42,000 gallons of oil into 
the Yellowstone River. Between 1990 
and 2005, there were over 4,700 related 
oil spills. The Keystone pipeline expan-
sion would expand the risk of a BP- 
sized oil spill from the Gulf of Mexico 
to front yards across the heart of this 
country. 

After its initial impact statement re-
ceived harsh and extensive criticism, 
the State Department issued a supple-
mental draft statement. The period for 
public comment on that draft closed on 

June 6. The State Department is cur-
rently reviewing the comments it re-
ceived in response to this second state-
ment in a process expected to take sev-
eral months. Nonetheless, the State 
Department has reasonably indicated 
that a decision can be expected by the 
end of the year. Yet this bill would re-
quire a decision within 30 days of the 
issuance of the final environmental im-
pact statement and no later than No-
vember 1. 

Without further justification, Repub-
licans seem to think it necessary to 
short-cut the process, compromising 
the discussion and its analysis. There 
are still many questions that need to 
be answered regarding the pipeline, in-
cluding information on greenhouse gas 
emissions, safety, alternative routes, 
and environmental justice consider-
ations. 

This year, the Republican majority 
has offered three offshore drilling bills 
that have utterly failed to preserve and 
protect our environment. It is clear 
that my friends in the majority are 
more concerned with keeping big oil 
companies happy than implementing a 
workable energy policy for the future. 
Instead of crafting policies to ensure 
that the growing sustainable energy in-
dustry is filled with American workers, 
the majority wants to enrich Canadian 
oil companies at a cost of America’s 
economy and environment. 

These kinds of dirty energy bills keep 
us mired in the muck of fossil fuels 
when what we need to do is focus on 
making our energy use more efficient. 
We need to develop the next generation 
of clean energy technology. Unfortu-
nately, Republicans seem intent on en-
abling our country’s oil addiction. This 
is not good policy today and will cer-
tainly not be good policy in the future. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BARTON). 

(Mr. BARTON of Texas asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. I thank my 
friend from Florida for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am puzzled by Con-
gressman HASTINGS’ remarks in opposi-
tion to the rule. This is a very fair 
rule. The Rules Committee received 13 
amendments from the minority. They 
made in order 11 of those. One amend-
ment was not germane and the other 
amendment by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) would 
have restricted the oil to the United 
States and not allowed any of the prod-
uct to be refined and sent overseas pos-
sibly, and that’s a function that the 
Rules Committee felt should be a mar-
ket function and not prohibited. 

So 11 amendments by the minority 
were made in order. This is a bill that 
came out of my committee, the Energy 
and Commerce Committee, on a bipar-
tisan vote. All the Republicans sup-
ported it and between a fourth and a 
third of the Democrats supported it. 

The underlying thesis of the bill is 
pretty straightforward. Under current 

law, you’re supposed to make a deci-
sion on pipeline permits between 180 
and 90 days. The Obama administration 
EPA has had 2 years on their watch 
and 1 year under the Bush administra-
tion. EPA has had over 3 years if you 
count towards this September, next 
month, or right after August, and has 
not made a decision. The bill says 
make a decision. Make a decision. 

There is an existing pipeline. The 
Keystone pipeline would connect an ex-
isting pipeline that ends in the Mid-
west to the gulf coast. It would go to 
Congressman POE’s district in Port Ar-
thur and go over into Louisiana. It 
would create tens of thousands of jobs 
in construction; it would bring approxi-
mately a million barrels of oil per day 
into the United States to provide com-
petition for existing oil supplies; it 
would be refined in U.S. refineries; and 
most of the product, if not all, would 
probably be consumed by U.S. con-
sumers. 

This is a good bill. This is a good 
rule. I would ask that we support the 
rule and then listen to the debate and 
hopefully decide to support the under-
lying bill. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, if I could engage the gen-
tleman from Texas just a moment, I 
will yield myself 30 seconds before 
yielding to my colleague from Vir-
ginia. 

I just am curious to know if this will 
cause the price of gasoline to go down, 
in your judgment. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. In my judg-
ment, providing more fuel supply for 
our refineries would liken the possi-
bility that prices would go down. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Likely 
possibility. I’ll take that pretty much 
as a ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. No, that’s a 
‘‘yes.’’ Take it as a ‘‘yes.’’ Competition 
drives prices down. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to 
yield 2 minutes to my good friend from 
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY). 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank 
my colleague and my friend from Flor-
ida. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
this rule, and I rise in opposition on 
substantive grounds. The Rules Com-
mittee approved for our consideration 
here on the floor every germane 
amendment but one, the Markey-Con-
nolly amendment, which would have 
required a simple certification that the 
bulk of this oil to be transported by 
this proposed pipeline be for and des-
ignated for domestic consumption. 

b 1250 

We hear a lot of rhetoric about the 
need to expand American production 
and/or access to secure oil to lessen our 
dependence on foreign suppliers. That, 
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indeed, is a noble goal. It’s one in 
which I share, but not at any price, and 
I don’t want to be sold a pig in a poke. 

The fact that the Rules Committee 
would not put that amendment on this 
floor, going into content rather than 
procedure, finding it germane but still 
not allowing a fair debate and its con-
sideration on this floor, I think gives 
the lie to the intent behind the exten-
sion of this pipeline. 

This oil is not for domestic consump-
tion; this oil is for foreign export. It 
has very little to do with domestic oil 
supply or it might have very little to 
do with domestic oil supply. A simple 
requirement that the preponderance of 
it be for domestic supply I think would 
have made prudent domestic policy and 
I think would have allowed a fair and 
interesting debate here on the floor of 
the House as to what the real intention 
of this pipeline is. 

So I say to the American public, I 
urge you not to be fooled by propo-
sitions from the other side that this is 
going to be good for American con-
sumers. This is going to be good for 
Chinese consumers. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. POE). 

Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the gen-
tleman from Florida for yielding. I also 
admire the gentleman from Florida 
with the exotic tie and his comments. 
But I stand in support of the rule and, 
of course, the underlying bill. The rule 
is a fair rule. 

I represent southeast Texas. We still 
think we’re the energy capital of the 
world. The pipeline from Canada will 
go down into southeast Texas, Port Ar-
thur, Texas, which actually has high 
unemployment. The pipeline will go to 
the refineries. The refineries will be 
able to expand and hire refinery work-
ers to refine that crude oil. I think 
that’s a good idea. 

The Canadian oil sands will be able 
to produce 175 barrels of oil reserves, 
second only to Saudi Arabia. The idea 
that we need to move away from Mid-
dle Eastern oil is a good idea. Maybe 
we ought to support our loyal allies 
that are in a stable country. 

A medium-sized pipeline, just to give 
you some statistics, pumps about 
150,000 barrels a day. To replace that, 
you would have to have 750 trucks a 
day or a 75-car train every day. 

Pipelines are the safest way to trans-
port crude oil. Seventy-five percent of 
the accidents occur with a third party 
causing the accident to the pipeline. 
But if we don’t make a decision—that’s 
what we’re asking the President to 
do—make a decision. And as my friend 
from Florida knows, being former 
judges, we made decisions. It didn’t 
take us 3 years to make a decision. You 
get the evidence; you make a ruling. 
And it has taken, I think, the Federal 
Government way too long to make a 
decision on this issue. 

But failure to act—delay, delay, 
delay—is tantamount to a ‘‘no,’’ and 
eventually the Canadians will sell that 

crude oil that they have to China or 
other buyers. So I think it’s quite im-
portant that we go ahead and make a 
decision, have the Federal Government 
rule on this issue. 

There are 500,000 miles of pipelines 
into the United States; about half of 
those run through Texas. I’m told that 
a third of all those pipelines run 
through my congressional district. We 
have a lot of pipelines. And I think it’s 
important that we continue to try to 
take care of ourselves, use a safe prod-
uct from Canada, make sure that all 
the environmental requirements are 
imposed in making this pipeline that 
creates jobs in America—build a pipe-
line, create jobs in southeast Texas for 
Americans and the refinery business— 
because we still rely on crude oil. 

And last I would say, I agree, we need 
to eventually have green energy, but 
we don’t have that now. So if we cut off 
all of this, what will we use? 

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

Mr. WEBSTER. I yield the gentleman 
30 additional seconds. 

Mr. POE of Texas. So I urge support 
of the rule. I urge adoption of this leg-
islation so that we can move forward 
with construction, American jobs, and 
deal fairly on the issue of energy reli-
ance upon ourselves and getting that 
from our allies instead of Third World 
dictators like Chavez and the Middle 
East. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I would say to my friend, 
Judge POE, that we have to start—and 
we are starting—the green energy 
movement. I readily understand the 
economic impact on Port Arthur, the 
State of Texas, and I also am deeply 
concerned for the ranchers in the Mid-
west, specifically Montana, Nebraska, 
those States, North Dakota, that are 
bypassed. And the possibility of their 
oil and gas costing more is, at the 
least, disturbing. 

But I do want to share a report that 
was formulated regarding tar sands and 
their potential by the IHS Cambridge 
Energy Research Association, and it’s 
under the aegis: ‘‘Growth in the Cana-
dian Oil Sands.’’ What it says is: 

‘‘Tar sands, which are also known as 
‘oil sands,’ are a combination of clay, 
sand, water, and bitumen, a heavy, 
black, asphalt-like hydrocarbon that 
cannot be extracted through a well like 
conventional oil. It is estimated that 
Canada’s economically recoverable tar 
sands deposits in Alberta total 173 bil-
lion barrels, making Canada’’—as 
Judge POE pointed out—‘‘second after 
Saudi Arabia in oil reserves. 

‘‘Producing fuel from tar sands has 
significant environmental impacts. Ex-
tracting tar sands bitumen and upgrad-
ing it to synthetic crude oil produces 
roughly three times greater greenhouse 
gas emissions than producing conven-
tional oil on a per-unit basis. Tar sands 
development also destroys boreal for-
ests and wetlands and wildlife habitat, 
kills migratory birds, and degrades 
water quality and air quality.’’ 

That said, tar sands oil contains, on 
average, 11 times more sulfur, 11 times 
more nickel, six times more nitrogen, 
and five times more lead than conven-
tional oil. These pollutants are harm-
ful to human health, causing lung and 
respiratory problems such as asthma 
and bronchitis, and the metals found in 
tar sands are neurotoxic. The pollut-
ants released by refining tar sands 
causes acid rain, smog, and haze, and 
communities living near these refin-
eries report elevated levels of cancer. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us over-
rides current law for the sake of pad-
ding the pockets of oil company CEOs 
and fails to create significant sustain-
able jobs for the average American in 
the growing sustainable energy sector. 
This bill will never become law and is 
once again a waste of our time. 

I oppose this unnecessary opportun-
istic legislation for many of the same 
reasons that I have made very clear, as 
have others, but I have made the vow 
to be the last man standing in the fight 
against expanding offshore drilling, 
and I may be among those that will 
continue to stand against transborder 
tar sands being transmitted here for 
purposes of going out onto the world 
market and not allowing for any reduc-
tion in the cost of gasoline in the 
United States of America. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the rule and the underlying legislation. 

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

b 1300 
Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, this 

rule provides for ample and open de-
bate, allowing our colleagues from 
across the aisle to offer their legisla-
tive proposals to this bill. 

Furthermore, the underlying bill ad-
dresses two critical concerns, if you lis-
ten to speeches made in this Chamber 
every day, of every Member of this 
House: unemployment and dependence 
on OPEC oil. 

As I have stated, 20,000 shovel-ready 
jobs can be created with the approval 
of this infrastructure project. Approval 
of the Keystone XL pipeline will also 
serve to increase oil imports from our 
friend and neighbor in the north, Can-
ada, while driving down our dependence 
on oil from countries that, quite frank-
ly, do not share our ideas about democ-
racy and freedom. 

Most important, this bill does not 
force the President to approve this job- 
creating infrastructure project. It sim-
ply asks him, requires him to make up 
his mind after coordinating with all of 
the appropriate stakeholders. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today 
in voting in favor of this rule and pas-
sage of the underlying bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 01:14 Jul 27, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26JY7.025 H26JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

5T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5507 July 26, 2011 
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 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, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 2 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 

f 

b 1311 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. YODER) at 1 o’clock and 
11 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

adoption of H. Res. 370, by the yeas 
and nays; 

motion to suspend the rules on H.R. 
1383, by the yeas and nays; 

approval of the Journal, 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. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1938, NORTH AMERICAN- 
MADE ENERGY SECURITY ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of the resolution (H. Res. 370) pro-
viding for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 1938) to direct the President to 
expedite the consideration and ap-
proval of the construction and oper-
ation of the Keystone XL oil pipeline, 
and for other purposes, 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 resolution. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 246, nays 
171, not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 637] 

YEAS—246 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 

Bachus 
Barletta 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 

Biggert 
Bilbray 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 

Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 

Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 

Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—171 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 

Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 

DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Garamendi 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 

Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 

Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 

Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—15 

Bachmann 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Cleaver 

Fudge 
Giffords 
Hinchey 
Johnson (GA) 
McDermott 

Nunnelee 
Schakowsky 
Stark 
Waters 
Wu 

b 1336 

Messrs. HOLDEN, LUJÁN, and 
BECERRA changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, on roll-

call No. 637, had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

RESTORING GI BILL FAIRNESS 
ACT OF 2011 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and concur in 
the Senate amendments to the bill 
(H.R. 1383) to temporarily preserve 
higher rates for tuition and fees for 
programs of education at non-public in-
stitutions of higher learning pursued 
by individuals enrolled in the Post-9/11 
Educational Assistance Program of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs before 
the enactment of the Post-9/11 Vet-
erans Educational Assistance Improve-
ments Act of 2010, and for other pur-
poses, 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 Florida (Mr. MIL-
LER) that the House suspend the rules 
and concur in the Senate amendments. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 424, nays 0, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:39 Jul 27, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00015 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26JY7.028 H26JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

5T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5508 July 26, 2011 
[Roll No. 638] 

YEAS—424 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Inslee 
Israel 

Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 

Olson 
Olver 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quayle 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Reyes 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 

Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 

Stark 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster 
Welch 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Bachmann 
Cleaver 
Giffords 

Hinchey 
Issa 
McDermott 

Towns 
Wu 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). One minute remains in this 
vote. 

b 1344 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
Senate amendments were concurred in. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the 
Journal, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 313, nays 
111, answered ‘‘present’’ 2, not voting 6, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 639] 

YEAS—313 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachus 

Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 

Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (CA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Denham 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Green, Al 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Guinta 
Guthrie 

Gutierrez 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kildee 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kissell 
Kline 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Langevin 
Lankford 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marino 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meeks 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 

Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Runyan 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster 
Welch 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 
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NAYS—111 

Adams 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Boren 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Burgess 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Chu 
Clarke (NY) 
Conaway 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
DeFazio 
Dent 
Deutch 
Donnelly (IN) 
Duffy 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick 
Foxx 
Fudge 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 

Gibson 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Grimm 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Harris 
Heck 
Herrera Beutler 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kind 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Lance 
Landry 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCotter 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Miller (FL) 

Miller, George 
Moore 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nugent 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pearce 
Peters 
Peterson 
Poe (TX) 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Stivers 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Towns 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Woodall 
Young (AK) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—2 

Amash Gohmert 

NOT VOTING—6 

Bachmann 
Giffords 

Hinchey 
Marchant 

McDermott 
Wu 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Two minutes remain in this 
vote. 

b 1350 

So the Journal was approved. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

f 

OFFICIAL PHOTOGRAPH OF 112TH 
CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to House 
Resolution 299, this time has been des-
ignated for the taking of the official 
photo of the House of Representatives 
in session. 

The House will be in a brief recess 
while the Chamber is being prepared 
for the photo. As soon as the photog-
rapher indicates that these prepara-
tions are complete, the Chair will call 
the House to order to resume its actual 
session for the taking of the photo-
graph. At that point the Members will 
take their cues from the photographer. 
Shortly after the photographer is fin-
ished, the House will proceed with its 
business. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 
12(a) of rule I, the Chair declares the 
House in recess while the Chamber is 
being prepared. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 50 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

b 1355 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 1 
o’clock and 55 minutes p.m. 

(Thereupon, the Members sat for the 
official photograph of the House of 
Representatives for the 112th Con-
gress.) 

f 

NORTH AMERICAN-MADE ENERGY 
SECURITY ACT 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks on the legis-
lation and to insert extraneous mate-
rial on the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 370 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1938. 

b 1403 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1938) to 
direct the President to expedite the 
consideration and approval of the con-
struction and operation of the Key-
stone XL oil pipeline, and for other 
purposes, with Mrs. EMERSON in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
General debate shall be confined to 

the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour, 
with 30 minutes equally divided and 
controlled by the chair and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, 20 minutes 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure, and 10 minutes equally 
divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD) and the gentleman from 
California (Mr. WAXMAN) each will con-
trol 15 minutes. The gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MICA) and the gentleman 
from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) each 
will control 10 minutes. The gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MARKEY) each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

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

Madam Chairman, I rise today to 
support H.R. 1938, the North American- 

Made Energy Security Act, and give a 
long overdue green light to the Key-
stone XL pipeline project. The Key-
stone XL expansion project would 
allow up to 1.29 million barrels per day 
to flow into refineries in the Midwest 
and gulf coast, a 700,000-barrel-per-day 
increase over existing capacity from 
Canada. More oil means lower prices, 
and more imports from a stable ally 
like Canada means less from unstable 
nations and potential adversaries. 

According to a study conducted for 
the Department of Energy, the Key-
stone project has the potential to sig-
nificantly reduce oil imports from the 
Middle East. The good news only gets 
better when one looks at the job im-
pacts of the Keystone project. Con-
struction of the expanded pipeline sys-
tem alone would create an estimated 
20,000 jobs. 

Unfortunately, the Obama adminis-
tration continues to delay this project, 
and there seems to be no end in sight. 
Let’s just look at the timeline to date: 

In September 2008, TransCanada, the 
developer of this project, first sub-
mitted its application for a Presi-
dential permit. The State Department 
didn’t release its draft environmental 
impact statement until April 2010. 
After this first step, EPA rejected the 
draft statement and told the State De-
partment they had to perform more 
work. After another year, the State 
Department issued a supplemental 
draft statement that addressed EPA’s 
concerns. Even then, EPA seems to 
think the thousands and thousands of 
pages of objective and honest analysis 
performed by various Federal agencies 
is not enough. 

Because of the endless delays, H.R. 
1938 is a simple bill that calls on the 
Obama administration to make a deci-
sion on this project by November 1, 
2011. The administration has stated 
that they could have a decision by De-
cember 16, 2011, so we’re only asking 
them to speed that up a few months, 
and we’re not saying what the decision 
should be. 

At a time when the national average 
of a gallon of gas is $3.70 per gallon and 
unemployment is still above 9 percent, 
the Obama administration should be 
doing everything it can to approve 
projects expeditiously if they are cre-
ating jobs and reducing gasoline prices. 

H.R. 1938 is a bipartisan bill that cuts 
through the endless delays and creates 
a hard deadline for the administration 
to render a decision on Keystone. It’s 
time to get moving on reducing energy 
prices, reduce unemployment, and pass 
this bill. 

I urge all Members to support this 
important bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I yield 

myself 5 minutes. 
I rise in opposition to H.R. 1938. This 

legislation is unnecessary and it’s 
harmful. It cuts short the State De-
partment’s ongoing review of the Key-
stone XL tar sands crude pipeline, it 
would deny the public an adequate op-
portunity to comment on whether the 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5510 July 26, 2011 
pipeline should be built, and it benefits 
a specific foreign company, Trans-
Canada Corporation, at the expense of 
the American people. 

There are really two distinct ques-
tions here: Do you think the Keystone 
XL pipeline is a good idea? And does 
this legislation make any sense? I hap-
pen to think that the Keystone XL 
pipeline is a bad idea; but even if you 
support the pipeline, you should oppose 
this bill. 

The Keystone XL pipeline would 
carry a sludge made from Canadian tar 
sands through the middle of America. 
In doing so, it would raise gas prices, 
endanger water supplies, and increase 
carbon emissions; and that’s why it 
should not be approved. 

b 1410 

Keystone XL is a highly controver-
sial project. The State Department re-
ceived over 200,000 comments on the 
supplemental draft environmental im-
pact statement. Once it is built, we 
will live with the pipeline and its im-
pacts for 50 years or more. This is a de-
cision we need to get right. Unfortu-
nately, this bill’s approach does not get 
it right. Instead, it says whatever the 
risks and costs, just get it done. 

H.R. 1938 takes the extraordinary 
step of interfering in an ongoing deci-
sionmaking process by the Secretary of 
State. The Secretary is in the midst of 
determining whether granting the per-
mit requested by TransCanada would 
be in the national interest. The process 
for making these permit decisions was 
established by Executive orders issued 
by President Johnson and President 
George W. Bush. The State Department 
says that it plans to issue the final en-
vironmental impact statement in mid- 
August and the final decision by the 
end of the year. That’s when the appli-
cants say they need a decision. 

This bill overrides the Executive or-
ders and other Federal law, it short- 
circuits the decisionmaking process, 
and it requires the President to make a 
decision within 30 days of the final en-
vironmental impact statement. This 
effectively eliminates the opportunity 
for public comment on the national in-
terest determination, and it cuts the 
time for consulting with other agencies 
by two-thirds. That doesn’t make 
sense, especially when you consider the 
potential risk. 

My greatest concern is that Keystone 
XL will make us more reliant on the 
dirtiest source of fuel currently avail-
able. On a life-cycle basis, tar sands 
emit far more carbon pollution than 
conventional oil—almost 40 percent 
more by some estimates. That’s be-
cause it takes huge amounts of energy 
to take something the consistency of 
tar, which they mine, and turn it into 
synthetic oil. We should be reducing 
our oil dependence and using cleaner 
fuels, but Keystone is a big step in the 
wrong direction. 

There are many other concerns, in-
cluding safety. Today is the 1-year an-
niversary of the Kalamazoo River oil 

pipeline spill, and 30 miles of the river 
are still closed. A few weeks ago, there 
was a massive oil pipeline spill into the 
Yellowstone River. And TransCanada, 
Keystone XL’s owner and operator, has 
had 12 spills on the first Keystone pipe-
line in its first year of operation. Key-
stone One was even shut down by the 
Department of Transportation as ‘‘haz-
ardous to life, property, and the envi-
ronment.’’ The risks from spills are ex-
acerbated with Keystone XL because it 
is rooted through the Ogallala aquifer, 
which spans eight States and provides 
drinking water for 2 million people. 

With all of these risks, the benefits 
are unclear. A study commissioned by 
DOE found that we will have excess 
pipeline capacity from Canada for the 
next decade or more, even without 
Keystone XL. And Keystone XL will 
likely raise, not lower, gas prices. In 
its permit application, TransCanada 
told the Canadian Government that by 
raising prices for crude oil in the Mid-
west, Keystone XL will increase rev-
enue for Canadian producers by $2 bil-
lion to $4 billion a year. 

But even if you believe we should 
build Keystone XL, you should oppose 
this legislation. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. WAXMAN. I yield myself an ad-
ditional 30 seconds. 

If you think the project has merit, 
let it be approved on the merits, not 
rushed to judgment without public 
comment. Cutting the public out of the 
process and ramming this through will 
only increase opposition to this 
project. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
H.R. 1938. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, I 

yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON), the chair-
man of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. 

Mr. UPTON. Today, national unem-
ployment rests at 9.2 percent, but it’s 
even higher in my State of Michigan at 
10.5 percent. Gasoline costs $3.80 a gal-
lon or more in many areas, up a dollar 
from last year. Political unrest half-
way around the world disrupts the flow 
of oil to markets, causing prices to 
rise. Most leaders in this situation 
would be searching for a project that 
would create jobs, help bring down gas 
prices and, yes, provide a stable and se-
cure source of oil to replace imports 
from dangerous parts of the world. Our 
President is being handed such a 
project on a silver platter, and he’s 
dangerously close to letting it slip 
through his fingers. 

Our northern ally, Canada, has dis-
covered an oil resource comparable to 
the size of Saudi Arabia, and they want 
to send the oil here to the United 
States. Five major labor unions have 
thrown their support behind the pipe-
line because it’s going to create more 
than 100,000 jobs. Yet this administra-
tion has allowed the permit application 
to languish for nearly 3 years, even 

saying that they were inclined to sup-
port it almost a year ago in October. 

This pipeline, the Keystone XL, if ap-
proved, would dramatically improve 
our energy security. According to DOE, 
the pipeline would essentially elimi-
nate our Middle East oil imports. It 
would provide for a massive influx of 
stable oil into the market, something 
desperately needed as threatened sup-
plies in North Africa send prices into 
orbit. 

This country needs the President to 
make a decision on Keystone XL’s per-
mit. The uncertainty has gone on too 
long, and if we don’t act, these energy 
supplies will go someplace else. That’s 
why we have this legislation, H.R. 1938. 
This bipartisan bill doesn’t tell the 
President how to decide, it just re-
quires him to make a decision. I com-
mend my colleagues, Representatives 
Terry and Ross, for finding a common-
sense and, yes, bipartisan solution. 

If we don’t build this pipeline, Can-
ada will find another buyer. The Chi-
nese have expressed significant inter-
est in Alberta’s oil sands. Are we going 
to stand by and watch China receive 
imports from our ally while we’re 
forced to rely on imports from unstable 
countries? I sure hope not. 

While I believe construction of this 
pipeline is necessary and important, I 
know it has to be done safely. Last 
year, 20,000 barrels of oil did spill 
through a creek that runs through my 
district. I have made pipeline safety a 
priority in our committee, and just 
this week we’re going to be moving for-
ward on effective pipeline safety legis-
lation to protect the environment and, 
yes, our communities. 

This legislation will ensure that cru-
cial energy supplies, like the oil re-
ceived from Canada, is transported 
safely throughout the country. We 
need a ‘‘yes’’ vote on this bipartisan 
bill. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. CAPPS), a member of 
the Energy and Commerce Committee. 

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague 
for yielding. 

Madam Chair, I rise to speak against 
this hazardous piece of legislation. 

H.R. 1938 directs the President to 
allow Canadian oil companies to build 
a dangerous pipeline through American 
lands and waters. And H.R. 1938 would 
expedite the pipeline’s permitting proc-
ess despite a long list of unaddressed 
concerns from numerous communities. 
The environmental impacts of this 
pipeline—which would extend over 1,600 
miles through six States—have not 
been thoroughly considered. And we 
know that this project has the poten-
tial to significantly impact the envi-
ronment. 

We have already seen what damage 
can be done. There have been 12 spills 
along TransCanada’s Keystone pipeline 
in its first 12 months of operation. And 
the Keystone XL pipeline will deliver 
some of the most destructive oil on the 
planet. Tar sands oil contain higher 
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concentrations of toxic chemicals, like 
sulfur, nickel, nitrogen, and lead, than 
conventional oil. And a barrel of tar 
sands oil emits up to three times more 
climate-disrupting gases than conven-
tional oil. 

Building this pipeline would be the 
greenhouse equivalent of adding rough-
ly 6.5 million passenger vehicles to a 
highway or constructing 12 new coal- 
fired power plants. Major concerns 
arise about the negative impacts of the 
pipeline on public health and the envi-
ronment. 

At a time when we must find ways to 
end our dependence on fossil fuels, it is 
simply not in the national interest to 
deepen our reliance on one of the most 
dirtiest forms of oil on the planet. I be-
lieve that conducting the appropriate 
analysis under NEPA, which cannot be 
done properly if it’s rushed, will make 
this abundantly clear. 

We need to be moving forward by 
supporting clean, renewable energy in 
this country. And while the President 
is calling for a reduction in oil imports, 
this bill calls for an increase. 

For all these reasons, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on H.R. 1938. 

b 1420 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. 
TERRY), the author of the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, this bill 
is simple, but the ramifications may be 
significant. Let me set the record 
straight: I want to get off OPEC oil. 
Receiving as much as 700,000 barrels of 
oil from our northern neighbor, Can-
ada, makes us more energy secure, 
more energy independent. 

The application for this pipeline, an 
efficient way to move oil from one part 
to another part, the most efficient and 
safest, was filed almost 3 years ago. We 
are just a month shy of its 3-year anni-
versary; whereas, it is usually around 
18 months to 24 months to have some-
thing like this approved. 

Now, this bill sets a hard date of No-
vember 1, 2011, for the President to 
make a determination of national in-
terest on this pipeline. Let me repeat: 
All we’re asking is that the President 
make his decision by November 1. 
Enough time has passed. 

Now, what we would see if this 
project moves forward: It will be a $13 
billion construction project, privately 
funded; it will create at least 20,000 di-
rect high-paying labor construction 
jobs; it will generate $6.5 billion in new 
personal income for U.S. workers and 
their families; it will spur more than 
$20 billion in new spending for the U.S. 
economy; it will stimulate more than 
$585 million in new State and local 
taxes; it will deliver $5.2 billion in 
property taxes during the estimated 
operating life span of this pipeline. 

Now, we have heard from two speak-
ers already about the environmental 
impacts. I come from Nebraska. I want 
to make sure that this pipeline is safe 
as it passes through an environ-
mentally sensitive area called the Sand 

Hills and over the Ogallala Aquifer. 
There have been draft environmental 
impact statements. There have been 
supplements, and it has been shown 
that it can be done safely. This is the 
single-most studied pipeline in the his-
tory of the United States. 

I believe it’s in our national security 
interest. It’s about the jobs, economy, 
and energy security. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GENE GREEN). 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Chair, I thank the gentleman, the 
ranking member of Energy and Com-
merce, for yielding me this time. 

I rise in strong support of H.R. 1938. 
I represent a district at the end of this 
proposed pipeline in southeast Texas. I 
have five refineries in my district, and 
this will give them an alternative for 
crude oil to keep those refineries run-
ning. 

North American oil sands are a vital 
source of energy for the U.S., and with 
skyrocketing fuel prices, I believe it’s 
imperative for the U.S. to diversify our 
energy sources by exploring alter-
natives such as the oil sands in Canada. 

As the largest single exporter of oil 
to the U.S. and a stable energy partner, 
Canada has helped to reduce our de-
pendence on energy supplies from un-
friendly nations, and this partnership 
should continue and be encouraged. 

The pipeline owner, TransCanada, 
has agreed to comply with 57 addi-
tional special conditions developed by 
the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration for the Key-
stone XL project. 

The supplemental environmental im-
pact statement on the project has gone 
so far as to state that the incorpora-
tion of these conditions will result in a 
project that has a larger degree of safe-
ty over any other typically constructed 
domestic oil pipeline under the current 
code or law, and a larger degree of safe-
ty along the entire length of the pipe-
line similar to what we have in high 
consequence areas. 

Additionally, an independent study 
showed that the $7 billion Keystone XL 
pipeline is expected to directly create 
20,000 high-wage manufacturing and 
construction jobs in the U.S. So not 
only will this project help our energy 
security, but it will help our recovering 
economy by creating thousands of jobs. 

I am constantly hearing from build-
ing trades in the Houston area about 
their support for this pipeline and the 
bill. And yet none of this even matters 
because the bill very fairly doesn’t say 
what the administration’s determina-
tion should be. Instead, it says expedite 
the decision. It has been too long once 
the environmental review is complete. 

I appreciate the Department of 
State’s recent announcement that they 
are on track to make a final decision 
by December 31. Maybe that wouldn’t 
have been announced last week if we 
hadn’t had this bill moving in the 
House. But I do appreciate the effort. I 
support the bill and appreciate my col-
leagues’ support. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. OLSON). 

Mr. OLSON. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me this time and for his 
leadership on this important issue. 

Madam Chair, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 1938, the North Amer-
ican-Made Energy Security Act. This 
bill is a bona fide jobs bill and will 
have a positive economic impact on 
our entire country. 

The Keystone XL pipeline will 
stretch from our neighbor and ally 
Canada through Montana, the intersec-
tion of North Dakota and South Da-
kota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, all 
of the way down to my home State of 
Texas, ultimately transporting nearly 
1.3 million barrels of oil per day—1.3 
million barrels per day—and creating 
hundreds of thousands of jobs on its 
journey to the gulf. 

The Keystone XL pipeline has the po-
tential to create up to 624,000 jobs over 
the next 15 years, including 50,000 in 
the Lone Star State, with its economic 
impact valued in the billions. Madam 
Chair, 170,000 companies alone in Texas 
would serve as suppliers. These are real 
jobs for real Americans. 

This is real energy security for 
America. The Department of Energy 
has determined that this pipeline could 
‘‘essentially eliminate’’ our dependence 
on Middle Eastern oil sources. 

The Obama administration has 
dragged its feet for over 2 years, insist-
ing on delaying the project with more 
environmental studies and regulatory 
hurdles. If we don’t break through this 
regulatory wall, China is more than 
happy to take our place. 

The studies have been done, Madam 
Chair. It is time to approve the permit. 
H.R. 1938 will ensure that the adminis-
tration does just that. 

The Keystone XL pipeline will 
strengthen America’s economy and re-
duce our dependence on Middle Eastern 
oil. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. OLSON. In conclusion, the Key-
stone XL pipeline will strengthen 
America’s economy, reduce our depend-
ence on Middle Eastern oil, and 
produce hundreds of thousands of jobs 
right here in America. It’s a win/win/ 
win. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
very important energy security bill 
that creates, jobs, jobs, jobs right here 
in America. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I am 
pleased at this time to yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
CONNOLLY). 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam 
Chair, this bill is a charade. It purports 
to increase oil production in America, 
yet it would direct construction of a 
pipeline designed to export oil. There is 
already one Keystone pipeline from the 
tar sands of Alberta into America. 
That pipeline terminates in Oklahoma 
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and supplies America with oil derived 
from tar sands. 

If the Republicans wanted to bring a 
bill to the floor that would increase do-
mestic access to this oil, then it would 
support it. In fact, Mr. MARKEY and I 
introduced an amendment to ensure 
that oil from the Keystone pipeline 
would benefit American consumers, 
and it wasn’t allowed on the floor. The 
Republican leadership wouldn’t even 
let this amendment come for debate. 
They claim this pipeline will deliver oil 
to America but have used a backdoor 
procedural trick to block debate on it. 

The amendment Mr. MARKEY and I 
introduced was the only germane 
amendment which was blocked by the 
Rules Committee. Why? Because it 
gives lie to the real intent of this bill: 
oil for export, not for domestic con-
sumption. Our amendment met all of 
the parliamentary tests necessary to 
come to the floor and didn’t increase 
spending. All it would have done was 
ensure that Keystone pipeline oil 
would flow to America rather than 
China, Cuba, or some other country. 
The fact that the Republicans blocked 
this simple amendment shows that the 
bill before us today isn’t about energy 
security or gas prices but about oil 
company profits and exports. 

It isn’t surprising that leadership 
would put Big Oil profits ahead of con-
sumers. This is the same caucus that is 
driving our Nation toward default 
while they refuse to close tax loopholes 
for oil companies. 

b 1430 

This is the same Republican caucus 
that gutted the Clean Air and Clean 
Water Act earlier this week with three 
dozen policy riders in the Interior and 
Environment appropriations act; the 
same Republicans that slashed funding 
for the Commodities Futures Trading 
Commission, our cops on the beat to 
stop oil speculation; the same Repub-
licans who opposed using the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve to burst the specu-
lative bubble in prices, that marches in 
lockstep with big oil companies since 
they took over the House majority; and 
today they’re attempting to pass legis-
lation that would take gas from Amer-
ica and send it overseas. We’re being 
given a false proposition in this legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues to op-
pose it. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I yield 
the gentleman 1 additional minute and 
ask if he will yield to me. 

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. WAXMAN. I must say that we’ve 
heard comments on the floor and in 
committee on this bill that it’s going 
to allow us to become less dependent, 
maybe not even dependent at all, on 
Saudi Arabia; that we’ll be able to be 
self-sufficient and have lower prices be-
cause of this pipeline. But the truth of 
the matter is that some economists be-
lieve that this oil pipeline will bring 

oil to Texas, and that oil will either be 
refined or shipped as crude oil to 
China. It doesn’t help us to have any 
excess oil if it’s going to be picked up 
and shipped to China. 

I think that we need to always have 
in mind that the United States of 
America uses 25 percent of the world’s 
oil resources and we have 2 percent of 
the source of those resources—the re-
serves—here in the United States. We 
are always going to be dependent on 
imported oil unless we start moving 
away from oil itself. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, how 

much time do I have remaining? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Kentucky has 4 minutes remaining, 
and the gentleman from California has 
21⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. At this time I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. SCALISE), a member of the 
Energy and Commerce Committee. 

Mr. SCALISE. I thank the gentleman 
from Kentucky for yielding. 

I rise in support of this jobs bill, the 
Keystone bill, that actually opens up 
another 700,000 barrels a day coming 
into the United States from Canada. 
First of all, this oil will be going to 
United States refineries in Texas to re-
fine oil for Americans. On top of that, 
it will create another 20,000 American 
jobs. 

If you look at what that means, first 
of all, China wants to get that oil from 
Canada. So if we don’t agree to this, if 
the President, for whatever reason—be-
cause radicals don’t want that oil com-
ing in. They don’t like oil at all. So I 
guess they’re going to ride around on 
bicycles, and that’s going to get them 
where they need to be. 

We’ve got to live in reality. We’ve 
got a demand in this country for oil. 
It’s either going to come from Middle 
Eastern countries, many of whom don’t 
like us, or we can bring more of it in 
not only from America, where the 
United States has more reserves that 
they won’t allow us to utilize, but here 
Canada is saying 700,000 barrels a day 
can come into America, where we can 
create those good jobs. What does that 
really mean? That means we don’t have 
to buy 700,000 barrels a day from Mid-
dle Eastern countries. 

Let’s talk about the trade gap. The 
biggest part of our trade gap is all the 
money that we send to these Middle 
Eastern countries and other countries 
because we don’t produce enough of our 
own in America because of these rad-
ical policies. So you bring that 700,000 
barrels a day from Canada, that’s $25 
billion a year that we’re not sending to 
Middle Eastern countries who don’t 
like us. 

If you want to talk about a trade gap, 
when we trade with Canada, think 
about this: When we trade with Can-
ada, 90 cents on the dollar comes back 
to the United States of America. Can-
ada is a great ally and a good friend of 
ours. It’s a good trading relationship. 
We get 90 percent of that money back. 

When we trade with Middle Eastern 
countries, buying their oil, which we 
do right now, less than half of that 
money comes back to the United 
States. 

So if you want to talk about this 
from dollars and cents, from jobs, from 
national security, all of that adds up to 
passing this bill to build this relation-
ship, build this pipeline with Canada, 
who says they want to partner with us. 
Now, if we turn them down, they’ll go 
to China. But they want this relation-
ship. They want to increase our energy 
security and create those jobs. 

I urge passage of this bill. 
Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair, I am 

pleased at this time to yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Let’s con-
nect the dots here. The Koch brothers, 
who financed the election of 2010, won. 
And they won big time. They own a fa-
cility up in Canada that will be the 
place where the tar sands oil will be 
converted into a form that can then be 
shipped to the gulf coast by this pipe-
line. All that money that they put in, 
millions and millions of dollars into 
the last election, is coming back as a 
return on the investment. And it’s a 
big return, ladies and gentlemen. 

This pipeline is going to cost $13 bil-
lion. Who’s paying for it? The Koch 
brothers? No, not the Koch brothers. 
The American people are on the hook 
for the $13 billion to build this pipeline 
for the Koch brothers and for their co-
horts ExxonMobil, Shell, BP, and all of 
the rest of the big boys whose tax cred-
its and tax breaks they are protecting 
without hesitation. 

So they’re getting it both ways, la-
dies and gentlemen. They’re getting it 
on the front end, and they’re getting it 
on the back end in terms of not having 
to pay any taxes. 

I think we need to look at during this 
debt ceiling debate what our priorities 
are as a Nation and what our values 
are. Are we simply there to do the bid-
ding of Big Business and the oil compa-
nies, or are we here to do the business 
for the American people? 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, at 
this time I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. GARDNER). 

Mr. GARDNER. I thank the chairman 
for yielding. 

Today, I rise to speak on the impor-
tance of the Keystone XL pipeline, 
H.R. 1938. One of my goals here in Con-
gress has been to help advance projects 
like this—projects that will help ad-
vance domestic sources of energy. I’m 
continuously awed at how much poten-
tial we have here at home—and our 
neighbors—and how relatively simple 
it would be to advance policies that 
would make us more energy inde-
pendent. However, I’m continuously 
baffled at how difficult this adminis-
tration has made it to wean ourselves 
off Middle East oil and to create more 
jobs here at home. In fact, this bill 
alone, in committee I learned that it 
will create 6,000 new jobs in Colorado 
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over the next 4 years—good-paying 
construction jobs, for example. 

I’m appalled at the regulatory bur-
dens or, almost worse sometimes, the 
inaction on the part of our administra-
tion that has led us down the path of 
insecurity and dependence on many 
countries that have animosity towards 
us. Not only do we have the resources 
in our own backyard, but we have the 
ability to utilize friendly and willing 
neighbors like Canada to import oil 
into the United States. 

H.R. 1938, the Northern American- 
Made Energy Act, would direct the 
President to simply make a decision on 
the Keystone XL permit and hopefully 
move us in the direction of energy se-
curity. American jobs, American made. 

I urge passage of this bill. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

California has 30 seconds remaining. 
Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Chair and 

Members of this House, climate change 
is real. We’re experiencing its effects. 
According to The Washington Post, al-
most 2,000 high temperature records 
have been broken in towns and cities 
across America since the start of the 
month. Another 4,300 records have been 
set for high overnight temperatures. I 
don’t think that we should short-cir-
cuit consideration of a pipeline that in-
creases our consumption of tar sands 
crude with up to 40 percent higher car-
bon pollution. That is not in our na-
tional interest. 

Even the National Farmers Union is 
urging opposition to this legislation. 
They say: ‘‘NFU continues to have seri-
ous concern regarding the Keystone XL 
pipeline as currently proposed. We be-
lieve all necessary time should be 
taken for public review and analysis of 
options for the proposed project. Con-
gress should not fix a hard deadline for 
this process to be completed.’’ 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this legislation. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 1440 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Chair, I 
would remind everyone that in Amer-
ica today, we’re using about 22 million 
barrels of oil a day and that we’re pro-
ducing about 7 million barrels of oil a 
day in this country. We need more effi-
ciency—there is no question about 
that—to make better gas mileage. 

We also have to recognize that we 
have the responsibility to bring more 
product into the United States. To do 
so from Canada would be good for the 
American people. It would create, it 
has been said, 20,000 construction jobs 
at a time when unemployment is at 9.2 
percent. We also understand that, if 
that pipeline does not come to Amer-
ica, it’s going to go to west Canada, 
and then that oil will be going to 
China. We have to remain competitive 
in the global marketplace if we’re 
going to create jobs in America, and 
that’s what this pipeline is about. 

I would remind everyone that we’re 
not short-circuiting any studies. Com-
prehensive studies have been made, and 
environmental impact statements have 

been examined, so I would urge every-
one to support this important legisla-
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHUSTER. I claim time in sup-

port of the bill on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is recognized for 10 min-
utes. 

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

Madam Chair, I rise in support of 
H.R. 1938, the North American-Made 
Energy Security Act. 

As a member of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee and as 
the chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Railroads, Pipelines and Hazardous Ma-
terials, I appreciate the hard work of 
my colleague from Nebraska (Mr. 
TERRY) and of my colleagues on the 
Energy and Commerce Committee to 
bring this bill forward, with whom our 
committees share jurisdiction. 

This important legislation directs 
the President to expedite the consider-
ation and approval of the construction 
and operation of the Keystone XL oil 
pipeline. This important project has 
been delayed for far too long, and as 
my colleague from Nebraska pointed 
out, it is one month away from its 3- 
year anniversary from its introduction. 
The time has come for the President to 
finally move forward and make a deci-
sion. This legislation doesn’t force the 
President to make a ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ de-
cision, but it does require the Presi-
dent to issue a final order granting or 
denying the Presidential permit for the 
Keystone XL pipeline no later than No-
vember 1, 2011. 

This $7 billion, 1,700-mile Keystone 
XL pipeline would link Canada’s tar 
sands region with refineries in the Mid-
west and Texas. The economic impacts 
of the Keystone XL pipeline are im-
mense, with estimates of 465,000 U.S. 
jobs stemming from the oil sands de-
velopment by the year 2035. 

All of my colleagues talk on the 
House floor about taking action to 
limit our dependence on oil from unsta-
ble areas of the world and from foreign 
governments hostile to the United 
States’ interests. This is a project that 
will move us in that direction. Accom-
plishing that goal will also grow our 
economy in our partnering with our 
close friend and ally, Canada. 

The United States has the largest 
network of energy pipelines of any na-
tion in the world, and the pipelines re-
main the energy lifelines that power 
nearly all of our daily activities. The 
hallmark of America’s pipeline net-
work continues to be that it delivers 
extraordinary volumes of product reli-
ably, safely, efficiently, and economi-
cally. Since 1986, the volume of energy 
products transported through pipelines 
has increased by one-third; yet the 
number of reportable incidents has de-
creased by 28 percent. Both govern-
ment and industry have taken numer-
ous steps to improve pipeline safety 

over the last 10 years. Safety advo-
cates, environmentalists and the pipe-
line industry all agree that the Federal 
pipeline safety program is working. 

Later this summer, the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
will bring a bill to the floor to reau-
thorize the Federal pipeline safety pro-
gram. We will work with our colleagues 
from the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, as we bring our bill to the 
floor, to ensure that safety remains our 
top priority. That piece of legislation 
will ensure that pipelines, like the 
Keystone XL pipeline, will continue to 
be the safest and most efficient way to 
move petroleum products and natural 
gas. 

I am concerned by what appears to be 
a bias by some in this body to non-
traditional sources of energy. To end 
our reliance on oil from overseas, we 
must develop the resources we have 
available in North America. That in-
cludes the oil sands in Canada and the 
Marcellus shale natural gas in my 
home State of Pennsylvania. We must 
ensure that the development of these 
resources is done responsibly and in an 
environmentally safe manner, but we 
cannot hold them back and show preju-
dice just because they are unconven-
tional. We simply can’t have it both 
ways. We can’t grow our economy and 
reduce our dependence on foreign oil 
without developing the resources that 
are available right here in our own 
backyard. 

So in closing, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 1938, and I look forward to 
continuing to work on this important 
issue. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RAHALL. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Madam Chair, as someone who has 

the privilege of representing an ‘‘Amer-
ican-made energy’’ producing State, I 
understand the economic benefits of 
producing energy here at home, and I 
believe my record on this subject in 
this body is well-documented. 

I want to begin, of course, by compli-
menting the gentleman from Nebraska 
(Mr. TERRY) for his leadership on this 
legislation, as well as Chairman MICA 
of my Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee, Subcommittee Chair-
man SHUSTER, and Ranking Member 
CORRINE BROWN. 

I do rise today to express serious con-
cerns regarding the process, or rather 
lack thereof, that was taken to bring 
this legislation to the House floor for 
consideration today. 

The Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure has primary juris-
diction over pipeline construction and 
safety legislation. Following this long-
standing precedent, on May 23, the 
Speaker designated the Committee on 
T&I as the committee of primary juris-
diction of the pending legislation. Yet 
instead of considering the legislation 
under regular order, as the committee 
has always done in the past, Chairman 
MICA chose to discharge the committee 
from consideration of the bill. 
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Now, I have served on the Committee 

on T&I for 34 years—my entire tenure 
in this body. I cannot think of one in-
stance when this committee, acting as 
the committee of primary jurisdiction, 
has discharged its consideration of 
major legislation in this manner—not 
one single instance. 

The fact is, in the aftermath of sev-
eral devastating pipeline incidents, 
there are some legitimate concerns 
about the potential safety, environ-
mental and health impacts of trans-
porting heavy crude oil by pipeline. I 
would have liked to have explored 
those concerns in an open and trans-
parent manner had the committee con-
sidered this legislation. With that said, 
I am optimistic that this is an issue 
that we can delve into further as we 
work with Chairman MICA to craft a 
bill that reauthorizes the Nation’s 
pipeline safety program. In the in-
terim, I believe we need to move for-
ward with a decision on a Presidential 
permit for construction of the Key-
stone XL pipeline. Current plans are 
for construction activities to begin in 
the first quarter of 2012 and commer-
cial operation to commence in 2013. 

The fact is that this pipeline will cre-
ate thousands of new jobs at a time 
when unemployment in the construc-
tion sector is double the national aver-
age. Construction was hard-hit by the 
recession, with the construction indus-
try having lost nearly 2 million jobs 
since December 2007. We need to put 
these people back to work. 

Unfortunately, last week, the House 
Republican leadership piled on the al-
ready devastated construction industry 
by shutting down major parts of the 
Federal Aviation Administration, 
which will jeopardize $2.5 billion in 
construction projects, 87,000 American 
construction jobs, furlough 3,600 FAA 
aviation engineers, safety analysts, 
and other career professionals in 35 
States, and will cost $200 million per 
week in lost revenue. 

If the chairman can discharge consid-
eration of this bill and fast track it to 
the House floor for a vote, I hope he 
will do the same with the legislation 
that Representative COSTELLO and I in-
troduced earlier today to end the Re-
publican-led FAA shutdown in order to 
get aviation experts and construction 
crews back on the clock. While pink 
slips already went out to construction 
companies from coast to coast yester-
day, Republicans seem to have reversed 
gears and now seem to want to support 
construction jobs—union jobs, in fact. I 
congratulate them on the latter. 

In September 2010, TransCanada an-
nounced that it had entered into a 
project and labor agreement for a sig-
nificant portion of U.S. construction of 
the proposed Keystone XL pipeline. 
The agreement, made with five labor 
organizations—the Laborers’ Inter-
national Union of North America, the 
International Brotherhood of Team-
sters, the United Association of Jour-
neymen and Apprentices of the Plumb-
ing and Pipefitting Industry of the 

United States and Canada, the Inter-
national Union of Operating Engineers, 
and the U.S. Pipeline Contractors As-
sociation—will provide TransCanada 
with a capable, well-trained and ready 
workforce in the U.S. to construct the 
pipeline. 

b 1450 
During construction, the project is 

expected to create over 13,000 highways 
union jobs for American workers. De-
spite the procedural concerns that I’ve 
raised, I urge my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SHUSTER. May I inquire as to 

how much time is remaining? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Pennsylvania has 61⁄2 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from West Virginia 
has 6 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHUSTER. At this time I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. BROUN). 

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam 
Chair, I rise in strong support of H.R. 
1938. I thank my friend, LEE TERRY 
from Nebraska, for taking the lead on 
this important issue. 

The Keystone XL pipeline is vital to 
ensure that the United States is able to 
meet its demand for oil. Canada is al-
ready the single largest source of oil 
imports for the United States. 

This pipeline is expected to bring be-
tween 830,000 to over 1 million more 
barrels of Canadian crude to American 
refineries each and every day, helping 
to reduce our dependency on oil from 
unfriendly nations. 

At a time when unemployment con-
tinues to hover near 10 percent, this 
project is expected to add close to 
13,000 new American jobs. Until we are 
able to maximize our domestic sources 
of oil, we will have to rely upon im-
ports. Canada is one of our strongest 
allies and is a stable democracy with a 
strong free market economy. 

Canada serves as an example of how 
we should be exploring and developing 
our own domestic resources. Again, I 
thank my friend from Nebraska for 
working so diligently on this issue. I 
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
1938. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Chair, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Florida, the ranking 
member, CORRINE BROWN. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Madam 
Chair, let me just thank publicly the 
ranking member, Mr. RAHALL, for his 
leadership. 

I am very upset that for the first 
time after 21 extensions, the FAA was 
shut down Friday night, jeopardizing 
$2.5 billion in construction projects, 
87,000 American construction jobs, and 
furloughing at least 3,600 FAA aviation 
engineers. This is really a sad time for 
the Committee on Transportation. We 
have always worked together in a bi-
partisan way to make sure that we 
move America and keep people work-
ing. 

This is America, and I want to say I 
fully believe it’s possible to build the 

Keystone pipeline in a way that im-
proves our access to crude oil and put 
thousands of people to work while pro-
tecting citizens from hazardous spills. 
But we have to hold the industry’s feet 
to the fire and make sure that they 
take every possible precaution to build 
this pipeline. 

The Pipeline and Hazardous Material 
Safety Administration must ensure full 
oversight in every step of the way in 
developing this pipeline and must en-
sure that it is completed safely. 

I want to ask Chairman MICA and the 
ranking member to ensure that the 
committee fulfills its oversight role by 
regularly reviewing the construction of 
the pipeline to ensure that it is capable 
of transporting these most damaging 
products. 

I want to take this time to express 
my disappointment that the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
waived its jurisdiction over the Key-
stone pipeline legislation that was de-
veloped by the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. The Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure is the 
committee of primary jurisdiction over 
pipeline construction and safety legis-
lation and is the primary committee to 
refer for the Keystone legislation. 

Just last week our subcommittee 
held a hearing on the spill in Montana 
and is continuing to monitor the 
progress on cleaning up this spill and 
compensation of those who were 
harmed. The legislation we are debat-
ing today should have been strongly 
vetted by our committee, and I join 
Ranking Member RAHALL in urging the 
committee to hold hearings and mark-
ups up on any legislation within our ju-
risdiction. 

Our railroad and pipeline sub-
committee held at least five hearings 
last session concerning pipeline safety 
and found significant problems with re-
porting and inspections, as well as an 
unhealthy relationship between the 
pipeline industry and the agency regu-
lating them. 

Moreover, much like the sewer and 
water infrastructure in this country, 
much of the pipeline infrastructure is 
reaching the end of its useful life. And 
we are going to need to make signifi-
cant investments improving this access 
if we are going to accomplish the goals 
of both delivering critical petroleum to 
the States and protecting citizens from 
the danger of hazardous pipelines and 
spills and deadly explosions. 

We need to develop new technology 
and strategies for improving safety in 
highly populated areas now located 
above the aging pipelines. With the 
high unemployment rate this country 
is currently facing, we should be hiring 
and training inspectors. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired. 

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional minute. 

Ms. BROWN of Florida. We should be 
hiring and training inspectors and put-
ting construction workers to replace 
this aging pipeline infrastructure in 
the U.S. gas and oil industry. 
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Let me rush to say that the Repub-

licans in their deficit reduction plan 
are protecting the big oil companies 
that made over a trillion dollars in the 
last 10 years: $310 billion by Exxon; $552 
billion by Chevron; $207 billion by Shell 

and BP. We are giving them a tax 
break of a—they made a trillion dol-
lars, but yet we are trying to take sen-
ior citizens’ retirement and Social Se-
curity. 

You know, you can fool some of the 
people some of the time, but you can’t 
fool all of the people all of the time. 
And I will submit their profit record 
for the RECORD. 

BIG FIVE OIL COMPANIES’ NOMINAL PROFITS, 2001–2010 
(All figures in billions, 2011 $) 

2001–2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2001–2010 

BP ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 80.39 22.2 21.68 17.14 ¥3.74 137.67 
Chevron ............................................................................................................................................................................................................... 77.39 19.86 24.45 10.78 19.29 151.77 
Conoco Phillips .................................................................................................................................................................................................... 49.07 12.53 17.18 5.03 11.51 95.32 
Exxon Mobil ......................................................................................................................................................................................................... 169.42 43.12 46.23 19.81 30.9 309.48 
Shell .................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 116.93 33.24 26.9 12.01 18.28 207.36 

Total ........................................................................................................................................................................................................... 493.2 130.95 136.44 64.77 76.24 901.6 

Note: Figures rounded to the nearest billion. 
Sources: EIA and Google Finance. 

Mr. SHUSTER. At this time I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BRADY). 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. I thank Chair-
man SHUSTER for the time. 

I might point out that our energy 
companies are making major profits 
overseas because that’s where this 
White House has chased our jobs and 
our energy production. 

Today we’re saying ‘‘yes’’ to North 
American-made energy. The Keystone 
XL pipeline will increase our access to 
safe and secure energy supplies from 
our neighbors from the north. Not from 
the Middle East, not from unstable 
parts of the word. 

When completed, the pipeline will 
build millions of barrels of oil into our 
Midwest and gulf coast refineries and 
thousands of jobs—good-paying Amer-
ican-made jobs—with them. Unemploy-
ment is high. Prices at the pump are 
high. We’ve seen the effects of delay of 
American-made energy. And if you 
haven’t seen that delay, ask our gulf 
coast workers who’ve lost their jobs 
and been hurt because of the 
‘‘permitorium’’ in the Gulf of Mexico. 

We have part of the solution before 
us today. More North American-made 
energy, solutions for safe, affordable 
energy from a strong trading partner 
and ally, and a solution that supports 
good old American jobs. 

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

Mr. SHUSTER. I yield 4 minutes to 
the chairman of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA). 

Mr. MICA. Madam Chair and my col-
leagues, I rise in strong support of the 
proposal by the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. TERRY). We should all be 
thanking Mr. TERRY for this initiative. 

Not only are people in this country 
hit by incredible unemployment eco-
nomic challenges and a dysfunctional 
Congress, but if they go to the local 
service station to fill up with gasoline, 
they’re paying record prices. 

I woke up this morning and I heard 
one of the commentators that was 
interviewing an expert, again, on en-
ergy, and he predicted that 1 year from 
now we will be paying between $4.50 
and $5.50 for a gallon of gasoline. 

Now, you just heard the ranking 
members criticize me for fast-tracking 

this legislation. I guess I beat some 
kind of record, never having waived be-
fore. I’m telling you I will waive this 
and anything else we need to do to get 
this country energy independent and 
find a way for the average citizen to be 
able to afford energy. 

We need a short-term plan, and that’s 
bringing energy into the United States 
without being held hostage to people 
like the regimes in the Middle East or 
Venezuela. This pipeline will bring in 
1.3 million barrels of oil per day. That 
exceeds what comes in from Venezuela. 
It exceeds what comes in from Saudi 
Arabia. 

b 1500 
How frustrated the people of America 

must be. Then, of course, is the attack 
on the FAA, the lack of reauthoriza-
tion. How could they attack me? For 4 
years they controlled this place with 
incredible numbers, huge numbers to 
do anything in the House, huge num-
bers to do anything in the Senate—4 
years. I authored the last FAA author-
ization in 2003 that expired in 2007, and 
they sat on it and never did anything. 
They did 17 extensions. They forced us 
to do three. And I’m telling you, I’ve 
had it. If they’ve done this before in a 
different way, it’s not going to be done 
that way anymore. 

We sent them, last Wednesday, an ex-
tension, and it was a clean extension. 
It had one provision which they passed 
unanimously, and they don’t like part 
of that one provision that stops fund-
ing of Essential Air Service subsidies, 
Federal taxpayer subsidies in excess of 
$1,000. So for three airports where their 
passengers are being paid a subsidy of 
$1,500 to $3,700—at three airports— 
they’re closing down the FAA. They’ve 
had it since last Wednesday, and 
they’ve sat on it. 

So I don’t care how we’ve done things 
before. We’re going to do things dif-
ferently. I will be in charge of the com-
mittee at least through next year, and 
I’m going to find a way to do things. 
We’re going to get reasonable energy to 
the American people. And a year from 
now, mark your calendar. 

We didn’t mandate that they build 
the pipeline. And I want the pipeline 
built with every safety consideration. 
Yes, the Obama administration 
shouldn’t be asleep at the wheel, like 

they were with the gulf oil spill when 
they issued the permit and stamped it 
in just a few days. They issued more 
permits for deepwater drilling in their 
short term in office and then closed 
down the rest of the access to energy 
across the United States, and actually 
issued more deepwater permits in their 
first few months in office than the en-
tire Bush administration and then were 
asleep at the switch when they should 
have been inspecting that procedure. 
And they should inspect this. This 
doesn’t say you must build the pipe-
line. It sets a deadline for a response 
from this administration. 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Chair, I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s remarks and his 
anger. It is, indeed, frustrating. I, 
again, invite him to fast-track without 
consideration of process, as he has done 
on this pipeline bill, in order to free us 
from reliance upon foreign sources of 
energy. I would hope he would just as 
quickly fast-track our clean extension 
of the FAA bill we introduced today in 
order to fast-track jobs, getting people 
back to work here in America. There 
are people that are already sitting at 
home for the second, going on the third 
day without jobs. 

As I noted during my previous re-
marks, these are good-paying jobs. 
They are union jobs. A project labor 
agreement has been entered into that 
will ensure the protection of these 
union workers and their families. 

So I would urge my colleagues to 
support the pending legislation at the 
same time that I would urge, again, my 
chairman to expedite consideration of 
a clean FAA reauthorization bill that 
has been introduced today by Rep-
resentative COSTELLO and myself. 

U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 
AND INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, June 30, 2011. 
Hon. JOHN L. MICA, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, U.S. House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MICA:I write to express my 
serious concerns regarding your decision to 
discharge the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure from consideration of 
H.R. 1938, the ‘‘North American-Made Energy 
Security Act’’. I urge you to reconsider your 
decision to abandon ‘‘regular order’’. 

The Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure is the committee of primary ju-
risdiction over pipeline construction and 
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safety legislation. Following these long- 
standing precedents, on May 23, 2011, the 
Speaker designated the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure as the com-
mittee of primary jurisdiction of H.R. 1938. 

Nevertheless, in your June 24, 2011, letter 
to Committee on Energy and Commerce 
Chairman Fred Upton, you indicated your in-
tent to discharge the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure—the committee 
of primary jurisdiction—from consideration 
of the bill. 

Although jurisdictional letters between 
committees are commonplace, I cannot re-
call an instance where the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, as the 
committee of primary jurisdiction, has dis-
charged its consideration of major legisla-
tion in this manner. I urge the Committee to 
hold hearings and Subcommittee and Full 
Committee markups of the legislation prior 
to its Floor consideration. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
With warm regards, I am 

Sincerely, 
NICK J. RAHALL II, 

Ranking Democratic Member. 

LIUNA!, 
Washington, DC, July 12, 2011. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
trade unions representing well over 2-million 
members, including the skilled craft workers 
who will build the Keystone XL pipeline, we 
seek your support for H.R. 1938, the ‘‘North 
American-Made Energy Security Act.’’ H.R. 
1938, a bi-partisan effort sponsored by Con-
gressman Terry, would require a timely deci-
sion by the Executive Branch whether to 
grant or deny a Presidential Permit for the 
construction of the pipeline. Construction of 
the Keystone XL Pipeline will employ tens 
of thousands of our members and help secure 
the United States’ economic and national se-
curity. The pipeline has been delayed in the 
permitting process for nearly three years. 
Each week that goes by in the permitting 
process of Keystone XL furthers the sense of 
uncertainty that private sector companies 
face when making massive investments that 
depend on regulatory approval. Providing 
procedural certainty to the project owner is 
simply good public policy. 

The Keystone XL pipeline will help the Na-
tion’s energy security by reducing U.S. im-
ports of foreign oil from Venezuela and the 
Middle East and replacing it with stable, se-
cure supplies from both the U.S. and Canada. 
This project will also help strengthen the 
U.S. economy by creating good jobs and will 
reduce the American economy’s vulner-
ability to supply shocks like the one in 
Libya today that has driven up prices at the 
pump for consumers. 

This $13-billion construction project is pri-
vately funded, privately financed and will 
not involve any government subsidy or ex-
penditure. With sustained unemployment in 
the construction sector at double the na-
tional average, our members desperately 
need the work that the pipeline will create. 
Our unions have entered into a Project 
Labor Agreement with TransCanada which 
will ensure that a capable, well-trained and 
ready workforce is used to build the pipeline. 
Estimates are that the construction of the 
pipeline will: 

Spur more than $20 billion in new spending 
for the U.S. economy; 

Directly create 20,000 high-wage construc-
tion and manufacturing jobs in 2011–2013 
across the U.S. and 118,000 person-years of 
employment; 

Generate $6.5 billion in new personal in-
come for U.S. workers and their families; 

Stimulate more than $585 million in new 
state and local taxes in states along the 
pipeline route during construction; and 

Deliver $5.2 billion in property taxes dur-
ing the estimated operating life of the pipe-
line. 

We believe that the demand for oil and gas 
resources will dictate the development of the 
Alberta oilsands, regardless of whether or 
not the Keystone XL is built. Allowing the 
construction of the pipeline will assure that 
the product is transported to American mar-
kets in the safest and most efficient way pos-
sible. 

Further delay in the permitting process 
could have detrimental consequences and 
puts at risk the billions of dollars in private 
sector investment to be made into America’s 
energy infrastructure. The members of our 
unions—and indeed the U.S. economy—need 
the Keystone XL Pipeline. That is why the 
four pipeline craft unions are proud to en-
dorse H.R. 1938. The leadership of you and 
your colleagues on this project is greatly ap-
preciated. 

Sincerely, 
INTERNATIONAL 

BROTHERHOOD OF 
TEAMSTERS, 

LABORERS’ INTERNATIONAL 
UNION OF NORTH 
AMERICA, 

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF 
OPERATING ENGINEERS, 

UNITED ASSOCIATION OF 
JOURNEYMEN AND 
APPRENTICES OF THE 
PLUMBING AND 
PIPEFITTING INDUSTRY OF 
THE UNITED STATES AND 
CANADA. 

Mr. SHUSTER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RAHALL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SHUSTER. Did I hear correctly 
that the gentleman is going to support 
the underlying legislation? 

Mr. RAHALL. Yes. I made that clear 
in both of my speeches. 

Mr. SHUSTER. I thought so. But I 
guess I wasn’t paying attention to the 
end. So it is great to hear. 

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

Mr. SHUSTER. Madam Chair, it’s im-
portant that we pass this on a bipar-
tisan basis because it does mean jobs 
for Americans, construction jobs, 
somewhere up around 20,000. It means 
steel that is going to be made in U.S. 
steel plants. So this is a bill that is not 
only going to create jobs, but it’s going 
to help us break that dependence on 
foreign oil. 

Again, I tip my hat to Mr. TERRY 
from Nebraska for putting forth H.R. 
1938, and I urge all of my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to support this 
pro-energy, pro-jobs bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Chairman, I 

claim time on behalf of the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Col-
orado is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

This legislation takes a crucial step 
towards securing our Nation’s energy 
security and putting Americans back 
to work. In 2010 alone, the United 
States imported over 1 trillion barrels 
of oil from OPEC countries, many of 

which have unstable or unfriendly gov-
ernments. While my preference would 
be that we replace that oil with domes-
tically produced resources from the 
Rockies, our Outer Continental Shelf, 
and Alaska, we have the next best 
thing by having Canada as a stable, 
friendly, energy-rich trading partner 
sharing our northern border. 

As we have seen in so many other as-
pects of our Nation’s energy portfolio, 
whether it be offshore production, on-
shore production, or even renewable 
energy production on Federal lands, 
the Obama administration is once 
again slow-walking or even 
stonewalling domestic energy security 
and job creation with needless delays 
and bureaucratic red tape. 

This legislation will help ensure a 
steady supply of crude oil from one of 
our strongest allies. It has the poten-
tial to create 20,000 direct construction 
jobs for Americans and spur $20 billion 
in new spending in the U.S. economy. 
The extension of this pipeline will gen-
erate $585 million in new State and 
local taxes during construction. It will 
greatly lessen our dependence on oil 
from OPEC. 

Opponents of this pipeline seem to 
believe that if we don’t use this oil 
here, it won’t be produced. That posi-
tion is fundamentally wrong and dis-
plays a foolish and naive disregard for 
the flow of international oil produc-
tion. 

The reality is, if America won’t take 
this oil, China will. Instead of having a 
secure pipeline feeding the American 
heartland, we will see massive tankers 
off the coast of Washington and Oregon 
as China fills its ships for export. And 
China doesn’t have the environmental 
safeguards that we do. 

We should pass H.R. 1938. 
At this moment, Madam Chairman, I 

yield 1 minute to my colleague from 
the State of Ohio (Mr. JOHNSON). 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, today I rise in 
support of H.R. 1938, the North Amer-
ican-Made Energy Security Act. 

For far too long, the proposed Key-
stone XL pipeline has been caught up 
in bureaucratic red tape that unfortu-
nately has become the norm with this 
administration. This legislation simply 
forces the administration to make a 
decision by November 1 of this year, 
which will be more than 3 years after 
the application was originally sub-
mitted. This bill addresses our Nation’s 
dependence on OPEC for oil, but it also 
creates American jobs. 

The pipeline extension would allow 
for an additional 700,000 barrels of oil 
per day to be brought to the U.S. mar-
ketplace. This increase in oil, from 
America’s largest trading partner, 
would begin to make America less be-
holden to unstable OPEC countries for 
our oil demands. Furthermore, if this 
pipeline isn’t built, the oil will simply 
go to China instead of coming to Amer-
ica. 

This legislation would also pave the 
way for the creation of 13,000 direct 
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jobs and tens of thousands of indirect 
jobs should the project be approved. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense legislation. 

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

Madam Chair, I rise in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 1938. 

We are here debating whether to ex-
pedite the approval of a pipeline that 
will import the dirtiest crude oil on the 
planet into the United States of Amer-
ica by melting the oil out of the tar in 
Canada, which creates more green-
house gases than any other production 
method for crude oil on the planet. 

b 1510 

It also destroys the boreal forest. It 
contaminates millions of gallons of 
water each day. That is a very high en-
vironmental price to pay for oil from 
tar in Canada that may not lower 
prices for Americans and may never be 
sold to Americans. But we will build 
the pipeline for them through our land 
to accomplish this goal. 

The majority has repeatedly claimed 
that expediting the approval of this 
pipeline will lower gas prices at the 
pump for the American public. But 
what factual evidence should we rely 
upon in order to substantiate this 
claim? 

Well, we can’t rely upon Trans-
Canada, the very company that wants 
to build the pipeline through our coun-
try, because it has concluded that after 
the pipeline is constructed that gas 
prices would rise in the Midwest of our 
country as a result of the Keystone XL 
pipeline. 

We are also told that building this 
pipeline will enable us to reduce our 
dependence on imported oil from coun-
tries who don’t like us very much. In-
stead, we will be able to rely upon de-
pendable Canada, our friends, the Cana-
dians. 

But what are the guarantees that 
building this pipeline will actually lead 
to greater supplies of crude oil for the 
American people? 

Well, the answer, Madam Chair, is 
that there are no guarantees. There is 
nothing in this bill, nothing that pre-
vents Keystone XL pipeline oil from 
being shipped to the gulf coast, refined 
there, from the tar of Alberta Canada, 
and then re-exported and sold into the 
global oil market to China, to Korea, 
right out of our country. 

I offered an amendment to the Rules 
Committee that would have required 
the Department of Energy to ensure 
that the approval of this pipeline 
would, in fact, guarantee that the ben-
efits of the Keystone oil being trans-
ported through our country stay right 
here in our country. 

My amendment would have required 
that Keystone oil be sold in this coun-
try. That would increase the gasoline 
and the diesel supplies at the pump and 
would help to ensure lower prices at 
the pump. And my amendment would 
have benefited domestic businesses 
that use refined petroleum products, 

including plastics and chemical compa-
nies, by ensuring a steady supply of pe-
troleum products for their manufac-
turing plants here, made in America. 
My amendment was consistent with 
longstanding U.S. policy on oil exports. 

Well, ladies and gentlemen, the Re-
publicans refused to allow a vote on my 
amendment here today. They won’t 
even allow our Members to vote on 
keeping the oil that is going to be 
transported in a pipeline that we’re 
going to allow to be built through our 
country here. 

So, yes, it’s the dirtiest oil in the 
world; but at least, if you’re going to 
build the pipeline, at least have it be 
sold here in America and not sold to 
China, not sold to Korea. At least have 
that guarantee. 

They refused to even have a vote on 
it, ladies and gentlemen. That’s what 
this is all about. Once again, it’s all 
about this ideological belief that the 
largest oil companies know best. We 
should not be taxing them. We should 
not be putting any burden on the big-
gest oil companies. 

Better to push the American econ-
omy to the brink of fiscal collapse than 
the Republicans would ever consider al-
lowing to rescind tax breaks for the 
biggest oil companies. They wouldn’t 
even begin to think about putting that 
on the table. Grandma’s Social Secu-
rity check, absolutely. Building a pipe-
line through our country with the 
dirtiest oil in the world to be sold to 
Asia, absolutely no problem for the Re-
publicans. 

So this bill, despite the over-
whelming factual evidence that build-
ing the pipeline will only result in 
dirtier air, more profits for Big Oil, 
without benefits for the American con-
sumer, they are going to continue to 
push forward. 

Vote ‘‘no’’ on this environmental 
atrocity. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. LAMBORN. I yield 1 minute to 
my good colleague and friend from the 
State of Texas (Mr. FLORES). 

Mr. FLORES. Madam Chair, I rise 
today in strong support of H.R. 1938, 
the North American-Made Energy Se-
curity Act. 

This bipartisan legislation would in-
crease access to more energy supplies 
by expediting the Presidential permit 
for the Keystone XL pipeline exten-
sion. 

We are all aware that every addi-
tional barrel that can be produced 
within North America is one fewer bar-
rel that we need from the Middle East. 
This pipeline extension will help bring 
total capacity up to more than 1.2 mil-
lion barrels per day into our markets. 
Also, as we look for opportunities to 
address our struggling economic recov-
ery, this project will create an esti-
mated 100,000 American jobs and help 
grow our economy. 

Canada’s vast oil resources have also 
attracted interest from other energy- 
hungry nations. If we do not tap this 

valuable resource, the Chinese or other 
countries will. The Obama administra-
tion has already delayed the decision 
on this project for almost 3 years and 
it is time that they act and make a de-
cision. 

The choice is clear. By passing this 
bill, we will increase our energy secu-
rity with a more stable supply of effi-
cient and affordable energy from our 
best international friend and trading 
partner, and we will lessen our depend-
ence on Middle Eastern oil. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
critical legislation. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Madam Chairman, 
the North American-Made Energy Se-
curity Act is a pivotal first step toward 
securing our energy future, lessening 
our dependence on oil from OPEC coun-
tries, and putting Americans back to 
work. 

Canada and the U.S. have the world’s 
largest two-way relationship. Rather 
than put up roadblocks, we should fos-
ter and build upon that relationship to 
utilize each other’s resources. 

If we don’t use this oil, Chinese con-
sumers will, and we will continue to 
rely on oil from OPEC. We cannot 
stand idly by as the Obama administra-
tion continues to delay and put up 
roadblocks that prevent the production 
of American energy and the creation of 
American jobs. 

H.R. 1938 will force the administra-
tion to make a decision that has been 
unnecessarily delayed for years. The 
legislation is good for the American 
economy and good for American jobs, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Chair, I rise in 

opposition to H.R. 1938 and object to this ma-
jority’s repeated attempts to circumvent envi-
ronmental law and prioritize special interests 
over sound science. 

The Keystone XL is a proposed pipeline 
project from Alberta, Canada to Port Arthur, 
Texas. Since the project crosses national 
boundaries, it requires Presidential approval to 
proceed. By Executive Order, President 
Obama has delegated that authority to the 
State Department, which is in the process of 
reviewing public comment so that it can final-
ize the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
required by the National Environmental Pro-
tection Act (NEPA). Once an EIS has been 
completed, the State Department will receive 
final input from other relevant federal agen-
cies, as well as the general public, before 
making a final determination as to whether the 
Keystone XL pipeline is in the national inter-
est. According to the State Department, this 
review—which appropriately includes a thor-
ough evaluation of the project’s environmental, 
marketplace, national security and community 
impacts—should be completed by the end of 
the year. 

However, rather than allowing that process 
to come to a timely and considered conclu-
sion, today’s legislation sets forth its own de-
monstrably inaccurate and woefully incomplete 
findings in order to justify the majority’s pre-
ferred outcome—and then directs the Presi-
dent to make a final permitting decision by No-
vember 1, whether the required evaluation is 
complete or not. 
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In truth, one need look no further than the 

errors and omissions throughout this legisla-
tion’s findings to understand why an objective, 
complete, scientifically-based review of the 
proposed Keystone XL pipeline project is so 
necessary. 

Accordingly, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam 

Chair, I appreciate the leadership of Con-
gressman LEE TERRY of Nebraska to develop 
H.R. 1938, the North American-Made Energy 
Security Act. 

H.R. 1938 would expedite the Presidential 
Permit approval process for the Keystone XL 
pipeline extension. This pipeline extension 
would allow the delivery of more oil to come 
into this country from Canada’s oil sands in 
the province of Alberta. I appreciate Canada 
as America’s largest trading partner. 

There are strategic and economic impacts 
of the development and delivery of oil and nat-
ural gas between the U.S. and Canada, and I 
am well aware of the economic impacts in 
South Carolina, creating thousands of jobs in 
the District I represent in Aiken and Lexington 
Counties. 

Currently, there are over 100 of the large 
mine haul trucks operating in the Oil Sands 
powered by MTU engines. The engines pro-
duced by MTU in Aiken, South Carolina, sup-
port not only the North American manufactur-
ers of these large mining trucks, but the inter-
national market as well. Interestingly, by next 
year, Aiken will be producing MTU’s largest 
engine for the haul-truck market, the 20V 
4000. The marine variant of this engine pow-
ers the U.S. Coast Guard’s Fast Response 
Cutter, and this will also be produced in Aiken. 
Hundreds of jobs are created in Aiken County 
and neighboring Georgia due to the oil sands 
development in Alberta. 

Furthermore, the Michelin tire manufacturing 
facility in Lexington, South Carolina, produces 
earthmover tires and is one of the mining in-
dustry’s largest suppliers. Overall, 7,930 peo-
ple are employed by Michelin in South Caro-
lina with locations in Anderson, Greenville, 
and Lexington. 

Passage of this legislation is critical to our 
economy. The nearly three-year delay of the 
Keystone XL pipeline expansion project is 
blocking significant economic growth and pre-
venting Americans from fully accessing a safe 
and dependable source of oil held by Canada, 
a longtime ally and the largest trade partner of 
the United States. This expansion would en-
able expanded importation of 830,000 barrels 
of oil daily from Canada, instead of importing 
it from other unfriendly sources. 

A Canadian Energy Research Institute study 
found that investing in Canadian oil sands will 
produce 340,000 U.S. jobs and create $34 bil-
lion in revenues for the U.S. government. Con-
struction of the pipeline itself would also sup-
port more than 10,000 jobs, and the addition 
of the pipeline to the Bakken formation would 
enable additional, more cost-effective develop-
ment of that domestic energy source. 

For these reasons, I support this legislation 
and am hopeful of ultimate support from the 
President. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce printed in the bill 
shall be considered as an original bill 

for the purpose of amendment under 
the 5-minute rule and shall be consid-
ered read. 

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 

H.R. 1938 
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 ‘‘North Amer-
ican-Made Energy Security Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds and declares the following: 
(1) The United States currently imports more 

than half of the oil it consumes, often from 
countries hostile to United States interests or 
with political and economic instability that com-
promises supply security. 

(2) While a significant portion of imports are 
derived from allies such as Canada and Mexico, 
the United States remains vulnerable to sub-
stantial supply disruptions created by geo-
political tumult in major producing nations. 

(3) Strong increases in oil consumption in the 
developing world outpace growth in conven-
tional oil supplies, bringing tight market condi-
tions and higher oil prices in periods of global 
economic expansion or when supplies are 
threatened. 

(4) The development and delivery of oil and 
gas from Canada to the United States is in the 
national interest of the United States in order to 
secure oil supplies to fill needs that are pro-
jected to otherwise be filled by increases in other 
foreign supplies, notably from the Middle East. 

(5) Continued development of North American 
energy resources, including Canadian oil, in-
creases domestic refiners’ access to stable and 
reliable sources of crude and improves certainty 
of fuel supply for the Department of Defense, 
the largest consumer of petroleum in the United 
States. 

(6) Canada and the United States have the 
world’s largest two-way trading relationship. 
Therefore, for every United States dollar spent 
on products from Canada, including oil, 90 cents 
is returned to the United States economy. When 
the same metrics are applied to trading relation-
ships with some other major sources of United 
States crude oil imports, returns are much 
lower. 

(7) The principal choice for Canadian oil ex-
porters is between moving increasing crude oil 
volumes to the United States or Asia, led by 
China. Increased Canadian oil exports to China 
will result in increased United States crude oil 
imports from other foreign sources, especially 
the Middle East. 

(8) Increased Canadian crude oil imports into 
the United States correspondingly reduce the 
scale of ‘‘wealth transfers’’ to other more dis-
tant foreign sources resulting from the greater 
cost of importing crude oil from those sources. 

(9) Not only are United States companies 
major investors in Canadian oil sands, but 
many United States businesses throughout the 
country benefit from supplying goods and serv-
ices required for ongoing Canadian oil sands op-
erations and expansion. 

(10) There has been more than 2 years of con-
sideration and a coordinated review by more 
than a dozen Federal agencies of the technical 
aspects and of the environmental, social, and 
economic impacts of the proposed pipeline 
project known as the Keystone XL from 
Hardisty, Alberta, to Steele City, Nebraska, and 
then on to the United States Gulf Coast through 
Cushing, Oklahoma. 

(11) Keystone XL represents a high capacity 
pipeline supply option that could meet early as 
well as long-term market demand for crude oil to 
United States refineries, and could also poten-
tially bring over 100,000 barrels per day of 
United States Bakken crudes to market. 

(12) Completion of the Keystone XL pipeline 
would increase total Keystone pipeline capacity 
by 700,000 barrels per day to 1,290,000 barrels per 
day. 

(13) The Keystone XL pipeline would provide 
short-term and long-term employment opportu-
nities and related labor income benefits, as well 
as government revenues associated with sales 
and payroll taxes. 

(14) The earliest possible construction of the 
Keystone XL pipeline will make the extensive 
proven and potential reserves of Canadian oil 
available for United States use and increase 
United States jobs and will therefore serve the 
national interest. 

(15) Analysis using the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency models shows that the Keystone XL 
pipeline will result in no significant change in 
total United States or global greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

(16) The Keystone XL pipeline would be state- 
of-the-art and have a degree of safety higher 
than any other typically constructed domestic 
oil pipeline system. 

(17) Because of the extensive governmental 
studies already made with respect to the Key-
stone XL project and the national interest in 
early delivery of Canadian oil to United States 
markets, a decision with respect to a Presi-
dential Permit for the Keystone XL pipeline 
should be promptly issued without further ad-
ministrative delay or impediment. 
SEC. 3. EXPEDITED APPROVAL PROCESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President, acting 
through the Secretary of Energy, shall coordi-
nate with each Federal agency responsible for 
coordinating or considering an aspect of the 
President’s National Interest Determination and 
Presidential Permit decision regarding construc-
tion and operation of the Keystone XL pipeline, 
to ensure that all necessary actions with respect 
to such decision are taken on an expedited 
schedule. 

(b) AGENCY COOPERATION WITH SECRETARY OF 
ENERGY.—Each Federal agency described in 
subsection (a) shall comply with any deadline 
established by the Secretary of Energy pursuant 
to subsection (a). 

(c) FINAL ORDER.—Not later than 30 days 
after the issuance of the final environmental im-
pact statement, the President shall issue a final 
order granting or denying the Presidential Per-
mit for the Keystone XL pipeline, but in no 
event shall such decision be made later than No-
vember 1, 2011. 

(d) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.—No action by 
the Secretary of Energy pursuant to this section 
shall affect any duty or responsibility to comply 
with any requirement to conduct environmental 
review. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to the 
committee amendment in the nature of 
a substitute shall be in order except 
those printed in House Report 112–181. 
Each such amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, 
by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall 
not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division 
of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. WELCH 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Mr. WELCH. Madam Chair, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 
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Page 6, after line 24, insert the following 

new paragraph: 
(18) The proposed Keystone XL pipeline 

would run through the Ogallala aquifer, risk-
ing an oil spill into one of the world’s largest 
freshwater aquifers that provides 30 percent 
of the groundwater used for irrigation in the 
United States and drinking water for mil-
lions of Americans. Even a small, undetected 
leak from an underground rupture of the 
pipeline in the Nebraska Sandhills could pol-
lute almost 5,000,000,000 gallons of ground-
water—enough oil to pose serious health 
threats to anyone using the underlying 
Ogallala Aquifer for drinking water or agri-
culture. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

Mr. WELCH. Madam Chair, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Madam Chair, this amendment in-
serts an environmental finding that 
highlights the very significant environ-
mental and health risks that are pro-
posed that will occur as a result of this 
proposed pipeline. This pipeline is 
going to carry up to 900,000 barrels of 
tar sands oil every day, and it’s going 
to carry them a distance of 2,000 miles. 
And whatever assurances are given 
about the safety of any mechanical and 
engineering system, we have too much 
regular experience that the best of in-
tentions oftentimes fail. 

b 1520 

So there is risk, and we want that to 
be known as part of the findings. 

A University of Nebraska professor 
recently released the first independent 
assessment of the spills that could 
come from the Keystone XL pipeline. 
That study found that TransCanada 
has in fact greatly understated the 
risks of the pipeline. That study estab-
lished that the pipeline could spill over 
5 million gallon of tar sands oil into a 
major river, making water undrinkable 
for hundreds of miles. Also, the Key-
stone real-time leak detection system 
doesn’t register spills that are less 
than 700,000 gallons per day. 

Cynthia Quarterman, the adminis-
trator of the Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration, has 
noted that the U.S. pipeline system 
was not designed with raw tar sands 
crude in mind. 

My amendment is very simple: if 
we’re going to rush through—and 
that’s what we’re doing—the environ-
mental permitting process for a project 
that has questionable benefits to our 
Nation, let’s at least recognize the 
risks. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. I rise in opposition to 

the amendment. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ne-

braska is recognized for up to 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I urge re-
jection of this gutting amendment. 
What this would do is basically say you 
can’t build any pipelines in this gen-
eral area. 

I would like the gentleman from 
Vermont to know that there are many 
pipelines already running through this 
area, oil pipelines, natural gas pipe-
lines; and also the other part that I 
would like to make regarding this 
amendment, this almost 2 feet high 
stack of materials is the draft environ-
mental study, the supplemental envi-
ronmental study, PHMSA’s report. I 
can assure the gentleman that there is 
no other pipeline that has been studied 
to the point that this one has. It is as 
close to the best built pipeline as de-
manded by the agencies that have over-
sight. It has gone through a very thor-
ough, thorough examination. 

The owners of this pipeline, Trans-
Canada, have already agreed to not 
only increasing the thickness of the 
pipeline, itself, but additional pump 
stations to be able to detect when 
there’s a leak. The pipeline reform bill 
will be reported out of committees 
later; and they would have to adhere to 
all of those rules, including something 
that we’re discussing that all leaks 
have to be able to be onsite repaired 
within 1 hour. 

There’s no way to design a perfect 
pipeline, but there are ways to make 
sure that if there is an issue, there’s a 
rapid response, and that has been built 
in. Those are additional agreements. 
I’m vastly positive that, A, any leaks 
that would occur are going to be mini-
mal and not hazardous to the Ogallala 
aquifer or to the Sand Hills. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WELCH. How much time do I 

have? 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from 

Vermont has 3 minutes remaining. 
Mr. WELCH. I yield such time as he 

may consume to the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chair, I rise in 
support of the Welch-Cohen amend-
ment. Our simple, not a gutting, 
amendment—that’s totally wrong— 
noncontroversial amendment, states an 
important fact that was not mentioned 
in the findings section. I’m dis-
appointed that this stilted legislation 
fails to mention any of the risks asso-
ciated with the pipeline, such as the 
critical fact that Keystone XL would 
run through the world’s largest fresh 
water aquifer, the Ogallala, which pro-
vides 30 percent of the groundwater 
used for irrigation in the United States 
and drinking water for millions of 
Americans. This fact is an essential as-
pect of the pipeline that must be con-
sidered by the State Department and 
the American public before granting a 
determination of national interest. 

Our amendment also states the re-
sults of the only independent assess-
ment of the worst-case spills for the 
proposed Keystone XL pipeline, a re-
port that indicates that TransCanada 
has greatly understated the pipeline’s 
risks. 

Perhaps the most important compo-
nent of the report is the discovery that 
even a small undetected leak from an 
underground rupture of the pipeline in 

the Nebraska Sand Hills could pollute 
almost 5 billion gallons of ground-
water, enough oil to pose serious 
health threats to anyone using this aq-
uifer for drinking water or agricultural 
purposes; and a leak of this magnitude 
is certainly possible given that the 
Keystone XL’s real-time leak detection 
system does not register spills less 
than, get this, 700,000 gallons a day. 
They’ll have no knowledge of it. 

What is even more disconcerting is 
that according to Cynthia Quarterman, 
the administrator of the Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Adminis-
tration, the U.S. pipeline safety regula-
tions were not written to address the 
unique risks of piping tar sand, the 
worst oil one could imagine. Addition-
ally, Administrator Quarterman noted 
that her agency, the government’s 
pipeline safety experts, has not been 
included in the review of Keystone XL 
and has never studied the risks of pip-
ing tar sands. 

As we consider building a dangerous 
tar sands pipeline through our Nation’s 
most important aquifer, it is critical 
the decision be based on an accurate 
depiction of the pipeline’s risks and not 
just rosy, overly optimistic descrip-
tions of its projected benefits. This is 
why the Sierra League and the Na-
tional Resource Defense Council are so 
interested, as is the American public in 
these findings. 

I urge support for the Welch-Cohen 
amendment. 

Mr. WELCH. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, in clos-
ing, I want to allay the fears here. To 
sit there and say that this hasn’t been 
studied, we have the environmental im-
pact study; we have the supplemental. 
This has been studied. All the agencies 
are involved, including PHMSA. I’m 
sure they will make their recommenda-
tions based on sound science. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. TERRY. I demand a recorded 
vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Vermont will be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 6, lines 10 through 13, strike para-
graph (15) (and redesignate the subsequent 
paragraphs accordingly). 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. RUSH) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Illinois. 
Mr. RUSH. I yield myself as much 

time as I may consume. 
Madam Chair, during both the sub-

committee and full committee mark-
ups, I offered my amendment to delete 
a finding that I thought was particu-
larly misleading. 

Finding No. 15 states: ‘‘Analysis 
using the Environmental Protection 
Agency models shows that the Key-
stone XL pipeline will result in no sig-
nificant change in total United States 
or global greenhouse gas emissions.’’ 

b 1530 

My amendment was defeated on a 
party-line vote after my colleagues on 
the other side insisted that the state-
ment was indeed true. Well, Madam 
Chair, I took it upon myself to write a 
letter to the EPA asking the agency to 
weigh in on the accuracy of this find-
ing, and this was the agency’s reply: 

‘‘EPA has conducted no modeling, 
nor provided any models, to analyze 
the likely effect of the Keystone XL 
pipeline on U.S. or global greenhouse 
gas emissions. The language in the 
above finding is therefore incorrect.’’ 

The official EPA statement went on 
to say: 

‘‘As detailed in the Supplemental 
Draft Environmental Impact State-
ment for the Keystone XL project 
issued by the Department of State, the 
Department of Energy directed a con-
tractor to conduct modeling on poten-
tial impacts of the project. EPA pro-
vided some data to be used in that ef-
fort, but EPA models were not used 
and EPA did not model any projected 
emissions effects of the project.’’ 

Madam Chairman, there are some 
who believe that the majority does not 
care about facts or truth or science or 
climate change if these facts and oth-
erwise get in the way of industry mov-
ing forward unfettered. Well, by voting 
for my amendment, we have an oppor-
tunity to set the record straight and 
prove to the American people that 
when a statement is demonstrably 
shown to be false, then Members of 
Congress from both sides, Democrat or 
Republican, will put their partisan dif-
ferences aside and stand on the side of 
truth. Know ye the truth and the truth 
shall set you free. 

So I urge all my colleagues to sup-
port my corrective amendment in order 
to correct this misleading statement 
contained in the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ne-

braska is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. TERRY. I would like to join my 

friend in standing up for the truth and 
accuracy; so what I will do is read the 
Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Study. 

Page 7: ‘‘The WORLD and DOE En-
ergy Technologies Perspective model 
analyses results show no significant 
change in total U.S. refining activity, 

total crude and product import vol-
umes and costs, in global refinery CO2 
and total life-cycle greenhouse gas 
emissions whether Keystone XL is 
built or not.’’ 

It’s the exact verbiage from the ac-
tual Department of Energy using the 
EPA’s modeling conclusions. So we’re 
just using the Department of Energy 
study’s own language that it’s not in-
creasing. So what this amendment does 
is takes out the exact language from 
an independent study by the Depart-
ment of Energy and supplants it with 
an inaccurate statement. 

Now, I think where my friend is 
going, and the EPA has recently writ-
ten a letter saying, the standard they 
would like to see is not heavy crude 
versus heavy crude. Because what this 
study is saying is this oil is still going 
to be refined, whether it’s in Kansas, 
Oklahoma, Texas, or Chicago. If it’s 
not being refined there, it will be re-
fined in China; therefore, it has the 
same impact globally, the same life- 
cycle greenhouse gas emissions. 

Well, the EPA wrote a letter and 
said, Well, we’re changing that stand-
ard. We would like you to just compare 
it to Texas sweet crude. And they just 
pulled that out of a hat here just a few 
months ago. So that’s what he’s say-
ing, but it’s not part of what the study 
says. So there is no reason to remove 
this. 

This is accurate. It’s exactly from 
the Department of Energy’s study 
based on EPA’s own modeling. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, may I in-

quire as to how much time is remain-
ing? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Illi-
nois has 11⁄2 minutes remaining, and 
the gentleman from Nebraska has 21⁄2 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, this is sim-
ply an argument over whether or not 
this House will allow demonstrably 
false information in this bill to move 
forward even though we have docu-
mentation from the very agency in 
question stating that the information 
is false. This is the letter. This is the 
letter. It’s a letter dated June 22, and 
it says: 

‘‘EPA has conducted no modeling, 
nor provided any models, to analyze 
the likely effect of the Keystone XL 
pipeline on U.S. or global greenhouse 
gas emissions. The language in the 
above finding is therefore incorrect.’’ 

How clear can it be that the EPA 
states beyond a shadow of a doubt that 
this particular passage in this bill is 
false, is misleading? And if, in fact, we 
vote to enact this wrong piece of legis-
lation, not only is it wrongheaded, it’s 
wrong in its effort. If we vote to pass 
this legislation, then we are perpet-
uating a falsehood. 

Madam Chair, this Congress stands 
for a greater and higher standard than 
to vote for something that we know is 
false. We know it’s not accurate. The 
other side knows it’s not accurate. But 
if industry wants it, if it’s accurate or 

not, industry, according to them, must 
have it. And I say industry must not 
have it. We should have to stand for 
the truth in this Congress, and the 
truth is that the EPA did not conduct 
any model. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, once 

again, in the entire record that’s been 
submitted from the Department of En-
ergy to EPA, the studies that have 
been done conclude that, in global re-
fineries, CO2 and total life-cycle green-
house gas emissions, whether the Key-
stone XL is built or not, there is no ad-
ditional CO2, no significant CO2. That 
is the exact language in here. To strike 
that would strike the truth that is set 
forth in the studies and supplant it 
with something that doesn’t exist in 
all of the models and studies that have 
been provided. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. RUSH. Madam Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois will be postponed. 

b 1540 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. ESHOO 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 6, after line 24, insert the following 
new paragraph: 

(18) Recent oil pipeline spills, such as the 
May 2011 leak of 21,000 gallons of crude from 
TransCanada’s existing Keystone pipeline in 
North Dakota, have raised serious concerns 
about the risks associated with pipelines car-
rying diluted bitumen. At a June 16, 2011, 
hearing on pipeline safety held by the Sub-
committee on Energy and Power of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, Cynthia L. 
Quarterman, Administrator of the Pipeline 
and Hazardous Materials Safety Administra-
tion of the Department of Transportation, 
testified that the Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration had not 
done a study analyzing the risks associated 
with transporting diluted bitumen. 

Page 7, line 19, insert ‘‘Notwithstanding 
the previous sentence, prior to the issuance 
of a final order granting or denying the Pres-
idential Permit for the Keystone XL pipe-
line, the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration shall complete a com-
prehensive review of the properties and char-
acteristics of bitumen and the hazardous liq-
uid pipeline regulations to determine wheth-
er current regulations are sufficient to regu-
late pipelines used for the transportation of 
tar sands crude oil.’’ after ‘‘November 1, 
2011.’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. ESHOO) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-

woman from California. 
Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, pipeline 

safety is not a subject that we can af-
ford to take lightly. On September 10, 
2010, last year, a natural gas explosion 
in San Bruno, California, just north of 
my congressional district in Congress-
woman SPEIER’s district, killed eight 
people, injured dozens of others, and 
destroyed 55 homes. This was from a 
natural gas explosion. 

Since 1938, Congress has attempted to 
promote natural gas pipeline safety, 
but the horrific explosions, like the one 
in San Bruno, California, continue to 
occur every year someplace in our 
country. It is a dangerous business 
under the best of circumstances. 

To move forward with the tar sands 
pipeline, which we have little experi-
ence regulating, without a solid under-
standing of the safety issues is an enor-
mous and, I think, dangerous mistake. 
We have heard strong, well-informed 
concerns that pipelines carrying tar 
sands and the chemical bitumen may 
pose greater safety risks than even 
those pipelines carrying conventional 
or synthetic crude. 

On June 16 of this year, during an En-
ergy and Power Subcommittee hearing 
on pipeline safety, Cynthia 
Quarterman, administrator of the Pipe-
line and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration, known as PHMSA, tes-
tified that this agency, specifically 
tasked with researching and admin-
istering pipeline safety, has not ana-
lyzed the risks of these new pipelines. 
But Ms. Quarterman replied, when 
asked, that the agency would be 
pleased to make such a review. I think 
the American people would be safer if 
they did. 

My amendment would require 
PHMSA to complete a comprehensive 
review of the properties and character-
istics of bitumen and the hazardous liq-
uid pipeline regulations before a final 
Presidential permit is issued. 

I think this study is very, very im-
portant for the safety of all Americans, 
and it will determine whether current 
regulations are sufficient to regulate 
pipelines used for the transportation of 
tar sands crude oil. This approach I 
think makes sense because it is far less 
costly to build pipelines correctly than 
to try to fix or replace a line that is al-
ready built. 

The explosion that occurred in San 
Bruno, California, and the recent oil 
spills that have occurred, particularly 
the spills from TransCanada’s Key-
stone pipeline, which leaked 21,000 gal-
lons of crude in North Dakota—I want 
to repeat that—leaked 21,000 gallons of 
crude in North Dakota, is a warning to 
all of us that we need to get this right. 
So let’s protect lives, money, property, 
and take the proper precautions now. 

For these reasons, I urge all of my 
colleagues to support my amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ne-

braska is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, the crux 
of this amendment is that the gentle-
lady from California is asking for an-
other study. That seems to be kind of 
the new tactic of how to delay or kill 
a bill; let’s do a study instead of imple-
menting something. 

I want to talk about the safety of the 
pipeline with the chemical bitumen, 
which helps the crude actually flow 
through the pipeline better. This chem-
ical isn’t new to the Pipeline Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Agency. In 
fact, heavy crude has been sent 
through pipelines with this chemical 
since the 1920s, including out of Cali-
fornia. So they have the expertise to 
deal with this already. They are work-
ing on their assessment of the Key-
stone pipeline to assist the State De-
partment and Department of Energy in 
their recommendation, so there is real-
ly no need for this type of a study. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, to re-

spond to my friend and colleague, Mr. 
TERRY, with all due respect, I didn’t 
come to the floor today with a tactic. 
I offered this, I raised this in the com-
mittee. We had a very good discussion 
about it there. It’s my understanding 
that an EIS is being conducted, but an 
EIS on the entire pipeline is very dif-
ferent than what I am raising. 

And the head of the agency, of 
PHMSA, when she appeared before the 
committee, understanding that there 
had not been an examination in par-
ticular about the tar sands crude oil 
and bitumen, said that her agency 
would be pleased to undertake that 
study. 

So I’m here today, obviously, to offer 
this amendment. I think it is based on 
good common sense that we examine 
this before we go ahead with it. I raised 
something that is very real and that is 
just a handful of miles from where I 
live, even though it is outside my con-
gressional district, where lives were 
lost—eight people were killed, dozens 
were injured, and 55 homes destroyed. 
So this is not a tactic. This is not to 
delay. This is to get this right before 
the permit is issued. I think the agency 
can do this on an expedited basis. I’m 
not seeking to delay and blow up any-
thing. I’m here relative to public 
health and public safety. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I too have 

great confidence in PHMSA to be able 
to determine whether or not the chem-
ical creates any issues. Bitumen has 
been around for 91 years with heavy 
crude, and so I just don’t think there is 
a need for additional delays or studies. 

Ms. Quarterman has already said she 
is undertaking the study, and that will 
be included in her recommendation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. ESHOO). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. ESHOO. Madam Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California will be post-
poned. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MRS. 
CHRISTENSEN 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chair, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 6, after line 24, insert the following 
new paragraph: 

(18) The Supplemental Draft Environ-
mental Impact Statement estimates that the 
Keystone XL pipeline would increase carbon 
pollution associated with United States fuel 
use by up to 23,000,000 metric tons of carbon 
dioxide equivalent per year, which is equiva-
lent to the annual emissions from an extra 
4,500,000 passenger vehicles. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentlewoman from the 
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) and 
a Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chair, I 
rise to introduce an amendment that 
would simply add a provision to H.R. 
1938 to recognize that the construction 
of the Keystone XL pipeline would in-
crease carbon emissions and make it 
harder to address global warming. 

Permitting Keystone and allowing 
the transport of heavy petroleum prod-
uct from the Canadian tar sands to re-
fineries in the Gulf of Mexico has seri-
ous environmental and economic rami-
fications. Reports indicate that the 
production of fuel from tar sands can 
yield greenhouse gas emissions nearly 
three times as high as those produced 
from conventional extraction. 

While my colleagues and I last Con-
gress worked to reduce greenhouse 
emissions by 2020, Canada has projected 
that their emissions will grow 25 per-
cent by 2020, with those from tar sands 
being the single largest contributor. 
This is not something that we should 
be working to expedite. 

H.R. 1938 makes a series of findings 
related to the Keystone XL pipeline. 
Some of these findings are a matter of 
opinion, and some are just flat-out 
wrong. All of these findings share one 
characteristic—they all support the 
pipeline. And inconvenient facts are 
not included. In fact, there are a lot of 
inconvenient facts about the pipeline 
that the American people should know. 

Tar sands require far more energy to 
extract and process than conventional 
crude oil. 

b 1550 

The result is that emissions from 
using tar sands fuel are approximately 
9 to as high as 37 percent higher than 
from our baseline fuel mix. This pipe-
line would almost double our current 
use of tar sands fuel. At a time when 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:02 Jul 27, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00029 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26JY7.069 H26JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

5T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5522 July 26, 2011 
we’re trying to curb carbon emissions 
and stop global warming, Keystone 
makes us more reliant on one of the 
dirtiest sources of fuel currently avail-
able. 

In short, tar sands oil threatens our 
air, water, land, and economy, and will 
increase already dangerously high 
greenhouse gas emissions and demand 
for natural gas. It has no place in the 
clean energy economy. 

On page 3–198 of the State Depart-
ment’s Supplemental Draft Environ-
mental Impact Statement, it is esti-
mated that Keystone XL pipeline could 
increase carbon pollution associated 
with U.S. fuel use by up to 23 million 
metric tons of CO2 equivalent per year. 
This is equivalent to the annual emis-
sions from an extra 4.5 million pas-
senger vehicles. 

The SDEIS further indicates that 
most of the greenhouse gas emissions 
will come from the production of crude 
oil, refining of the crude oil, and com-
bustion of the refined products. Trans-
portation of the crude oil to the refin-
ery and transportation of the products 
to the market also contribute to green-
house gas emissions. This does not in-
clude the range of secondary carbon 
emissions to be considered as well. 

In a letter to the State Department, 
our very own EPA indicated that the 
extra greenhouse gas emissions associ-
ated with this proposed project may 
range from 600 million to up to 1.15 bil-
lion tons of CO2 over Keystone XL’s 
lifecycle. 

It’s unfortunate that while the De-
partment of State and EPA have recog-
nized the huge risk that would be in-
curred, the proponents of H.R. 1938 sim-
ply ignore them. While some will tout 
that the Keystone XL will enhance en-
ergy security, the other side of this 
equation must be considered. 

Now is not the time for us to increase 
harmful air emissions and further jeop-
ardize the people in our environment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. Madam Chair, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
THE CHAIR. The gentleman from Ne-

braska is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. TERRY. Two points here: I 

think, number one, the gentlelady’s 
amendment really helps define what 
the real issue here is. It isn’t with, nec-
essarily, the pipeline or its placement 
of the pipeline or a chemical that’s in 
it. It’s actually about whether we’re 
going to continue to use oil. As we use 
more oil, it gets heavier. 

As I mentioned earlier with the 
amendment by the gentleman from Il-
linois, the EPA is doing this switch 
where you don’t compare a heavy crude 
or sour to the same, like what’s been 
brought in by Venezuela. Now you have 
to compare it to a different type of 
sweeter crude or easier to refine crude. 

The reality here—and that’s the 
point that’s made in the study itself, 
and the part that the gentlelady reads 
from, it is actually noting that we’re 
using a heavier crude. So I just want to 
point out that that’s kind of an unfair 

comparison. We have got to do heavy 
to heavy to determine if there’s going 
to be an increase in greenhouse gasses. 

There’s no rushing or expediting. 
This has been sitting around for 3 
years. So it’s really time to get up and 
do something. 

At this time, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS). 

(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHIMKUS. This debate is about 
U.S. energy security, North American 
energy, and jobs. 

The original Keystone pipeline cost 
$2 billion, a thousand U.S. jobs. The ex-
pansion of the refinery bordering my 
district and the chairwoman’s district 
is thousands of jobs and an expansion 
of the refinery. Keystone XL will allow 
us to create thousands of new jobs ex-
panding the pipeline, expanding new re-
fineries, getting down to the refineries 
in Texas. 

The Canadians are going to build this 
pipeline in one or two directions. 
They’re either going to go south to 
help us become North American reliant 
and secure in energy, or they’re going 
to build this pipeline west to put it on 
tankers and ship it to China. 

Now, I would ask my colleagues: 
What’s more environmentally safe, se-
cure, and sound—a pipeline or a super-
tanker? What’s better for our coun-
try—have that oil coming to the 
United States or that oil going to 
China? 

I think the answer is clear. We can 
become North American energy inde-
pendent. The Keystone XL pipeline is 
part of that. 

I would ask my colleagues to vote 
against the amendment. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chair, 
my amendment really says nothing 
about the placement. This is also a 
problem. And while I realize that we 
will be using oil for a long time, it’s 
time for us to begin to move towards a 
clean and greener economy and to slow 
down global warming and do what we 
can to protect the public health. 

My amendment is in direct opposi-
tion to the finding. The finding says 
the XL pipeline will result in no sig-
nificant change in total U.S. or global 
greenhouse gas emissions, when EPA 
and also the supplemental EIS from 
the Department of State clearly says: 
range from 600 million to 1.15 billion 
tons of CO2, assuming the life cycle 
that’s projected, and also that the 
range could be equivalent to green-
house gas emissions from the combus-
tion of fuels in approximately—this is 
from the State Department—588,000 to 
4.5 million passenger vehicles, or the 
CO2 emissions of combusting fuels used 
to provide energy consumed by ap-
proximately 255,000 to 1.9 million 
homes. 

In addition to that, the social cost 
has not been assessed. The social cost 
to agricultural productivity, human 
health, property damages from flood 
risk, ecosystem services due to climate 

change. So even though this has been 
under discussion for a long time, there 
are a lot of things that have not been 
considered. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. TERRY. I still am in opposition 
because it doesn’t really accurately re-
flect the statements within the EIS, 
the Environmental Impact Studies. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from 

the Virgin Islands has 15 seconds re-
maining. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Madam Chair, 
while we’re trying to reduce the emis-
sions, when you look at Canada, pri-
marily because of the tar sands, their 
emissions are projected to rise by 25 
percent. So I continue to offer my 
amendment and ask for the support of 
my colleagues. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs. 
CHRISTENSEN). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. COHEN 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 5 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Mr. COHEN. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 6, lines 14 through 17, amend para-
graph (16) to read as follows: 

(16) TransCanada Corporation’s first whol-
ly owned oil pipeline in the United States is 
the recently built Keystone I, which spilled 
12 times in the United States and 21 times in 
Canada in less than one year of operation. 
Despite claims that it is ‘‘the safest pipeline 
ever built’’, Keystone was recently shut 
down by the United States Government be-
cause it was deemed a ‘‘threat to life, prop-
erty, and the environment’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 370, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

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

As the State Department and the 
U.S. public consider whether the pro-
posed Keystone XL tar stands pipeline 
is in the national interest, it is critical 
that the most accurate information be 
made available. That’s why I have of-
fered an amendment to this legislation 
that eliminates a rhetorical, baseless 
safely claim and replaces it with a sub-
stantiated factual statement. 

TransCanada is engaged in a high- 
stakes public relations campaign to 
brand the Keystone XL pipeline as safe 
and their company as responsible oper-
ators. I’m sure that BP Oil said the 
same thing about Deepwater. But that 
wasn’t true. Just because they say it 
doesn’t make it true. It is one thing for 
a foreign oil company to employ mis-
leading rhetoric, but it’s not the place 
of the House of Representatives to en-
dorse these mistruths. 
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It only requires a brief objective 

glance at the safety record to realize 
that TransCanada’s meritorious safety 
claims do not withstand even the 
slightest scrutiny. When selling Key-
stone—that’s not Keystone XL, which 
we’re looking at; Keystone, another 
pipeline—to the U.S., TransCanada 
claimed the pipeline was ‘‘state-of-the- 
art,’’ and even went as far as dubbing it 
the ‘‘safest pipeline ever built.’’ Well, 
we’re in trouble. 

b 1600 

After 1 disastrous year of operation, 
TransCanada’s rosy claims are not re-
flective of the reality that exists. 

In less than 12 months of operation, 
the so-called ‘‘safest pipeline ever 
built’’ has spilled 12 times in the 
United States—the dirty dozen—and 21 
times in Canada. Following that 12th 
domestic spill, the Department of 
Transportation shut down pipeline op-
erations because Keystone was deemed 
‘‘a threat to life, property and the envi-
ronment.’’ 

Since Keystone is TransCanada’s 
first wholly owned pipeline in the 
United States, TransCanada’s safety 
record is off to a pretty bad start. 
TransCanada’s misleading safety claim 
extends far beyond their simple rhet-
oric. Here are three of the most egre-
gious claims for Keystone XL: 

Number one: TransCanada claims 
that, if and when the Keystone XL 
pipeline has a leak, it will shut down 
the pipeline almost instantly. 

Unfortunately, spills on the Keystone 
pipeline have demonstrated that 
TransCanada’s theoretical response is 
far better than their actual response. 
In May, when Keystone spilled 21,000 
gallons, it took TransCanada 44 min-
utes to shut down the pipeline after the 
spill. It would have taken even longer 
had it not been for a landowner who 
called in the spill, which shot a six- 
story-high gusher of toxic oil into the 
air. You’d have thought it was Texas. 

Number two: TransCanada suggests 
there is little risk of a spill on the Key-
stone XL pipeline. 

However, the only independent as-
sessment of the worst case spills for 
Keystone XL indicates that Trans-
Canada has greatly understated the se-
verity and frequency of significant 
spills, an estimate that is more than 
800 percent lower than what would 
likely occur. 

Over the last few weeks, we have all 
witnessed the irreparable damage 
caused by the 40,000-gallon Silvertip 
pipeline spill in the Yellowstone River. 
Now try to imagine how devastating a 
6.95 million-, almost a 7 million, gallon 
spill of more toxic oil would be on the 
Yellowstone River. A spill of this mag-
nitude and devastation is possible if we 
approve the Keystone XL. 

Number three: TransCanada claims 
that Keystone XL would be built of 
thicker steel and operate at lower than 
allowed pressures. 

But major segments of Keystone XL 
would be made of thinner steel than 

Exxon Mobil’s failed Silvertip pipeline. 
So while Keystone XL would operate at 
lower than allowed pressures, it would 
still operate at nearly twice the pres-
sure of the Silvertip. Additionally, 
Keystone XL would be transporting tar 
sands, a substance which is far more 
corrosive and volatile than conven-
tional oil. 

Even a cursory review of 
TransCanada’s safety claims reveals a 
web of exaggerations, understatements 
and lies that have been carefully woven 
together to manufacture an image of 
safety and responsibility. 

It is critical that the American peo-
ple have an accurate depiction of the 
dangers of the proposed Keystone XL 
pipeline. Congress must exercise more 
scrutiny and not take TransCanada’s 
manufactured rhetoric at face value. 
We cannot afford to let TransCanada 
once again dupe us into permitting an 
even more dangerous pipeline, for as 
they say, ‘‘Fool me once, shame on 
you. Fool me twice, shame on me.’’ 
Somebody from Texas tried to say that 
once, but we know the statement. 

I urge support for my amendment, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. TERRY. I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. POE of 
Texas). The gentleman from Nebraska 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. There is no doubt that 
the facts are that, on the Keystone but 
not the Keystone XL, there have been 
12 leaks, 12 leaks of as little as 5 gal-
lons to 400 barrels from a recent one. 
Those were determined to be caused, 
not by the safety of the pipeline but by 
valves that were mal-manufactured, 
where there was a manufacturing prob-
lem, but within a 12-hour period, they 
were up and running again. Those have 
all been replaced. That’s the type of re-
sponse that we expect under our pipe-
line laws. 

I think the issues here are better 
placed in our discussions of pipeline 
safety, on which both the Transpor-
tation Committee and Energy and 
Commerce Committee will begin work-
ing soon, so I just don’t see the need 
for this type of an amendment, or fact- 
finding, to be put into this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY OF 

CONNECTICUT 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, lines 18 through 23, amend para-
graph (7) to read as follows: 

(7) Consultants employed by Canadian tar 
sands companies have publicly stated that 
without the Keystone XL pipeline, Canada’s 
tar sands will be ‘‘landlocked’’ and unable to 
be exported overseas. There are significant 
barriers to construction of a pipeline to 
ports on the West Coast of Canada. The Key-
stone XL pipeline, which would service Port 
Arthur and the Port of Houston, would allow 
tar sands crude to be exported. Permitting 
the pipeline would provide an export route to 
China where none now exists. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 370, the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Chairman, my amendment before us 
today asks a simple question: 

Why should America shoulder new 
environmental risks to help power the 
economy of China? 

Many Members have come to the 
floor today to document the consider-
able ecological and public health 
threats posed by the development of 
the TransCanada Keystone XL pipe-
line. In addition to producing 40 per-
cent more life cycle greenhouse gas 
emissions than conventional oil, the 
recent Exxon pipeline spill in Mon-
tana’s Yellowstone River serves as a 
stark reminder of the very real risks 
posed by these kinds of pipeline 
projects. 

However, in discounting these facts, 
the proponents of Keystone XL assert 
that, without the new pipeline, Can-
ada’s dirty tar sands oil will be shipped 
to China and to other overseas mar-
kets. This simply isn’t true. Without 
access to a major new shipping ter-
minal and refining hub on the gulf 
coast, Canada’s tar sands will remain 
stranded on the North American con-
tinent. 

Indeed, Keystone XL is essential to 
the economic expansion of Canadian 
tar sands because it opens up new trade 
routes to the East. Current pipeline in-
frastructure carries tar sands oil to the 
Midwest but no further. By 2015, exist-
ing markets will no longer be sufficient 
to absorb this increased tar sands pro-
duction. So the Keystone XL pipeline 
will provide that new market to China 
for this oil. 

Indeed, earlier this year, the CEO of 
Valero Energy, one of the companies 
that has signed up to ship oil through 
Keystone XL, said this: that the future 
of refining in the United States is in 
exports. 

So America is increasingly now the 
global middleman in world oil exports. 
Our oil exports have doubled in the last 
5 years. The question is this: Shouldn’t 
we have some say in where our oil 
goes? 

With the construction of this new 
pipeline, we are going to be shouldering 
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all of the increased environmental 
risks that come with its construction 
to help meet the growing overseas oil 
demand of our economic competitors. 
How does that further the energy inde-
pendence of the United States? 

So the amendment we are offering 
today with Mr. COHEN and Mr. WELCH 
will merely make it clear that a deci-
sion to permit Keystone XL is a deci-
sion to, in part, help promote North 
American oil exports to China. Wheth-
er you like that or don’t like that, we 
should at least admit that that is one 
of the byproducts of our action today. 
I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment and to face the reality of 
the Keystone XL pipeline rather than 
just the rhetoric. 

At this point, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Connecticut for yielding 
time. 

I rise in support of the Murphy- 
Cohen-Welch amendment. This amend-
ment sheds light on the oil industry’s 
attempt to pressure the U.S. into ap-
proving Keystone XL by threatening to 
export tar sands to China if we do not 
approve the pipeline. 

As Mr. MURPHY has well stated, Can-
ada has already said themselves they 
can’t get that oil out of Canada with-
out this pipeline, that they can’t get it 
to China unless they build a pipeline. 
They want to build a pipeline through 
America over one of our most impor-
tant aquifers—threatening our environ-
ment and our drinking water so that 
Canada can get some oil to possibly go 
to China. 

b 1610 

Canada cannot get it to China with-
out going through the United States, 
and it makes no sense. The fact is this 
amendment, like the previous amend-
ments, is just simply putting the facts, 
the truth, into this particular paper. 

There is nothing wrong with these. 
Nobody disputes the facts. In fact, the 
gentleman agreed on the previous 
amendment that there had been a 
dozen leaks of the Keystone pipeline. 
He mentioned that some of them were 
very small. The average one is a thou-
sand barrels. 

So if the Keystone pipeline, which 
was the safest in the world, was not 
safe, what’s wrong with mentioning it 
in the findings? 

And the same thing here. What they 
said about China is just not true. The 
only feasible route to export tar sand 
to China is the Keystone XL. And 
that’s what they’re looking to do, be-
cause it’s not going to affect the 
United States’ use of oil, oil as a com-
modity that the Canadians want to 
sell, and they’re not going to give it to 
us any cheaper than they’re going to 
give it to anybody else. They want to 
make money, but they’ve got opposi-
tion in their own country as well. 

We need to look out for the American 
people and not have some situation 

where maybe because Canada is helping 
us with oil in the Middle East that 
we’re helping them with oil through 
our Midwest. America’s Midwest is too 
important to sacrifice to some mis-
guided adventure that Canada got into 
with us and the Mideast all because of 
oil. 

So I would support the Murphy- 
Cohen-Welch amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I would 
like to yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
RUSH). 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I stand in 
support of Mr. MURPHY’s amendment, 
and this amendment replaces mis-
leading findings about the Keystone 
XL pipeline’s critical faster implemen-
tation. 

The only problem that I see was the 
majority’s argument in that Canada 
has really—and I agree with Mr. 
COHEN—that Canada has no way to 
send oil to China now and no realistic 
prospect of ever sending oil to China. 
They won’t do anything any time soon. 

So I think that this is a common-
sense amendment, and I certainly 
stand in support of this amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. I rise in opposition to 
this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TERRY. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

First of all, the purpose of this pipe-
line is so that American citizens will 
have a reliable source of fuel made in 
America. That’s the whole point of 
this. And there are companies that are 
expanding their refineries right now to 
be able to accept this crude. 

Now, it’s been stated that if we don’t 
use it, then this is not going to be used 
because it’s landlocked, but nothing 
could be further from the truth. It’s 
only 800 miles from the point that the 
oil sands will be used to the Vancouver 
coast where it could be put on and 
would be put on tankers to be shipped 
to China. 

Now, Enbridge is already in the pro-
moting process for a pipeline that will 
link the Athabasca fields in northern 
Alberta to a terminal in Kitimat, Brit-
ish Colombia. It’s 525,000 barrels per 
day. So the statement that it will be 
landlocked and never used is just sim-
ply flat wrong. That is not what the 
Canadians will do. 

To say that it’s going to be sent to 
our refineries in Oklahoma, Chicago, 
Texas, and Louisiana so it could be 
then refined and put on a tanker then 
to go south through the Panama Canal 
and through just makes no sense be-
cause we have the most stringent regu-
lations in refining and on cleaning, or 
a clean process that adds a great deal 
more to the cost of refining, so it just 
makes no economic sense to do that. It 
would be much cheaper just to put a 
pipeline to the west coast of Canada, 
put it on tankers. It would be much 
cheaper to do that. 

At this point I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
MURPHY). 

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. I 
thank the gentleman from Nebraska. 

That line through Canada, less than 
800 miles long, to add an additional al-
most 10,000 miles to go through the 
Panama Canal to Shanghai doesn’t 
make economic sense. And let’s keep in 
mind, Canada is our neighbor. They are 
our friend, our most consistent and re-
liable ally, and I trust the way they are 
going to be working on many things 
with us. 

But I also trust the workers who will 
work on this pipeline, American work-
ers from here in the United States, 
well-trained people who have gone 
through good training programs as ap-
prentices and journeymen. Construc-
tion of this pipeline will generate 
about $20 billion in economic output, 
perhaps $13 billion in direct work on 
the pipeline itself. 

Now, some estimates have said that 
for every $1 billion you spend on infra-
structure, it yields about 35,000 jobs. 
That’s some jobs that go for manufac-
turing, that’s some jobs that go for the 
actual construction, and some jobs 
that go for all the supports that help 
those workers as well as the places 
that they will spend money—steam-
fitters and welders who make $45 to $50 
an hour, operating engineers, laborers 
who will earn between $23 and $31 an 
hour. 

And, yes, this is a time we need to do 
this, not with more delays and more 
problems, but at a time when we need 
jobs. 

Let’s keep this in mind too: Con-
struction of this pipeline with oil from 
Canada is going to make us less de-
pendent on OPEC. Right now we send 
$129 billion a year to OPEC. That’s $129 
billion in foreign aid which we do not 
have to send to those countries there, 
$129 billion which we wouldn’t have to 
be spending on countries that some-
times turn around and use U.S. dollars 
against our soldiers and then we end up 
fighting for both sides on the war on 
terror. 

This is what we need to keep in mind: 
This is a jobs bill; this is a bill dealing 
with a friend; and this is a bill that 
makes a lot of sense, and we shouldn’t 
put more delays and restrictions on 
this because we have to get off of our 
addiction to OPEC oil. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I urge de-
feat of this onerous and job-killing 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. MUR-
PHY). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
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the gentleman from Connecticut will 
be postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 7 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, line 14, strike ‘‘30 days’’ and insert 
‘‘120 days’’. 

Page 7, lines 18 and 19, strike ‘‘November 1, 
2011’’ and insert ‘‘January 1, 2012’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 370, the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, today’s de-
bate on fast-tracking the Keystone XL 
pipeline by 2 months reminds me of a 
saying that adequately sums up the 
fight before this Congress: Good sense 
minus common sense equals nonsense. 

With the current crisis our Nation 
faces on lifting the debt ceiling and 
other priorities for the American peo-
ple, including the economy and jobs, it 
is incomprehensible that we are here 
debating a bill that is totally and abso-
lutely unnecessary, completely futile, 
and is not even worth not one milli-
second of Congress’ time. 

Mr. Chairman, as written, this bill 
will force the administration to issue 
the Presidential permit for the pipeline 
within 30 days of the environmental 
impact statement and no later than 
November 1, 2011, regardless of whether 
or not the review process has been 
completed. 

This arbitrary, willy-nilly time line 
would reduce the allocated time that 
the Federal agencies will have to deter-
mine the national interest in deciding 
this proposal by almost two-thirds of 
the time that they need, while also re-
ducing or eliminating the 30-day public 
comment period. 
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Mr. Chairman, the amendment that I 
am offering would allow for 120 days 
after the final environmental impact 
or no later than January 1, 2012, for the 
President to issue a final decision on 
the Keystone XL pipeline. 

I believe that public input is a vital 
and necessary part of the permitting 
process, and I also believe that it is im-
portant for the various departments to 
weigh in with their national interest 
determinations, which this bill would 
severely curtail, if not completely 
eliminate. In fact, in conversations 
that my office has held with the State 
Department and the EPA, we were in-
formed that it would be close to impos-
sible for the responsible agencies to 
complete their due diligence and reply 
by the arbitrary timeline of November 
1, as this bill would mandate. Addition-
ally, just yesterday, the State Depart-
ment publicly stated that this bill was 

‘‘unnecessary’’ since the agency al-
ready plans to reach a final decision on 
the Keystone XL by the end of the 
year, after first holding a series of pub-
lic hearings in the very six States that 
would be affected by the enactment of 
this bill. Mr. Chairman, whether you 
support the Keystone XL pipeline or 
not, it is extremely important that all 
of the relevant information and con-
sequent impacts be considered so that 
an informed decision can be made. 

So I urge all my colleagues to sup-
port my amendment, which would 
allow for the appropriate time period 
for the public and the different agen-
cies to weigh in, while also mandating 
that a decision is made within a timely 
manner. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I first 
want to state that this is an infrastruc-
ture bill. This is a $13 billion project, 
$13 billion spent in the United States, 
employing United States workers. 

On the surface, my friend from Illi-
nois’ amendment seems fairly innoc-
uous, just delaying this decision by 61 
days. The point that I would like to 
make is that we’ve just had it with the 
delays. This isn’t rushing or expe-
diting. This is only weeks away from 
the 3-year anniversary of the filing of 
the application when, in comparison to 
other transcontinental pipelines, the 
average is 18 to 24 months. So it’s time 
that we act. 

The date of November 1 was actually 
calculated by the time it would take 
the State Department, after they re-
quested another round of town hall 
meetings, to have sufficient time to ac-
complish those. So there’s just no rea-
son to bump it back from this date, 
from November 1, 61 days to January 1. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. KINZINGER). 

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. I thank 
the gentleman from Nebraska for gen-
erously yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I’m also from Illinois. 
And I can tell you, in Illinois there is 
a very tough economic environment 
right now. We’ve got a tough budget. 
There is a lot of talk about the budget 
right now. We’ve got huge unemploy-
ment. We’ve got people who des-
perately want to go to work. And when 
I do town hall meetings, when I’m in 
the 11th Congressional District in 
towns like Joliet, or when I’m in Ot-
tawa, or Princeton, or some of those 
towns, I get this from a lot of people: 
Why can’t we just become energy inde-
pendent? Why can’t we just become en-
ergy secure? And I think that’s a great 
question. 

When people look at Washington, 
D.C., and they say, Washington, D.C., is 
broken, I think one example of that is 
the fact that we can’t get our act to-
gether and do what we need to do to in-

crease oil that we’re not pulling in 
from the Middle East. I mean, it’s just 
very basic. How can we do anything in 
this Congress if we can’t even agree 
that our partners to the north can 
bring their oil here for our consump-
tion so that we can come off of that oil 
we’re buying from the Middle East 
that, in some way, is always going to 
fund the people that we are fighting 
overseas and the terrorists that we’re 
fighting? 

But when we talk about the Keystone 
pipeline, let me ask you, what does the 
pipeline mean for the United States 
and for Illinois? For starters, it means 
creating more than 100,000 American 
jobs. We’ve been seeing the jobs reports 
lately. They’re not good. How would 
you like to add 100,000 American jobs? 
That’s what we’re offering. It means 1.3 
million barrels of oil from our friends 
to the north, which means we need less 
oil from the Middle East, from Ven-
ezuela, and less oil from other coun-
tries that we can no longer rely on and 
are not friendly to the interests of the 
United States. What’s bad about that? 
It means $5.2 billion in new property 
tax revenue for bankrupt States, like 
my own, like Illinois. 

The North American-Made Energy 
Security Act expedites a final decision 
on the Keystone XL pipeline, a project 
that would allow millions of barrels of 
Canadian oil supplies to flow into U.S. 
markets and requires the President to 
issue a final Presidential permit deci-
sion by November 1, 2001. This bill does 
not require the President to accept the 
benefits of the Keystone XL pipeline. It 
merely requires him to make a long 
overdue decision on this pipeline. 

The State Department has, at their 
discretion, the authority to decide if 
the U.S. benefits from this. The fact is 
that someone will benefit from the oil 
out of Canada. If it’s not the United 
States, it will be China. Unless we take 
immediate action to expand the Key-
stone pipeline, it will be American 
businesses, American consumers, and 
those who are unemployed that are 
desperately seeking a job in this ter-
rible economy who will suffer the con-
sequences from our inaction. 

According to a Department of Energy 
report, the pipeline extension will ‘‘es-
sentially eliminate’’ our oil imports 
from the Middle East. I urge my col-
leagues to oppose this amendment and 
support the final passage. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I really 
want my friend from Illinois to know 
that I don’t have to travel to Joliet, Il-
linois, or any other part of Illinois; I 
don’t even have to come down to his 
district in Peoria to see unemploy-
ment, to see the joblessness. I am not 
standing here fighting against jobs. I 
am fighting for jobs. But I think at the 
same time that we fight for jobs, we 
have to also fight so that the American 
people have input in terms of making 
decisions such as this. Mr. Chairman, I 
also believe that at the end of the day, 
we want to ensure that this pipeline 
benefits America and not China. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:02 Jul 27, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00033 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26JY7.083 H26JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

5T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5526 July 26, 2011 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. HANABUSA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 8 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, after line 23, insert the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(e) WORST-CASE DISCHARGE SCENARIO CER-
TIFICATION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—No Presidential Permit 
shall be issued approving the construction 
and operation of the Keystone XL pipeline 
unless the Secretary of Energy, in consulta-
tion with the Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration, certifies that 
the applicant— 

‘‘(A) has calculated a worst-case oil spill 
scenario for the proposed pipeline; and 

‘‘(B) has demonstrated to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary and the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration that 
the applicant possesses the capability and 
technology to respond immediately and ef-
fectively to such worst-case oil spill sce-
nario. 

‘‘(2) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Energy, in 
consultation with the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration, 
may waive the requirement under paragraph 
(1) if the applicant has already completed a 
worst-case discharge scenario analysis and 
established that it possesses the capability 
and technology to respond immediately and 
effectively to such worst-case oil spill sce-
nario. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 370, the gentlewoman 
from Hawaii (Ms. HANABUSA) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Hawaii. 

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 
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Mr. Chairman, this amendment re-
quires that prior to the Presidential 
permit approving the construction and 
operation of the Keystone XL pipeline, 
that it will not issue until such time as 
the Secretary of Energy, in consulta-
tion with the PHMSA, certify that the 
applicant has calculated a worst-case 
oil spill scenario for the proposed pipe-
line and has demonstrated to the satis-
faction of the Secretary and the 
PHMSA that the applicant possesses 
the capability and technology to re-

spond immediately and effectively to 
the worst-case scenario. 

Mr. Chairman, the reason this 
amendment is so necessary is because 
we are talking about a 2,000-mile pipe-
line from Alberta to the gulf coast. Ac-
tually, according to the bill itself, it 
will increase the production; and the 
pipeline will carry 700,000 to 1.290 mil-
lion barrels of oil in a day. 

This pipeline will go over important 
aquifers; and what we need to recognize 
is that the people of this great country, 
after experiencing the BP oil spill, ex-
pect us to address and recognize that 
that type of catastrophe may occur. 
And what this amendment does is it 
gives the people that assurance. 

I would also like to say, Mr. Chair-
man, that part of this amendment also 
gives the Secretary the opportunity to 
waive the requirement. If the Sec-
retary and the PHMSA believe that the 
applicant has, in fact, completed a 
worst-case discharge scenario, then 
they can say that this provision is no 
longer necessary. 

So, Mr. Chairman, this is really for 
the people. It gives the people peace of 
mind that, in fact, we have addressed 
the situation, especially when we’re 
going over aquifer and many people’s 
lands, 2,000 miles. 

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

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to this amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TERRY. I appreciate the 
thoughts of the gentlelady from Ha-
waii. Coming from Nebraska, where it’s 
the Sand Hills and the sensitive area 
and the Ogallala aquifer, I want to 
make sure that the people in my State 
have the peace of mind and the con-
fidence that the worst-case scenarios 
have already been modeled out and 
written into their plans. In fact, that’s 
the whole premise of PHMSA. And so 
the analysis of a worst-case scenario 
spill is already part of the application. 
It’s part of the environmental impact 
statement and the supplemental envi-
ronmental impact statement. 

Furthermore, it’s demonstrated its 
response plan in the event of the worst- 
case discharge, that the pumps will be 
stopped in 9 minutes and the valves 
will shut in 3 minutes. So the worst- 
case scenarios are actually part of the 
record so that the entities that have to 
make the recommendation to the 
President already have that determina-
tion. Then they’ll use those facts and 
figures and models to determine what 
to recommend to the President. Then 
the President can make that rec-
ommendation. 

So I believe that this amendment is 
really superfluous and unnecessary. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Chairman, I un-

derstand what the proponent of this 
measure is stating. However, let us 
also recognize that this bill, in its own 
requirement, says that not later than 

30 days after the issuance of the final 
environmental impact statement, the 
President shall issue an order either 
granting or denying the Presidential 
permit. 

We’re not here to slow this up. We’re 
actually here to assist them if this is 
really what they want to do. The rea-
son why is this: if you’re very familiar 
with the environmental impact state-
ment process, and we are in the com-
ment period right now, but you know 
that after the comment period is done, 
that what will then happen is that you 
will then be able to file challenges to 
the EIS itself. 

What this does is it then creates the 
opportunity to say, in a challenge, to 
an EIS, the sufficiency of which, if it’s 
challenged on the fact that it did not 
properly address the worst-case sce-
nario, that there is a process in the law 
itself which will permit them to say, 
hey, we can look at the worst-case sce-
nario. And I believe that any kind of 
construction project such as this, it 
would be the worst-case scenario argu-
ment that would bring it to a complete 
halt. 

So, given that, Mr. Chairman, I urge 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on this 
amendment because it really will give 
the people the peace of mind; and if 
this is a project worthy of going for-
ward, that it does assist in that proc-
ess. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I want to 

give a degree of confidence that this 
scenario’s already been set forth. This 
is the environmental study, pages 3–99: 
maximum spill volumes. It’s already 
been modeled out. It’s already been de-
termined. 

And just to provide further con-
fidence, even the EPA, that wrote a 
letter a few months ago, did not say 
anything about the maximum spills 
and whether the responses were appro-
priate or not. Most of theirs was on 
greenhouse gases. So this issue is pret-
ty well settled. The facts are there for 
those who will make the recommenda-
tions. I request defeat of this amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 
HANABUSA). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Hawaii will be 
postponed. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. JOHNSON OF 

GEORGIA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 9 printed in 
House Report 112–181. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 
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The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Page 7, after line 23, insert the following 

new subsection: 
(e) REQUIRED STUDY.—Notwithstanding 

subsections (a) and (e), final approval of con-
struction and operation of the Keystone XL 
pipeline shall not occur until the President 
has determined that the appropriate Federal 
agency has completed a study of the health 
impacts of increased air pollution in commu-
nities near refineries that will process up to 
830,000 barrels per day of tar sands crude 
transported through the Keystone XL pipe-
line, including an assessment of the cumu-
lative air pollution impacts on these commu-
nities, many of which already experience 
unhealthy levels of air pollution. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 370, the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing me to 
speak today on H.R. 1938, the North 
American-Made Energy Security Act of 
2011, and on my amendment to this leg-
islation. 

I oppose H.R. 1938, which would accel-
erate the approval of the Keystone 
Koch Brothers XL pipeline. No one 
knows how much air pollution this 
pipeline will cause, or how the pollu-
tion will impact the public health. 

My amendment, which has been en-
dorsed by the National Resources De-
fense Council and the Sierra Club, is 
common sense. I’m simply requesting a 
thorough analysis of the potential 
health risks that should be completed 
before any decision is made to begin 
construction. 

Even though the State Department 
has submitted two environmental im-
pact statements on the Keystone Koch 
Brothers XL pipeline, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency has found 
that neither statement included a sat-
isfactory evaluation of the increased 
air pollution that would come as a re-
sult of this pipeline’s operation. 

Communities surrounding the oil re-
fineries that would be along the trans-
portation route for these raw tar sands 
crude are already exposed to dirty air. 
Approval of the Koch Brothers Key-
stone XL pipeline will only make it 
worse. 

The raw tar sands crude is more toxic 
and acidic than other types of crude. 
Raw tar sands crude produces signifi-
cantly more harmful pollutants and 
greenhouse gas emissions than conven-
tional crude oil due to the complex re-
fining process it must go through be-
fore it reaches gas pumps in China. 

As this type of crude has only been 
exported to the United States from 
Canada for a relatively short period of 
time, there has not been a thorough 
study on how its transport would effect 
air pollution in our Nation. It’s trou-
bling that the construction of the Key-
stone Koch Brothers XL pipeline, 
which could transport 900,000 barrels of 
this crude oil daily, should take place 
before such a study is ever done. 

We have a responsibility to the 
American people to properly assess 
what risks the construction of this 
pipeline may pose to our health. It 
would be irresponsible for us to sweep 
these concerns under the rug, just to 
rush this project to the finish line. 
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Valid questions have been raised 
about the health risks associated with 
the increased air pollution this pipe-
line will produce, and these questions 
deserve legitimate answers. For this 
reason, I am requesting that a study be 
conducted to measure the health im-
pacts of raw tar sands crude pollution 
in communities surrounding the refin-
eries where the Keystone-Koch XL 
pipeline would operate. If you share my 
commitment to safeguarding Ameri-
cans’ health, I ask that you approve 
my amendment and allow for such a 
study to be done before we make any 
decision on the pipeline’s construction. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TERRY. Thank you. 
Let me assure the gentleman from 

Georgia that part of the environmental 
impact study based on the EPA mod-
eling inherently includes the impact of 
health around the communities. So I 
am confident that the Department of 
Energy and the Department of State 
will have the necessary health impact 
data to make the proper recommenda-
tion to the President, and the Presi-
dent will then be able to rely on those 
or review the data himself before 
issuing it. But to require an additional 
study on top of the ones that have al-
ready been done appears to me to just 
simply be an act of trying to slow the 
process down. 

Let me remind the Chairman that we 
are on the third-year anniversary of 
this particular application, whereas or-
dinarily these types of transborder 
pipeline applications are resolved with-
in 18 to 24 months. The owner, Trans-
Canada—TransCanada is a Canadian 
company—they’ve agreed to all of the 
recommendations that have come forth 
from all of the draft environmental im-
pact studies and supplemental, so I 
really do not want additional studies 
layered on additional studies layered 
on additional studies to slow this 
down. 

This is a $13 billion construction 
project, not funded by the government, 
that will employ at least 20,000 union 
contractors and 100,000 to 200,000 em-
ployees to help build the refineries and 
to work the refineries in the United 
States. This is the jobs bill. This is get-
ting people back to work. This is an in-
frastructure bill. Let’s get this decision 
done. The data’s available. It can be 
done by November 1. I urge the defeat 
of this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

The gentleman from Nebraska is in-
correct in terms of the Environmental 
Protection Agency having conducted a 
study of the increased air pollution 
that would come as a result of this 
pipeline’s operation. 

The State Department has submitted 
two environmental impact statements 
on the Keystone XL/Koch brothers 
pipeline, but the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency has found that neither 
statement included a satisfactory eval-
uation of the increased air pollution 
that would come as a result of this 
pipeline’s operation. So I wanted to 
correct the record on that. 

Last but not least, I want this body 
to know that it is the health of Ameri-
cans that is most important here as op-
posed to making money for an oil com-
pany. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time. 

I hold up the United States Depart-
ment of State report here. A cooper-
ating agency in the development of the 
report is the U.S. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, EPA. The actual study 
was done by the Department of Energy 
using the EPA standards and modeling, 
so I think that may be where the con-
fusion is entering here. I didn’t state 
that the EPA did the study. I’ve always 
said that the Department of Energy, 
using EPA’s modeling and standards, 
did it, but the EPA was a partner in 
this and had made their recommenda-
tions on it. Again, what we’re request-
ing is a redundant study being done, 
and I urge the defeat of this amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Members are ad-
vised not to traffic the well while an-
other is under recognition. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. JOHNSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON 
LEE OF TEXAS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 10 printed 
in House Report 112–181. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, after line 23, insert the following 
new subsection: 

(e) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the United States must de-
crease its dependence on oil from countries 
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which are hostile to the interests of the 
United States. Canada has long been a strong 
trading partner, and increased access to 
their energy resources will create jobs in the 
United States. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 370, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Thank 
you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

I am glad I’m able to rise and speak 
about legislation that involves one of 
our closest allies, Canada, and because 
this is a relationship with Canada, and 
because it is an international issue, I’m 
assured that in the process, we will 
have significant oversight that in-
cludes the Environmental Protection 
Agency, the Secretaries of Defense, 
Commerce, Transportation, Energy, 
Homeland Security, and the Attorney 
General who will have to comment on 
this application before the conclusion 
and the final decision. That is good 
news. 

I also think it’s important, as we dis-
cuss what the potential of this rela-
tionship is and the opportunity for oil 
coming from a friendly neighbor, to be 
reminded that many of us have said 
over and over again that we must cease 
to rely upon foreign oil. 

In fact, in a Senate hearing when 
Egypt was beginning to, in essence, ex-
plode, Members said, watch Egypt, and 
we must lessen our dependence on for-
eign oil. Obviously Egypt is not one of 
our major sources of energy, but they 
were beginning to see the ripple effect 
in the Mideast of what has been called 
the Arab Spring. For many of us, we 
realize that it is a long, long winter as 
our friends in the Mideast seek peace. 
So this is an important statement 
about our commitment to creating 
jobs, but also it is an important state-
ment on relieving or ceasing the de-
pendence of the United States on for-
eign oil. 

Let me just take one State’s econ-
omy and realize what would happen 
with this particular effort. There would 
be a $2.3 billion investment in the 
Texas economy, creating more than 
50,000 jobs in the Houston area, pro-
viding $48 million in State and local 
taxes, increase the gross State product 
by $1.9 billion. 

But I don’t choose to be selfish in my 
amendment, and my amendment is a 
sense of Congress that says that it is 
the sense of Congress that the United 
States must decrease its dependence on 
oil from countries that are hostile to 
the interests of the United States and 
that Canada has been a strong trading 
partner, and increasing access to their 
energy resources will help create jobs 
in the United States. If I were to add to 
that, I would say continue the strong 
relationship between the United States 
and Canada. 

In addition, I think it is important to 
note that the President of the United 

States has indicated that we should de-
crease our reliance on foreign oil. 
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In this instance, I believe that we are 
making an effort toward that. Do I be-
lieve that we should, in essence, cross 
our environmental Ts? Absolutely. So I 
would ask my colleagues to support my 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to inform 
the Chair and the gentlelady from 
Texas that we think that her amend-
ment reflects the thoughts of the 
American people, and we agree with it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. May I 

inquire as to the time I have remain-
ing. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Texas has 2 minutes remaining. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank 
the gentleman very much for his agree-
ment. 

Let me give a famous quote: ‘‘Can we 
all get along?’’ I mentioned the dif-
ferent agencies that will have over-
sight. I have listened to a number of 
concerns about safety, security, and 
health. I frankly believe we can do it 
all. We can increase jobs here up to 
300,000 and we can pay attention to the 
issues of environmental safety and se-
curity. 

I think it will be important for 
TransCanada to be able to address the 
question of spills, important for there 
to be discussions about protecting 
against toxic chemicals, important to 
disarm farmers—when I say disarm 
them, about fears about the pipeline in 
their area. 

I’ve worked on pipelines. I know 
there is a lot of work that goes into 
construction, a lot of overall State 
laws that regulate the building. And so 
putting forward more safety procedures 
and standards, being concerned about 
the public health, and making sure 
that we address the concerns of all 
Americans is an important step. 

But I think we have a bottom line 
here: the importance of lessening our 
dependence on foreign oil, and as well 
to be able to ensure that jobs are cre-
ated here in America. That’s what we 
are sent to Congress to do: to create 
these jobs, to stand alongside our 
neighbors and make sure they have a 
safe environment while they work, and 
produce an economy that is known 
only to America, the greatest economy 
in the world. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

I thank the Chair for this opportunity to ex-
plain my amendment #6 to H.R. 1938 ‘‘North 
American Made Energy Security Act,’’ ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that it is im-
perative that we decrease our dependency on 
oil from nations hostile to our national interest. 
Canada has long been a strong trading part-

ner, and increased access to their energy re-
sources will create jobs in the United States. 

I represent the 18th Congressional District 
in Houston, TX, our Nation’s energy capital. I 
understand the vital role that the oil and gas 
industry plays in our economy and will con-
tinue to play in the future. Our nation needs a 
concrete and viable strategy for gaining inde-
pendence from foreign oil and gas sources. 
These strategies need balance on the one 
hand this pipeline will create jobs and on the 
other we must weigh the costs associated. 
Upon careful and deliberate considerations of 
our energy needs, our need for jobs, and our 
need to protect our national security will result 
in finding a comprehensive energy strategy 
that works. 

Houston is the fourth most populous city in 
the United States, and is home to nearly 3,500 
energy companies and related firms. There is 
no denying the importance the energy industry 
has in creating jobs in Houston and across our 
Nation. I understand the need to put the hard- 
working people of the Gulf region back to 
work, and I believe it can be done in com-
promise with The Department of Interior. We 
have all heard the famous phrase ‘‘can’t we all 
just get along.’’ I believe that we can get 
along. 

I have consistently brought attention to our 
dependence on oil coming from nations in the 
Middle East who are in turmoil and have shift-
ing views of the United States. I offer this 
amendment to call attention to the national se-
curity implications of our continued depend-
ency on foreign oil imports. I also, offer this 
amendment to draw attention to the need to 
create jobs here in the United States. 

The United States imports 49% of all the oil 
we use. In 2010, 16% of oil imports came 
from OPEC countries in Africa and South 
America, with another 9% coming from OPEC 
nations in the Persian Gulf. Relying on oil im-
ports from hostile regions greatly weakens our 
energy security. 

A variety of events have caused increases 
in the price of oil over the last decade. In 
2003, strikes shut down oil production in Ven-
ezuela, increasing oil prices of other OPEC 
nations. A 2004 terrorist attack in Saudi Arabia 
caused a sudden increase in oil prices, as did 
militant attacks in Nigeria in 2003, 2007 and 
2008. 

With the current political unrest brought by 
the Arab Spring, our oil supply is constantly 
threatened by hostile nations, and cir-
cumstances beyond our control. Oil is an inte-
gral part of the U.S. economy. 40% of the na-
tion’s total energy requirements are met by oil, 
including 94% of the energy used in transpor-
tation, and 41% of the energy used by the in-
dustrial sector. 

Increases in the price of oil affect average 
American consumers as well as industry. Last 
week, the average price of gas in Houston 
ranged from $3.57 to $3.85, according to the 
U.S. Energy Information Administration’s 
weekly retail gasoline index. 

Increasing the amount of oil imported from 
Canada is beneficial to both our energy secu-
rity and economy. Canada provides a far more 
stable source of oil than many of the OPEC 
countries, and importing Canadian oil often 
yields investment in U.S. infrastructure. 

Additionally, Canada has been a longtime 
ally of the United States, and an important 
trading partner. In fact, the U.S. and Canada 
represent the world’s largest two-way trading 
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relationship, and for every U.S. dollar spent on 
Canadian products, including oil, 90 cents is 
returned to the U.S. economy. 

In addition to providing a stable and reliable 
energy source, the Keystone pipeline XL, 
which we are considering in H.R. 1938, will 
generate $20 billion of private sector invest-
ment in the U.S. economy, as well as $585 
million in new taxes for states and commu-
nities along the pipeline route. 

The American oil and gas industry are inex-
tricably linked to our economy, and we must 
take steps to ensure that the U.S. remains 
competitive in the energy sector. According to 
an independent review of the Keystone XL 
Pipeline Project and its potential economic im-
pact, during the construction period the pipe-
line will stimulate $20 billion in new spending 
for the U.S. economy, spur the creation of 
118,000 jobs and generate more than $585 
million in state and local taxes for the states 
along the pipeline route. When Keystone XL is 
operational, the states along the pipeline route 
are expected to receive an additional $5.2 bil-
lion in property taxes during the operating life 
of the pipeline, according to the analysis. 

However, there are some aspects of the 
legislation that require further review. I am 
particularly concerned about the implications 
of Congress legislating to force a decision of 
executive authority, as well as the environ-
mental risks that may be associated with the 
pipeline. 

As a Representative of Houston, the na-
tion’s energy capital, I certainly understand the 
importance of the energy industry with regard 
to our economy. The energy sector creates 
jobs, and increased energy production is good 
for the economy, but I do have reservations 
about the precedent set by this legislation. Or-
dinarily, we do not require a permit for con-
structing oil pipelines. However, any pipeline 
that connects the United States and another 
country is subject to executive permission, 
conveyed through a Presidential permit. His-
torically, any pipeline crossing international 
borders has required executive permission by 
way of a Presidential permit. Executive Order 
13337 designates the Secretary of State as 
able to receive applications for Presidential 
permits. TransCanada submitted its permit ap-
plications to the Department of State in Sep-
tember of 2008. Environmental impact review 
has been underway since January of 2009, 
and has included public comment periods with 
extensions for additional input from impacted 
communities. The State Department is af-
forded primary jurisdiction over the proposal 
for the pipeline and expects to make a deci-
sion by the end of the year. Forcing the State 
Department and President Obama to render a 
decision before completing a thorough review 
is in no one’s interest. Currently several agen-
cies have worked together to determine the 
feasibility of this pipeline. 

The Final Environmental Impact Statement 
is expected to be released by the EPA in Au-
gust, at which time, the Secretaries of De-
fense, Commerce, Transportation, Energy, 
and Homeland Security, along with the Attor-
ney General, and EPA Administrator will be 
asked for their views. 

It is imperative that we achieve energy inde-
pendence; we cannot continue to rely on for-
eign sources of oil from regions of the world 
which are unstable, and in some cases, op-
posed to our interests. Accordingly, there is no 
issue more integral to our economic and na-
tional security than energy independence. 

We must encourage the development of in-
novative new technologies that create jobs; we 
must focus on reducing carbon emissions, 
protecting consumers, and increasing produc-
tion of clean and renewable energy sources to 
truly modernize our infrastructure. 

Yet, oil and gas companies provide jobs and 
serve a valuable need, and must be instru-
mental in devising a pragmatic strategy for 
achieving energy independence. We need 
new solutions, but they must strike a balance 
that will support continued growth in the oil 
and gas industry. 

However, we must also carefully examine 
any project that impacts the environment to 
prevent lasting harmful effects to the nation 
and the planet. Before a decision is rendered 
on the current Keystone pipeline XL project, it 
is essential the proposal be thoroughly re-
viewed, and all environmental impact be eval-
uated. 

We can work together to find a solution to 
our energy concerns upon which we can all 
agree. We can take the time to educate farm-
ers who have valid concerns. We can brief en-
vironmental groups and seek their input from 
the planning stages to the implementation of 
the Process. We must not forget that the Ca-
nadian people also have an interest in pro-
tecting their environment. Certain parts of 
Canada are known for their pristine land-
scapes and nature conservatories. We must 
be prepared to advance and listen to the envi-
ronmental concerns raised in the United 
States and Canada. We must protect both our 
citizens and the citizens of Canada. 

The pipeline considered in this legislation 
transports tar sands oil, a high polluting fuel 
that produces high rates of carbon emissions. 
We must consider the potential for leaks and 
explosions that will release harmful toxins into 
the environment. 

I am confident that both parties can find 
ways to work with the energy industry, the Ad-
ministration, and other stakeholders to forge a 
compromise that will protect the environment 
without an adverse impact on the industry or 
consumers. 

Rome was not built in a day; however, it 
was built on the backs of hard workers. At a 
time when our citizens seeking employment, 
many are struggling to live from one check to 
the next, it is imperative to review opportuni-
ties presented to us that will create a signifi-
cant amount of jobs. We must utilize the tech-
nology and the resources we have at hand to 
advance our understanding of how to effec-
tively process and use energy. We must ac-
knowledge that we need energy. Our need for 
energy requires a comprehensive energy plan 
that will create jobs and decrease our depend-
ence on countries that are hostile to our inter-
ests and indeed to our national security. 

The oil resources currently available in Al-
berta, Canada are second to those available 
in Saudi Arabia. No one can argue that 
against the preference of getting oil from a 
stable country rather than from countries that 
are constantly in turmoil. 

Canada has been our longest and strongest 
trading partner. Our countries share a com-
mon boarder and a common language. The 
sky will not fall if we build a pipeline. There is 
no doubt that we have all learned from the 
damage that can result by accidents caused 
by poor oversight. 

I have thought about both the pros and the 
cons. I have carefully studied this issue. I be-

lieve that we must use the technology of today 
to advance the technology of the future. A lot 
has been made today of the recent pipeline 
explosion—has anyone asked why it oc-
curred? How to prevent it from happening 
again? 

Today, we are faced with looking at ways to 
decrease our dependence on oil from nations 
that are hostile to our interests. I support firmly 
advancing, if not this pipeline, then access to 
the oil resources in Canada. We must look at 
the thousands of jobs that can be created. 
There is .3 billion in revenue that can be gen-
erated. In the greater Houston area which has 
suffered so much job loss this will add thou-
sands of jobs. 

The arguments made have been balanced 
ones; however, when placed in context, when 
balanced against the need for working parents 
to have jobs that will feed their children during 
a time of economic crisis, then we must con-
sider all options. I have long been and will 
continue to be a champion of the environment. 
Groups who have championed the environ-
ment are the very watchdogs we need to en-
sure its safety. At this time, our relationship 
with Canada merits careful and deliberative 
consideration. 

We must consider all of the aspects of this 
legislation, and I offer this amendment to ex-
press the Sense of Congress that, despite 
how we will individually vote on H.R. 1938, we 
are committed to reducing our dependency on 
foreign oil from hostile regions, or those that 
oppose the interests of the United States. 

I urge my colleagues to support my amend-
ment and make very clear to the American 
people that we are dedicated to finding stable 
energy sources, reducing fuel costs, and cre-
ating jobs. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. KUCINICH 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 11 printed 
in House Report 112–181. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, after line 23, insert the following 
new subsection: 

(e) MANIPULATION OF OIL MARKETS.—The 
President shall not issue a final order grant-
ing or denying the Presidential Permit for 
the Keystone XL pipeline until the Secretary 
of Energy, in consultation with the Federal 
Trade Commission, has certified that per-
mitting the pipeline would not lead to ma-
nipulation of the United States oil market 
that would be detrimental to United States 
consumers. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 370, the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, Amer-
icans are turning to the Federal Gov-
ernment for relief from high gas prices. 
However, approval of the Keystone XL 
pipeline will lead to exactly the oppo-
site result; it will actually raise gas 
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prices—principally in the Midwest. In 
fact, some of the States that will suffer 
the worst gas price increases are the 
same ones that will have to bear the 
environmental burden of this pipeline. 

This is not just my conclusion, this 
is the conclusion of TransCanada, the 
company that wants to build the Key-
stone XL pipeline. This is the conclu-
sion of international energy consultant 
Purvin and Gertz, Inc., the company 
that TransCanada hired to evaluate its 
Keystone XL pipeline. And this is the 
conclusion of respected oil market 
economist Philip Verleger. That is why 
TransCanada wants to build this pipe-
line. 

My amendment simply requires the 
Secretary of Energy to analyze the ef-
fect of the proposed pipeline on in-
creased gas prices for American con-
sumers and to determine if this pipe-
line is just an effort to manipulate the 
market for crude oil in the United 
States. 

The proposed pipeline would carry up 
to 900,000 barrels per day of tar sands 
oil from Alberta, Canada over 2,000 
miles to refineries on the U.S. gulf 
coast. Proponents have claimed that it 
would bring down oil prices. 

However, TransCanada’s permit ap-
plication to the Canadian Government 
for the pipeline included documents 
and testimony which said Canadian oil 
companies could use the pipeline to in-
crease America’s fuel bill by up to $4 
billion per year by limiting the supply 
of Canadian crude to Midwest refin-
eries and rerouting it to gulf coast re-
fineries. This benefit to Canadian oil 
companies was used by TransCanada to 
argue that approval of the pipeline was 
in Canada’s interest, but this informa-
tion was conveniently hidden when 
TransCanada applied for the U.S. Presi-
dential permit from the State Depart-
ment. 

This information comes from a re-
port by international energy consult-
ant Purvin and Gertz, Inc., the com-
pany that TransCanada hired to evalu-
ate its Keystone XL pipeline. 

In section 3.4.3 of their report, they 
concluded that there was an oversupply 
of crude oil in the Midwest that re-
sulted in lower prices for Canadian 
crude oil and that the Keystone XL 
pipeline would remove this oversupply 
and raise crude oil prices in the mar-
ket. In section 3.4.5 of their report, 
they recite that ‘‘Keystone has re-
viewed the PGI assessment and agrees 
with its conclusions.’’ 

Through manipulation of U.S. oil 
markets, the Keystone XL pipeline will 
increase U.S. gas prices by 10 to 20 
cents per gallon across the United 
States, according to respected oil mar-
ket economist Phillip Verleger. How-
ever, the greatest price increase—twice 
as much by one estimate—will occur in 
15 States, including my State of Ohio, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, and Wis-
consin. It is estimated to increase 

prices by $6.55 per barrel of crude oil in 
the Midwest and $3 per barrel across 
the U.S. 

This market manipulation will gouge 
American consumers, forcing them to 
hand over up to 3.9 billion hard-earned 
American dollars to foreign oil compa-
nies every year. While this boon may 
benefit TransCanada and Canadian oil 
shareholders, it will only further dev-
astate the American people, our econ-
omy, and farmers who are already 
struggling financially and can’t afford 
a gas price hike. 

Americans want low gas prices. Per-
mitting the Keystone XL pipeline will 
deliver the opposite by increasing 
prices at the pump and making Ameri-
cans pay more and more for almost 
every commodity they purchase. 

I urge my colleagues to protect 
Americans from being further gouged 
by foreign oil companies and to support 
my amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Nebraska is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TERRY. I strongly oppose this 
amendment. This is a poison pill, espe-
cially the way that this amendment is 
worded. 

Now, the reality here is when this in-
frastructure of the pipeline is com-
pleted to U.S. refineries that are ex-
panding to be able to accept this addi-
tional crude from Canada, we will have 
a reliable supply of at least 700,000 bar-
rels per day—not relying on the Middle 
East as the gentlelady from Texas just 
spoke about, wherein the Arab Spring 
provided great uncertainty of which 
speculators took advantage. 

But the reality here for the U.S. mar-
kets is that we won’t have to deal with 
that uncertainty if we continue to take 
steps like the Keystone XL pipeline. 
Once again, a reliable resource of 
700,000 to 1.3 million barrels per day 
will only deflate prices at the pump. 
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That’s what the American citizens 
want. They want stability and reduced 
prices at the pump. It is a bogus argu-
ment to say that this pipeline is going 
to lead to an increase at the pump. It 
just doesn’t make sense. 

Now, what I believe is a strained con-
clusion of a comment made by a Trans-
Canada employee that they can actu-
ally charge more, well, the reality is 
heavy crude is heavily discounted when 
compared to a sweet or lighter crude 
that is easier and less costly to refine. 
So there is a discount in there. But if 
you have a pipeline that easily trans-
ports and eliminates a lot of the costs 
of transporting and you have reli-
ability, that does slightly increase the 
value to those buyers of that crude in 
Texas, Louisiana, Oklahoma and other 
parts of the Midwest. 

So the reality is this heavy crude 
still will not rise to the price of a sweet 
crude. The reality is the reliability of 

this oil coming to U.S. refineries will 
lower the price at the pumps, and 
that’s what we should be doing, besides 
all of the jobs that will be created from 
this pipeline: 20,000 direct jobs created 
from this pipeline, energy security, an 
additional 100,000 to 200,000 jobs created 
on top of the construction. 

So we need to move. We need the de-
cision made. The data is here. They 
have enough time for additional com-
ments to be able to make the decision 
by November 1. 

I urge defeat of this amendment. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. KUCINICH. How much time re-

mains? 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. LATOU-

RETTE). The gentleman from Ohio has 
30 seconds remaining. 

Mr. KUCINICH. The bottom line is 
the people whose jobs depend on their 
being right, and a company with bil-
lions of dollars at stake, all concluded 
that increases in price of gas will espe-
cially hit the Midwest as a result of 
this pipeline. These aren’t just employ-
ees of TransCanada; these people are 
experts, legal experts who put this in 
an application. This is not a bogus ar-
gument. 

If that is a bogus argument, to my 
friend, then that information should be 
conveyed to the Government of Can-
ada, because TransCanada’s permit ap-
plication to the Canadian Government 
for a pipeline included documents and 
testimony which said that Canadian oil 
companies could use the pipeline to in-
crease America’s fuel bill by $4 billion 
per year by limiting the supply of Ca-
nadian crude to Midwest refineries and 
rerouting it to gulf coast refineries. 

Stand up for the American consumer. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TERRY. American workers and 

American consumers will be better off. 
They will reap the advantages of a reli-
able source of energy, eliminating, or 
at least greatly reducing, the uncer-
tainties that cause the gas price spikes 
at the pump. Let’s defeat this amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 112–181 on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. WELCH of 
Vermont. 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. RUSH of Illi-
nois. 
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Amendment No. 3 by Ms. ESHOO of 

California. 
Amendment No. 5 by Mr. COHEN of 

Tennessee. 
Amendment No. 6 by Mr. MURPHY of 

Connecticut. 
Amendment No. 7 by Mr. RUSH of Illi-

nois. 
Amendment No. 8 by Ms. HANABUSA 

of Hawaii. 
Amendment No. 9 by Mr. JOHNSON of 

Georgia. 
Amendment No. 11 by Mr. KUCINICH 

of Ohio. 
The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 

the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. WELCH 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 164, noes 260, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 640] 

AYES—164 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 

Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 

McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 

Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 

Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—260 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 

Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 

Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Bachmann 
Bishop (UT) 
Carter 

Giffords 
Gutierrez 
Hinchey 

Jordan 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

b 1731 

Messrs. POSEY and BISHOP of Geor-
gia changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to 
‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia changed her vote from ‘‘no’’ to 
‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
MOMENT OF SILENCE IN REMEMBRANCE OF MEM-

BERS OF ARMED FORCES AND THEIR FAMILIES 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. JOHNSON of 
Ohio). The Chair would ask all present 
to rise for the purpose of a moment of 
silence. 

The Chair asks that the Committee 
now observe a moment of silence in re-
membrance of our brave men and 
women in uniform who have given 
their lives in the service of our Nation 
in Iraq and in Afghanistan and their 
families, and of all who serve in our 
Armed Forces and their families. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, 2-minute voting will continue. 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. LATOU-

RETTE). The unfinished business is the 
demand for a recorded vote on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed and 
on which the noes prevailed by voice 
vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 164, noes 261, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 6, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 641] 

AYES—164 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 

Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
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Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 

Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 

Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—261 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 

Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 

Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 

Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 

Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 

Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Johnson (IL) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Bachmann 
Giffords 

Gutierrez 
Hinchey 

Lee (CA) 
Pelosi 

b 1738 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Chair, on rollcall 

No. 641, I inadvertently voted ‘‘yes’’ on the 
Rush Amendment, when I intended to vote 
‘‘no.’’ I had just led a moment of silence from 
the chair, and in the excitement afterwards 
pressed the wrong button. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. ESHOO 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
ESHOO) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 163, noes 264, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 642] 

AYES—163 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 

Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 

Filner 
Fitzpatrick 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 

Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kissell 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 

Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 

Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—264 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 

Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 

Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
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Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 

Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 

Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Bachmann 
Giffords 

Gutierrez 
Hinchey 

Nunnelee 

b 1742 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. COHEN 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 155, noes 272, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 643] 

AYES—155 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 

Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 

Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 

Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 

Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—272 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 

Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 

Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 

Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 

Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 

West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Bachmann 
Giffords 

Gutierrez 
Hinchey 

Walberg 

b 1746 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MURPHY OF 

CONNECTICUT 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. MUR-
PHY) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 152, noes 275, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 644] 

AYES—152 

Ackerman 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 

Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Himes 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 

McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Shuler 
Sires 
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Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Tonko 

Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 

Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—275 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 

Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 

Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 

Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 

Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Andrews 
Bachmann 

Giffords 
Gutierrez 

Hinchey 

b 1750 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 161, noes 265, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 645] 

AYES—161 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 

Gibson 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kissell 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 

Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 

Waxman 
Welch 

Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 

Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—265 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carney 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 

Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 

Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Bachmann 
Giffords 

Gutierrez 
Hinchey 

Stark 
Wolf 
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b 1755 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. HANABUSA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 
HANABUSA) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the ayes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 168, noes 260, 
not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 646] 

AYES—168 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Gonzalez 
Grijalva 

Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kissell 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 

Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—260 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 

Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 

Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 

Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 

Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 

Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—4 

Bachmann 
Giffords 

Gutierrez 
Hinchey 

b 1758 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. JOHNSON OF 

GEORGIA 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 

vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 163, noes 263, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 647] 

AYES—163 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 

Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kissell 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 

Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—263 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 

Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 

Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
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Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Holden 
Huelskamp 

Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—6 

Bachmann 
Cantor 

Giffords 
Gutierrez 

Hinchey 
Nugent 

b 1804 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. KUCINICH 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 164, noes 261, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 648] 

AYES—164 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Gerlach 
Gibson 
Grijalva 
Hahn 

Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kissell 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 

Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—261 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 

Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 

Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 

Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 

Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 
Rehberg 

Reichert 
Renacci 
Reyes 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Bachmann 
Cantor 
Deutch 

Giffords 
Gutierrez 
Hinchey 

Scott, Austin 

b 1807 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Chair, 

on rollcall No. 648 I was inadvertently de-
tained. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Chair, I was delayed 

for votes, due to my participation in a peaceful 
rally and protest against the current Adminis-
tration’s enforcement policies against immi-
grant students and the families of U.S. citi-
zens. Had I been present for the votes I would 
have voted ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall votes 640, 641, 
642, 643, 644, 645, 646, 647, and 648. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 

the Committee rises. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
DOLD) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
LATOURETTE, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 1938) to direct the Presi-
dent to expedite the consideration and 
approval of the construction and oper-
ation of the Keystone XL oil pipeline, 
and for other purposes, and, pursuant 
to House Resolution 370, reported the 
bill back to the House with an amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

motion to recommit at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentlewoman opposed to the bill? 
Ms. SUTTON. I am opposed in its 

current form. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Ms. Sutton moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 1938 to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith, with the 
following amendments: 

Page 6, after line 24, insert the following 
new paragraphs: 

(18) TransCanada Corporation has threat-
ened to condemn the land of American farm-
ers, ranchers, and homeowners along the 
Keystone XL pipeline route, and farmers, 
ranchers, and homeowners in the States of 
Montana, Nebraska, Oklahoma, South Da-
kota, Kansas, and Texas are at risk of having 
their property seized by a foreign corpora-
tion. 

(19) In its permit application to the Cana-
dian Government, TransCanada Corporation, 
the owner and operator of the Keystone XL 
pipeline, projected that the Keystone XL 
pipeline will increase oil prices in PADD 2, 
which includes the States of Illinois, Indi-
ana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Da-
kota, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Ten-
nessee, and Wisconsin, increasing annual 
revenue to Canadian oil producers by an esti-
mated $2,000,000,000 to $3,900,000,000 in 2013. 

Page 7, lines 14 and 20, redesignate sub-
sections (c) and (d) as subsections (d) and (e), 
respectively. 

Page 7, after line 13, insert the following 
new subsection: 

(c) PROTECTING CONSUMERS FROM UNFAIR 
GAS PRICE INCREASES AND SEIZURE OF FARM-

LAND.—The President shall ensure that the 
necessary actions under subsection (a) shall 
include— 

(1) any feasible step to prevent an increase 
in gasoline prices in any region of the coun-
try; and 

(2) any feasible step to limit the seizure of 
American farmland and ranchland without 
consent of the landowners. 

b 1810 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tlewoman from Ohio is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to offer this amendment in re-
sponse to a concern that we have all 
heard and which was recently raised in 
a letter that I received from a con-
stituent in Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. He 
wanted to know how Congress can help 
with rising gas prices, prices that are 
forcing him to spend less on taking 
care of his family and causing uncer-
tainty and uneasiness. And it’s with 
my constituent in mind that I offer 
this amendment today. 

Mr. Speaker, today we have an oppor-
tunity to join together to pass this 
amendment and do something for my 
constituent and for the middle class 
families like his across the country 
that exist in each and every district. 

At the outset, I want to be clear, this 
amendment, this motion, it does not 
kill the underlying bill. So regardless 
of whether you intend to vote for the 
legislation or against it, you will have 
the opportunity to do that today. This 
amendment simply offers us, Demo-
crats and Republicans alike, the oppor-
tunity to speak up on behalf of our 
constituents loudly and clearly. 

What this amendment does is makes 
it clear that if the underlying bill 
passes, we want the President to take 
feasible steps to prevent gas prices 
from rising as a result of its passage 
and to take feasible steps to limit the 
seizure of American farmland. This 
should be an easy amendment for col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support. A vote for the amendment 
means standing up for American con-
sumers to protect them against gas in-
creases. A vote for this amendment 
means you are standing up for Amer-
ican families to protect them from un-
fair seizures of their property. These 
are the goals that all of us in this body, 
the people’s House, should share. 

It is important that we act together 
to pass this amendment today because, 
make no mistake, at a time when gas 
prices are already too high, this bill in 
its current form will raise gas prices 
even higher, placing an even greater 
burden on American families and small 
businesses. We know this, Mr. Speaker, 
because TransCanada, the Canadian 
corporation that is building this pipe-
line, has admitted as much. 
TransCanada’s own assessment from 
February of 2009 states that Keystone 
XL pipeline will increase the cost of a 
barrel of crude oil by $6.55 per barrel in 
the Midwest and $3 per barrel every-
where else. 

Mr. Speaker, this is simply unaccept-
able. It’s unacceptable because far too 

many middle class families are already 
struggling. Without this amendment, 
this legislation amounts to salt in the 
wounds of working families, so many of 
whom have seen their jobs sent over-
seas and now they will see even more of 
their hard-earned dollars being sent 
out of the country and will have to pay 
more for gas to boot. 

And this legislation, in its current 
form, also stands to harm our small 
business owners, putting a larger finan-
cial burden on them at a time when we 
have called on them to create jobs and 
lead the way in our recovery. It will 
burden our family farmers who will 
now have to pay more to gas up their 
combines and buy fertilizer. 

But an increase in gas prices is not 
the only reason this legislation needs 
to be amended. From South Dakota to 
Texas, we have a situation where the 
non-U.S. energy company building this 
pipeline has been pushing American 
farmers and ranchers to give up their 
rights to their own property. And for 
those who have resisted, the com-
pany—in pursuit of billions of dollars— 
has been taking Americans to court to 
seize control of their land through emi-
nent domain. TransCanada has been 
bringing these lawsuits even before 
they have the permits to build the 
pipeline. 

These outrageous acts are bringing 
Democrats and Republicans together to 
speak out on behalf of property owners 
and to ensure that their rights come 
before the rights of any big corpora-
tion. That is the way it should be—us 
standing together to protect American 
consumers and property owners. 

Mr. Speaker, our country needs to 
protect the rights of our citizens, not 
subject those rights to a foreign cor-
poration. Mr. Speaker, our constitu-
ents pay high enough gas prices. They 
need us to stand up and do all that we 
can to prevent the admitted increases 
that will occur according to 
TransCanada’s own study. With this 
amendment, we can join together to do 
just that. We can put the American 
people before politics and before cor-
porate profits and ensure that the 
President takes any feasible steps to 
protect against gas increases and limit 
the taking of property through emi-
nent domain that will result from this 
legislation. This final amendment will 
ensure these things while allowing for 
an immediate final vote on the bill. 

I encourage my colleagues to stand 
together and vote ‘‘yes’’ on this final 
amendment. 

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

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Nebraska is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I urge all 
of my colleagues here to vote against 
this. This is, A, nonsensical and not 
even relevant here. Why? Well, maybe 
some of my friends on the other side of 
the aisle have confused a public works 
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project with this private infrastructure 
project. 

Number one, private companies do 
not have any rights of eminent domain; 
they can’t take people’s lands. So this 
part about them exercising eminent do-
main is just not relevant here. They 
aren’t doing this; they don’t have the 
power. 

The other part is equally as nonsen-
sical. Listen, this is a $13 billion stim-
ulus infrastructure bill. 

b 1820 

This is what all of us have been ask-
ing for because it creates thousands of 
jobs, 20,000 direct union construction 
jobs. Now, the Laborers International 
Union of North America supports this 
bill. International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters, United Association of Jour-
neymen and Apprentices of the Plumb-
ing and Pipefitting Industry of the 
United States, the AFL–CIO Inter-
national Union of Operating Engineers, 
the Pipeline Contractors Association. 
These are the people. It’s the labor. It’s 
the jobs that are going to be created 
here, and we’re standing with the 
American people. 

Now, this other argument that we 
have been debating ad nauseam 
throughout the afternoon about bring-
ing in 700,000 to 1.2 million barrels per 
day from Canada that is somehow 
going to raise prices at the pump. I’m 
sorry, I went through some economics. 
I don’t see how adding supply, adding 
American jobs, making a reliable 
source of energy, and eliminating un-
certainty is going to drive up costs. It 
doesn’t make sense. 

Let’s stand with the American peo-
ple. Let’s create 100,000 new jobs. Let’s 
get America working. Let’s get the 
prices down at the pump. Vote against 
this motion for reconsideration, and 
let’s vote to put people back to work. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 181, noes 248, 
not voting 3, as follows: 

[Roll No. 649] 

AYES—181 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 

Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 

Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 

Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hochul 
Holden 

Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 

Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOES—248 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 

Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 

Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 

Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 

Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—3 

Bachmann Giffords Hinchey 

b 1838 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 279, noes 147, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 5, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 650] 

AYES—279 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 

Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 

Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
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Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Farenthold 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 

Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Rahall 
Reed 

Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Reyes 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—147 

Andrews 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hahn 

Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayworth 
Heinrich 
Himes 
Hirono 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 

Pelosi 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 

Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Amash 

NOT VOTING—5 

Bachmann 
Carter 

Giffords 
Hinchey 

Walsh (IL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 
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So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

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. 

f 

SMALL BUSINESS PROGRAM EX-
TENSION AND REFORM ACT OF 
2011 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2608) 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 bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2608 

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 ‘‘Small Busi-
ness Program Extension and Reform Act of 
2011’’. 
SEC. 2. 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 enti-
tled ‘‘An Act to extend temporarily certain 

authorities of the Small Business Adminis-
tration’’, approved October 10, 2006 (Public 
Law 109–316; 120 Stat. 1742), as most recently 
amended by section 2 of the Small Business 
Additional Temporary Extension Act of 2011 
(Public Law 112–17; 125 Stat. 221), is amended 
by striking ‘‘July 31, 2011’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2011’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
July 30, 2011. 
SEC. 3. REPEALS AND OTHER TERMINATIONS. 

(a) GENERAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECTIVE DATE.—A repeal or other ter-

mination of a provision of law made by this 
section shall take effect on the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

(2) RULE.—Nothing in this section shall af-
fect any grant or assistance provided, con-
tract or cooperative agreement entered into, 
or loan made or guaranteed before the date 
of enactment of this Act under a provision of 
law repealed or otherwise terminated by this 
section and any such grant, assistance, con-
tract, cooperative agreement, or loan shall 
be subject to the applicable repealed or oth-
erwise terminated provision, as in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(3) APPLICABILITY OF TEMPORARY EXTEN-
SIONS.—A repeal or other termination of a 
provision of law made by this section shall 
have effect notwithstanding any temporary 
extension of programs, authority, or provi-
sions under the Act entitled ‘‘An Act to ex-
tend temporarily certain authorities of the 
Small Business Administration’’, approved 
October 10, 2006 (Public Law 109–316; 120 Stat. 
1742). 

(b) POLLUTION CONTROL LOANS.—Paragraph 
(12) of section 7(a) of the Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 636(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(A) The Administration’’ 
and inserting ‘‘The Administration’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘research and development’’ 
and all that follows and inserting ‘‘research 
and development.’’. 

(c) SMALL BUSINESS INSTITUTE.—Subpara-
graph (E) of section 8(b)(1) of the Small Busi-
ness Act (15 U.S.C. 637(b)(1)) is repealed. 

(d) DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE GRANTS.—Para-
graph (3) of section 21(c) of the Small Busi-
ness Act (15 U.S.C. 648(c)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (R) by adding ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (S) by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a period; and 

(3) by striking subparagraph (T). 
(e) CENTRAL EUROPEAN SMALL BUSINESS 

ENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION.—Sec-
tion 25 of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
652) is repealed. 

(f) PAUL D. COVERDELL DRUG-FREE WORK-
PLACE PROGRAM.—Section 27 of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 654) is repealed. 

(g) PILOT TECHNOLOGY ACCESS PROGRAM.— 
Section 28 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 655) is repealed. 

(h) NATIONAL VETERANS BUSINESS DEVELOP-
MENT CORPORATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 33 of the Small 
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 657c) is repealed. 

(2) CORPORATION.—Beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act, the National Vet-
erans Business Development Corporation and 
any successor thereto may not represent 
that the corporation is federally chartered or 
in any other manner authorized by the Fed-
eral Government. 

(i) LEASE GUARANTEES AND POLLUTION CON-
TROL.—Part A of title IV of the Small Busi-
ness Investment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 692 et 
seq.) is repealed. 

(j) ALTERNATIVE LOSS RESERVE.—Para-
graph (7) of section 508(c) of the Small Busi-
ness Investment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 697e(c)) 
is repealed. 
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(k) SMALL BUSINESS TELECOMMUTING PILOT 

PROGRAM.—Subsection (d) of section 1203 of 
the Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2007 (15 U.S.C. 657h) is repealed. 

(l) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT ACT OF 
1958.—Section 411(i) of the Small Business In-
vestment Act of 1958 (15 U.S.C. 694b(i)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(i) Without limiting the authority con-
ferred upon the Administrator and the Ad-
ministration by section 201 of this Act, the 
Administrator and the Administration shall 
have, in the performance of and with respect 
to the functions, powers, and duties con-
ferred by this part, all the authority and be 
subject to the same conditions prescribed in 
section 5(b) of the Small Business Act with 
respect to loans, including the authority to 
execute subleases, assignments of lease and 
new leases with any person, firm, organiza-
tion, or other entity, in order to aid in the 
liquidation of obligations of the Administra-
tion hereunder.’’. 

(2) TITLE 10.—Section 1142(b)(13) of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘and the National Veterans Business Devel-
opment Corporation’’. 

(3) TITLE 38.—Subsection (h) of section 3452 
of title 38, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘any of the’’ and all that follows 
and inserting ‘‘any small business develop-
ment center described in section 21 of the 
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 648), insofar as 
such center offers, sponsors, or cosponsors an 
entrepreneurship course, as that term is de-
fined in section 3675(c)(2).’’. 

(4) VETERANS ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND 
SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1999.— 
Section 203(c)(5) of the Veterans Entrepre-
neurship and Small Business Development 
Act of 1999 (15 U.S.C. 657b note) is amended 
by striking ‘‘In cooperation with the Na-
tional Veterans Business Development Cor-
poration, develop’’ and inserting ‘‘Develop’’. 
SEC. 4. TERMINATION OF EMERGING LEADERS 

PROGRAM. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, the Administrator of the Small Business 
Administration may not carry out or other-
wise support the program referred to as 
‘‘Emerging Leaders’’ in the document of the 
Small Business Administration titled ‘‘FY 
2012 Congressional Budget Justification and 
FY 2010 Annual Performance Report’’ (or any 
predecessor or successor document) and may 
not carry out or otherwise support any suc-
cessor to that program with similar goals. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. HANNA) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
shall have 5 consecutive days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HANNA. I yield myself such time 

as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, there are a few compo-

nents to the legislation we have before 
us. 

First, the bill provides for a straight-
forward extension of certain SBA pro-

grams through December 31, 2011. This 
is a necessary measure since the cur-
rent extension, which the House passed 
in May, expires at the end of this 
month. As we continue to do work with 
our Democratic colleagues and with 
our colleagues in the other body to-
wards a full and complete reauthoriza-
tion of the SBA and its programs, this 
extension will ensure that these pro-
grams are still available to provide as-
sistance to entrepreneurs who need to 
create jobs. 

Secondly, the bill before us termi-
nates several duplicative and outdated 
programs that are either used very in-
frequently or not at all. It has been 
said that, once a program is initiated, 
it is almost impossible to eliminate. 
Today, we will prove that notion 
wrong. The program eliminations con-
tained in this bill represent a good first 
step toward cleaning up the SBA’s pro-
gram portfolio, thereby refocusing the 
agency’s energy on their core mission 
of facilitating small business lending, 
offering entrepreneurial advice to 
small business owners, and ensuring 
that they receive their fair share of 
Federal contracts. 

For example, one of the programs se-
lected for termination is the Central 
European Enterprise Development Pro-
gram. This initiative has not been 
funded since 1995, and one of the coun-
tries involved, Czechoslovakia, no 
longer exists. For an even more strik-
ing example, the Pollution Control 
Bond Guarantee program, initiated in 
1976 to provide SBA-backed bonds for 
the purchase of pollution and control 
equipment to retrofit existing fac-
tories, has not offered a single bond 
guarantee since the early eighties. 

Simply having these programs on the 
books at the SBA detracts manpower 
and resources away from the SBA’s 
core programs, and it is time to get 
them out of the way. Not only does this 
bill clean up the SBA; it also saves 
money. 

b 1850 

The bill eliminates two drug-free 
workplace programs. These programs 
were allocated $2 million for fiscal year 
2011. While not a huge sum of money 
when considering the overall fiscal 
budget, each and every penny we save 
is a penny we don’t have to borrow. 

For additional cost savings, the legis-
lation also prohibits the SBA from 
using any of its discretionary funding 
on its Emerging Leaders Program. 
While the program started in fiscal 
year 2009 without any congressional ap-
proval or authorization of appropria-
tions, the SBA has requested $3 million 
for this program for 2012. The program 
is duplicative of existing entrepre-
neurial development programs and does 
not have a good matrix for evaluating 
the program’s success. 

The SBA ought to be focusing on 
well-evaluated, congressionally author-
ized programs that have been fully vet-
ted and supported by Members of Con-
gress. 

I would like to thank the gentlelady 
from New York, our committee’s rank-
ing member, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, for her ef-
forts to craft this legislation. It is a 
breath of fresh air to work in a truly 
bipartisan manner on important issues 
facing our Nation, and I appreciate her 
leadership on this issue. 

With that, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 2608 as amended. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Small businesses who employ more 

than half of all private sector employ-
ees remain absolutely critical to the 
U.S. economy. With the unemployment 
rate at 9.2 percent, we need them more 
than ever to create new jobs. Central 
to these efforts are the tools and re-
sources of the Small Business Adminis-
tration which enable entrepreneurs to 
secure low-cost capital, fairer con-
tracts, and technical assistance. 

However, over time, I feel the agen-
cy’s programs have become redundant 
and unnecessary. Many have not been 
funded in decades, while others are 
simply antiquated policy remnants 
from a bygone era. 

It is a disservice to both small busi-
nesses and taxpayers to keep these ob-
solete initiatives on the books. By 
cleaning up the statute, as this legisla-
tion does, we can be assured that ef-
forts to assist small businesses both 
now and in the future will be both effi-
cient and up to date. 

Importantly, many of these cuts were 
at the behest of our colleagues in the 
Senate. Given this, it is my hope that 
the Senate takes up this legislation 
and passes it expeditiously. 

Chairman GRAVES is also to be com-
mended for his comity and bipartisan 
approach to vetting these charges. 
Doing so has produced a bill that does 
not adversely affect small businesses. 

Similarly, a new but equally con-
cerning trend has been the growth of 
unauthorized programs. The costs of 
this program have grown dramatically 
to equal more than $50 million and con-
stitutes nearly 10 percent of the SBA’s 
noncredit programs budget. By passing 
the legislation before us, Congress can 
take a small but meaningful step that 
will begin to close this loophole. 

The reforms in this bill come against 
a backdrop of extending certain au-
thorities for the SBA itself. However, 
whether or not this legislation becomes 
law has no bearing on whether the 
agency can serve small businesses. 
Given the passage of the full-year con-
tinuing appropriations bill and a prior 
SBA extension passed 2 months ago, 
the agency will remain fully oper-
ational irrespective of the passage of 
this bill. 

Ensuring that small firms have con-
tinued access to a strong and stable 
SBA is more important than ever. The 
agency’s resources enable would-be en-
trepreneurs to start up while helping 
existing ventures expand. By doing so, 
we will allow small business owners to 
do what they do best and create the 
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jobs we need to move the economy for-
ward. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

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

let me state that small businesses can 
and will lead our economic recovery. 
It’s time that those of us in Congress 
provide them with the certainty they 
need to create jobs and grow our econ-
omy. The legislation we have before us 
today gives small firms the confidence 
to know that the SBA programs they 
rely on will be there for them when 
they need them. It also shows them 
that this House is serious about cut-
ting spending, lowering debt, and re-
storing confidence to our entre-
preneurs. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with the chairman and the ranking 
member and all our colleagues on the 
Small Business Committee to enact 
policies that benefit American entre-
preneurs. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
good bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
HANNA) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2608, 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. 

f 

IMPACT OF INSURED DEPOSITORY 
INSTITUTION FAILURES 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 2056) to instruct the In-
spector General of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation to study the im-
pact of insured depository institution 
failures, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2056 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. INSPECTOR GENERAL STUDY. 

(a) STUDY.—The Inspector General of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
(FDIC) shall conduct a comprehensive study 
on the impact of the failure of insured depos-
itory institutions. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this 
Act— 

(1) the term ‘‘insured depository institu-
tion’’ has the meaning given such term in 
section 3(c) of the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1813(c)); 

(2) the term ‘‘private equity company’’ has 
the meaning given the terms ‘‘hedge fund’’ 
and ‘‘private equity fund’’ in section 13(h)(2) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act of 1956 (12 
U.S.C. 1851(h)(2)); and 

(3) the term ‘‘paper-loss’’ means any write 
down on a performing asset held by an in-
sured depository institution that causes such 
institution to raise more capital in order to 
cover the write down. 

(c) MATTERS TO BE STUDIED.—In con-
ducting the study under this section, the In-
spector General shall address the following: 

(1) LOSS-SHARING AGREEMENTS.—The effect 
of loss-sharing agreements (LSAs), includ-
ing— 

(A) the impact of loss-sharing on the in-
sured depository institutions that survive 
and the borrowers of insured depository in-
stitutions that fail, including— 

(i) the impact on the rate of loan modifica-
tions and adjustments; 

(ii) whether more types of loans (such as 
commercial (including land development and 
1- to 4-family residential and commercial 
construction loans), residential, or small 
business loans) could be modified with fewer 
LSAs, or if LSAs could be phased out alto-
gether; 

(iii) the FDIC’s policies and procedures for 
monitoring LSAs, including those designed 
to ensure institutions are not imprudently 
selling assets at a depressed value; 

(iv) the impact on the availability of cred-
it; and 

(v) the impact on loans with participation 
agreements outstanding with other insured 
depository institutions; 

(B) the FDIC’s policies and procedures for 
terminating LSAs and mitigating the risk of 
acquiring institutions having substantial as-
sets remaining in their portfolio when the 
LSAs are due to expire; 

(C) the extent to which LSAs provide in-
centives for loan modifications and other 
means of increasing the probability of com-
mercial assets being considered ‘‘per-
forming’’; 

(D) the nature and extent of differences for 
modifying residential assets and working out 
commercial real estate under LSAs; and 

(E) methods of ensuring the orderly end of 
expiring LSAs to prevent any adverse impact 
on borrowing, real estate industry and the 
Depositors Insurance Fund. 

(2) PAPER LOSSES.—The significance of 
paper losses, including— 

(A) the number of insured depository insti-
tutions that have been placed into receiver-
ship or conservatorship due to paper losses; 

(B) the impact on paper losses of raising 
more capital; 

(C) the effect of changes in the application 
of the fair value of real estate accounting 
rules and other accounting standards; 

(D) whether field examiners are using prop-
er appraisal procedures with respect to paper 
losses; and 

(E) methods of stopping the vicious down-
ward spiral of losses and write downs. 

(3) APPRAISALS.— 
(A) The number of insured depository insti-

tutions placed into receivership or con-
servatorship due to asset write-downs and 
the policies and procedures for evaluating 
the adequacy of an insured depository insti-
tution’s allowance for loan and lease losses. 

(B) The policies and procedures examiners 
use for evaluating the appraised values of 
property securing real estate loans and the 
extent to which those policies and proce-
dures are followed. 

(C) FDIC field examiner implementation of 
guidance issued December 2, 2010, titled 
‘‘Agencies Issue Final Appraisal and Evalua-
tion Guidelines’’. 

(4) CAPITAL.— 
(A) The factors that examiners use to as-

sess the adequacy of capital at insured de-
pository institutions, including the extent to 
which the quality and risk profile of the in-
sured institution’s loan portfolio is consid-
ered in the examiners’ assessment. 

(B) The number of applications received by 
the FDIC from private capital investors to 
acquire insured depository institutions in re-
ceivership, the factors used by the FDIC in 
evaluating the applications, and the number 

of applications that have been approved or 
not approved, including the reasons per-
taining thereto. 

(C) The policies and procedures associated 
with the evaluation of potential private in-
vestments in insured depository institutions 
and the extent to which those policies and 
procedures are followed. 

(5) WORKOUTS.—The success of FDIC field 
examiners in implementing FDIC guidelines 
titled ‘‘Policy Statement on Prudent Com-
mercial Real Estate Loan Workouts’’ (Octo-
ber 31, 2009) regarding workouts of commer-
cial real estate, including— 

(A) whether field examiners are using the 
correct appraisals; and 

(B) whether there is any difference in im-
plementation between residential workouts 
and commercial (including land development 
and 1- to 4-family residential and commer-
cial construction loans) workouts. 

(6) ORDERS.—The application and impact of 
consent orders and cease and desist orders, 
including— 

(A) whether such orders have been applied 
uniformly and fairly across all insured de-
pository institutions; 

(B) the reasons for failing to apply such or-
ders uniformly and fairly when such failure 
occurs; 

(C) the impact of such orders on the ability 
of insured depository institutions to raise 
capital; 

(D) the impact of such orders on the ability 
of insured depository institutions to extend 
or modify credit to existing and new bor-
rowers; and 

(E) whether individual insured depository 
institutions have improved enough to have 
such orders removed. 

(7) FDIC POLICY.—The application and im-
pact of FDIC policies, including— 

(A) the impact of FDIC policies on the in-
vestment in insured depository institutions, 
especially in States where more than 10 such 
institutions have failed since 2008; 

(B) whether the FDIC fairly and consist-
ently applies capital standards when an in-
sured depository institution is successful in 
raising private capital; and 

(C) whether the FDIC steers potential in-
vestors away from insured depository insti-
tutions that may be in danger of being 
placed in receivership or conservatorship. 

(8) PRIVATE EQUITY COMPANIES.—The 
FDIC’s handling of potential investment 
from private equity companies in insured de-
pository institutions, including— 

(A) the number of insured depository insti-
tutions that have been approved to receive 
private equity investment by the FDIC; 

(B) the number of insured depository insti-
tutions that have been rejected from receiv-
ing private equity investment by the FDIC; 
and 

(C) the reasons for rejection of private eq-
uity investment when such rejection occurs. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the In-
spector General shall submit to Congress a 
report— 

(1) on the results of the study conducted 
pursuant to this section; and 

(2) any recommendations based on such 
study. 

(e) COORDINATION BETWEEN FDIC IG, 
TREASURY IG, AND FEDERAL RESERVE IG.—In 
carrying out this section, the Inspector Gen-
eral of the FDIC shall consult with the In-
spectors General of the Treasury and of the 
Federal Reserve System, and such Inspectors 
General shall provide any documents or 
other material requested by the Inspector 
General of the FDIC in order to carry out 
this section. 
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SEC. 2. FUNDING. 

The FDIC shall make available from the 
portion of the FDIC budget allocated to man-
agement expenses, sums allowing the FDIC 
Inspector General to complete this study. 
SEC. 3. GAO STUDY. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall carry out a study on 
the following: 

(1) The causes of high levels of bank fail-
ures in states with 10 or more failures since 
2008. 

(2) The procyclical impact of fair value ac-
counting standards. 

(3) The causes and potential solutions for 
the ‘‘vicious cycle’’ of loan write downs, rais-
ing capital, and failures. 

(4) An analysis of the community impact of 
bank failures. 

(5) The feasibility and overall impact of 
loss share agreements. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than the end of the 
1-year period beginning on the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall issue a report to the Congress on 
the study carried out pursuant to subsection 
(a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND) and the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days within which to revise 
and extend their remarks and to add 
extraneous material on this bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. WESTMORELAND. I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, the bill before the 

House today is one that will provide 
much needed transparency to the FDIC 
process of examining and resolving 
banks. 

First, I would like to thank Chair-
man BACHUS and Subcommittee Chair-
man CAPITO, Ranking Member FRANK 
and Subcommittee Ranking Member 
MALONEY for their support of H.R. 2056. 

I’d also like to thank my lead co-
sponsor, the gentleman from Georgia, 
my friend, Representative SCOTT, for 
his tireless support on this issue. 

As I have said many times before, 
there is no greater threat to our com-
munities than bank failures, especially 
in my State of Georgia. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to take a minute 
to highlight bank failures by the num-
bers in my State of Georgia: 319 is the 
total number of failures in the U.S. 
since 2008; 67 of those, that’s the total 
number of Georgia bank failures since 
2008; 16, this is the number of banks in 
Georgia that failed in 2011; 11 banks 
have failed in my congressional dis-
trict. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to get you 
to look at this chart, and you can see 
by this chart that these communities, 
these 10 States, have had the largest 
closing number. Their unemployment 
rate is some of the highest, the defi-

ciency rates. And if you look at the 
percentages, if you look at Arizona, 30 
percent of their banks have closed; Ne-
vada, 41 percent of their banks have 
closed; and in my State of Georgia, 26 
percent have closed. Sadly, there are 
some communities in my district that 
no longer are even served by a commu-
nity bank. 

And I have often referenced these, 
the 10 over 10, and these are the 10 
States that have had more than 10 
bank failures since 2008. As you can see 
these unlucky States are Georgia, 
Florida, Illinois, California, Minnesota, 
Washington, Michigan, Nevada, Mis-
souri, and Arizona. In fact, six of these 
10 States have had more than 10 per-
cent of their banks fail in the past 3 
years. 

These States also share other com-
monalities. As I mentioned, each have 
a higher than average unemployment 
rate and serious delinquency rates as 
well as a high number of bank failures. 

b 1900 
While I hope no more States are 

added to this list, many States are not 
far off. Colorado has had nine failures, 
including one on Friday. Kansas and 
Oregon have had seven failures. 

Without a doubt, the FDIC is a 
wealth of information about the health 
of banks, if you have the time and re-
sources to go through it. However, too 
much information without proper con-
text can be detrimental. H.R. 2056 is de-
signed to cut through all the informa-
tion to analyze the underlying fun-
damentals that continue to cause bank 
failures across this country. 

The bill directs the FDIC Inspector 
General, in consultation with the 
Treasury and Federal Reserve IGs, to 
study FDIC policies and practices with 
regard to loss share agreements, the 
fair application of regulatory capital 
standards, appraisals, FDIC procedures 
for loan modifications, and the FDIC’s 
handling of consent orders and cease 
and desist orders. 

Further, the GAO also has a study in 
the bill to pursue those questions the 
FDIC Inspector General is unable to 
fully explore, such as the causes of the 
high number of bank failures, 
procyclical impact of fair value ac-
counting, analysis of the impact of 
failures on the community, and the 
overall effectiveness of loss share 
agreements for resolving banks. 

I have welcomed the input from the 
FDIC IG as well as witnesses from the 
FDIC, the Office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency, the Independent Commu-
nity Bankers Association, and the wit-
nesses at the hearing 3 weeks ago. 
Overwhelmingly, these witnesses sup-
ported H.R. 2056. Likewise, the Finan-
cial Services Committee passed H.R. 
2056 out of committee last week by 
voice vote. 

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that Congress 
needs more information about the un-
derlying causes of these bank failures. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 

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

As my distinguished colleague from 
Georgia, Congressman WESTMORELAND, 
pointed out, whom I am very pleased to 
serve as a cosponsor with on this bill, 
he very aptly described the very dire 
situation facing our State of Georgia. 

Mr. Speaker, as I stand here, Geor-
gia, since the 2008 financial difficulties 
started in this country, 67 banks have 
failed, which makes us the leader in 
the Nation in this area in our State. 
We have some very capable business 
people in Georgia and in Atlanta, very 
sterling leaders of the financial serv-
ices industry worldwide based out of 
Atlanta. We’re grappling with the re-
covery. 

But there is no more important sec-
tor of our economy than our banking 
system. It is, indeed, the heart of our 
economic system. It pumps out the 
credit. It pumps out the capital that 
makes our economy go around. So it is 
very important that we really deal 
with an area and with information and 
with an effective study so that we can 
grasp the full meaning of what caused 
this to happen, what were the charac-
teristics in Atlanta or in Georgia that 
caused this disproportionate number of 
bank failures. And, indeed, we could 
learn so much so that we can prevent 
this type of a collapse in our bank fi-
nancial system from happening again 
and make a very valuable contribution. 

So with that, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
take just a moment to explain what we 
are doing with this important bill, H.R. 
2056, that we feel will make a very val-
uable contribution to preventing these 
kinds of collapses from happening 
again to the detriment of our economic 
system. 

The purpose of this bill is, one, to de-
termine the extent to which certain 
FDIC practices precipitated the bank 
failures. We need to find out if there’s 
something that the FDIC was doing, 
that regulators were doing that we 
need to improve upon. 

Two, we need to determine whether 
various FDIC policies and practices for 
resolving failed banks are appropriate. 
That’s very important to know. If what 
we’re doing is not appropriate, we can 
fix that. 

And, three, we need to determine the 
extent to which the FDIC employees, 
themselves, in the field, the investiga-
tors, the bank examiners take actions 
that were consistent with FDIC poli-
cies and procedures that we developed 
here in Washington. In other words, 
Mr. Speaker, we need to take the time 
to look at this peculiar situation of 
this rash of bank failures in one basic 
geographic area of this country to see 
what really went wrong and if there 
were some things that we were doing 
here in Washington that we need to 
correct. 

And, finally, we need to determine 
the extent to which the FDIC policies 
and procedures are applied consistently 
across all banks. This information will 
be very important. 

The bill requires that the FDIC In-
spector General, within 1 year of enact-
ment of this bill, will conduct a study 
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on the impact of the failure of banks 
and report the results and any associ-
ated recommendations back to Con-
gress. 

This study would address, one, the ef-
fect of the FDIC’s use of loss sharing 
agreements on relevant stakeholders, 
including banks that survive and bor-
rowers of the failed IDI. Two, the sig-
nificance that paper losses, including 
the extent to which they trigger IDI re-
ceiverships and the impact they have 
on raising more capital. Three, the suc-
cess of field examiners in imple-
menting the FDIC policies and proce-
dures on commercial real estate work-
outs. 

One of the things we find in our State 
of Georgia, one of the common charac-
teristics that sort of held these banks 
separate was the overleverage, we shall 
say, of the portfolios in real estate and 
the housing bubble burst on us. 

Four, the application and impact of 
consent orders and cease and desist or-
ders, including whether such orders are 
used consistently across all types of 
banks, and also the application and im-
pact of FDIC policies, particularly as 
they relate to a bank’s ability to at-
tract private capital. And then the 
FDIC’s handling of potential invest-
ments by private equity companies in 
banks. 

In H.R. 2056, as introduced, we re-
ceived great bipartisan support and re-
ception at a hearing that we recently 
had that my colleague from Georgia 
(Mr. WESTMORELAND) mentioned and 
the FDIC and the OCC are working 
with us on this bill. And the OCC has 
suggested that the FDIC Inspector 
General should consult with the OCC 
Inspectors General with respect to 
studied topics that pertain to banks 
that the OCC, which is the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, directly 
supervisors and, of course, that same 
logic would argue for consultation with 
the Fed. 

So subsequently, an amendment was 
adopted by voice vote in the full com-
mittee in the markup, requiring that 
the FDIC Inspector General consult 
with the Inspectors General of the 
Treasury, within which the OIC is 
housed, and the Fed. This amendment 
was passed by voice vote with strong 
bipartisan support to supplement the 
study factors regarding the loss shar-
ing agreements. It added new study 
factors regarding appraisals and cap-
ital. It required the FDIC’s Inspectors 
General to coordinate with the Treas-
ury and the Fed’s internal Inspectors 
General. And four, it added a new sepa-
rate GAO study on bank failures to the 
report due 1 year after enactment. And 
I might add that both the FDIC as well 
as the OCC are supportive of this meas-
ure. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, this bill 
is very important for us not only in 
Georgia but across this country where 
we’ve had this rash of bank failures. 
It’s important for us to learn and to 
know about the causes of the bank fail-
ures in the States that have been hard-

est hit, especially the issue of applica-
tion and effect of consent orders and 
cease and desist orders, particularly 
where these orders have been enforced 
uniformly and fairly across all banks. 
This has been a concern from our bank-
ing community in Georgia. 

b 1910 
While I know this bill alone will not 

solve our current banking crisis, I am 
confident it will provide Congress and 
regulators with valuable information 
that may prevent failures in the future 
and provide us with ways that the 
FDIC, that the OCC and the Fed, our 
banking regulators and examiners, can 
help our banks avoid bank failures. 

If we’re ever going to climb out of 
this terrible economic malaise that 
we’re in and spark growth in our com-
munities, it is the banks that must be 
stable. It is the banks that must be 
well-capitalized and able to lend to 
consumers and small businesses. And 
in particular, our small and commu-
nity banks are the ones that will lead 
the way to our economic recovery, but 
only if they’re able to work, hand-in- 
hand, with our Federal regulators and 
examiners to remain viable. 

This bill is a small step, but it is a 
big step in the right direction in that 
respect, and I encourage all of my col-
leagues to support it. 

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

I yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, our hope is that this 
will shed some light on these bank fail-
ures. We hope it will also shed light on 
why so many business people have 
come to all of us in this body to find 
out why they cannot get loans to pro-
mote job growth, to help expand their 
businesses. We need those answers. 

We also need to make sure that this 
study will shed some light on what ef-
fects TARP and Loss-Share Agree-
ments have had on our community 
banks. We also hope that it will shed 
light on why immediate write-downs 
are being demanded on our community 
banks when the loans are performing. 
People are paying their interest. 
They’re meeting their renewal require-
ments, yet regulators are insisting 
that these loans be marked down. This 
has caused what I call a paper loss for 
a lot of these bankers that are then 
being made to ask to raise capital 
when they’re under cease and desist or-
ders. 

So all of this does not work together. 
And, in fact, a lot of things that we 
have done in this previous Congress has 
caused the snowball to roll faster 
downhill. 

I hope they’ll look at the market to 
see what has happened and what is the 
effect of banks that have gotten TARP 
money and have come in and ‘‘fire 
sold’’ properties that have caused real 
property values to go down, not just for 
the banks, but for the people that have 
bought in there. 

We need to find out why Loss-Share 
Agreements promote not modifying 

loans, why they promote getting rid of 
some of these bad loans, why they pro-
mote a bank to be able to get rid of 
property when the government guaran-
tees them 95 percent of their loss. What 
effect has that had on our community 
banks that didn’t get the TARP, that 
have not been allowed to be in any of 
these Loss-Share Agreements? 

These are answers that we’re looking 
for. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
2056, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. 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 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2012 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the fur-
ther consideration of H.R. 2584, and 
that I may include tabular material on 
the same. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

WESTMORELAND). Pursuant to House 
Resolution 363 and rule XVIII, the 
Chair declares the House in the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 2584. 

b 1915 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2584) making appropriations for the De-
partment of the Interior, environment, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. DOLD (Acting 
Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose on Monday, 
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July 25, 2011, the bill had been read 
through page 3, line 2. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In addition, $32,500,000 is for the processing 

of applications for permit to drill and related 
use authorizations, to remain available until 
expended, to be reduced by amounts col-
lected by the Bureau and credited to this ap-
propriation that shall be derived from $6,500 
per new application for permit to drill that 
the Bureau shall collect upon submission of 
each new application, and in addition, 
$39,696,000 is for Mining Law Administration 
program operations, including the cost of ad-
ministering the mining claim fee program; 
to remain available until expended, to be re-
duced by amounts collected by the Bureau 
and credited to this appropriation from min-
ing claim maintenance fees and location fees 
that are hereby authorized for fiscal year 
2012 so as to result in a final appropriation 
estimated at not more than $918,227,000, and 
$2,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, from communication site rental fees 
established by the Bureau for the cost of ad-
ministering communication site activities. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CLARKE OF 
MICHIGAN 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 3, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’. 
Page 65, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’. 
Page 65, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan (during the 
reading). Mr. Chair, I ask that the 
reading be suspended. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. CLARKE of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chair, 
this amendment would move $10 mil-
lion from the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment to the Environmental Protection 
Agency’s geographic programs under 
the Environmental Programs and Man-
agement account. 

Here’s the bottom line, what this $10 
million is all about. It’s helping to save 
jobs connected to the $7 billion Great 
Lakes fishing industry. This industry, 
and the jobs connected to it, are at 
stake, are at risk because of the Asian 
carp. So it’s my intention that the En-
vironmental Protection Agency des-
ignate this additional $10 million to 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative 
to stop the Asian carp from migrating 
into the Great Lakes. 

Unfortunately, just last week, and 
this is the urgency of this situation, 
why I’m offering this amendment. Just 
last week, the Army Corps of Engineers 
found Asian carp DNA in Lake Michi-
gan. This is deeply disturbing. We have 
to do everything in our power to stop 
the Asian carp from migrating to the 

Great Lakes basin because of the $7 bil-
lion industry that’s at stake. 

These carp, they come and they eat 
all the food up in the ecosystem, and 
that leaves very little for the native 
fish. And the native fish is what people 
fish for in the Great Lakes. 

So, again, I urge this body, for the 
sake of preserving the Great Lakes 
fishing industry, to allow this amend-
ment. And again, it’s my intention 
that the additional $10 million would 
go toward the Great Lakes Restoration 
Initiative, which right now is under-
funded by $100 million. So it’ll be some 
measurable improvement, and to have 
that money focus on preserving our 
Great Lakes fishing jobs by stopping 
the Asian carp. 

I yield the balance of my time. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of this 
amendment and strong opposition to 
this bill. The Interior appropriations 
bill that is before us today is a radical 
assault on public health, on clean air 
and clean water, and on our environ-
ment. 

This bill wouldn’t create a single job. 
Instead of creating jobs and protecting 
the public health, this bill gives pol-
luters and other special interests li-
cense to do just about anything that 
they want. This might be the single 
worst bill in this House for our public 
health and the environment since the 
days of Newt Gingrich and Tom DeLay. 

b 1920 
In this bill, the House Republicans 

are undermining the Clean Water Act, 
creating loopholes in the Clean Air 
Act, and gutting the Endangered Spe-
cies Act. 

But that’s not all. This legislation 
makes it harder for our States and cit-
ies to improve their crumbling water 
and wastewater systems through the 
State clean water and drinking water 
revolving funds. 

The legislation blocks the Environ-
mental Protection Agency from pro-
tecting us from mercury, soot, and 
power plant pollution. Under this bill, 
the EPA will hardly be allowed to do 
anything about dangerous pollution 
that threatens our public health. 

The legislation blocks the new vehi-
cle standards that will save consumers 
at the gas pump and would reduce the 
amount of oil that we import as a Na-
tion. If that wasn’t bad enough, the bill 
decides to prohibit the State of Cali-
fornia from setting its own clean vehi-
cle standards. 

The legislation also includes an ‘‘ex-
tinction rider,’’ one of the most aggres-
sive threats to the Endangered Species 
Act in my career here that would 
freeze all of the efforts to protect im-
periled species across the country. 

One of the most offensive aspects of 
this bill, out of a very long list, is the 

80 percent cut to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund. For nearly 50 
years, the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund has taken oil and gas drill-
ing fields, a finite resource, to invest 
them in a continuing protection of our 
resources on land, not taxpayer dol-
lars—these are taken from the oil com-
panies that drill in the offshore—and 
they use that money to preserve the 
national parks, the wildlife habitat, 
trails, and working ranches and for-
ests. 

With this cut, Republicans are break-
ing the decades-long promise that has 
been a bipartisan consensus across this 
country, the promise that we will use 
these oil and gas royalties to protect 
important American places for future 
generations. 

Outside of the Republican Conference 
in the House of Representatives, I don’t 
know anyone in this country who 
wants to end our commitment to use 
these fees on Big Oil to protect our 
parks and recreation areas. These are 
our public lands. These are the lands 
that America’s families use every sum-
mer, use at different seasons and dif-
ferent parts of the country all of the 
time. These are the public spaces that 
make us the envy of the rest of the 
world. These are the public systems 
that countries from all over the world 
send people to understand how did we 
save them, how do we protect them, 
how do we manage them. We set the 
standard for the world. As it was said 
earlier, one of America’s best ideas. 
But now all of that is threatened under 
the cut to these funds for the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund. 

Mr. Chairman, these are a few of my 
reasons; but there are many, many 
more why I would strongly oppose this 
legislation and the very bad, bad ideas 
that it contains. I would hope that this 
Congress would reject this legislation 
out of hand. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 

last word in opposition to the amend-
ment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate what the gentleman is trying 
to do. This amendment would limit the 
BLM from spending $10 million in off-
setting collections for oil and gas fees 
and put the funding into the EPA’s ge-
ographic programs. I understand what 
he’s trying to do, and I’m sympathetic 
with what he’s trying to do. 

I’m not necessarily opposed to in-
creasing this program, and we recog-
nize the challenge of the Asian carp in 
the Great Lakes. We have many 
invasive species in Idaho, so I certainly 
understand where the gentleman is 
coming from and the challenges that 
they face. 

With that said, we worked hard to 
balance funding in this bill. We already 
funded invasive species in the Great 
Lakes at $43 million, and the total for 
Great Lakes geographic programs is 
$250 million. It makes little sense to 
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take funds from offsetting collections 
for the cost to administer the oil and 
gas programs. In other words, these 
programs are paid for by the industry, 
not by the taxpayers. 

So while I don’t necessarily oppose 
what the gentleman is trying to do, it’s 
the offset that the gentleman has cre-
ated to put the $10 million in there. 
We’ve tried to create a balance be-
tween these different programs with 
limited funding. I think we’ve done a 
good job in the Great Lakes, the best 
we could in this bill; and I would op-
pose the amendment and ask my Mem-
bers to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Thank 
you, sir. I appreciate it. 

I do have a newspaper article that 
does state that the oil and gas industry 
does hold around 7,200 drilling permits 
that haven’t been used yet, but I do 
take the gentleman’s point into consid-
eration, if there is a way that we could 
work out something, because I’m not 
trying to undercut the drilling pro-
gram at all here. 

I did notice in fiscal year 2012 that 
there was a surplus in terms of what we 
funded, which was around $45 million; 
in terms of the collections that were 
received, there was around $27 million. 
So there was around an $18 million 
overfunding there. That’s why I did ask 
for this offset, because I felt it would 
be responsible and would not undercut 
the drilling permit program here. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Reclaiming my time, 
I appreciate what the gentleman is try-
ing to do. As I said, we do have some 
concerns with the offsets, but I am 
more than willing once this bill goes to 
conference in whatever form, depend-
ing on the outcome of this amendment, 
obviously, to work with the gentleman 
to see what we can do with the geo-
graphical programs, not just the Great 
Lakes programs, but there are both Re-
publicans and Democrats that care 
about the geographical programs. 

We’ve tried to do the best we could 
there, but there are other geographical 
programs that the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS) is concerned 
about and that the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. MORAN) is also concerned 
about. We will work with the gen-
tleman in conference in trying to ad-
dress the concerns expressed by the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. I offer this 
amendment for what’s at stake. The 
Great Lakes fishing industry is a $7 bil-
lion industry, and right now metro De-
troit and the State of Michigan are in 
very hard-hit economic times by our 
industrial base being eviscerated. The 
one saving grace in our State and in 
that region is the fishing industry. 
That’s the reason why I’m asking for 
this right now. It’s emergency action. 
We found Asian carp DNA in Lake 
Michigan last week. I’ve got to do ev-
erything in my power as a Representa-

tive of not only Michigan but of that 
entire region to stop that carp from 
getting into the Great Lakes system, 
which would destroy our fishing indus-
try. I urge your help. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CLARKE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 

Mr. MARKEY. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Chairman, in the 
underlying bill, the majority has un-
derfunded the Interior Department 
agency charged with issuing new drill-
ing permits and ensuring that offshore 
drilling is safe. The underlying bill 
would underfund the Bureau of Ocean 
Energy Management, Regulation and 
Enforcement—BOEMRE is what it’s 
called—by nearly $35 million. This is 
the agency that is charged with the re-
sponsibility of ensuring that we drill 
safely off the coastline of the United 
States. 

At our very recent hearing, the direc-
tor of that agency, Michael Bromwich, 
said that underfunding this agency, as 
the majority, the Republicans, have 
done in this bill, would slow down new 
offshore drilling permits and make off-
shore drilling less safe. That is unac-
ceptable. 

Unfortunately, the rule the majority 
adopted has protected the underlying 
provision limiting the inspection fees 
paid by the oil and gas industry from a 
point of order, and now the Repub-
licans will not allow the House to work 
its will on the amendment that I have 
drafted with the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. HOLT) and the gentlelady 
from California (Mrs. CAPPS). 

Our amendment would have fully 
funded this safety agency by increasing 
the inspection fees on the oil and gas 
industry. The top five oil and gas com-
panies made $35 billion in profits just 
in the first 3 months of this year. This 
week, they will likely report similar 
profits for the second quarter. In fact, 
earlier today, BP reported quarterly 
profits of $5.6 billion. That’s just for 
the last 3 months. 

b 1930 

Yet the industry as a whole pays just 
$10 million a year in inspection fees for 
offshore drilling, and the Republicans 
are putting it offshore today from any 
consideration by the Members of this 
body. 

So our amendment would have, if the 
Republicans had allowed us, imple-

mented a key recommendation from 
the independent BP spill commission. 
The BP commission recommended in-
creasing the $10 million per year that 
the oil and gas industry currently pays 
in inspection fees significantly, and 
that is what our amendment would 
have done. 

And for my friends on both sides of 
the aisle who are concerned about re-
ducing Federal spending, the increased 
funding for the safety agency from our 
amendment would have come from the 
oil and gas industry and not from tax-
payers, but the majority won’t even 
allow a vote on this amendment. 

The oil and gas industry supports in-
creased funding for BOEMRE. Just last 
November, the president and CEO of 
the American Petroleum Institute, 
Jack Gerard, said, ‘‘We fully support 
Congress providing additional re-
sources for the Bureau of Ocean Energy 
Management, Regulation and Enforce-
ment. This agency needs the additional 
inspectors and the increased staff and 
training resources to allow more effi-
cient review and approval of oil and 
natural gas permit applications and 
processing of environmental reviews.’’ 

But what have the Republicans done 
in this bill? They have underfunded 
this agency. The oil industry agrees 
that there needs to be more funding to 
process permits and conduct inspec-
tions. The only question is whether a 
portion of that funding is going to 
come from a small increase in inspec-
tion fees, as the independent BP com-
mission has recommended, or whether 
American taxpayers will have to pick 
up the entire tab. We are saying that 
they should pay the fee, the American 
Petroleum Institute should pay the fee. 
The oil industry should have to pick up 
the tab. And right now we do not have 
an ability to debate that on the House 
floor. 

When people go to get their cars in-
spected to ensure they are safe and not 
a threat to the environment, they pay 
a small fee. But the oil and gas indus-
try, which is recording the largest prof-
its in the history of the world, doesn’t 
have to pay a fee to get some of their 
rigs inspected to ensure that we don’t 
have another Deepwater Horizon dis-
aster. 

The American people want these rigs 
inspected to make sure they are safe, 
not allow oil companies to be safe from 
paying more inspection fees. But when 
we are trying to cut the deficit, the Re-
publican majority is giving another 
gift to the oil industry, straining our 
oil safety agency. More than 1 year 
after the BP spill, it is still business as 
usual. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mrs. CAPPS. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, the leg-
islation we are considering today un-
dermines the ability of the Federal 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:04 Jul 27, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00053 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26JY7.144 H26JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

5T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5546 July 26, 2011 
Government to continue protecting our 
Nation’s air, land, and waters. 

I intended to offer an amendment, 
along with my colleague from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and my col-
league from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT), to 
fully fund the Bureau of Ocean Energy 
Management, Regulation and Enforce-
ment, fully fund the national agency in 
charge of regulating offshore oil and 
gas drilling. Unfortunately, due to 
changes by the Republican leadership 
to the House budget process, we 
weren’t allowed to offer this amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, it’s been over a year 
since the Nation’s worst offshore oil 
spill. And I think our constituents 
would be surprised to learn that rather 
than taking action to prevent another 
deadly spill, this House continues to 
talk about expanding offshore drilling 
while sidestepping environmental laws 
to do so. They would also be surprised 
to learn that the underlying bill blocks 
the bureau’s ability to collect inspec-
tion fees, and, as a result, the agency 
would see a $35 million cut in their 
budget. 

Mr. Chairman, in his fiscal year 2012 
budget request, President Obama asked 
for a significant increase for the bu-
reau over his 2010 budget. He asked for 
this new money to hire additional in-
spectors, to enhance environmental re-
views, and to enforce strengthened reg-
ulations. If we recall a year ago and 
the events following the spill, we will 
understand why this is the case. 

While this request was a significant 
increase over prior years, the adminis-
tration proposed to offset nearly half of 
the request by increasing the inspec-
tion fees on offshore rigs. This was a 
key recommendation of the President’s 
bipartisan, independent national oil 
spill commission. 

In their final report, the commis-
sioners recommended the industry fees 
should be increased to, and I quote 
from their report, ‘‘provide adequate 
leasing capabilities and regulatory 
oversight for the increasingly complex 
energy-related activities being under-
taken on the OCS.’’ 

Our straightforward amendment 
adopts this key recommendation to 
provide the funding needed for govern-
ment regulators to do their jobs, and it 
will ensure a safer and more environ-
mentally responsible industry. 

Mr. Chairman, knowing what we 
know now, if we continue to allow off-
shore drilling in U.S. waters, the gov-
ernment has a responsibility to ensure 
that they are protecting us against a 
repeat of last year’s disaster. And if oil 
and gas corporations want the oppor-
tunity to drill, it’s only fair for them 
to help cover the cost of ensuring it’s 
done properly, that their workers are 
protected, and the surrounding ocean is 
safe. But, ultimately, Congress holds 
the purse strings, and we must require 
these corporations to step up so the bu-
reau can ensure that the people, com-
munities, economies, and environment 
in the gulf, Alaska, and off the south-

ern California coast are sufficiently 
protected against a spill. 

Whether or not we have an agency 
capable of properly regulating the oil 
and gas industry is dependent upon our 
decisions. Without these fees, tax-
payers, rather than the industry, would 
have to shoulder the costs of these op-
erations. 

If we want to ensure safe and respon-
sible energy development, we must put 
the lessons learned from the BP oil dis-
aster to use. 

I urge my colleagues to vote down 
this bill which blocks the bureau’s abil-
ity to collect inspection fees. It’s what 
is needed so we do not have to endure 
a repeat of the horrific disaster that is 
still inflicting pain and damage to the 
Gulf of Mexico and to those who make 
their living from it. 

What a terrible legacy of this Con-
gress that we have done so little fol-
lowing the gulf oil disaster. What a leg-
acy should, God forbid, a future dis-
aster take place and we would have re-
membered that on our watch we could 
have done something about it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HOLT. As you heard, this appro-
priations bill provides several hundred 
million dollars to the Bureau of Ocean 
Energy Management, Regulation and 
Enforcement. Sounds like a lot of 
money, but it is far less than what is 
needed for the protection of the envi-
ronment and of workers for offshore oil 
and other activities. 

The Director of the bureau recently 
testified that these funds that are 
missing are needed and that their lack 
will have a direct and immediate im-
pact on the ability of the agency to 
hire inspection and permitting per-
sonnel. 

It’s interesting that so eager is the 
majority to look after the interests of 
the oil industry that they ruled out of 
order our amendment which provides 
one way to make up for these lost 
funds, this amendment that I would 
have offered with Mr. MARKEY of Mas-
sachusetts and Mrs. CAPPS of Cali-
fornia had the amendment been in 
order. So eager are they to look after 
the interests of the oil industry that 
they actually work against the oil in-
dustry. 

b 1940 
So eager are they to look after the 

interests of the oil industry, that they 
actually work against the oil industry. 
The irony is pretty rich here. At a time 
when the majority is aggressively 
pushing their oil, oil, oil, drill, drill, 
drill agenda, they are slashing the very 
funds that are needed by the bureau to 
conduct the lease sales and issue the 
permits and inspect the offshore drill-
ing facilities so the industry can move 
ahead safely and efficiently. 

You know, at a time when we are 
about, according to the majority here, 

about to require seniors and the poor 
to pay more for their health care, and 
the majority is considering drastic cuts 
to the social safety net and considering 
trading away critical parts of Medicare 
and Medicaid, the majority is prepared 
to hand out yet another subsidy to the 
oil industry. They refuse to make in 
order the legislation that would take 
0.02 percent, that is two-tenths of 1 per-
cent, of the annual profits of the top 
five oil companies to replace the miss-
ing $35 million in inspection fees. That 
amount would fully fund the bureau 
and would ensure that the agency 
could effectively and efficiently issue 
the permits and conduct the safety in-
spections. 

This is an industry that is making 
tens of billions of dollars each quarter. 
As we have heard, BP just today an-
nounced more than $5 billion in profit. 
That is a little bit below expectations, 
we read, $5 billion in the last 3 months. 

So as a result, because this amend-
ment is not being made in order, this 
bill, should it become law, would leave 
the agency that is responsible for the 
management, regulation, and enforce-
ment of offshore drilling underfunded, 
understaffed, and it would leave the 
public and the workers at risk. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction of buildings, recreation 

facilities, roads, trails, and appurtenant fa-
cilities, $3,576,000, to remain available until 
expended. 

LAND ACQUISITION 
For expenses necessary to carry out sec-

tions 205, 206, and 318(d) of Public Law 94– 
579(43 U.S.C. 1715, 1716, and 1748(d), respec-
tively), including administrative expenses 
and acquisition of lands or waters, or inter-
ests therein, $4,880,000, to be derived from the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund and to 
remain available until expended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BASS OF NEW 
HAMPSHIRE 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Chairman, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 4, line 6, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$1,000,000)’’. 

Page 10, line 1, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$4,000,000)’’. 

Page 15, line 19, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$4,000,000)’’. 

Page 32, line 12, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$20,000,000)’’. 

Page 76, line 2, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$7,000,000)’’. 

Page 78, line 1, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$4,000,000)’’. 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire (during 
the reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amend-
ment be considered as read. 
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The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 

the Chairman for recognizing me and 
making it possible for me to offer this 
amendment at this point in the bill. 

This amendment will restore $20 mil-
lion to the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund. It is offset by a $20 million 
reduction from the Department of the 
Interior salaries and expenses. Now, 
the Department of the Interior salaries 
and expenses at present are about $250 
million, so this would represent rough-
ly a 10 percent reduction in the over-
head for the agency. But what do you 
get for that? You get about an 8 per-
cent increase in the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund funding. 

Now, the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund, as has been mentioned by 
other speakers, was established 46 
years ago in 1965. It was designed as a 
forward-looking program to preserve 
critical assets in America for all of us 
to enjoy. 

When you travel around the world, 
you don’t find countries like America 
that have large parts of our country 
preserved for public use. Most of the 
land in other countries around the 
world is owned privately or by the gov-
ernment and it is not accessible to the 
public. The LWCF, through its state-
side program, its Forest Legacy Fund, 
has provided countless acres of pro-
tected land for public enjoyment. 

Now, the fund has, for the last 25 or 
so years, received most of its funding 
from offshore oil royalties, and those 
royalties have averaged anywhere from 
$7 billion to $18 billion a year. And I 
have a little table here for the last few 
years that shows the total royalties 
and how little amount of money that 
the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
takes from these receipts. It is author-
ized at $900 million. It has been funded 
of late between $300 million and $500 
million. But, my friends, this year it is 
funded at less than $70 million. 

We Republicans have set as a goal in 
our principles to reduce the growth of 
government and to reduce programs to 
their January 1, 2008, level. What have 
we done in this appropriations bill? We 
have reduced this fund to its 1965 level. 

I have here another little table that 
shows the historical funding for the 
Land and Water Conservation program. 
There is 1965. We will be lower than 
that if we don’t pass this amendment. 

I ask you, my friends, for the sake of 
the 900,000 Americans who visit these 
lands during the year, of the millions 
of dollars spent through the outdoor 
recreation industry, for those opportu-
nities that we may never see again to 
make critical purchases and easement 
purchases of assets that are so impor-
tant to the future of our country, to 
raise this appropriation from $68 mil-
lion to $90 million is a small price to 
pay for what could be done with those 
funds. 

We need to continue the program of 
land conservation, local recreation, 
and, yes, working forests. And a $68 
million appropriation just plain doesn’t 
do it. 

So on behalf of my cosponsors, I urge 
you, Mr. Chairman, to support this 
amendment and make it a part of the 
underlying bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 

Chairman, I join my friend from New 
Hampshire as one of the cosponsors of 
this amendment, and I urge House pas-
sage. 

Let me say at the outset that this is 
a terrible bill. This is the first time I 
have come to the House floor to speak 
on it. It goes without saying that the 
devastation that this underlying legis-
lation would do to our, frankly, cen-
tury-long history of environmental 
protection is almost indescribable. The 
League of Conservation Voters said 
simply this: that this bill is the biggest 
assault on the air we breathe, the 
water we drink, and the wildlife and 
wild places we hold dear to ever come 
before Congress. 

It rolls back new vehicle emission 
standards. It guts the Clean Water Act. 
It defunds the Endangered Species Act. 
And in the middle of it all, it adds an 
80 percent cut to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund. As my friend, Rep-
resentative BASS, rightly pointed out, 
it essentially reverses 50 years of in-
vestment in land conservation by re-
turning this account back to the 1965 
level. 

It was a great Republican President, 
Teddy Roosevelt, who first had the wis-
dom to understand how integral the 
open spaces of this country are to what 
it means to be an American. There is 
something unique about this country. 
The views and the vistas are just one 
part of it. Our identity is wrapped up in 
the places that we have conserved, the 
places that we have conserved through 
the very rightful acts of investment by 
our Federal Government over the last 
50 years, indeed, over the last 100 years. 
And it has been Republican and Demo-
cratic Presidents, Republican and 
Democratic Congresses that since that 
moment of awakening in this Nation 
have realized this is the right kind of 
investment for this Nation. It is the 
right kind of investment because not 
only does it preserve the character of 
our Nation, but it does so by leveraging 
private investment and State invest-
ment. 

As Representative BASS noted, one of 
the most important pieces of LWCF is 
the Forest Legacy Program. That pro-
gram has conserved 2 million acres 
around the country. In my State of 
Connecticut, it has helped conserve 
8,000 acres, and it does it by partnering 
with State resources, with local re-
sources, and with private resources; in 
my State, often through the generosity 

of land trusts. This is an incredibly 
wise investment, as it has been over 
the years. 

And worst of all, this isn’t even get-
ting at the larger question of deficit re-
duction because this account has never 
been funded through deficits or bor-
rowing. It has been funded through the 
money that comes from our offshore oil 
leases. 

There are so many horrible cuts in 
this bill. There are so many reasons for 
those of us who believe in the concept 
of environmental protection made real 
by bipartisan support over the course 
of the last century to oppose this bill. 
But this, in my mind, is the worst of it. 
This is a sad day where we stand today. 
This is a small, small increase beyond 
what the Republicans have proposed to 
cut, but I think it is meaningful in the 
sense that it is an opportunity for this 
Congress to come together and say 
what dozens upon dozens of Congresses 
have said since 1965, that it is an Amer-
ican investment to spend Federal 
money toward the project of land con-
servation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 1950 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I claim 
time in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I am a 
strong supporter of the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund. It’s one of the 
great environmental success stories of 
the past 50 years. The $65.8 million that 
the bill contains for the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund is in fact, as 
has been stated, the lowest since the 
program was started back in 1965. This 
is a 78 percent cut from the current 
level of funding. But I have to oppose 
the Bass-Murphy amendment because 
it not only is too small but the offset 
used would in fact harm other impor-
tant programs. 

The $20 million for the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund that the 
Bass-Murphy amendment would restore 
is less than 10 percent of the $235 mil-
lion cut from this year’s level. But to 
fund this plus-up, the Bass amendment 
actually makes it worse by taking $20 
million from the Office of the Sec-
retary’s account. Because what appears 
to be an increase in funding in the Sec-
retary’s office is actually the transfer 
of the revenue collection function from 
the Bureau of Ocean Energy Manage-
ment, Regulation, and Enforcement. 
The Office of the Secretary took that 
in so that the Interior Department can 
do a better job in collecting the royal-
ties and payments that are due the 
American people from Outer Conti-
nental Shelf drilling. But if you take 
this $20 million away, it jeopardizes 
those collections. 

The problem is that the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund is in fact 
funded with Outer Continental Shelf 
royalties. But if you take away the 
ability to collect those royalties, not 
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only are you taking the $20 million 
from the ability of the Secretary of the 
Interior to manage the office, but you 
could very well be costing the govern-
ment much more than $20 million be-
cause they won’t have the ability to 
collect those royalties that in fact pay 
for the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund. 

Now, we couldn’t agree more that it 
never should have been cut by 78 per-
cent. It should be restored. We have 
said that in our statement. We support 
amendments to restore it, but cer-
tainly not to take it from the ability of 
the Secretary of the Interior to collect 
the very revenues that the government 
needs and that the American people are 
owed. 

So that’s why, regrettably, I have to 
oppose the gentleman’s amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Chair, the Land and 

Water Conservation Fund has helped ensure 
the permanent protection and maintenance of 
critical lands in our national forests, parks, 
wildlife refuges, and historic sites. Equally im-
portant, it has provided matching funds to sup-
port countless state parks and recreation 
projects in thousands of communities in every 
state in the nation. 

The Land and Water Conservation Fund not 
only helps provide outdoor recreation access 
so that parents can teach their children about 
active, healthy lifestyles, it also provides an 
economic boost. In Washington state alone, 
the 2.7 million people who enjoy hunting, fish-
ing, and wildlife watching contribute $3 billion 
to the local economy. 

I’ve joined bipartisan efforts to protect this 
important fund because, in the Pacific North-
west, we take special pride in our natural re-
sources. I’m proud to, again, follow in the foot-
steps of so many who have worked together 
to protect the outdoors and our environment. 
I urge my colleagues to support the Bass 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire (Mr. 
BASS). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LAMBORN 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 4, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(decreased by $4,880,000)’’. 
Page 10, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(decreased by $15,047,000)’’. 
Page 15, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(decreased by $18,294,000)’’. 
Page 78, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(decreased by $12,500,000)’’. 
Page 158, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $50,721,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Colorado is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
offering this amendment on behalf of 
and in cooperation with Representative 
PAUL BROUN of Georgia, who could not 
be here tonight. What this amendment 
does is it would zero out all of the land 
acquisition programs within the Inte-

rior, Environment, and Related Agen-
cies appropriations bill, thus placing 
more than $50 million in the Spending 
Reduction Account in order to reduce 
our national debt. 

The Federal Government already 
owns more than 650 million acres of 
land, or about 30 percent of the total 
land area of the United States. We 
can’t even take good care of the lands 
that the Federal Government already 
owns. An example of this is that the 
Park Service has a current backlog of 
several billions of dollars of repairs and 
maintenance in our beautiful national 
parks. At a time when we are facing an 
unprecedented fiscal crisis, the Federal 
Government needs to focus its energy 
on taking better care of the land it al-
ready has rather than purchasing addi-
tional acres. Our Federal agencies have 
enough on their plate, and if we zero 
out these land acquisition programs, 
we can save a significant amount of 
money. 

Mr. Chair, we cannot spend our way 
out of the debt dilemma. I urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment and 
to send more than $50 million toward 
paying down our national debt. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MORAN. I rise in opposition to 

this amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
that our friends who just spoke on an 
amendment to add $20 million were 
still around, because their points are 
well taken. We’ve already cut 78 per-
cent from this program. 

The gentleman from Colorado wants 
to eliminate it entirely. The Land and 
Water Conservation Fund is one of the 
premier environmental programs in 
this country. Most Americans have no 
idea how important it has been to their 
quality of life and to the ecology of 
this great country. But by wiping out 
these funds entirely, the amendment 
would force land management agencies 
to cease all work on congressionally 
approved projects that are now under 
way using previous year appropria-
tions. 

This mean-spirited amendment will 
hurt willing sellers—landowners who 
are willing to sell—because it’s going 
to prevent agencies from finishing the 
commitments that are already in 
place. Among the willing sellers who 
would be unfairly thrown to the curb 
are owners who are partway through 
contracted sales and are counting on 
Land and Water Conservation funds to 
complete those sales, those contracts 
that they have already been working 
on. Many landowners, who range from 
elderly widowers and family trusts to 
ranchers and forest owners, have press-
ing financial needs that now depend on 
the completion of what are ongoing 
Land and Water Conservation projects. 
The amendment would also frustrate 
land exchanges that are currently in 
process. So it’s not just the sale of 
land, it’s exchanges of land that this 

amendment would prohibit. Many of 
them have been years in the making. 
And so it’s very important for local 
and private economic development and 
for public land management. 

Under this amendment, staff would 
not even be in place to accept and proc-
ess donations of important natural his-
toric and other properties. Donations 
to the public, you wouldn’t even have 
staff to accept those donations. With-
out staff, right-of-way work to provide 
or maintain access to key public needs 
also would be impossible. The public, 
the American taxpayer, would be un-
able to secure critically needed routes 
for fuels and wildfire management or 
for watershed management or for ac-
cess for sportsmen and other rec-
reational use. I can’t imagine that the 
sportsmen in this country could ever 
want to have this kind of prohibition 
in place that might prevent them from 
even getting access to important rec-
reational areas for fishing and hunting 
and so on. 

The amendment would exacerbate an 
already draconian cut—78 percent cut— 
to the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, a program that is already paid 
for using a very small percentage of oil 
drilling receipts. I would hope that my 
colleagues and anybody that might be 
listening to this debate would under-
stand that Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund moneys are not taxpayer 
dollars. They come from the receipts 
from oil and gas drilling—drilling that 
is on publicly owned land. 

b 2000 
Those royalties come into the gov-

ernment, and that’s what we use to 
fund the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, but this would eliminate that 
program. This amendment represents a 
complete elimination of a bipartisan 
program that has existed for 45 years. 
This proposal prevents revenues depos-
ited in the Land and Water Conserva-
tion account from being used for their 
authorized purposes. These funds were 
a promise made to the American people 
in 1964. This Congress should not be 
breaking that longstanding commit-
ment. I, obviously, oppose the amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. HURT). The 

gentleman from Idaho is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. First, let me apolo-
gize to the gentleman from Virginia for 
the last amendment. 

We both had some concerns, that he 
expressed very well, about taking $20 
million out of the Secretary’s office 
and the impact that that could have. 
As we discussed during his debate, I 
think both of us are concerned about 
the underfunding of the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund and would 
like to see that fund increased. During 
his debate in opposition to the amend-
ment, we decided to accept the $20 mil-
lion in the amendment from the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire and the 
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gentleman from Connecticut’s amend-
ment. 

So I apologize for the confusion in 
the middle of all that. The gentleman’s 
issues that he raised about the Sec-
retary’s budget and the impact that 
could have are real. We will have to ad-
dress those in conference, and I want to 
work with you to do that. 

Let me rise in opposition to this 
amendment. I have concerns that this 
is eliminating all of the funds, espe-
cially since we just increased them by 
$20 million. When we had this limited 
allocation, we had to make some tough 
decisions. The Secretary wanted it 
fully funded at $900 million as did the 
Obama administration. We simply did 
not have that kind of money, and to 
put more money into it, given our allo-
cation, we would have had to take the 
money out of some other programs 
that are very important to other peo-
ple. What we did do is put enough 
money in it to keep the programs and 
the purchases and the deals that had 
been made with citizens to acquire land 
that were already in progress so that 
those could be completed. We didn’t 
put additional money in there. 

I happen to be a fan of the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund. I think it 
has done some great things. I’ve seen it 
do things in Idaho and I’ve seen it do 
things in other States, things that are 
very important. Westerners, though, 
have a different view of the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund, and let me 
tell you where it comes from. 

It’s that most of the money that’s 
put into the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund, at least a large percentage 
of it, is used to buy land in States in 
the West. Those are States that are al-
ready highly leveraged by the Federal 
Government. In Idaho, 64 percent of the 
land is owned by the Federal Govern-
ment. So a lot of westerners say, Lis-
ten, if you want to put money in the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund, if 
you want to buy the whole east coast, 
we don’t care; but what we want in 
Idaho and what we want in Western 
States is some private land to be able 
to pay the taxes to support our edu-
cation system and other services that 
are necessary. 

I have one county in Idaho that is 96 
percent Federal land—96 percent Fed-
eral land. It’s bigger than the State of 
Rhode Island. That means 4 percent of 
the property is paying property taxes 
to deliver the services to these people. 
Several years ago, a mountain climber, 
not from Idaho but from somewhere 
else, came out and was climbing the 
mountains of Mount Borah. He died. It 
took their entire search and rescue 
budget for the year for that county to 
retrieve that one body off Mount 
Borah. That means everybody else who 
recreated in that county did not have 
that backup, did not have that search 
and rescue available, because they had 
no funds, because they had no private 
land to pay the taxes to fund those 
services. 

That’s the problem that westerners 
who are in States that are highly 

owned by the Federal Government have 
with the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, but I’ll be the first to admit that 
it does some wonderful things. If you 
float down the South Fork of the 
Snake River, you will see one of the 
most beautiful canyons and one of the 
best fishing rivers in the country; and 
if the gentleman from Washington 
wants to come out, I’ll float him down 
it. It is an incredibly beautiful place, 
and it has been done through the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund. 

So I believe in the importance of this 
program. I apologize to the gentleman 
from Virginia as to our previous confu-
sion on that; but I oppose this amend-
ment, and I would encourage Members 
to oppose it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARAMENDI. I move to strike 

the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I was just listen-
ing to the debate here, saying: What 
are they thinking? What is the ration-
ale? What is the purpose for the legisla-
tion that we have before us, more 
pointedly, the amendment that was 
just offered? 

This is an incredible country. This is 
a country that very recently took 
great pride in cleaning its rivers, in 
protecting its citizens from toxins and 
pollutants and chemicals and poisons. 
This is a country that took great pride 
in creating the first-ever in this world 
national park and then expanded it 
over time to create the most awesome 
National Park System in the entire 
world. This is a country that took 
great pride in the Snake River and the 
use of the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund. 

An argument was made a moment 
ago that there is not enough money. 
Yet not more than a month ago, an ef-
fort to increase the royalties from our 
oil that is pumped from our land, the 
land of the people and of the United 
States—and in fact even to get a roy-
alty—was rejected by our Republican 
colleagues. So money was available if 
we simply had gone for the royalties 
that should be there under any case. 
This legislation, however, goes far be-
yond that, and over time will destroy 
the pride that we have taken in cre-
ating our national parks, in setting 
aside for future generations the great 
vistas of America, protecting our air, 
our land and our water. 

You look at this bill. You look at the 
details of this bill, and you go, Oh, my. 
How could they? How could they put in 
legislation that would block the effort 
of the EPA to eliminate mercury poi-
son in our air and water? How could 
they allow a bill that would create 
more soot in our atmosphere, put 34,000 
lives at risk, and exempt the oil com-
panies from air pollution standards in 
offshore drilling, which in California is 
a big deal because the air blows, the 
wind blows onto the land? How could 
they threaten the health of millions of 

Americans by jeopardizing the EPA’s 
critical air, land and water regula-
tions? Then our children. They block 
the EPA from limiting dangerous air 
pollution. How could they put together 
a bill that potentially could contami-
nate 117 million Americans’ water? 

How could you do that? Have you no 
pride in this country? Do you not care 
about the basic things that we have 
done to create a country that cares 
about clean water? You talk about 
jobs. Yet, in this bill, you eliminate 
the funding for the Clean Water Act, 
which is really building sanitation fa-
cilities in our community. 

I remember in the 1960s the great 
pride that the 500 people in my commu-
nity of Mokelumne Hill took when 
they got that money from the Federal 
Government and actually built the 
first sanitation system in that small 
town. How could you deny Americans 
the opportunity for that—and the 
drinking water and the jobs that go 
with it? 

That’s what this bill does. Take pride 
in what you’re doing, gentlemen, be-
cause at the end of the day, the Amer-
ican public will not take pride in what 
you’re doing to this piece of legisla-
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to address their remarks to the 
Chair. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. LAMBORN). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. TIPTON 

Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk, and I ask 
unanimous consent to waive the read-
ing. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Page 4, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $2,500,000)’’. 
Page 65, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(decreased by $5,000,000)’’. 
Page 78, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $2,500,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Colorado is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TIPTON. My amendment is going 
to apply funds directed towards much 
needed conservation programs which 
are used to be able to provide access for 
the American people to our public 
lands and to help support jobs in the 
recreational and sportsmen industry. 

Our public lands are a treasured re-
source for all Americans to be able to 
use and enjoy responsibly. I support a 
balanced approach to public lands use, 
respecting the environment that we all 
deeply value while making the best use 
of our natural resources on public 
lands. Recreation, preservation, access, 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:06 Jul 27, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26JY7.156 H26JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

5T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5550 July 26, 2011 
and job creation are all important as-
pects of the multiple-use management 
for which these lands are truly in-
tended. 

This funding would be used for 
projects that clearly and specifically 
improve access for hunting, fishing and 
other forms of outdoor recreation on 
these Federal public lands. Of the di-
rected funds, $5 million would be redi-
rected to make public lands public and 
provide much needed support for rec-
reational access. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 2010 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. TIPTON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows. 

OREGON AND CALIFORNIA GRANT LANDS 

For expenses necessary for management, 
protection, and development of resources and 
for construction, operation, and mainte-
nance of access roads, reforestation, and 
other improvements on the revested Oregon 
and California Railroad grant lands, on other 
Federal lands in the Oregon and California 
land-grant counties of Oregon, and on adja-
cent rights-of-way; and acquisition of lands 
or interests therein, including existing con-
necting roads on or adjacent to such grant 
lands; $112,043,000, to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That 25 percent of the 
aggregate of all receipts during the current 
fiscal year from the revested Oregon and 
California Railroad grant lands is hereby 
made a charge against the Oregon and Cali-
fornia land-grant fund and shall be trans-
ferred to the General Fund in the Treasury 
in accordance with the second paragraph of 
subsection (b) of title II of the Act of August 
28, 1937 (50 Stat. 876). 

RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

For rehabilitation, protection, and acquisi-
tion of lands and interests therein, and im-
provement of Federal rangelands pursuant to 
section 401 of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1751), not-
withstanding any other Act, sums equal to 50 
percent of all moneys received during the 
prior fiscal year under sections 3 and 15 of 
the Taylor Grazing Act (43 U.S.C. 315 et seq.) 
and the amount designated for range im-
provements from grazing fees and mineral 
leasing receipts from Bankhead-Jones lands 
transferred to the Department of the Inte-
rior pursuant to law, but not less than 
$10,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That not to exceed $600,000 
shall be available for administrative ex-
penses. 

SERVICE CHARGES, DEPOSITS, AND FORFEITURES 

For administrative expenses and other 
costs related to processing application docu-
ments and other authorizations for use and 
disposal of public lands and resources, for 
costs of providing copies of official public 
land documents, for monitoring construc-
tion, operation, and termination of facilities 
in conjunction with use authorizations, and 
for rehabilitation of damaged property, such 
amounts as may be collected under Public 
Law 94–579, as amended, and Public Law 93– 
153, to remain available until expended: Pro-
vided, That, notwithstanding any provision 
to the contrary of section 305(a) of Public 
Law 94–579 (43 U.S.C. 1735(a)), any moneys 
that have been or will be received pursuant 
to that subsection, whether as a result of 

forfeiture, compromise, or settlement, if not 
appropriate for refund pursuant to section 
305(c) of that Act (43 U.S.C. 1735(c)), shall be 
available and may be expended under the au-
thority of this Act by the Secretary to im-
prove, protect, or rehabilitate any public 
lands administered through the Bureau of 
Land Management which have been damaged 
by the action of a resource developer, pur-
chaser, permittee, or any unauthorized per-
son, without regard to whether all moneys 
collected from each such action are used on 
the exact lands damaged which led to the ac-
tion: Provided further, That any such moneys 
that are in excess of amounts needed to re-
pair damage to the exact land for which 
funds were collected may be used to repair 
other damaged public lands. 

MISCELLANEOUS TRUST FUNDS 
In addition to amounts authorized to be 

expended under existing laws, there is hereby 
appropriated such amounts as may be con-
tributed under section 307 of the Act of Octo-
ber 21, 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1737), and such amounts 
as may be advanced for administrative costs, 
surveys, appraisals, and costs of making con-
veyances of omitted lands under section 
211(b) of that Act, to remain available until 
expended. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
The Bureau of Land Management may 

carry out the operations funded under this 
Act by direct expenditure, contracts, grants, 
cooperative agreements and reimbursable 
agreements with public and private entities, 
including with States. Appropriations for the 
Bureau shall be available for purchase, erec-
tion, and dismantlement of temporary struc-
tures, and alteration and maintenance of 
necessary buildings and appurtenant facili-
ties to which the United States has title; up 
to $100,000 for payments, at the discretion of 
the Secretary, for information or evidence 
concerning violations of laws administered 
by the Bureau; miscellaneous and emergency 
expenses of enforcement activities author-
ized or approved by the Secretary and to be 
accounted for solely on the Secretary’s cer-
tificate, not to exceed $10,000: Provided, That 
notwithstanding Public Law 90–620 (44 U.S.C. 
501), the Bureau may, under cooperative 
cost-sharing and partnership arrangements 
authorized by law, procure printing services 
from cooperators in connection with jointly 
produced publications for which the coopera-
tors share the cost of printing either in cash 
or in services, and the Bureau determines 
the cooperator is capable of meeting accept-
ed quality standards: Provided further, That 
projects to be funded pursuant to a written 
commitment by a State government to pro-
vide an identified amount of money in sup-
port of the project may be carried out by the 
Bureau on a reimbursable basis. Appropria-
tions herein made shall not be available for 
the destruction of healthy, unadopted, wild 
horses and burros in the care of the Bureau 
or its contractors or for the sale of wild 
horses and burros that results in their de-
struction for processing into commercial 
products. 
UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 
For necessary expenses of the United 

States Fish and Wildlife Service, as author-
ized by law, and for scientific and economic 
studies, general administration, and the per-
formance of other authorized functions re-
lated to such resources, $1,099,055,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2013 ex-
cept as otherwise provided herein: Provided, 
That none of the funds shall be used for im-
plementing subsections (a), (b), (c), and (e) of 
section 4 of the Endangered Species Act, (ex-
cept for processing petitions, developing and 
issuing proposed and final regulations, and 

taking any other steps to implement actions 
described in subsection (c)(2)(A), (c)(2)(B)(i), 
or (c)(2)(B)(ii) of such section): Provided fur-
ther, That of the amount available for law 
enforcement, up to $400,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, may at the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Interior be used for pay-
ment for information, rewards, or evidence 
concerning violations of laws administered 
by the Service, and miscellaneous and emer-
gency expenses of enforcement activity, au-
thorized or approved by the Secretary and to 
be accounted for solely on the Secretary’s 
certificate: Provided further, That of the 
amount provided for environmental contami-
nants, up to $1,000,000 may remain available 
until expended for contaminant sample anal-
yses. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DICKS 
Mr. DICKS. I have an amendment at 

the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Under the heading ‘‘UNITED STATES 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE-RESOURCE 
MANAGEMENT’’, strike the first proviso 
(Page 8, line 19, to page 9, line 1), relating to 
implementation of subsections (a), (b), (c), 
and (e) of section 4 of the Endangered Spe-
cies Act. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

(Mr. DICKS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DICKS. I rise to offer an amend-
ment that would strip a dangerous 
rider from this bill, a rider that would 
seriously compromise the effectiveness 
of the Endangered Species Act. This is 
a bipartisan amendment, I might add. 

I’m offering it with the support of 
Congressman THOMPSON and Congress-
man FITZPATRICK and Congresswoman 
HANABUSA. 

The fiscal year 2012 Interior and En-
vironment bill passed by the full com-
mittee a few weeks ago contains a di-
rect attack on the ESA. I offered an 
amendment at that time to strike the 
provision, but the full committee re-
jected it. 

The provision would block the Fish 
and Wildlife Service from listing can-
didate species as either threatened or 
endangered as well as the designation 
of the critical habitat necessary for 
species recovery. These listing activi-
ties are preliminary steps that the Fish 
and Wildlife Service must take in order 
to begin the recovery process. After 
those steps are taken, then the hard 
work begins. Without these important 
preliminary steps of listing and critical 
habitat designation, it would be impos-
sible to develop a scientifically valid 
and legally defensible recovery plan for 
declining species. 

This funding limitation aimed at the 
heart of the ESA is simply postponing 
the day of reckoning. It is important to 
note that the bill does provide funding 
for the Fish and Wildlife Service to 
downgrade the protections offered to 
species under the ESA. After all, the 
goal of the ESA is to eventually delist 
recovered species. Delisting is the re-
ward after all the hard work recovering 
these species. But we can’t get to the 
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point of delisting species without list-
ing them first. 

My amendment would remove these 
restrictions on listing and up-listing 
and the designation of critical habitat. 

Many critics of the ESA argue the 
law simply does not work. I would 
argue that the recovery leading to the 
delisting of the bald eagle and the 
American alligator under the ESA is a 
strong success. In the last few months, 
the gray wolf in the northern Rockies 
has been delisted in two States and the 
Fish and Wildlife Service recently an-
nounced the intention to delist the 
gray wolf in the western Great Lakes. 

Other animals that are still listed 
under the ESA but have made tremen-
dous recoveries include the whooping 
crane, the black footed ferret, and the 
California condor. In the Pacific North-
west, I’m glad to report that we are 
seeing signs of healthy recovery for the 
ESA-listed salmon, although it will be 
awhile before delisting could occur. 

Clearly these examples show us the 
success of the ESA, a law, by the way, 
that the American people overwhelm-
ingly support. 

As for species listed under the ESA, 
they still are struggling. It is naive to 
think that a quick turnaround is easy 
when it took decades, if not centuries, 
for a species to decline. Also, it takes 
more time to recover long-lived spe-
cies. 

Here is a situation that the Fish and 
Wildlife Service faces in the adminis-
tration of the ESA. 

Currently, there are about 260 species 
that have been identified as potential 
candidates for ESA protection. Of that 
total, there are just under 30 species 
that are poised for listing in the near 
future. The spending provisions in this 
bill would block further activity to 
protect these declining species. And re-
member, if you delay listing too long, a 
species will go extinct, thus making a 
recovery impossible. And that is why 
some people call this the ‘‘extinction 
rider.’’ 

The Endangered Species Act is one of 
the most effective environmental laws 
ever written. Recovering species is 
hard, often long, work; but it is a re-
sponsibility that cannot be dismissed 
like this Interior appropriation bill at-
tempts to do. 

I know that many of my colleagues 
would like to drastically reform the 
ESA, but it would be a sounder path to 
do such a reform through the author-
ization process rather than accom-
plishing the goal with a few lines in the 
appropriation bill. And I see that the 
distinguished chairman of the Natural 
Resources Committee is here, and he 
has pledged to get to work on this im-
portant endeavor. 

In closing, I will point out that this 
amendment is supported by former di-
rectors of the Fish and Wildlife Service 
who served under Presidents Nixon, 
Ford, Carter, the first President Bush, 
and Bill Clinton. It is also supported by 
several hook-and-bullet groups includ-
ing the Izaak Walton League and Trout 
Unlimited. 

I urge support for this amendment. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 

last word in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I rise in opposition to 

the amendment by my good friend from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS). 

I respect where my friend is trying to 
go; but not only does this amendment 
not get us there, it’s downright dan-
gerous. Let me explain why. 

Since the Clinton administration and 
response to lawsuits and court orders 
that were crippling the agency’s budg-
et, there has been a statutory cap on 
how much the agency is permitted to 
spend on ESA listings. There’s been a 
statutory cap in place since the Clin-
ton administration. A cap on critical 
habitat spending was added in 2002. 

The Obama administration requested 
new caps for petitions and foreign spe-
cies listed in 2012. 

In short, support for ESA funding 
caps has had bipartisan support in Con-
gress and in the White House and was 
in place when the gentleman from 
Washington wrote the Interior bill and 
when the gentleman from Virginia 
wrote the Interior bill. Those spending 
caps were in place. 

This amendment proposes to do away 
with funding caps altogether and gives 
the green light to those who have made 
a living suing the Fish and Wildlife 
Service. As a result, the litigants will 
act, the courts will all act, and the 
Fish and Wildlife Service’s entire oper-
ating budget will be at risk of being 
raided in order to fund court-ordered 
mandates to list species and designate 
critical habitat. 

b 2020 

This service will have no choice but 
to raid other funds from its resource 
management account, which is already 
decreased by $146 million, or 12 percent, 
in this budget. Having said that, the 
heart of the issue isn’t about funding. 
It’s about the fact that the Endangered 
Species Act is broken and is badly in 
need of review, revision, and reauthor-
ization by the Natural Resources Com-
mittee. As I have said before, there’s 
been about 2,000 species listed and 21 
recovered. 

Unfortunately, the Endangered Spe-
cies Act has become not so much about 
saving species as it has been about con-
trolling land and water. I’ll give you an 
example. We all talk about the fuzzy 
and warm animals that we all like and 
all want to save. Nobody talks about 
the slickspot peppergrass, endangered. 
Nobody really cares about the 
slickspot peppergrass, except that it’s 
listed. And you know what it does? It 
prevents cattle grazing on public lands 
and is used to prevent cattle grazing on 
public lands and move cattle producers 
off of public lands. That’s the only rea-
son that the slickspot peppergrass is 
really listed. That’s unfortunate. 

When you start using what was an 
act that was bipartisan and almost had 

unanimous agreement in the House and 
Senate, was a good Act—the intent of 
the Endangered Species Act is right, 
and we need to do it. We need to pro-
tect species that are endangered. Un-
fortunately, that’s not what it’s being 
used for today, and you can’t get the 
stakeholders to the table to do a reau-
thorization bill because there are 
groups that like it the way it is. They 
want to control land and water by 
using the Endangered Species Act. How 
do we get the message out to them that 
we need to do a reauthorization? The 
only way I can think of is to say, You 
know what? This has been unauthor-
ized for 20 years. 

Now, you talk about policy riders in 
this bill that you don’t like. This is a 
policy rider that you’re attempting to 
add. It’s an unauthorized program. Just 
because we have continued to fund it 
for 20 years, that’s not the answer; 
that’s the problem. And we need stake-
holders to come to the table, sit down 
with the Natural Resources Committee 
and write a reauthorization. That’s 
what this is all about. It is a shot 
across the bow. 

I believe there are 56 or 58 programs 
in this bill that the authorization has 
expired. Somehow we need to send a 
message that we have a process around 
here. It’s authorization, then appro-
priation. Not authorization, expired ap-
propriation, and appropriation and ap-
propriation and appropriation. It’s the 
only way those things keep going on. 
We are trying to send a message. 

You will find that I am supportive of 
reauthorization of the Endangered Spe-
cies Act, and I am supportive of the 
Endangered Species Act as it was origi-
nally intended. But I would urge my 
colleagues to vote against this dan-
gerous amendment which would under-
mine the Fish and Wildlife Service’s 
budget because it would lift the caps 
that have been in place since the Clin-
ton administration, and Fish and Wild-
life Service would have no other alter-
native but to raid their accounts in 
order to fund court orders, suits, and 
other things that would come along. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MORAN. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. I was going to wait 
until other speakers spoke, but I felt it 
appropriate to engage in a discussion 
here with the chairman and to remind 
him that this bill includes funding for 
a multitude of expired authorizations. 

The Bureau of Land Management 
isn’t authorized. But you are funding 
the Bureau of Land Management be-
cause you like the Bureau of Land 
Management. The grazing program 
isn’t authorized. Oil and gas isn’t au-
thorized. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MORAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Idaho. 
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Mr. SIMPSON. The gentleman brings 

up the point I tried to make. This is a 
shot across the bow. All of these pro-
grams need to be reauthorized. We had 
to start somewhere. 

Mr. DICKS. Can you start with an-
other bow? 

Mr. MORAN. Well, that’s it. 
Reclaiming my time, the shot across 

the bow goes right into the heart of the 
Endangered Species Act. So you are 
picking winners and losers. You could 
have picked any number of programs, 
but you like those. In fact, some of 
them you’ve increased—funding for 
grazing subsidies, funding for oil and 
gas subsidies. But the Endangered Spe-
cies Act, the poor species who are in 
danger of extinction who can’t speak 
up for themselves, they get targeted. 
They’re the ones you are going to 
make an example of. 

You know, not allowing listings of 
the designation of even the critical 
habitat that will protect endangered 
species doesn’t change the fact that so 
many plant and animal species are at 
risk of extinction. There are 260 species 
that are in danger of extinction, but 
we’re not going to protect them. 

The lack of critical habitat designa-
tions not only hurts those species at 
risk, but it leaves in limbo landowners 
and businesses that need decisions 
made in order to make plans. We hear 
so much about uncertainty and how 
bad uncertainty is. This creates uncer-
tainty. 

The twist of irony: The bill allows 
funding to be used to delist species or 
reclassify them from endangered to 
threatened, to delist them or down-list 
them, but no funds can be used for list-
ings or to reclassify them from threat-
ened to endangered. Even if they be-
come endangered, we can’t classify 
them as endangered. We can only 
down-list them. It’s a one-way street, a 
one-way street to less protection. 

I too would like to see the Endan-
gered Species Act authorized. Maybe 
we’ll hear from the chairman of the au-
thorizing committee why it’s not being 
reauthorized. But this is not the way to 
deauthorize it. The fact is that this is 
legislating on an appropriations bill, 
basically. I thought we were not sup-
posed to be doing that. But we make 
these poor endangered species that are 
at risk of extinction bear the cost of 
Congress’ failure to reauthorize the En-
dangered Species Act. 

Of course I support the Dicks amend-
ment. Not only do we have 260 species 
at risk of extinction, but we don’t even 
know the entire scope of the species 
whose very existence is at risk, and we 
don’t know either the role they play in 
the ecology of our planet. There are so 
many species that we’re only now 
learning—for example, there are many 
that catch insects or mosquitoes or 
whatever—that maintain the popu-
lation of other species. 

I do believe that every species has 
some role to play in the sustainability 
and the ecology of this planet. We 
don’t know necessarily what that role 

is, but I do think we have some idea 
that they’re there for a purpose. And 
while they’re there for a purpose, it 
seems to me we have a purpose, a re-
sponsibility for enabling that species 
to be sustained on this fragile planet. 
And to say that we can’t outperform 
our responsibility, we can’t act respon-
sibly toward these species, is irrespon-
sible. It really is an embarrassment to 
this Congress. 

So I very strongly support the Dicks 
amendment. I would hope that we 
would give species a break. Get this 
language out of this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 

move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Chairman, let me make one point: This 
debate is not about the Endangered 
Species Act; it is not about the Endan-
gered Species Act. 

I have to rise in opposition to the 
amendment offered by my good friend 
from Washington State. I think that 
Chairman SIMPSON has brought to the 
House floor a bill that prioritizes fund-
ing to ensure that the core responsibil-
ities and environmental protections 
are met in a broader sense. 

When it comes to the Endangered 
Species Act, this bill focuses on fund-
ing the actual recovery of species. It 
does this by, one, continuing funds for 
recovery activities and doing that de-
spite the fact that this bill, the ESA, 
has not been reauthorized for 23 
years—not 20 years; 23 years—and, two, 
by limiting funds for lawsuit-driven 
new listings and habitat designations. 

This bill sends a clear message, as 
the gentleman from Idaho said, that 
the Endangered Species Act needs to be 
updated and improved. It needs to be 
reauthorized. As I mentioned, it’s been 
23 years since this bill was reauthor-
ized by Congress. A person can be born 
and graduate from college in the 
amount of time that has passed since 
Congress last acted to make serious re-
sponsible improvements to this law. 

b 2030 

Now, the gentleman from Wash-
ington acknowledged me on the floor 
earlier, and I will tell him, as the 
chairman of the Natural Resources 
Committee, which has jurisdiction on 
the Endangered Species Act, I can in-
form the House that this committee 
will be conducting robust oversight of 
the need to update this law in the com-
ing months. The current law is failing 
to truly recover species while it fre-
quently hamstrings jobs and economic 
prosperity, like the gentleman from 
Idaho mentioned. And we will also ex-
amine legislative priorities. 

In my view—and this is important 
about this debate—in my view, the real 
obstacle to improving ESA is the fact 
that a number of groups are heavily in-
vested in litigation mindset, a litiga-
tion mindset that prefers lawsuits 
against the government over improving 

the act and improving the recovery of 
species. These groups have filed law-
suits by the one hundreds against Fish 
and Wildlife and the National Marine 
Fisheries. 

This bill, under Chairman SIMPSON’s 
leadership, effectively halts these law-
suits. By limiting any spending on new 
listings or habit designations, this bill 
will allow the biologists to get back to 
work recovering species, rather than 
responding to court cases. Both fund-
ing and personnel will be able to focus 
on the real work of bringing species 
back from the brink. 

By striking this provision, the Dicks 
amendment would reopen the litiga-
tion process. The same activist groups, 
Mr. Chairman, that filed these lawsuits 
endorse this amendment. As we speak, 
they are waging an expensive paid ad-
vertising campaign on behalf of this 
amendment. Because they profit from 
these lawsuits, to me, it appears they 
are more concerned about the ability 
to go to court, get a settlement and get 
paid than they are about recovering 
species. 

So I urge my colleagues to oppose the 
amendment. This bill strikes the right 
balance by directing funding to actual 
recovery of species. And it strikes the 
right balance by bringing a halt to liti-
gation over new listings and habitat 
designations. 

This bill will create an opportunity 
where Congress can do its job to update 
and modernize the ESA. It’s time that 
we take a thoughtful analysis of the in-
adequacies of this current law, inad-
equacies that allow the ESA to be 
abused through lawsuits, rather than 
serving as a true conduit for species re-
covery. 

Let me go on to say that, as the 
chairman, I think, said very well in his 
remarks, there is no incentive for the 
stakeholders to come and try to work 
out the differences or update this law if 
Congress keeps kicking the can ahead. 
That’s what the issue is all about. 

I can’t imagine, for example, that 
people really believe that this bill 
should be in place, yet, when there is a 
major construction project here in the 
Washington, DC, area, like the Wood-
row Wilson bridge, they waive the act. 
Does that make sense? Of course it 
doesn’t make sense. 

And we don’t get an opportunity, 
those of us that are impacted by this 
act, get a chance to waive it. So it just 
seems to me that there has to be an up-
date of this. The act has not been up-
dated for 23 years. It’s time to do it. 
And as the chairman of the committee 
that has jurisdiction on that, I’m glad 
to work with the chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee on this. In 
fact, I’ll work with anybody on this be-
cause I too believe that the species are 
very important, as the gentleman from 
Virginia said. But let’s do it in a way 
that protects species and does not 
harm those people that make a living 
from the land and/or the water. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise. 
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The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK) having assumed the 
chair, Mr. HURT, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 2584) making appro-
priations for the Department of the In-
terior, environment, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2012, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2587, PROTECTING JOBS 
FROM GOVERNMENT INTER-
FERENCE ACT 
Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina, from 

the Committee on Rules, submitted a 
privileged report (Rept. No. 112–183) on 
the resolution (H. Res. 372) providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2587) 
to prohibit the National Labor Rela-
tions Board from ordering any em-
ployer to close, relocate, or transfer 
employment under any circumstance, 
which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2012 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 363 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2584. 

b 2037 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2584) making appropriations for the De-
partment of the Interior, environment, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2012, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. HURT (Acting 
Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose earlier today, 
an amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS) 
was pending, and the bill had been read 
through page 9, line 12. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Rhode Island is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to support the amendment introduced 
by my friend and colleague, Ranking 
Member DICKS, and in opposition to the 
broader FY 2012 Interior appropriations 
bill. This bipartisan amendment, I be-
lieve, is critical to restoring the long-
time commitment to protecting our 
most threatened species from extinc-
tion. 

The gentleman from Virginia is abso-
lutely correct that so many of these 
species our planet actually depends on, 
and it is a symbiotic relationship that 
protects our environment. 

The language in the underlying bill 
to prevent any funds from being used 
to list new species under the Endan-
gered Species Act, I believe, is short-
sighted and only serves to punish a 
successful program for preserving crit-
ical habitats. And this language is just 
one example of the extremely harmful 
policies included in this bill. 

On the broader bill itself, and how it 
fails to help our economy and create 
jobs, I want to mention that in my 
home State of Rhode Island, our unem-
ployment rate right now continues to 
be the third-highest in the Nation, at 
10.8 percent. Right now we need invest-
ment in our infrastructure and in our 
resources to create jobs and modernize 
our communities. 

New England is home to some of the 
oldest infrastructure in the Nation, 
and it is estimated that our drinking 
water infrastructure needs will cost 
over $400 million over the next 20 
years, and that our State has $1.16 bil-
lion in unmet wastewater needs. But 
instead of addressing these needs by in-
vesting in our communities and cre-
ating new jobs, this bill slashes both 
the Clean Water and Drinking Water 
State Revolving Funds by 55 and 14 
percent, respectively, below last year’s 
levels. 

In this time of complex and conten-
tious debates about our debt and future 
fiscal security, I constantly hear my 
colleagues talk about the burden our 
actions will place on the next genera-
tion. Yet this bill would repeal and 
block implementation of two of the 
most important laws that keep our en-
vironment safe, the Clean Water and 
Clean Air Act. 

Now, what chance are we giving our 
children to grow up and flourish if we 
can’t protect the rivers and bays that 
they swim in and the water that they 
drink? 

I’m also very disappointed that this 
bill blocks the EPA from finalizing a 
rule reducing emissions of mercury 
from power plants. Now, last week, 
Members were down here on the floor 
speaking about the tiny amount of 
mercury in light bulbs. Yet, today 
these same Members are blocking a 
rule that would keep our fisheries 
healthy and safe for consumption, in 
addition to preventing 17,000 premature 
deaths each year. 

I don’t understand how my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
can be opposed to a small amount of 
mercury last week, yet today seem-
ingly have no problem, no problem 
with much larger quantities of the 
same substance, but it being allowed to 
endanger public health. 

Now, lastly, I urge my colleagues to 
fight against the nearly 80 percent cut 
in the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, the lowest amount in its 45-year 
history. As many of us are well aware, 

hunting, fishing, camping, and other 
outdoor recreation activities are a 
great benefit to our economy, bringing 
in a total of $730 billion each year and 
supporting 6.5 million jobs. 

b 2040 

These numbers bear out when you 
look at my home State of Rhode Is-
land. Each year, 163,000 sportsmen and 
436,000 wildlife watchers combine to 
spend $381 million on wildlife-associ-
ated recreation in Rhode Island. We 
have incredible national wildlife ref-
uges, which have been protected with 
LWCF funding, and which offer fami-
lies in my district an opportunity to 
enjoy beautiful parks, trails, and open 
spaces at no cost during these tough 
economic times. 

Mr. Chairman, I don’t believe that 
this bill reflects our values or our 
shared desire to preserve our beautiful 
Nation. I believe we can and we ought 
to do better for our constituents and 
for our children. I urge my colleagues 
to reject this bill and to bring a bill to 
the floor that preserves our environ-
ment, creates new jobs, and protects 
our commitment to future generations. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LANGEVIN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. I just want to commend 
the gentleman for his statement. It’s 
an outstanding statement. You covered 
this very comprehensively, especially 
the part about infrastructure. There 
was a $688 billion wastewater backlog 
during the Bush administration. We 
should be putting people to work on 
those kinds of projects. The gentleman 
is absolutely right, and I appreciate 
him being here late in the evening to 
support my amendment. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank the ranking 
member. I want to commend the gen-
tleman for sponsoring this amendment 
and for his work on the broader bill. 
This is the right thing to do, to defeat 
the broader bill here and bring a bill to 
the floor that really reflects our val-
ues. 

Again, I thank the gentleman from 
Washington State for offering this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CONAWAY. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Chairman, as has 

been spoken earlier, the Endangered 
Species Act is broken. What began as a 
tool to help scientists protect vulner-
able populations of endangered animals 
and plants has metastasized into an 
economic straitjacket from which 
there is no relief. 

To illustrate my point, I would like 
to share the stories of two species that 
make their home in west Texas: the 
Concho water snake and the dune sage-
brush lizard. 

The Concho water snake was first 
listed as threatened on September 3, 
1986. Since that time, the citizens of 
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Texas have spent millions of dollars 
complying with Federal mandates, per-
forming surveys, and generally advanc-
ing knowledge of the snake’s biology 
far beyond that which existed when the 
snake was first listed in 1986. Today, 
there is little question that the snake’s 
population is stable and exists in far 
greater numbers than during the origi-
nal listing. 

Because of this research, the service 
proposed delisting the snake on July 8, 
2008. This delisting should be a victory 
for the service and the supporters of 
the Endangered Species Act. Instead, it 
has collapsed into a maddening, sad-
dening caricature of endless govern-
ment bureaucracy. 

During a federally mandated 10-year 
study of the snake, researchers caught 
and released 9,000 individual snakes. 
The data collected was the basis for the 
Texas Parks and Wildlife Commission’s 
decision to remove the snake from 
their threatened species list in August 
2000. At that time, Fish and Wildlife 
declined to delist the species, instead 
requesting an additional population vi-
ability study to be conducted, with, of 
course, updated data. 

Eight years later, in July of ’08, the 
service finally issued a formal delisting 
proposal after what must have been an 
exhaustive, thorough, and detailed re-
view of all of the best available 
science. Unfortunately, as of today, the 
service still has not completed action 
on its own proposal. Today, to the best 
of my knowledge, the final delisting 
rule is hung up somewhere with the 
lawyers in the solicitor’s office of Fish 
and Wildlife. 

It is inexcusable that this snake per-
sists on the endangered species list. Its 
continued inclusion on the list rep-
resents a significant commitment of 
Federal, State, and local tax dollars. 
At a time when our financial commit-
ments are under a strain at every level 
of government, dollars are wasted be-
cause of the failure of Fish and Wildlife 
to make a final decision on their own 
recommendation. 

But beyond the dollars wasted while 
protecting a species that the service 
supports delisting, I’m more concerned 
about the long-term impact this non- 
decision has on the public’s trust in 
our Federal Government. By proposing 
and then failing to delist a species, the 
service is undermining the very reputa-
tion it relies on when it hands down 
drastic and painful mandates some-
times needed to protect a species on 
the brink of extinction. The dunes 
sagebrush lizard is just one such spe-
cies whose protection will require the 
service to demand significant and cost-
ly compliance measures from the land-
owners and communities where this liz-
ard exists. 

Unfortunately, it’s also a species 
that has a paltry amount of science be-
hind the support of its listing. In 
Texas, there are but a handful of places 
that anyone has looked for the lizard, 
and the service is unable to answer 
basic questions as to how many lizards 

exist today or how many are needed to 
support a viable population of these liz-
ards. 

This might not stir up much trouble, 
except that the dune sagebrush lizard 
lives above one of the most productive 
oil and gas producing basins in the 
lower 48. Its inclusion on the endan-
gered species list would dramatically 
curtail oil and gas exploration across 
this vast patch of the Permian Basin 
until the Fish and Wildlife Service de-
cides on how best to proceed several 
years from now. 

The oil produced on this land pro-
vides the livelihood for hundreds of 
thousands of Texas families, millions 
of dollars of support for Texas univer-
sity and public school students and, 
most important, is used as energy by 
millions of Americans. The Fish and 
Wildlife Service has proposed closing 
this land to development based on too 
little science and too little concern for 
the economic consequences. 

I believe that the interminable delay 
in delisting the Concho water snake 
and the paltry science behind listing of 
the dune sagebrush lizard is damaging 
the service’s credibility as an honest 
steward of the powers its agents are en-
trusted with. Fair or not, the Endan-
gered Species Act as implemented by 
Fish and Wildlife is viewed in my dis-
trict as little more than a cudgel to 
beat up disfavored industries, in large 
part because the science is often shod-
dy, species are rarely delisted, and the 
mandates continue in perpetuity. I sup-
port the underlying legislation today 
because I believe it is the best short- 
term chance to correct the imbalance 
in the implementation of the Endan-
gered Species Act. 

The underlying legislation will allow 
the Fish and Wildlife Service one full 
year to clear out its backlog of Concho 
water snakes across this Nation. Free 
from new listing requirements, the 
service can focus on the recoveries of 
the species that are under its care and 
better managing the charges it already 
has. I hope that the service takes this 
year off to pay particular attention to 
the dune sagebrush lizard and work to 
understand this animal better before it 
moves to close down thousands of well 
sites across west Texas while the re-
sulting energy prices are crushing our 
constituents. 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose the gentle-
man’s amendment because the amend-
ment locks in the failed status quo for 
another year and offers communities 
around this country like mine no relief 
from the arbitrary mandates in the En-
dangered Species Act. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SABLAN. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from the Northern Mariana Islands is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
express deep concern over the alloca-
tions in H.R. 2584, the Interior and En-
vironment appropriations bill for 2012. 

To begin, the bill cuts $1.7 million for 
technical assistance and maintenance 

assistance in the United States terri-
tories. These small amounts of money 
pay big dividends in the islands. The 
Northern Marianas was just awarded 
$1.2 million in technical assistance 
funding to develop geothermal re-
sources to generate electricity. We pay 
up to 40 cents per kilowatt-hour now 
because we have to buy expensive for-
eign oil to power our generators. Tech-
nical assistance funds are helping to 
develop our own domestic energy re-
sources; and cutting these funds sends 
us in the wrong direction, back into 
the arms of foreign oil interests. 

I do appreciate the small increases in 
the bill to fund water and sewer 
projects in the Northern Mariana Is-
lands and the other territories. I am 
disappointed, however, that the bill 
targets the Environmental Protection 
Agency for overall cuts in the funding 
that provides Federal assistance to en-
sure clean air and water for all Ameri-
cans. 

As the ranking member of the Fish-
eries, Wildlife, Oceans and Insular Af-
fairs Subcommittee, which has juris-
diction over the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, I am also troubled over the al-
locations in this bill which would be 
devastating for the environment and 
for the preservation of America’s nat-
ural heritage. H.R. 2584 provides inad-
equate funding for the Fish and Wild-
life Service at levels 21 percent below 
fiscal year 2011 and 30 percent below 
the President’s fiscal year 2012 request. 

The bill cuts provide a meager $22 
million in funding for the State and 
tribal wildlife grants program, 64 per-
cent below fiscal year 2011, and 77 per-
cent below the fiscal year 2012 Presi-
dent’s request. This is a program that 
makes small investments now to avoid 
large expenses later. It provides money 
to States and tribes to take voluntary 
conservation actions to stabilize de-
clining fish and wildlife populations 
now, and this helps avoid endangered 
species listings later. In my district, 
these grants help implement our wild-
life action plan, conserving wildlife 
and, I might add, creating jobs. 

The bill also cuts the Fish and Wild-
life Service’s cooperative landscape 
conservation and adaptive science pro-
gram 35 percent below the fiscal year 
2011 levels and 47 percent below the fis-
cal year 2012 President’s budget. This 
program supports the work of Federal, 
State, tribal, and local partners to de-
velop strategies to address climate im-
pacts on wildlife on local and regional 
scales. 

b 2050 

The Northern Mariana Islands and 
other insular areas are on the front 
line of climate change. We face the im-
pacts of sea level rise, ocean acidifica-
tion, and increasing typhoon intensity. 
We need this program to develop 
science-based tools and solutions to 
conserve natural resources and help us 
adapt to the many negative effects 
coming at us as the Earth grows hot-
ter. H.R. 2584 also cuts funding for the 
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National Wildlife Refuge System to 7 
percent below fiscal year 2011 and 9 per-
cent below the 2012 request. 

The National Wildlife Refuge System 
is the world’s finest network of pro-
tected lands and waters. We have ref-
uges in every State and in nearly every 
territory, including the Northern Mar-
iana Islands. These refuges conserve 
our fish and wildlife resources, but 
they also have a huge economic ben-
efit. Millions of people visit refuges 
each year to hunt, fish, and observe 
wildlife. The refuge system generates 
$1.7 billion in sales for local commu-
nities and creates nearly 27,000 jobs an-
nually. Every dollar spent in the refuge 
system by the Federal Government re-
turns about $4 to local communities, 
and we can assume that every dollar 
we cut means $4 less for our local com-
munities. 

I have introduced legislation, H.R. 
2236, that would generate funds for the 
refuges separate from the appropria-
tions through the sale of semipostal 
stamps to address operations and main-
tenance backlog, but this is no sub-
stitute for money being cut in H.R. 
2584. 

Also cut is the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund, which is used to ac-
quire lands and conservation ease-
ments from willing sellers and land-
owners to provide operational effi-
ciencies and connectivity within the 
refuges. 

At a Fisheries, Wildlife, Oceans and 
Insular Affairs Subcommittee hearing 
this year, we heard from stakeholders 
as diverse as Defenders of Wildlife and 
the National Rifle Association who rec-
ognize the importance of the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund, which, I 
might add, is generated by offshore oil 
and gas drilling revenues. H.R. 2584 
provides only $15 million to this pro-
gram, 73 percent below fiscal year 2011 
levels and 89 percent below the fiscal 
year 2012 President’s request. 

I strongly oppose H.R. 2584, which 
rolls back necessary funding to support 
hunters, fishermen, recreationists, and 
local communities who depend on the 
environment for their livelihoods and 
which undermines ongoing conserva-
tion, public health, and environmental 
protection for all Americans. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise today in support of this amend-
ment, which I have cosponsored, that 
would remove a rider from this bill 
that would seriously compromise the 
effectiveness of the landmark Endan-
gered Species Act, which was signed 
into law almost 40 years ago in 1973. 

The extinction rider in this bill is a 
sweeping action that will prevent the 
Fish and Wildlife Service from spend-
ing any money on listing new plants 
and animals under the Endangered Spe-

cies Act, designating critical habitat, 
or upgrading species from threatened 
to endangered. At the same time, the 
bill maintains funding for delisting 
species, creating an incomplete and 
lopsided endangered species policy. 

Mr. Chairman, my constituents in 
Bucks County, Pennsylvania, and the 
American people support the important 
mission of the ESA, and it’s not hard 
to see why. Preserving animals and 
plants brings countless benefits to peo-
ple, and a loss of a species can have 
dangerous and expensive consequences 
in the future. For example, the U.S. 
Geological Survey recently estimated 
that the loss of bats in North America 
would cost agricultural producers near-
ly $4 billion per year, including those 
in my district. We also never know 
which species of plants and animals 
may be important in developing life-
saving medicines in the future. 

But the ESA’s primary success to 
date has been to prevent the extinction 
of hundreds of species, including the 
American alligator, grizzly bear, and 
gray wolf. Indeed, less than two dozen 
species have gone extinct under the 
act, and most of these species were al-
ready doomed to extinction by the 
time they were listed. 

Perhaps the most iconic among these 
species saved by the act is our national 
symbol, the bald eagle. On June 20, 
1782, our Founding Fathers adopted the 
bald eagle as our national emblem. On 
the backs of many of our coins we see 
an eagle with outspread wings. On the 
Great Seal of the United States, on the 
seal of this very House of Representa-
tives, and in many places which are ex-
ponents of our Nation’s authority, we 
see the same emblem. 

Living as it does on the tops of lofty 
mountains and in river valleys as close 
as the Potomac, the eagle represents 
freedom. However, by the mid-20th cen-
tury, the bald eagle was severely 
threatened and reduced to just 400 
nesting pairs. Bald eagles were de-
clared an endangered species in 1967 in 
the lower 48 States under a less cohe-
sive, less effective act. Then the ESA 
was signed into law. As a result of this, 
on July 4, 1976, the U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service officially listed the bald 
eagle as a national endangered species. 
And thanks to the Endangered Species 
Act, the Fish and Wildlife Service up-
graded the bald eagle to threatened 
status in the lower 48 States in 1995 and 
officially removed it from the nation-
wide list in 2007. Today, after decades 
of conservation effort, the Interior De-
partment reports that there are some 
10,000 nesting pairs for us and for fu-
ture generations to cherish. Because, 
in large part, of the ESA, my children 
have had the chance to see a bald eagle 
in its natural habitat. 

This amendment will remove the 
funding restriction on the listing and 
limit the funding to what has been 
spent on these activities in recent 
years. Additionally, the overall funding 
amount for the ESA and related pro-
grams of $138 million is significantly 

less than in past years, including in fis-
cal year 2008. 

Mr. Chairman, decisions about wild-
life management should be made by 
scientists, not by politicians. Pre-
venting listing is not the answer. We 
must allow the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service to do their job and protect spe-
cies while making improvements to in-
crease the efficiency of this crucial 
program. 

As I close, I implore my colleagues to 
imagine if the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service had been restricted from list-
ing the American bald eagle. This ma-
jestic creature, without corrective 
measures, would have been lost only to 
books and to our national memory. 

We have a responsibility to prevent 
the extinction of fish, plants, and wild-
life because once they’re gone, they’re 
gone forever and we can’t bring them 
back. 

I urge support for this amendment. 
Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. I yield to the 

gentleman from Washington. 
Mr. DICKS. I just want to commend 

the gentleman for an incredibly com-
prehensive, thoughtful, and credible 
presentation. 

You mentioned the bald eagle. Just a 
few weeks ago, my grandchildren were 
out at Hood Canal, where I live, and on 
the beach three bald eagles came down 
and landed. It was one of the most re-
markable things I have ever seen. And 
I just want to thank the gentleman for 
his support, his cosponsorship of this 
amendment. And I appreciate your 
credibility and your forthrightness. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I yield to the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I just 
want to say, because the gentleman 
made a very good remark, but since 
we’re talking about bald eagles, in our 
State they’re around, and I would in-
vite the gentleman to come to where I 
live in the desert in central Wash-
ington where every fall and winter we 
see bald eagles. They are truly a majes-
tic bird. 

But the point is, again—and I really 
thank the gentleman for yielding—this 
debate is not about the Endangered 
Species Act. This debate here is about 
trying to get people together so we can 
make the Endangered Species Act work 
in a way that will be beneficial to ev-
erybody, so that we can repeat the suc-
cesses that we have had, albeit the suc-
cesses are only 20 species; but, never-
theless, we ought to be working that 
way rather than restricting and having 
restrictions as the current act is. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s remarks. I appreciate the 
invitation. And the way to amend the 
act is in regular order, not in appro-
priation. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

(On request of Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, and by unanimous consent, Mr. 
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FITZPATRICK was allowed to proceed for 
30 additional seconds.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I appreciate the 
invitation, but the way to amend the 
act is in regular order in the com-
mittee, not necessarily through the ap-
propriations process. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I yield to the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. As I 
mentioned in my remarks when I 
spoke, that certainly is the intent of 
the committee that I chair that has ju-
risdiction. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has again expired. 

b 2100 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, the amendment before us 
today corrects a terrible flaw in the 
underlying bill, a provision that pro-
hibits the endangered species from 
being listed as endangered. This provi-
sion is so bad that it would be funny 
but for the dangerous effect it would 
have on imperiled species on the brink 
of extinction and struggling to survive. 

The previous speaker was eloquent in 
his discussion about the bald eagle. 
Let’s think about what would have 
happened had this measure been law 44 
years ago. The American bald eagle, 
our national bird and symbol, would be 
gone. In the 1960s, there were less than 
450 nesting pairs of bald eagles. But 
thanks to the Endangered Species Act, 
this national symbol was removed from 
the endangered species list in 2007. And 
now there are nearly 10,000 nesting pair 
of bald eagles. 

Maybe some of my colleagues side 
with those who wanted our national 
bird to be a turkey. But I think I speak 
for most Americans when I say that I 
am proud that we saved this national 
treasure, the American bald eagle, 
from extinction. 

Had this rider been the law of the 
land in 1979, the American alligator 
would most likely be gone. But because 
of the ESA protections, the American 
alligator population has grown to more 
than 2 million and continues to thrive, 
helping local economies throughout 
the southeast. 

The Aleutian goose is another exam-
ple of the success of the Endangered 
Species Act. Back in 1967, there were 
no more than a few hundred of these 
birds. But thanks to the ESA, the Aleu-
tian goose was fully recovered and suc-
cessfully delisted in 2001, with a popu-
lation of more than 100,000 birds in 2008. 
So successful was the ESA recovery ef-
fort that the Aleutian goose is not only 
thriving, but also being hunted in my 
district. Just this past hunting season 
alone, 1,700 acres of land were made 
available to hunters by the California 
Department of Fish and Game, not 

only pleasing the hunters, but helping 
the local economy as well. 

Other animals that have made a tre-
mendous recovery while listed under 
the Endangered Species Act include the 
California condor, the black-footed fer-
ret, and the whooping crane. And of 
great importance to my district, we are 
seeing signs of healthy recovery for 
ESA-listed salmon. This impacts other 
fishing States as well. 

Ironically, this deeply flawed provi-
sion does allow funding for the Fish 
and Wildlife Service to delist recovered 
species under the act. However, you 
can’t remove protections for recovered 
species unless they are listed as endan-
gered in the first place and a successful 
recovery plan is implemented. This 
measure puts the cart before the horse. 

Our bipartisan amendment, which is 
supported by more than 60 organiza-
tions, would strike this extreme provi-
sion. It is our responsibility to be good 
stewards of this Earth and prevent the 
extinction of wildlife, plants, and fish. 
The sad truth is that once we lose a 
species, we will never get it back. 
That’s why we need to allow for 
science-based policies and recovery 
plans for imperiled species instead of 
allowing politics to drive listing deci-
sions and activities. 

I recognize that some of my col-
leagues have strong objections to the 
Endangered Species Act. But placing a 
spending rider on this year’s Interior 
appropriation bill is not the answer. If 
real reform is needed, then let’s have 
an honest debate in the authorizing 
committee to look at what is working 
and what’s not working under the En-
dangered Species Act. And let’s fix it. 

That’s a far wiser course than includ-
ing an extreme policy change that goes 
back on America’s promise to protect 
our most vulnerable animals and 
plants and would not be supported by 
the American public. 

I ask that we support the Dicks 
amendment, this bipartisan amend-
ment, and make sure that we take this 
extreme policy out of the underlying 
bill. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I ap-
preciate the gentleman’s closing re-
marks when he said this is not the 
proper venue to address the Endan-
gered Species Act. That has been my 
argument, too. I think it should be 
done in the authorizing committee. 

But the fact of the matter is there is 
no incentive for the stakeholders to sit 
down if we continue to kick the ball 
ahead and not seriously look at the En-
dangered Species Act. 

As the chairman said very well in his 
remarks, this is simply a shot across 
the bow, not only on this, but on other 
authorized programs. So we are not 
picking on these. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

(On request of Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, and by unanimous consent, Mr. 

THOMPSON of California was allowed to 
proceed for 1 additional minute.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I 
thank the gentleman. 

This is a shot. It is a shot at the en-
dangered species. You and I both know 
how important this is in regard to the 
salmon in our district, something that 
is very, very important, something 
that is important to our economy and 
something that is important to the 
ecology of not only our State but the 
ecology of the Nation. We need to work 
together, and I can suggest that we re-
move this and get to working together. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. We 
share that concern about the salmon. I 
would point out to the gentleman that 
the salmon runs in the Snake River 
and the tributaries are coming back in 
greater number, which would suggest 
that the species is being recovered. And 
yet we are waiting for a judge to make 
a decision. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Re-
member, you are very well aware of the 
salmon issue and how there have been 
a number of attempts over the matter 
of water that, if they had been success-
ful, had it not been for the Endangered 
Species Act, there wouldn’t be any fish, 
because without water, as you know, 
there are no fish. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. If the 
gentleman will continue to yield, I 
can’t argue with the gentleman. I’m 
simply saying we need to look at this. 
It has been 23 years. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from California has again 
expired. 

(On request of Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, and by unanimous consent, Mr. 
THOMPSON of California was allowed to 
proceed for 30 additional seconds.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I 
thank the gentleman. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. The 
argument is not about the Endangered 
Species Act. The argument is about the 
serious business of sitting down and re-
authorizing an act that has not been 
reauthorized since the 1980s. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I sug-
gest we do it in the authorizing bill. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I to-
tally agree with you, and I said that in 
the opening remarks. The gentleman 
from Washington suggested that, and I 
totally agree with him. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DENT. I rise tonight in support 
of the Dicks-Fitzpatrick amendment. I 
voted for this same language in the Ap-
propriations Committee markup a few 
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weeks ago, and we have all heard some 
pretty compelling arguments here to-
night about some challenges with the 
Endangered Species Act. And as has 
been previously stated by Mr. THOMP-
SON and others here tonight, I agree 
with those who said that the proper 
venue for this discussion is in the au-
thorizing committee. I have great con-
fidence in Chairman HASTINGS, that he 
would take a thoughtful and sincere 
look at the act to make reforms that I 
think many people would agree are 
needed. But again, I don’t think this is 
the right place to do it. 

Again, I support the underlying bill. 
I think overall this legislation, this In-
terior bill, while it is not everything to 
everybody, and certainly the funding 
levels might not be where some people 
would like, Chairman SIMPSON has 
done a commendable job putting a bill 
together. 

But I think this language in the un-
derlying bill should be stricken as pro-
posed by Mr. DICKS and Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, and so I urge my col-
leagues to support the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Wisconsin is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, as one of 
the former cochairs of the Congres-
sional Sportsmen Caucus, and very ac-
tive in that organization, I rise in sup-
port of the Dicks amendment and in 
opposition to the underlying bill. 

It is unfortunate that Ranking Mem-
ber DICKS has to offer an amendment in 
order to strip out a policy rider of this 
magnitude in an appropriation bill. We 
just had a short discussion about how 
this would be more appropriate in the 
authorizing committee for a further 
vetting of this issue. And I think there 
are some legitimate issues that we 
need to get into, but not in the appro-
priation bill. This is one of many pol-
icy riders that have been jammed into 
this appropriation bill, from the as-
sault on the Clean Air and Clean Water 
Acts to allowing mining near the 
Grand Canyon, one of the great natural 
treasures we have as a Nation, and on 
and on and on. And this extension rider 
that was included in the base bill 
would prevent the Fish and Wildlife 
Service from spending money, any 
money, on the listing of new animals 
or plants under the Endangered Species 
Act. 

So to claim that this doesn’t directly 
affect and attack the Endangered Spe-
cies Act tonight is mind-boggling to 
me. 

And yet in my home district in west-
ern Wisconsin, a very beautiful na-
tional wildlife refuge, the Necedah 
Wildlife Refuge, with three endangered 
species located there—from the gray 
wolf to the cardinal blue butterfly to 
the whooping crane—because of the 
protection that they have had, they are 
now increasing in population. The wolf 
to the extent that they are on the 

verge of being delisted in Wisconsin, 
another success story. And the whoop-
ing crane is making a resurgence, all 
because of the protections afforded 
under the Endangered Species Act. 

And now to claim in this bill that we 
are going to prevent additional funding 
in order to locate those species, wheth-
er animal or plant or fish, from falling 
under the protection, this is not the 
appropriate vehicle. But there is even 
more in this legislation that’s dis-
concerting. The deep cuts to long- 
standing conservation, the Land and 
Water Conservation Program that has 
traditionally enjoyed bipartisan sup-
port, is deeply disturbing—an 80 per-
cent proposed cut to the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund. 

b 2110 

And I’m glad that the committee ear-
lier this night adopted the Bass amend-
ment to at least restore $20 million to 
the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund. But why are we cutting anything 
from that vital program? This isn’t 
even funded by the taxpayers. 

This comes from oil royalties from a 
grand bargain that we struck with oil 
and gas companies so they can explore 
and extract these natural resources 
from our public lands. They agreed 
that for the right of doing that, they 
would contribute to the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund, funds that 
would be used then for the enhance-
ment of conservation programs and the 
protection and preservation of public 
lands in this country. And to come 
with a bill now to cut 80 percent of 
that out of oil royalties does not make 
sense. Or, the 7.5 percent under the 
Wildlife Refuge System. 

I know Chairman DICKS has been a 
champion of the refuge system for 
many years. It’s a system that affects 
virtually every congressional district. 
It brings countless revenue into our 
districts, plus jobs. And with the huge 
backlog of maintenance and operation, 
another 7.5 percent cut will put them 
in the hole. 

A $7 million cut from the National 
Park System budget, a 21 percent cut 
in the Fish and Wildlife Service, a 64 
percent cut in the State Wildlife 
Grants Program, yet back home some 
of the greatest conversationists that I 
know are my hunting and fishing bud-
dies, because they get it. They under-
stand if we just go and use the re-
sources and deplete it, from the wild-
life to the fish to the waterfowl, that 
there’s not going to be that rec-
reational enjoyment that so many of 
us get in the outdoor recreation com-
munity. 

That’s why it was no surprise that 
earlier this month over 640 outdoor 
recreation entities and preservation 
entities signed a letter to the chairman 
and the leadership and to everyone in 
our office decrying the spending cuts in 
these programs that we have before us 
this evening, because they know that 
these programs aren’t something you 
can just turn off like a spigot. These 

programs require the continuity of 
funding and the continuity of assist-
ance in order to make the progress 
that’s necessary. 

And so these draconian cuts that are 
being proposed right now are going to 
set back the cause of conservation, 
whether it’s wildlife or land in the 
country, for many, many years, and 
that’s unfortunate. Because these same 
people also understand the economic 
impact that these programs have. 

Outdoor recreation contributes over 
$730 billion annually to the U.S. econ-
omy. It supports over 61⁄2 million jobs. 
One out of every 20 private sector jobs 
are affiliated with outdoor recreational 
opportunity, 8 percent of consumer 
spending. In my own State of Wis-
consin, hunting and fishing alone sup-
ports over 57,000 jobs and $400 million 
in State revenue. 

So if we’re really serious about ad-
dressing the soft economy we have now 
and doing what we can to get the econ-
omy on track, creating good-paying 
jobs, this is the wrong place we should 
be looking in the budget for drastic 
cutbacks. 

I’ve been one of the leaders in this 
place for significant farm bill reform to 
get at the outdated agriculture sub-
sidies. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. KIND 
was allowed to proceed for 1 additional 
minute.) 

Mr. KIND. For years, I have been 
leading the effort for farm bill reform 
to end these taxpayer subsidies going 
to a few but large agribusinesses that 
distort the market, distort trade poli-
cies. It’s not helping our family farm-
ers. Finally discussion is starting to 
take place seriously to actually scrub 
those programs. Yet when I’ve led this 
cause in the past, I remember not too 
long ago a Member in this body ac-
cused me of being the Osama bin Laden 
of agriculture policy. Yet today, if we 
had taken actions 10 years ago when 
many of us were acting on it, maybe we 
wouldn’t be finding ourselves in this 
huge fiscal hole that we have today. 

So not only the policy riders but the 
spending cuts that are being proposed 
are the wrong direction for our Nation 
to go. It will jeopardize these vital pro-
grams—programs, again, that have en-
joyed wide bipartisan support. We 
ought not be balancing the budget on 
their backs. 

Over the last 30 years, funding for 
conservation programs has gone from 
1.7 percent of Federal funding to less 
than .6 percent. They get it at the altar 
of fiscal responsibility. We can’t go any 
deeper. 

I encourage Members to support the 
Dicks amendment and oppose the un-
derlying bill. We have to do a better 
job. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PEARCE. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Mexico is recognized for 5 
minutes. 
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Mr. PEARCE. Thank you, Mr. Chair-

man. 
I reluctantly rise to oppose the gen-

tleman from Washington’s amendment 
and support the underlying bill. A lot 
of compelling arguments have been 
made tonight to support the Endan-
gered Species Act without interrup-
tion. They talk about the bald eagle 
and the compelling story about seeing 
those magnificent birds, and those are 
visual images that we all like. 

But there’s a side to the Endangered 
Species Act that is not being told. 
That’s the side where one group just 
this year filed 1,000 petitions at one 
time to list new species. They know 
that their lawyers get reimbursed from 
the Federal Government every time 
they bring suit, and so they’re happy to 
bring these actions which are destroy-
ing jobs in the West. 

For instance, in the Second District 
of New Mexico, a suggested listing was 
given this year on the sand dune lizard, 
a small brown lizard that I’ve seen in 
the sand hills since I was going up 
there. They were plentiful then; 
they’re about the same number now, 
but they have been listed as endan-
gered. 

And people didn’t think much of it. 
And then they began to read the re-
ports that anything that disturbs the 
surface of the ground would represent a 
potential threat to the habitat of the 
lizard and would thereby be prohibited. 

Disturb the ground, they ask. What 
does that mean? Well, that means oil 
and gas activity. That means that $2.8 
billion investment for nuclear enrich-
ment that is taking place in southern 
Lea County, just taking place now, cre-
ating jobs for the first time in the nu-
clear industry that has been dormant 
for 30 years, would be shut down be-
cause they disturb the ground. 

It would stop the high line wires 
from being put up and the electric util-
ity crews from driving to the home-
steads miles and miles away from the 
nearest town because they would dis-
turb the ground. They could not even 
check the power lines to make sure 
electricity is going to these remote 
areas. 

This is the Endangered Species Act 
that we’re seeing. 

People would come to me in disbelief 
and say, Mr. PEARCE, it is not true? 
They couldn’t kill our jobs with a liz-
ard, could they? What about us as hu-
mans? What do they say? 

I said, Take a look at the San Joa-
quin Valley. Twenty-seven thousand 
farmers put out of work with a 2-inch 
Delta smelt that we could have kept 
alive in holding ponds and bred by the 
millions and put into the rivers and go 
ahead and use the rivers for irrigation. 
But instead, a judge found that we had 
to shut down the entire agricultural 
product. 

We began to import vegetables from 
areas that spray contaminants that we 
are not allowed to use in this Nation, a 
less safe food supply. We kill 27,000 
jobs. We caused jobs to be created 

somewhere else, less safe food supply, 
all for a 2-inch minnow that could have 
been kept alive in some other fashion. 

We also have a Lesser prairie-chicken 
that threatens the oil and gas jobs in 
our area. They’re saying that the bird 
might not fly under or over those lines, 
so we can’t put up electric lines across. 
Then, bury the lines, people say. Well, 
then the lizard wouldn’t go across the 
area that’s been disturbed by burying 
the lines. 

It’s easy to see why people are saying 
that the Endangered Species Act is not 
functioning properly and we’ve got to 
stop it. We are spending $3.5 trillion a 
year in our government and we’re 
bringing in $2.2 trillion. Part of the 
problem is we’ve killed enough of our 
jobs, we’ve killed enough of our econ-
omy that we’re in severe debt and def-
icit crisis. 

Now, one of the problems is we’ve 
systematically eliminated the timber 
industry because of a spotted owl. We 
eliminated those 27,000 farmer jobs in 
the San Joaquin Valley. We’ve got the 
salmon swimming upstream, and now 
it’s threatening that we’ve got to tear 
down all the hydroelectric dams. And 
the list goes on and on. 

It is time for us to say that we can 
preserve the species and create jobs at 
the same time. That’s not an unreason-
able request. But to those lawyers 
making $350 a hour, they don’t care if 
it’s reasonable or not. To the Fish and 
Wildlife Service, they arrogantly told 
the people in New Mexico, No, we 
didn’t do an economic study to see the 
cost on the jobs. We’re not required to. 
These are things that are making peo-
ple say enough is enough. 

It’s in my district that 900 people 
showed up to protest at one of the 
hearings on the listing of the lizard; 900 
people coming out, and the Fish and 
Wildlife Service came to me in nerv-
ousness before the meeting and said, 
Would you speak to those who couldn’t 
get into the meeting? They’re agitated. 
I said, People do get agitated when you 
start killing their careers, when you 
start taking the jobs away from them. 

There’s a side to the Endangered Spe-
cies Act that is being dealt with here 
tonight. I support the underlying bill 
and oppose the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 2120 

Mrs. CAPPS. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I am in 
favor of Mr. DICKS’ amendment to re-
move this destructive and shortsighted 
anti-wildlife rider from the underlying 
bill. 

The rider would gut the Endangered 
Species Act, as we’ve been discussing— 
a law that has worked for 40 years to 
successfully conserve our Nation’s 
plants and animals. It would do this by 
blocking the Fish and Wildlife Service 
from new listings and bar the designa-

tion of critical habitat for currently 
listed species. 

As has been said on both sides of the 
aisle this evening, this provision cre-
ates a one-way path to weakening wild-
life protections by allowing the service 
to delist and downgrade a species’ sta-
tus from endangered to threatened but 
not to list new species. Unless a species 
is listed, it receives no protection 
under the ESA. Currently, the service 
has identified over 260 species that war-
rant protection but cannot be listed 
due to a lack of Federal resources. 
That’s 260 species of plants and animals 
found across the Nation that are in 
dire need of assistance and are at risk 
of disappearing forever. 

Mr. Chairman, America’s native 
plants and animals are already in seri-
ous trouble—under constant threat 
from toxic pesticides, air and water 
pollution, habitat destruction, and cli-
mate change; but this shortsighted and 
irresponsible rider may prove to be the 
most immediate and serious threat of 
all, sending countless species into ex-
tinction and destroying America’s 
great conservation legacy. 

It is our responsibility here to pro-
tect and conserve our Nation’s most 
precious resources for future genera-
tions, and of course, that’s why the En-
dangered Species Act was written. It 
codifies our commitment to good stew-
ardship, and it preserves what we hold 
dear for the benefit of our children and 
our grandchildren. Since its initiation, 
we’ve witnessed incredible comebacks. 
Animals that were once on the verge of 
disappearing forever are thriving once 
again. 

Because of the Endangered Species 
Act and other successful partnerships, 
bald eagles have returned, not only to 
Washington State, but to the Channel 
Islands off the coast of my congres-
sional district. Just a few years ago, a 
pair of nesting bald eagles produced the 
first wild-born chicks in 50 years on 
Santa Cruz Island. 

Also on the Central Coast, we’ve seen 
California condors and peregrine fal-
cons soaring through our skies once 
again. The Guadalupe fur seal, which 
was hunted to near extinction, can now 
be seen swimming off the Channel Is-
lands. There are similar success stories 
for the southern sea otter and the blue 
whale, both found in the Central Coast 
waters of California; and the return of 
Island Foxes, whose population dropped 
down to less than 100, is now back 
above 1,200. 

Mr. Chairman, of course there are so 
many examples across the country— 
Florida panthers, gray wolves, grizzly 
bears—and hundreds more species that 
have not gone extinct after receiving 
protection under the act. These species 
can’t wait any longer, and we can’t let 
them disappear forever on our watch. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port Mr. DICKS’ amendment to strike 
this irresponsible provision in the bill. 
We can and must do better. Our chil-
dren and our grandchildren are depend-
ing upon us. 
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I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 

I move to strike the last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 

recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I rise to support 

Mr. DICKS’ idea but not the process he 
is using to get there. 

It is one of the amazing things as you 
look about the debate on this par-
ticular amendment. It’s like ships pass-
ing in the night—getting close but 
never actually touching because every-
one who has spoken so far is saying the 
same thing: that we want to have an 
Endangered Species Act that works. 
This needs to be fixed or amended and 
changed in some way to make it work 
better, to involve the entire process so 
that everyone is working towards the 
same goal; but for some reason, it flat 
out is not happening, and it’s not hap-
pening because we have violated the 
process. 

Everyone has said this is not the 
right place to try and fix the Endan-
gered Species Act. That’s also true, but 
it’s the only process that’s allowed be-
cause we have violated our own intent. 
Appropriators are supposed to appro-
priate funds to programs. Authorizers 
are supposed to create the programs 
and then every so often reauthorize 
those programs to make changes based 
on the need or to make sure that we 
are moving in the proper direction. 

Let me introduce you, or at least re-
mind you, of John Gochnauer—one of 
my favorite baseball players at the 
turn of the century with the Cleveland 
Indians. He was good enough to play 
regular shortstop for Cleveland, al-
though the first year he played he com-
mitted 48 errors, and his batting aver-
age was 187. He was still good enough 
to stay around for the next year when, 
this time, his errors were just slightly 
under 100—he had a hard time hitting 
the first baseman when he threw—and 
his batting average was, once again, 
187. 

I say that specifically because the 
most inept player ever to put on spikes 
and play Major League Baseball had a 
batting average of 187. The Endangered 
Species Act has listed over 2,000 species 
and saved 21 for a batting average of 10 
if you round up. It’s actually .009. That 
clearly indicates we can do better, and 
we need to do better. 

So the question has to simply be why 
aren’t we doing better? Why can’t we 
fix this problem and have a better suc-
cess rate? 

The answer is very simple: 
For 23 years, we have put riders on 

this particular appropriations act to 
fully fund the old program, which has 
prohibited the authorizing committee 
to ever get people together to make the 
program better. 

Chairman HASTINGS has simply said 
his goal is to provide a process that im-
proves the system—and there is room 
for improvement of the system—but to 
do that, you’ve got to get the players 
to sit down in the authorizing commit-
tees where this is supposed to be 

worked out. The Endangered Species 
Act needs to be expanded, needs to be 
fixed, needs to zero in to create people 
working together for a common goal. 

I am actually grateful for Represent-
ative DICKS and Representative SIMP-
SON and what they have done in this 
bill. This amendment in the underlying 
bill does not destroy the Endangered 
Species Act. It doesn’t even cut the 
funding for those species that are al-
ready being worked on. All it does is 
provide a change in the process to in-
sist that people have to do what we 
should have been doing for the last 23 
years—going to the authorizing com-
mittee and fixing the act, not just 
kicking the can down the road by fund-
ing it year, after year, after year, after 
year, while only 21 species have recov-
ered over the 2,000 that could have and 
should have been. 

I’m sorry. That’s what everyone is 
saying. We all want species to be pre-
served and recovered, but we all are 
failing in the process, and after 23 
years, we should have learned what we 
have been doing in the past doesn’t 
work. Maybe if we went back to the 
way the system was intended to be and 
was designed to function, we could ac-
tually move forward in this entire 
issue, which, oddly enough, is what ev-
eryone is saying. 

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

Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Washington 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DICKS. I will do this very brief-

ly. 
As I recall, from 1995 to 2007, the 

other side—the majority party today— 
was the majority party then, and I 
don’t remember any great effort on the 
Endangered Species Act. I welcome it. 
I welcome that any act can be made 
better. Now you guys are in charge 
again, and you have another oppor-
tunity. I believe Mr. BISHOP has been 
on the committee for quite a long time. 
I’m going to go look in his reform bill 
in the RECORD to see what has been 
happening here. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington State, from the Nat-
ural Resources Committee. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s re-
marks. I would remind him, from the 
time that we did get control of Con-
gress in 1995 until your side gained con-
trol after the 2006 election, that was 
the issue that the then-chairman—the 
last chairman of the Natural Resources 
Committee, Richard Pombo from Cali-
fornia—was working on. As a matter of 
fact, I think it was in 2005 that we did 
pass ES reform out of this House. 

b 2130 
It did not go anyplace in the other 

body. So history tends to repeat itself. 

Mr. DICKS. Former Senator Kemp-
thorne worked on it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. He 
did, as did Senator CRAPO from Idaho. 

Here is the problem: The problem is 
that through all of the efforts of Chair-
man Pombo of trying to get this en-
acted and he couldn’t get it through 
the Senate, then you know what the 
Appropriations Committee did? 

Mr. DICKS. Reclaiming my time, be-
cause I can’t go on forever, I just would 
say nobody is stopping you. Hold your 
hearings. Have your meetings. Bring up 
the witnesses, but don’t stop listing 260 
candidate species until you get the job 
done. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I’ve 

been chairman now for a little over 6 
months. I have every intention to do 
that, and I want to work with the gen-
tleman on this. 

Mr. DICKS. I want to be involved in 
this. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Idaho, my good friend and the 
chairman and former ranking member, 
one of the best ranking members I’ve 
ever had. 

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

Mr. BISHOP had it exactly right. We 
all want the same thing. We want the 
Endangered Species Act, but we want 
the Endangered Species Act to work. 
And as you mentioned, Senator Kemp-
thorne worked on it very hard, got it 
through the Senate when he was a Sen-
ator before he became Governor of 
Idaho. And it was some Republicans 
frankly in the House that stopped it 
because they didn’t think it went far 
enough. 

Unfortunately, if we just continue to 
do what we’ve done in the past, we’re 
going to get exactly what we’ve gotten 
in the past, and that is no incentive for 
people to sit down and say we’ve got to 
work on this and we’ve got to get it 
done. And that’s all we’re trying to do. 

Mr. MORAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the ranking 
member. 

Mr. MORAN. I do think it might be 
instructive that Mr. Pombo is no 
longer among our ranks and the prin-
ciple reason is the Endangered Species 
Act authorization that he attempted to 
write which was so destructive of the 
original intent of the Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1965, and it was a Repub-
lican Senate that defeated it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I just 
want to respond to my friend from Vir-
ginia. 

The bill passed, if my memory serves 
me correctly, with bipartisan support. 

But, yes, of course there are political 
risks in doing whatever we’re doing in 
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this body; and we all face that. After 
all, this is the people’s government. 
But the point is it needs—and we’ve 
been saying over and over, the ESA 
needs to be updated. 

It’s been 23 years, for goodness sake. 
Mr. DICKS. No one is objecting. I 

agree. We should look at how to im-
prove the ESA. I don’t like to hear 
these examples of where the process 
has not been able to be worked out. I 
have had to go through this as you 
have in the Pacific Northwest with the 
spotted owl, the marbled murrelet, 
salmon, et cetera. Now, those are start-
ing to recover. We’re making some 
progress, but I still believe we can 
make this act better. 

I just think by taking out the ability 
to list and to have critical habitat, 
we’re risking some of these species 
that are close to extinction. 

And remember this: it’s also about 
biodiversity, the web of life. We don’t 
know how all of these things relate and 
whether something can be created, a 
medicine that could save lives in the 
future. And that’s why trying to pro-
tect these species is an important 
thing. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from Washington has ex-
pired. 

(On request of Mr. SIMPSON, and by 
unanimous consent, Mr. DICKS was al-
lowed to proceed for 1 additional 
minute.) 

Mr. DICKS. It’s important for civili-
zation, for humanity. We’re creatures 
here, too. We depend on a lot of other 
animals in order to survive. And so this 
goes beyond just a legislative ‘‘it’s dif-
ficult.’’ This is down and dirty. This is 
very important. This is very important 
to survival. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DICKS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Idaho. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I don’t disagree with 
anything the gentleman just said. It’s 
also important to remember that this 
amendment would take the caps off 
that have been in place since President 
Clinton and would undermine the Fish 
and Wildlife Service’s budget to a great 
degree because it would then be con-
trolled by the courts and by lawsuits. 
That’s not where we want to go. 

Mr. DICKS. We’ll fix it in conference. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chair, I rise in support 

of the Dicks-Fitzpatrick-Thompson-Hanabusa 
amendment to delete the Extinction Rider that 
was improperly added to this legislation. This 
rider, which has no place in an appropriation 
bill, prevents the Fish and Wildlife Service 
from spending any money on listing new 
plants and animals under the Endangered 
Species Act, designating critical habitat, or up-
grading species from threatened to endan-
gered. 

This is a big deal to me because Hawaii 
happens to have the highest number of en-
dangered species of any state in the nation. 
This is due, in large part, to the unique spe-
cies that evolved in Hawaii because of its lo-
cation 2,400 miles from the nearest land 

mass. In fact, Hawaii’s 33 endangered bird 
species represent 42 percent of the U.S. bird 
species listed as endangered. All of these live 
in my district. For example, we have a beau-
tiful endangered forest bird called the Hawaii 
‘Akepa. Thanks to the Endangered Species 
Act, the populations of this bird are currently 
stable on Hawaii Island, although it is very 
rare on the island of Maui. The ‘Akepa and the 
other 32 Hawaiian bird species listed as en-
dangered are threatened by loss of habitat, a 
warming climate, and the onslaught of intro-
duced species. 

In fact, 69 of the 265 candidate species for 
addition to the Endangered Species Act—26 
percent—are found in Hawaii. Most, like the 
‘Akepa, are found nowhere else in the world. 

Another example of an Endangered Species 
Act success is the threatened Hawaiian green 
sea turtle—or honu as we call it in Hawaii. In 
the 1970s, before being listed, the Hawaiian 
green sea turtle was in steep decline because 
it was regularly hunted and eaten. Since being 
protected by the Endangered Species Act, the 
numbers of green sea turtles have increased 
dramatically—by 53 percent over the past 25 
years! Despite this success, the honu remains 
vulnerable because its primary nesting habitat 
in the Northwestern Hawaiian Islands could be 
lost to sea level rise caused by climate 
change. 

As members of Congress, we have a spe-
cial responsibility to protect and be stewards 
of the land, the water, the air, and the species 
with which we share this world. There is no re-
covery from extinction. Each time we lose a 
unique creature or plant that evolved over 
thousands or millions of years, we make the 
world a poorer place and rob future genera-
tions. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chair, I rise today to 
defend our democracy from the egregious at-
tacks on our legislative process that are abun-
dant in the underlying legislation. The FY 2012 
Interior Appropriations bill is rife with policy rid-
ers that legislate on an appropriations bill, 
which is in violation of Rules of the House. As 
a long serving Member of the House Rules 
Committee, I have seen a fair share of policy 
riders attached to legislation, but never in the 
history of my time here in the House have I 
seen such blatant disregard for the House 
rules and departure from regular legislative 
order. 

There are dozens of these anti-environment 
policy riders—or should I say these pro-indus-
try earmarks that are included in the under-
lying legislation. There is an entire stand-alone 
bill included in this must-pass legislation—an 
entire bill that couldn’t muster enough support 
to be passed into law on its own virtues—that 
is standing in our way from funding the gov-
ernment in the upcoming fiscal year. 

Last Thursday in the Rules Committee I of-
fered a motion to amend the rule to strike the 
waiver that protects these offensive riders 
from points of order. If the Majority had voted 
in support of regular order and adopted my 
amendment, the Members of this House would 
have had the opportunity to raise points of 
order against these assaults on our environ-
ment here on the floor and strike them from 
the bill. Predictably, though, my motion failed 
on a party-line vote. 

If the Majority had followed regular and 
adopted my amendment to the rule in Com-
mittee, Members of the House could have 
been able to strike riders that: 

Put more toxic mercury, arsenic, and lead 
into our air and puts our children’s health at 
risk; Allow more soot pollution in our air; 

Block EPA from moving forward with carbon 
pollution standards for new vehicles after 
2016; 

Put as many as 34,000 lives at risk; 
Threaten the health of millions of Ameri-

cans; 
Threaten the health of America’s children, 

elderly citizens and other vulnerable popu-
lations; 

Block EPA from limiting dangerous air pollu-
tion from livestock production and manure 
management; 

Ban EPA from doing its job to enforce the 
Clean Air Act in Texas; 

Exempt oil companies from complying with 
Clean Air Act standards; 

Put the drinking water of 117 million Ameri-
cans at risk; 

Prevent EPA from protecting communities’ 
clean water supplies; 

Allow unregulated discharge of pesticides 
directly into waterways; 

Threaten the health and environment of 
communities across Appalachia by blocking a 
number of protections against the destruction 
and pollution from mountaintop removal coal 
mining; 

Put thousands of people living near coal ash 
pools at risk of toxic disasters; 

Put Americans’ drinking water and water-
ways at risk of sewage and urban runoff pollu-
tion; 

Block EPA from moving forward with new 
rules to minimize the adverse environmental 
impacts of power plant cooling water intake 
structures; 

Block protections for more than 1 million 
acres of land around the Grand Canyon; 

Put public lands at risk of destruction; 
Put the Delaware Water Gap and parts of 

the Appalachian Trail at risk of development; 
and 

Put endangered species at risk of harmful 
pesticides. 

So here we are tonight, fighting for our fel-
low citizens’ right to clean air and clean drink-
ing water with one of the few tools we have 
left as the minority in the House—our voices 
and the privilege to represent our constituents 
on the House floor. We are fighting to uphold 
decades of successful, bipartisan environ-
mental laws that have protected our environ-
ment and improved our public health. 

Each policy rider goes against our nation’s 
values and our belief that we solve our tough-
est problems through shared sacrifice and 
working together. When these policy riders are 
all combined, they place a suffocating burden 
on the American people while rewarding spe-
cial interests and the lobbyists who walk these 
halls. 

Under this bill, the nation’s clean air protec-
tions would be devastated, leaving our chil-
dren exposed to life-threatening pollution. This 
bill would cause hundreds of thousands more 
Americans to suffer from the dangerous and 
deadly impacts of air pollution. The bill’s policy 
riders prevent the EPA from doing its job to 
protect public health and won’t cut one dime 
from the deficit. 

The EPA has been actively engaged in 
helping clean up the air in Tonawanda, New 
York, which I proudly represent, and I stand 
by the agency’s ability to continue doing the 
good work to improve the quality of life for 
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those residents. Rolling back the Clean Air 
Act, as is proposed under this legislation, will 
lead to more air pollution, more hospital visits 
and more deaths. We must support the Clean 
Air Act so that all Americans can breathe easi-
er. 

I will mention one more of these abhorrent 
policy riders that should be struck from the bill. 
There is a rider in this legislation that will ef-
fectively open up a million acres of national 
forest and other public land around Grand 
Canyon National Park to new uranium mining 
claims. Democrats have concerns about main-
taining the integrity of the Grand Canyon and 
the effect of uranium mining on water quality, 
not to mention the spectacle of auctioning off 
a national treasure with the proceeds going to 
mostly foreign-owned entities, including Rus-
sia’s state atomic energy corporation and 
South Korea’s state-owned utility. America is 
not for sale, Mr. Chair, even if Republicans 
would like us to believe otherwise. 

Mr. Chair, I stand firmly in opposition to the 
Majority’s daily attempts to whittle away at the 
rules of the House. I urge my colleagues to 
oppose the Majority’s protection of policy rid-
ers that endanger our public health and envi-
ronment in favor of private interests, and to 
oppose the underlying legislation. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. Dicks). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Washington will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction, improvement, acquisi-

tion, or removal of buildings and other fa-
cilities required in the conservation, man-
agement, investigation, protection, and uti-
lization of fish and wildlife resources, and 
the acquisition of lands and interests there-
in, $11,804,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

LAND ACQUISITION 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.), including ad-
ministrative expenses, and for acquisition of 
land or waters, or interest therein, in accord-
ance with statutory authority applicable to 
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, 
$15,047,000, to be derived from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund and to remain 
available until expended, of which, notwith-
standing 16 U.S.C. 460l–9, not more than 
$4,000,000 shall be for land conservation part-
nerships authorized by the Highlands Con-
servation Act of 2004, including not to exceed 
$120,000 for administrative expenses. 

COOPERATIVE ENDANGERED SPECIES 
CONSERVATION FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out sec-
tion 6 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 
(16 U.S.C. 1534 et seq.), $2,854,000, to remain 
available until expended, to be derived from 
the Cooperative Endangered Species Con-
servation Fund. 

NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE FUND 
For expenses necessary to implement the 

Act of October 17, 1978 (16 U.S.C. 715s), 
$13,980,000. 

NORTH AMERICAN WETLANDS CONSERVATION 
FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
provisions of the North American Wetlands 
Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 4401 et seq.), 
$20,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRIFFIN OF 
ARKANSAS 

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 10, line 21, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$3,000,000)’’. 

Page 65, line 19, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$3,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GRIFFIN from Arkansas. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment 
which will leverage our limited re-
sources for wetlands and wildlife con-
servation. 

My amendment would transfer $3 
million to the North American Wet-
lands Conservation Fund, or NAWCA, 
by reducing the EPA’s operations and 
administration budget by the same 
amount. 

The EPA has been overfunded in re-
cent years, and I appreciate Sub-
committee Chairman SIMPSON’s efforts 
to bring the agency’s budget back down 
to size. 

This amendment makes a reasonable 
reduction to the EPA’s administrative 
budget in favor of wetland conserva-
tion. 

Since this organization was estab-
lished in 1989, more than 1,800 projects 
have led to the conservation of over 24 
million acres of wetlands across North 
America. Each of these projects is 
funded through a public/private part-
nership. And for every dollar of the or-
ganization’s money that is spent in my 
home State of Arkansas, private 
sources and foundations have given $4 
in matching funds. 

In Arkansas alone, 12 of these 
projects are either completed or cur-
rently under way. And these projects 
have conserved over 64,000 acres of wet-
lands. 

Make no mistake, this success story 
is not limited to Arkansas. Wetlands, 
wildlife, and outdoorsmen in every sin-
gle State in the country have seen the 
benefits of this conservation effort. 

Arkansas sits in the cradle of the 
Mississippi flyway, a migration route 
used by waterfowl as they fly to the 
southern United States each autumn. 
Migratory waterfowl and other birds 
often settle in the wetlands along the 
White River and Arkansas River, and 
the health of these habitats is closely 
tied to the health of the wildlife which 
inhabit them. 

This amendment would improve the 
condition of our Nation’s wetlands and 
wildlife. This is important to sports-
men, conservationists, and anyone who 
enjoys the American outdoors. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense conservation amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
the voting record from February 16. I 
know the gentleman will recall H.R. 1 
and the debate that ensued. 

In H.R. 1, the North American Wet-
lands Conservation Fund was zeroed 
out, and so I had an amendment to re-
store $50 million to the North Amer-
ican Wetlands Conservation Program. 
What I find curious—confusing—is that 
the very gentleman that now wants to 
put money into the program voted 
‘‘no’’ against putting the $50 million 
into the North American Wetlands 
Conservation Program back in the 
spring. 

Now, I do think it’s an important 
program. I would like to see it contin-
ued. But I do have a problem with the 
fact that what we’re doing when we 
want something to be funded, we take 
it out of the management of agencies— 
$3 million, $5 million, $6 billion—and 
when these amendments pass, you have 
a very damaging cumulative effect 
upon the ability of the agency to ban-
ish these programs. If this were to 
pass, we’re now at $8 million that has 
been taken out of the management of 
EPA. 

So I would have to oppose the amend-
ment. And I’m not sure how strongly 
the gentleman feels about it since he 
voted against restoring the money in 
February, as did a great many Mem-
bers of the body, unfortunately, be-
cause it is a good program. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 2140 
Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 

last word, Mr. Chairman. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I am 

prepared to accept the amendment. 
While the gentleman from Virginia of-
fered an amendment on H.R. 1, which 
was several months ago, it was $50 mil-
lion. We didn’t have that kind of 
money. Because of the bipartisan sup-
port for this program, we did fund it to 
keep it alive at $20 million. And I have 
no problem putting the additional 
funding in, if the gentleman requests, 
depending on where he takes it from. 
So I support the gentleman’s amend-
ment and would hope that my friend 
from Virginia would think twice and 
support this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. GRIFFIN). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

MULTINATIONAL SPECIES CONSERVATION FUND 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

African Elephant Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
4201 et seq.), the Asian Elephant Conserva-
tion Act of 1997 (16 U.S.C. 4261 et seq.), the 
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Rhinoceros and Tiger Conservation Act of 
1994 (16 U.S.C. 5301 et seq.), the Great Ape 
Conservation Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 6301 et 
seq.), and the Marine Turtle Conservation 
Act of 2004 (16 U.S.C. 6601 et seq.), $7,875,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

STATE AND TRIBAL WILDLIFE GRANTS 
For wildlife conservation grants to States 

and to the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, 
Guam, the United States Virgin Islands, the 
Northern Mariana Islands, American Samoa, 
and federally recognized Indian tribes under 
the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Act of 
1956 (16 U.S.C. 742a et seq.) and the Fish and 
Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.), for the development and implementa-
tion of programs for the benefit of wildlife 
and their habitat, including species that are 
not hunted or fished, $22,000,000, to remain 
available until expended: Provided, That of 
the amount provided herein, $2,000,000 is for 
a competitive grant program for federally 
recognized Indian tribes not subject to the 
remaining provisions of this appropriation: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall, 
after deducting $2,000,000 and administrative 
expenses, apportion the amount provided 
herein in the following manner: (1) to the 
District of Columbia and to the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, each a sum equal to 
not more than one-half of 1 percent thereof; 
and (2) to Guam, American Samoa, the 
United States Virgin Islands, and the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, 
each a sum equal to not more than one- 
fourth of 1 percent thereof: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall apportion the re-
maining amount in the following manner: (1) 
one-third of which is based on the ratio to 
which the land area of such State bears to 
the total land area of all such States; and (2) 
two-thirds of which is based on the ratio to 
which the population of such State bears to 
the total population of all such States: Pro-
vided further, That the amounts apportioned 
under this heading shall be adjusted equi-
tably so that no State shall be apportioned a 
sum which is less than 1 percent of the 
amount available for apportionment under 
this heading for any fiscal year or more than 
5 percent of such amount: Provided further, 
That the Federal share of grants shall not 
exceed 50 percent of the total costs of such 
projects: Provided further, That the non-Fed-
eral share of such projects may not be de-
rived from Federal grant programs. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
The United States Fish and Wildlife Serv-

ice may carry out the operations of Service 
programs by direct expenditure, contracts, 
grants, cooperative agreements and reim-
bursable agreements with public and private 
entities. Appropriations and funds available 
to the United States Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice shall be available for repair of damage to 
public roads within and adjacent to reserva-
tion areas caused by operations of the Serv-
ice; options for the purchase of land at not to 
exceed $1 for each option; facilities incident 
to such public recreational uses on conserva-
tion areas as are consistent with their pri-
mary purpose; and the maintenance and im-
provement of aquaria, buildings, and other 
facilities under the jurisdiction of the Serv-
ice and to which the United States has title, 
and which are used pursuant to law in con-
nection with management, and investigation 
of fish and wildlife resources: Provided, That 
notwithstanding 44 U.S.C. 501, the Service 
may, under cooperative cost sharing and 
partnership arrangements authorized by law, 
procure printing services from cooperators 
in connection with jointly produced publica-
tions for which the cooperators share at 
least one-half the cost of printing either in 
cash or services and the Service determines 
the cooperator is capable of meeting accept-

ed quality standards: Provided further, That 
the Service may accept donated aircraft as 
replacements for existing aircraft. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
OPERATION OF THE NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 
For expenses necessary for the manage-

ment, operation, and maintenance of areas 
and facilities administered by the National 
Park Service and for the general administra-
tion of the National Park Service, 
$2,240,152,000, of which $9,832,000 for planning 
and interagency coordination in support of 
Everglades restoration and $97,883,000 for 
maintenance, repair, or rehabilitation 
projects for constructed assets, operation of 
the National Park Service automated facil-
ity management software system, and com-
prehensive facility condition assessments 
shall remain available until September 30, 
2013. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. TONKO 
Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chair, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 14, line 7, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(decreased by $8,408,000)’’. 
Page 14, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $8,408,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chair, I rise today 
to offer an amendment to H.R. 2584, the 
Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act for fiscal 
year 2012. The amendment is bipartisan 
and is supported by the Congressional 
National Heritage Caucus and the 49 
National Heritage Areas across our 
country. 

The amendment is straightforward 
and modest. The amendment restores 
the National Heritage Area program 
within the National Park Service to 
the fiscal year 2010 funding levels. This 
amount is constant with the amount 
approved by Congress for the past sev-
eral years. To pay for this increase, the 
amendment shifts $8,408,000 away from 
the Office of the National Parks Serv-
ice account. 

From Alaska to Florida, the National 
Heritage Areas are the most effective 
public-private partnerships for re-
source conservation and heritage tour-
ism supported by the Federal Govern-
ment. While each of the 49 National 
Heritage Areas currently in existence 
are authorized to receive $1 million in 
annual support through the Depart-
ment of Interior, the National Heritage 
Area program has only been funded be-
tween $15 million and $18 million over 
the past 5 years by Congress, despite 
their success in revitalizing commu-
nities and conserving naturally signifi-
cant resources with only modest Fed-
eral support. 

These public-private partnerships are 
perhaps the most cost-effective and ef-
ficient programs within the Depart-
ment of Interior. Matching every dollar 
of Federal support with $5.50 of other 
public and private funding, National 
Heritage Areas are clearly a high-yield 
investment of Federal resources. 

To be clear, that investment results 
in over $100 million of economic activ-

ity. During a time when our economy 
is so fragile, we must support these 
programs that have a proven record of 
economic benefit. National Heritage 
Areas have such a proven record of fos-
tering job creation and advancing eco-
nomic, cultural, historic, environ-
mental, and community development. 
In addition to creating jobs, National 
Heritage Areas generate valuable rev-
enue for local governments and sustain 
communities through revitalization 
and heritage tourism. 

More specifically, in my district, a 
recent study released last year by my 
local heritage area, the Erie Canalway 
Heritage Corridor, found that visitors 
to heritage sites in the eastern part of 
the corridor—found that nearly 1 mil-
lion people visit heritage sites each 
year, generating some $38 million sales 
in local businesses, supporting 507 local 
jobs. 

We must preserve sites that are his-
torically significant. Doing so will in-
crease community spirit as well as gen-
erate much-needed tourism dollars. A 
recent United States Cultural and Her-
itage Tourism Marketing Council and 
United States Department of Com-
merce study revealed that cultural her-
itage travelers contribute more than 
$192 billion annually to our United 
States economy. I would point out also 
that this tool, this opportunity for her-
itage areas enables given regions to 
have a stronger sense of marketing 
tools. They are able to promote a 
stronger sense of place and a much 
more dynamic bit of destination. That 
is a tool in the economic recovery tool-
kit that is tremendously valuable and 
important to these given host regions. 

I want to thank Representative DENT 
of Pennsylvania for offering this 
amendment with me today. He is the 
cochair of the National Heritage Area 
Caucus in the House, and he and his 
staff have been a pleasure to work with 
on this amendment. I also need to 
thank the ranking member on the com-
mittee, Mr. DICKS, and our ranker of 
the subcommittee, Representative 
MORAN. They have been invaluable in 
their support in my effort for this 
amendment. 

Understanding today’s difficult budg-
etary climate, I want to remind every-
one that this amount is equal to the 
total appropriation for the program in 
the previous fiscal year and reflects the 
minimum level of support National 
Heritage Areas need to remain success-
ful. I hope my colleagues will consider 
joining Mr. DENT and myself in sup-
porting this modest funding level for a 
vitally important program. 

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

Mr. DENT. I move to strike the last 
word, Mr. Chair. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I do rise in 
support of the Tonko amendment. Mr. 
TONKO and I have offered this amend-
ment for consideration by the House. 
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We are the cochairs of the Heritage 
Corridor Caucus. I represent the areas 
of the Delaware-Lehigh Heritage Cor-
ridor as well as the Schuylkill Valley 
Corridor in eastern Pennsylvania, and 
we have seen a great deal of positive 
activity as a result of these heritage 
areas. Specifically, as Mr. TONKO con-
veyed, a great deal of tourism activity, 
recreational opportunities, as well as 
economic development occurs as a re-
sult of this. Also, significant commu-
nity development activities have been 
the result of our efforts and investment 
in these heritage areas. 

Obviously money is very tight, and 
this program is taking about a 50 per-
cent reduction under the underlying 
bill. The amendment before us will 
simply restore about $8.4 million to the 
heritage area, to the heritage partner-
ship program; and we’ll be taking that 
money, substituting it from the Na-
tional Park Service, where we believe 
they have sufficient funds to operate. 

I support the underlying legislation. 
I know Chairman SIMPSON has put a lot 
of effort into this. I think he has really 
done a great deal, given the numbers 
he has had to work with. So I do sup-
port the underlying bill. But I think 
that this amendment strikes a proper 
balance and preserves and protects 
these heritage areas that are making a 
real impact across the country. 

I guess there are 49 of these heritage 
areas currently in existence, and most 
of them, I believe, are receiving under 
$1 million of support through the Inte-
rior Department. So I just think this is 
a program that is worthy of our sup-
port. We’re just simply, in these tough 
economic times, trying to bring this 
program back to neutral. I know the 
administration did not, in their budget 
proposal, cut this program as well. But 
I think this might be one way this 
amendment could help us bring this 
program back to a level that will be 
sufficient in supporting these heritage 
areas. 

Again, as was stated by Mr. TONKO, 
these communities are benefiting. We 
are seeing so much tourist activity. We 
are seeing increased recreational op-
portunities. I know in my community, 
we are all of a sudden doing things on 
our rivers and discovering our rivers 
and the natural beauty of them that 
many of us had not really noticed be-
fore, and it’s really as a result of this. 
Again, it brought the rivers back to 
life, economic life, community life, and 
it has become really, once again, the 
center of our existence. And a lot of 
this would not have been possible but 
for the efforts of these heritage areas. 
So, again, I rise in support of the 
Tonko-Dent amendment and would 
urge the House to adopt this. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MORAN. I move to strike the 

last word, Mr. Chairman. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I want 
our side to go on record in support of 

what Mr. TONKO and Mr. DENT are pro-
posing. We have worked with them on 
this amendment. 

This is the kind of program that real-
ly ought to have unanimous support in 
the House. I mean, we’re talking about 
very small amounts of money that are 
distributed throughout the country; of-
tentimes $150,000; sometimes it gets up 
to $700,000. But they are relatively 
small amounts of money. 

b 2150 

And what they do is to bring local 
community leaders together. Local 
communities love it and, of course, it 
draws tourism. It gets into the news-
paper, oftentimes into metropolitan 
newspapers suggesting this is a terrific 
day trip for families to go on. They fol-
low the Heritage Trail. 

It has that kind of national recogni-
tion and credibility that only the Fed-
eral Government oftentimes can pro-
vide to a National Heritage Area, be-
cause many people claim it. But when 
the National Heritage Program identi-
fies it as one of the true assets of our 
country and places that should be pro-
tected and preserved and explained to 
the public, then more people come. And 
it generates jobs; it generates eco-
nomic activity. 

Mr. WOLF just put in an authoriza-
tion. He probably won’t get the full 
amount of money that’s authorized, 
but it will get some for the Civil War 
Battlefield Crossroads Trail, and that’s 
drawing people up with the sesqui-
centennial of the Civil War. 

All over the country. The Hudson 
River, there was a gentleman on the 
other side that opposed it when Mr. 
HINCHEY put it in, had it designated. 
And then when he saw how successful 
it was, he said, Let’s get my part of the 
Hudson River included. 

This is a really good program. It was 
funded at about $17 million, 50 percent 
cut though. What are we doing? Talk 
about being penny-wise and pound-fool-
ish, really. A 50 percent cut in it. It 
hurts the economies of any number of 
areas around the country. 

So we think that this is a very rea-
sonable amendment, and we congratu-
late the caucus for coming forward and 
suggesting that the money be restored, 
and we hope that it will be. 

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

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. First, let me thank 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
the gentleman from New York for their 
amendment. I’m sympathetic to what 
they’re trying to do and the work that 
they do in the National Heritage Cau-
cus, and it’s important work. But I rise 
in reluctant opposition to the amend-
ment. 

While I’m sympathetic to the intent 
of the amendment and the increased 
funding for the National Heritage 
Areas, I’m concerned that the offset 

would take funds away from the ac-
count providing funds for operations of 
our national parks across the country. 

One of our goals in this bill was to 
provide sufficient funding for park op-
erations so that every Park Service 
unit in the country would be open for 
business next year, without the threat 
of layoffs or furloughs for full-time or 
seasonal employees. My fear is that re-
ducing this account by $8.8 million 
would undermine the operation of our 
national parks. 

Let me also point out that, while the 
amount in the bill is reduced from the 
fiscal year 2011 enacted level, the Na-
tional Heritage Areas are funded in the 
bill at the amount requested by the 
President’s budget. These National 
Heritage Areas are supposed to become 
self-sufficient, and the problem is we’re 
going to see that when that doesn’t 
happen, the funding request from the 
President is going to not be in their 
budget and, consequently, there’s not 
going to be any money for these Na-
tional Heritage Areas requested by the 
administration. 

We funded this at the President’s 
level. I appreciate what the gentlemen 
are trying to do. I support the National 
Heritage Areas program, but I, because 
of the offset, reluctantly oppose this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. TONKO). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. AMASH 
Mr. AMASH. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Page 14, line 7, after the first dollar 

amount, insert ‘‘(decreased by $2,206,000)’’. 
Page 158, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $2,206,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Michigan is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. AMASH. Mr. Chairman, did you 
know the Federal Government sub-
sidizes the Goo Goo Dolls, Lynyrd 
Skynyrd, and the Gipsy Kings? What 
about the Culture Shock East Coast 
Dance Concert? 

Well, it does. 
My amendment to H.R. 2584 will re-

duce the deficit, save taxpayer dollars, 
and stop subsidies to bands, including 
the Beach Boys. This amendment will 
reduce the deficit by $2.2 million by 
transferring funding from the National 
Capital Area Performing Arts program 
to the spending reduction account. 

The National Capital Area Per-
forming Arts program provides free 
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concerts and subsidized performances 
in and around Washington, DC, by pay-
ing for ushers, performers, lighting and 
other performance-related costs. The 
program funds venues like Carter Bar-
ron Amphitheater in DC. Even the Na-
tional Park Service, which administers 
the program, has recommended its 
elimination, saying it distracts the 
Park Service from performing its core 
functions. 

My amendment is simple. It will 
transfer all of the program’s $2.2 mil-
lion in funding to the spending reduc-
tion account. I like the Beach Boys as 
much as the next person, but that 
doesn’t mean we should force taxpayers 
to subsidize my ticket if I go to their 
concert. 

Don’t break taxpayers’ trust. I urge 
my colleagues to support this common-
sense amendment to prevent the waste-
ful spending of taxpayer dollars on 
niche entertainment programs in the 
Washington, DC, area. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. First of all, I’m not sure 
why you want the Beach Boys to be the 
issue here. We were just discussing Mr. 
WATT’s tenure as Secretary of the Inte-
rior. That was not so successful when 
he came after the Beach Boys. 

But be that as it may, what we’re 
really talking about here are a number 
of nonprofit organizations, and these 
are national memorials. Ford’s The-
ater, Wolf Trap. I guess because the 
Beach Boys performed at Wolf Trap 
they are an issue. Actually, I would 
recommend to the gentleman that he 
watch them perform. I guess it’s more 
my age than yours that can relate to 
them, but it was a pretty good per-
formance. But I digress. 

We’re talking about Ford’s Theater, 
Wolf Trap, Carter Barron, all part of 
the National Park System. The Ken-
nedy Center is a national memorial. 
These are performing arts right here on 
the Capitol grounds as well. 

Now we’re talking about nationally 
significant sites, and the performances 
that occur, in fact, are part of the mis-
sion of these sites. They were author-
ized for members of the public, the tax-
paying public, to come to a nonprofit 
venue and, in fact, be entertained. The 
national parks do that. They entertain 
the public that pays for them, some-
times by seeing iconic sites, sometimes 
by hiking and camping, sometimes it’s 
by performances. So the National Park 
Service is in keeping with its mission 
to interpret the purpose of these na-
tional sites. 

These performances are seen by citi-
zens, in fact, all over the country. 
Many people who visit our Nation’s 
Capitol attend these performances as 
part of their trip to the District of Co-
lumbia. And the crowds that fill the 
West Lawn of the Capitol on Memorial 
Day and the Fourth of July are testa-

ment to the public’s support for this 
program. 

In fact, if you were there on Memo-
rial Day or the Fourth of July and 
turned to see the crowd, there are peo-
ple as far as the eye can see, people 
representative of this vast, diverse 
country, and every single one of them 
had a smile on their face. Every single 
one of them was delighted, overjoyed 
that they were able to participate and 
appreciate and enjoy the performance 
that was put on on the Fourth of July 
and Memorial Day. That’s part of our 
Nation’s heritage. It’s a proud part. 

This amendment would do real harm 
to programs enjoyed by millions of 
Americans. 

I would also suggest that this line 
item has already suffered a virtually 
devastating cut. It was funded at about 
$10 million. It’s been cut to about $2 
million. I mean, it’s just barely hang-
ing on. And now this amendment would 
eliminate it? 

b 2200 

I mean, think about this. I know that 
some of the Members, at least as many 
Members of the majority side as the 
minority side, were there for the Me-
morial Day concert. I saw them. I was 
sitting with them. The chairman of the 
full Appropriations Committee, the 
chairmen of the subcommittees, the 
leadership of the House and Senate 
were all there honoring our troops. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MORAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. DICKS. Colin Powell was there to 
thank all of the troops that had served 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, and many of 
the wounded warriors were there as 
well. 

Mr. MORAN. Not only were they 
there but Team 6 that had just dealt 
with Osama bin Laden in a fairly defin-
itive manner, SEAL Team 6 was there. 
We couldn’t identify them, but we all 
applauded for them, and they couldn’t 
have been more overjoyed. 

The gentleman makes a very good 
point. Colin Powell was basically the 
master of ceremonies. 

Now, this is what we want to elimi-
nate? This is what is such a threat to 
our budget as taking so much money? 
It’s not taking that much money, and 
whatever money it’s taking, it’s giving 
back far more in return. 

Mr. DICKS. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding and I hope we can defeat 
this unneeded amendment. 

Mr. MORAN. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment, and I 
agree with the words that were spoken 
by the gentlemen from Virginia and 
from Washington. 

In these tough economic times, it is 
important that we keep some things 

that are very important, I think, to the 
American people. If you look at the 
programs that have been put on by the 
Capitol concerts on the Fourth of July 
and on Memorial Day and what they’ve 
done for our troops and for really the 
spirit of America, I think is vitally im-
portant. They do things at Ford’s The-
ater and other places around this coun-
try. 

We have to remember: this is our Na-
tion’s Capital. The things they do here 
are important. They’re important for 
our country, not just for this small 
piece of land we call Washington, DC. 
So I hope that Members on both sides 
of the aisle would recognize the impor-
tance of these programs and the work 
they do and the importance that they 
have for the American people and 
would reject this amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. AMASH). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. AMASH. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan will be 
postponed. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
NATIONAL RECREATION AND PRESERVATION 
For expenses necessary to carry out recre-

ation programs, natural programs, cultural 
programs, heritage partnership programs, 
environmental compliance and review, inter-
national park affairs, and grant administra-
tion, not otherwise provided for, $49,363,000. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. NORTON 
Ms. NORTON. I have an amendment 

at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 14, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(decreased by $300,000)(increased by 
$300,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would designate $300,000 
from the National Recreation and Pres-
ervation Account for a National Park 
Service study of whether applying the 
same rules and regulations to all parks 
maximizes the highest and best use of 
individual parks, for the system as a 
whole, and for Americans who use our 
parks. 

This is but a study, and it would re-
quire the National Park Service to 
look at how NPS, cities, counties and 
States, as well as other countries, man-
age their diverse parks and to suggest, 
from the available best practices, ap-
propriate ways to help NPS meet the 
needs of individual communities within 
the basic uniformity necessary to oper-
ate a national system of parks. Today, 
the NPS applies the same rules and 
regulations to all its parks, regardless 
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of location, from the almost 1200- 
square-mile Yosemite National Park to 
small urban parks on street corners. 

I support a unified national park sys-
tem, but NPS should develop flexible 
standards that take into account the 
unique circumstances and population 
of individual parks and changing condi-
tions throughout the country in keep-
ing with congressional recognition of 
both conservation and recreation as 
primary reasons for our parks. The 
neighborhood parks in the District of 
Columbia, for example, serve a very 
different function from Yellowstone. 
Dupont Circle Park is a central urban 
community meeting place in the Dis-
trict, not a place for enjoying the 
greenery of nature, as much as we love 
our parks for that purpose. On any 
given day, you will find people playing 
chess, sunbathing, playing Frisbee or 
passing out fliers. 

Madam Chair, I have come to the 
floor because I have tried, unsuccess-
fully, to get the Park Service to make 
small adaptations perfectly compatible 
with their mission to allow for the peo-
ple in the parks in my own district, 
and I am certain that other Members 
have found similar roadblocks. For ex-
ample, the Park Service won’t allow 
bike share stations on or near Federal 
parks, and they are not permitting the 
three golf courses in the District of Co-
lumbia to be run as a public-private 
partnership. Both of these examples 
have run into the same one-size-fits-all 
concession concerns. 

Yet the National Park Service could 
negotiate concession agreements that 
accommodate bike share in the future; 
and an inflexibility in Park Service in-
sistence on concession contracts that 
do not allow capital investment result-
ing in an astonishing deterioration of 
invaluable capital-intensive golf 
courses in the District could give way 
to other approaches, such as public-pri-
vate partnerships operating under 
long-term leases that would allow pri-
vate funding to assist the Park Service 
with upgrading and maintaining these 
public assets with Congress, which the 
taxpayers can’t possibly by themselves 
maintain. 

Inflexible, one-size-fits-all policies 
keep Americans from using our parks 
for compatible purposes, such as bike 
stations, or, worse, condemn unique 
iconic resources to inevitable decline. 

Madam Chairman, my amendment is 
of the lowest possible cost. It is for a 
study to tell us what to do, to tell the 
Park Service what to do, to allow peo-
ple throughout this country who live in 
very different locations and have to use 
our parks in very different ways just 
how this must be done compatible with 
a uniform National Park Service. 

I ask that my amendment be ap-
proved. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MORAN. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR (Ms. FOXX). The 

gentleman from Virginia is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MORAN. Madam Chairman, I 
think we have a problem in the amend-
ment, itself, because it would specifi-
cally designate a study that might be 
interpreted as some type of earmark, 
which I don’t think it really is. 

I like what the gentlelady is trying 
to do. I think it’s important. I think we 
ought to have a consideration by the 
Park Service of whether they are suffi-
ciently flexible in dealing with local 
communities. 

b 2210 

There was a recent article written in 
The Washington Post talking about 
some of the opportunities that exist to 
bring the community into local parks, 
urban parks, where far more people 
could be involved, people could partici-
pate, people could enhance the enjoy-
ment of things that take place. For ex-
ample, if there is a large soccer event 
at a park that is controlled by the Na-
tional Park Service, you could bring 
the whole community in to watch it on 
a large screen. 

There is no question but that we 
could find ways to discourage auto-
mobiles and encourage bikes—have 
bike sharing, for example, on The Na-
tional Mall so that people could rent 
bikes and bike around The Mall. It 
wouldn’t cause any environmental 
damage; in fact, it would preserve some 
of the lawn on our National Mall. Some 
people would enjoy it more and they 
would get a little exercise. Just all 
kinds of ideas that might be proposed 
by communities. 

I remember being out in Washington 
State, San Juan Island. This was a lit-
tle place. It’s a national park because 
there was a bizarre military conflict 
that occurred out there. I won’t go into 
the whole military conflict, but the 
people there love the bunny rabbits 
that are there. Well, the Park Service 
decided that they’re really not a native 
species, there are too many of them, so 
the Park Service decided they’re going 
to use the method they use at other 
places. First of all, they thought they 
would gas them, which the community 
was shocked by. Then they decided, 
well, we’ll shoot them and so on, re-
duce the population. You know, if they 
had just sat down with members of the 
community, they could have figured 
out how to keep these bunnies that the 
community wanted, avoid a whole lot 
of negative attitude with regard to the 
Park Service, and in fact enhance the 
enjoyment of this little national park 
at San Juan. 

I’m sure there are examples all over 
the country, in fact, all over the world, 
because the National Park Service has 
any number of parks outside the phys-
ical boundaries of our North American 
continent. We’ve got the Virgin Islands 
and so on. 

I don’t know what the local neighbor-
hoods might suggest, but I do know 
that they have a lot of good ideas, 
ideas that the National Park Service 
ought to consider thoughtfully. And 
some will be rejected, but some might 

well be accepted. But the process of 
that kind of community input, it seems 
to me, would generate even more sup-
port for the National Park Service. 

It’s a great institution. Our parks are 
iconic assets to our Nation. But I do 
think that the local community could 
enjoy them more and appreciate the 
National Park Service’s role more if we 
had the kind of dialogue with the Park 
Service that Ms. NORTON is suggesting. 

I don’t see any harm in having that 
kind of study. I think we ought to be 
able to work with the gentlelady, 
maybe put together some report lan-
guage, at least a letter to the head of 
the National Park Service suggesting 
that this is an area that the Congress 
itself, in a bipartisan way, thinks 
ought to be explored. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MORAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Idaho. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I would say that I 
think the gentleman has stated the 
case as it is. It is an earmark, and 
that’s a whole other story we can talk 
about. 

But I agree with what the gentlelady 
is trying to do here. And I will tell you 
that both the ranking member and I 
will work with the gentlelady from the 
District of Columbia to try to resolve 
this in conference so that we can do 
what you’re trying to accomplish here 
because I think it is important. 

Mr. MORAN. The gentlelady is smil-
ing, so I will accept her concurrence. 
We will move forward in that fashion if 
the gentlelady wouldn’t mind with-
drawing her amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. NORTON. I appreciate the re-

marks of the chairman and the ranking 
member. In light of those remarks and 
their generosity, I do withdraw my 
amendment and will work with them 
to try to implement it in other ways. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND 
For expenses necessary in carrying out the 

National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
470), and the Omnibus Parks and Public 
Lands Management Act of 1996 (Public Law 
104–333), $49,500,000, to be derived from the 
Historic Preservation Fund and to remain 
available until September 30, 2013. 

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction, improvements, repair, or 

replacement of physical facilities, including 
modifications authorized by section 104 of 
the Everglades National Park Protection and 
Expansion Act of 1989 (16 U.S.C. 410r-8), 
$152,121,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CARTER 
Mr. CARTER. Madam Chairman, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 15, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(decreased by $1,000,000) (increased by 
$1,000,000 )’’. 
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. CARTER. Madam Chairman, this 

is an amendment that was put together 
to ensure that the Interior Department 
prioritize its efforts to construct a 
joint law enforcement center in na-
tional parks and recreation areas along 
the southern border of the United 
States with available funds. 

National Park lands on our southern 
border have experienced a gigantic in-
crease in the amount of illegal activity 
that has crossed into our park lands. 
The reason for this is very similar to 
grabbing a bean bag and squeezing it; it 
always bulges out at some point. As we 
start tightening our southern border 
with a lot of the efforts that have been 
bipartisan efforts by this Congress, it 
causes the people who are wanting to 
have illegal activity to move farther 
and farther out into the rural areas and 
into the unoccupied areas, and they’re 
moving into our national parks. 

Joint law enforcement centers will be 
available to serve the National Park 
Service law enforcement agency, the 
United States Customs and Border Pa-
trol, possibly even the Coast Guard 
when they’re on the river at that bor-
der, and other Federal, State, or local 
law enforcement agencies as may be 
needed. 

This is something that has been dis-
cussed; it has been agreed upon; it has 
been approved. Additional rangers and 
Border Patrol officers have been added 
to our border and been assigned and are 
being compensated for working down 
there, but they lack serious facilities 
within which to be able to operate. 

One example is when we sent a group 
down to take a look at what other 
needs might be on our southern border, 
we ran across eight Border Patrol offi-
cers that were working in a temporary 
facility that was 288 square feet. This 
is absolutely inadequate. And if they 
were working in conjunction with the 
Park Service, there was no place for 
the Park Service to even stand in the 
building. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
dedicate $1 million to the National 
Park Service construction funds for FY 
2012 to jump-start the interagency 
project already agreed upon between 
the Departments of Interior and Home-
land Security. We are confident that 
with this shot in the arm we will be 
able to get these centers, as they may 
be available, constructed. 

And it’s not just a place for these 
folks to work; but if you take a look at 
most of our southern border from all 
the way across, you will see that, if 
there is no place to hold prisoners 
when they’re captured doing illegal ac-
tivities, then you have to transport 
them. In many instances, this trans-
portation is 150 miles to a place where 
they can be secured. And these would 
also allow at least for temporary de-
tention so that we wouldn’t have Bor-
der Patrol officers running back and 
forth 150 miles every time there’s a de-
tention needed. 

This is a facility that really will aid 
what we’ve already provided, which is 
personnel to help defend our southern 
border. It is budget neutral, and I 
would respectfully request that this be 
adopted. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CARTER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Idaho. 

Mr. SIMPSON. We are prepared on 
this side to accept the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. CARTER. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 2220 

Mr. MORAN. Madam Chair, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. I am not necessarily 
rising to oppose this, but to point out 
some deficiencies in the amendment 
itself. The claim is that the purpose of 
the amendment is to ensure that the 
National Park Service prioritizes its 
construction of law enforcement cen-
ters on national park lands, on the 
southern border in coordination with 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

First of all, there is some feeling that 
national parks not have basically pris-
on sites on them because what happens 
is that when people are rounded up by 
the Border Patrol, they are taken to 
these law enforcement centers and de-
tained until they—I don’t know wheth-
er they are adjudicated or not, but 
then eventually they are moved to an-
other place. But they are temporarily 
detained at these law enforcement cen-
ters, and there is some feeling that na-
tional parks are not an appropriate lo-
cation for that purpose. 

But the very wording of the amend-
ment doesn’t really do that. It in-
creases money, then it decreases the 
same amount of money. If it did it, it 
would be an earmark. And, of course, 
we don’t do earmarks in this bill. 

So as I say, I don’t rise in opposition 
because I’m not sure what the amend-
ment does, but I think it is helpful to 
be informed as to what it doesn’t do. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MORAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank the gentleman. 
It is my understanding that this joint 

agreement, as we saw the acceleration 
of park rangers, and you’re right, quite 
honestly, I don’t think anywhere on 
the southern border people want illegal 
activity to be going on on our rec-
reational areas, wherever they might 
be located. And nobody is trying to 
warehouse prisoners in a national park. 

It is hard to envision this facility, 
but it would be a facility, I would as-
sume, sort of like some of the facilities 
you see in other locations where people 
are operating out of it, but they have a 
temporary detention holding cell. 

This would be strictly—and maybe I 
can explain it by pointing out one of 

the problems we have on the border 
with the transportation of our pris-
oners. And, in fact, one of the things 
that we used our National Guard for 
when we did have to transfer prisoners 
when they were working on the border, 
there always has to be someone having 
this prisoner in custody. Whatever the 
accused crime is, they have to be in 
custody. 

When we had limited resources, we 
bumped them up. But they take a 
trained border patrolman whose duty it 
is to protect our border, if he’s the only 
person available, and he has to trans-
port that prisoner because there’s no 
facility to temporarily hold him in. 
And when I say ‘‘temporarily,’’ it could 
be hours or maybe even minutes until 
someone can come along to help trans-
port. If he’s alone, then he has to trans-
port him 150 miles. That’s 3 hours that 
officer is off his post to make the 
transport. 

So that’s a little, tiny part for the 
purpose of this facility. This facility is 
really for a working space for those re-
sources that we have already beefed up 
and put down on the border, and both 
Interior and Homeland have made 
agreements and really it is kind of just 
a kick to get them started. I believe we 
will see funding come from both 
sources to finish the project. 

Mr. MORAN. Reclaiming my time, I 
understand that the gentleman wants 
to make that point. I understand the 
challenges that are faced in the area 
that he represents. 

I was similarly confused, though, 
when there was a substantial amend-
ment to strip funding for environ-
mental mitigation between the Home-
land Security and Interior Depart-
ments that the gentleman previously 
suggested and, I think, was successful 
in doing. So I don’t know, it’s not an 
area that I’m particularly familiar 
with. I am becoming more familiar 
with it; but, again, I’m not sure that 
this amendment does anything other 
than draw attention to the issue. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MICA 

Mr. MICA. I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

Mr. DICKS. Madam Chair, we don’t 
have a copy of the gentleman’s amend-
ment, and it is usually the protocol to 
give one to the minority. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 15, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)’’. 
Page 65, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(decreased by $2,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Florida is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MICA. Thank you, Madam Chair, 
and I am sorry the minority didn’t 
have a copy of this fine amendment. It 
was modified slightly from the original 
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submission to comply with the require-
ments of the Parliamentarian to be in 
order. 

Let me say at this late hour I won’t 
take too much time. I am from the au-
thorizing side, and it’s always good to 
come here and hear the difficulties 
that the appropriators have in trying 
to make choices, and tonight is about 
making choices. 

I do have to compliment Mr. SIMP-
SON, the chair of the subcommittee; 
Mr. HASTINGS, the chair of the full 
committee; and the ranking members, 
Mr. MORAN and Mr. DICKS, for their ef-
forts, being up late at night and mak-
ing these difficult choices in some very 
tough economic times. 

Normally, I wouldn’t come here and 
tell you what to do; but, again, coming 
from a State that has some 11 parks 
and preserves and national monu-
ments, I have a great interest in some 
of these accounts. 

Now, we all have to set priorities; 
and as I said, these are difficult times. 
The Department of the Interior, I no-
ticed, had, I guess, in 2010 just under 
$11 billion that’s being cut to $9.8 bil-
lion, a 7 percent reduction. People ask 
me about transportation projects. 
Whether it is FAA, on transportation, 
I’m reducing some of the accounts by 
30 percent in authorization, so I know 
the difficulty you’re facing. 

Now, I also looked at some of the 
other accounts here. EPA, I think folks 
would be shocked to find EPA has $7.1 
billion in this bill. That’s quite a bit to 
operate that agency. Well, the National 
Park Service has $2.5 billion. I think if 
you ask people on the street where 
would you put the dollars, I think they 
would like to see something very tan-
gible. They appreciate their national 
parks. And, again, you have difficult 
priorities. 

My amendment is simple. It takes $2 
million out of EPA’s account for man-
agement programs, and it transfers it 
to the National Park Construction Ac-
count. 

Now, this is not going to resolve a $10 
billion backlog in maintenance and 
construction projects. I can give you 
examples. Just a few miles from here, 
Harpers Ferry, they have a $59 million 
deferred maintenance account pending. 
Florida, with its 11 parks and preserves 
and national monuments, has a $4 mil-
lion backlog. And, again, my amend-
ment won’t solve even Florida’s prob-
lem. 

b 2230 
Even closer to home in my district— 

and I want to thank again the chair-
man of the committee and the chair-
man of the subcommittee and staff for 
working with me—we are attempting, 
after authorization in 2004, to finally 
finish a visitors center. I want to make 
certain that the Castillo San Marco 
Visitor Center and the backlog of some 
of Florida’s 11 parks and national 
monuments, their maintenance and 
some of their construction costs, that 
we have those funds available. So 
that’s why I offered this amendment. 

Again, I know you have difficult 
choices. This won’t resolve the pending 
needs either in the State of Florida or 
nationally. That being said, and also 
stating my position and intent, and 
knowing that the committee and I 
know Mr. SIMPSON is anxious to work 
with me and is committed to work 
with me, Mr. HASTINGS and staff, and 
in the interest of time and also not 
pressing the issue beyond my ability to 
retain my friendship and strong work-
ing relationship, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw my amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the amendment is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND 

(RESCISSION) 

The contract authority provided for fiscal 
year 2012 by 16 U.S.C. 460l–10a is hereby re-
scinded. 

LAND ACQUISITION AND STATE ASSISTANCE 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
Land and Water Conservation Act of 1965, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), includ-
ing administrative expenses, and for acquisi-
tion of lands or waters, or interest therein, 
in accordance with the statutory authority 
applicable to the National Park Service, 
$18,294,000, to be derived from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund and to remain 
available until expended, of which $2,794,000 
is for the State assistance program and of 
which $2,000,000 shall be for the American 
Battlefield Protection Program grants as au-
thorized by section 7301 of the Omnibus Pub-
lic Land Management Act of 2009 (Public 
Law 111–11). 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

In addition to other uses set forth in sec-
tion 407(d) of Public Law 105–391, franchise 
fees credited to a sub-account shall be avail-
able for expenditure by the Secretary, with-
out further appropriation, for use at any unit 
within the National Park System to extin-
guish or reduce liability for Possessory In-
terest or leasehold surrender interest. Such 
funds may only be used for this purpose to 
the extent that the benefiting unit antici-
pated franchise fee receipts over the term of 
the contract at that unit exceed the amount 
of funds used to extinguish or reduce liabil-
ity. Franchise fees at the benefiting unit 
shall be credited to the sub-account of the 
originating unit over a period not to exceed 
the term of a single contract at the bene-
fiting unit, in the amount of funds so ex-
pended to extinguish or reduce liability. 

National Park Service funds may be trans-
ferred to the Federal Highway Administra-
tion (FHWA), Department of Transportation, 
for purposes authorized under section 204 of 
title 23, United States Code. Transfers may 
include a reasonable amount for FHWA ad-
ministrative support costs. 

UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

SURVEYS, INVESTIGATIONS, AND RESEARCH 

For expenses necessary for the United 
States Geological Survey to perform sur-
veys, investigations, and research covering 
topography, geology, hydrology, biology, and 
the mineral and water resources of the 
United States, its territories and posses-
sions, and other areas as authorized by 43 
U.S.C. 31, 1332, and 1340; classify lands as to 
their mineral and water resources; give engi-
neering supervision to power permittees and 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission li-
censees; administer the minerals exploration 
program (30 U.S.C. 641); conduct inquiries 
into the economic conditions affecting min-
ing and materials processing industries (30 
U.S.C. 3, 21a, and 1603; 50 U.S.C. 98g(1)) and 
related purposes as authorized by law; and to 
publish and disseminate data relative to the 
foregoing activities; $1,053,552,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2013, of which 
$65,561,000 shall be available only for co-
operation with States or municipalities for 
water resources investigations: Provided, 
That none of the funds provided for the eco-
system research activity shall be used to 
conduct new surveys on private property, un-
less specifically authorized in writing by the 
property owner: Provided further, That no 
part of this appropriation shall be used to 
pay more than one-half the cost of topo-
graphic mapping or water resources data col-
lection and investigations carried on in co-
operation with States and municipalities. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

From within the amount appropriated for 
activities of the United States Geological 
Survey (USGS) such sums as are necessary 
shall be available for reimbursement to the 
General Services Administration for security 
guard services; contracting for the fur-
nishing of topographic maps and for the 
making of geophysical or other specialized 
surveys when it is administratively deter-
mined that such procedures are in the public 
interest; construction and maintenance of 
necessary buildings and appurtenant facili-
ties; acquisition of lands for gauging stations 
and observation wells; expenses of the United 
States National Committee on Geology; and 
payment of compensation and expenses of 
persons on the rolls of the USGS duly ap-
pointed to represent the United States in the 
negotiation and administration of interstate 
compacts: Provided, That activities funded 
by appropriations herein made may be ac-
complished through the use of contracts, 
grants, or cooperative agreements as defined 
in section 6302 of title 31, United States 
Code: Provided further, That the United 
States Geological Survey may enter into 
contracts or cooperative agreements directly 
with individuals or indirectly with institu-
tions or nonprofit organizations, without re-
gard to 41 U.S.C. 5, for the temporary or 
intermittent services of students or recent 
graduates, who shall be considered employ-
ees for the purpose of chapters 57 and 81 of 
title 5, United States Code, relating to com-
pensation for travel and work injuries, and 
chapter 171 of title 28, United States Code, 
relating to tort claims, but shall not be con-
sidered to be Federal employees for any 
other purposes. 

BUREAU OF OCEAN ENERGY MANAGEMENT, 
REGULATION AND ENFORCEMENT 

OCEAN ENERGY MANAGEMENT 

For expenses necessary for minerals leas-
ing and environmental studies and regula-
tion of industry operations, as authorized by 
law; for enforcing laws and regulations appli-
cable to oil, gas, and other minerals leases, 
permits, licenses and operating contracts; 
for energy-related or other authorized ma-
rine-related purposes on the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf; and for matching grants or co-
operative agreements, $138,605,000, to remain 
available until September 30, 2013; and an 
amount not to exceed $160,163,000, to be cred-
ited to this appropriation and to remain 
available until expended, from additions to 
receipts resulting from increases to rates in 
effect on August 5, 1993, and from cost recov-
ery fees: Provided, That notwithstanding 31 
U.S.C. 3302, in fiscal year 2012, such amounts 
as are assessed under 31 U.S.C. 9701 shall be 
collected and credited to this account and 
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shall be available until expended for nec-
essary expenses: Provided further, That to the 
extent $160,163,000 in addition to receipts are 
not realized from the sources of receipts 
stated above, the amount needed to reach 
$160,163,000 shall be credited to this appro-
priation from receipts resulting from rental 
rates for Outer Continental Shelf leases in 
effect before August 5, 1993: Provided further, 
That for fiscal year 2012 and each fiscal year 
thereafter, the term ‘‘qualified Outer Conti-
nental Shelf revenues’’, as defined in section 
102(9)(A) of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Secu-
rity Act of 2006 (title I of division C of Public 
Law 109–432; 43 U.S.C. note), shall include 
only the portion of rental revenues that 
would have been collected at the rental rates 
in effect before August 5, 1993: Provided fur-
ther, That not to exceed $3,000 shall be avail-
able for reasonable expenses related to pro-
moting volunteer beach and marine cleanup 
activities. 

For an additional amount, $10,000,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That section 115 of the Department of the In-
terior, Environment, and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2010 (division A of Pub-
lic Law 111–88; 123 Stat. 2928) shall apply for 
fiscal year 2012, and in such application 
‘‘2012’’ shall be substituted for ‘‘2010’’: Pro-
vided further, That such amount shall be de-
rived from receipts resulting from such ap-
plication: Provided further, That to the ex-
tent that such amount is not received by the 
United States as a result of such application, 
the amount needed to reach $10,000,000 shall 
be credited to this appropriation from re-
ceipts resulting from rental rates for Outer 
Continental Shelf leases in effect before Au-
gust 5, 1993. 

OIL SPILL RESEARCH 
For necessary expenses to carry out title I, 

section 1016, title IV, sections 4202 and 4303, 
title VII, and title VIII, section 8201 of the 
Oil Pollution Act of 1990, $14,923,000, which 
shall be derived from the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund, to remain available until ex-
pended. 
OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND 

ENFORCEMENT 
REGULATION AND TECHNOLOGY 

For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Surface Mining Control and 
Reclamation Act of 1977, Public Law 95–87, as 
amended, $123,050,000, to remain available 
until September 30, 2013: Provided, That ap-
propriations for the Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement may provide 
for the travel and per diem expenses of State 
and tribal personnel attending Office of Sur-
face Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 
sponsored training: Provided further, That, in 
fiscal year 2012, up to $40,000 collected by the 
Office of Surface Mining from permit fees 
pursuant to section 507 of Public Law 95–87 
(30 U.S.C. 1257) shall be credited to this ac-
count as discretionary offsetting collections, 
to remain available until expended: Provided 
further, That the sum herein appropriated 
shall be reduced as collections are received 
during the fiscal year so as to result in a 
final fiscal year 2012 appropriation estimated 
at not more than $123,010,000: Provided fur-
ther, That, in subsequent fiscal years, all 
amounts collected by the Office of Surface 
Mining from permit fees pursuant to section 
507 of Public Law 95–87 (30 U.S.C. 1257) shall 
be credited to this account as discretionary 
offsetting collections, to remain available 
until expended. 

ABANDONED MINE RECLAMATION FUND 
For necessary expenses to carry out title 

IV of the Surface Mining Control and Rec-
lamation Act of 1977, Public Law 95–87, as 
amended, $27,443,000, to be derived from re-
ceipts of the Abandoned Mine Reclamation 

Fund and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That pursuant to Public 
Law 97–365, the Department of the Interior is 
authorized to use up to 20 percent from the 
recovery of the delinquent debt owed to the 
United States Government to pay for con-
tracts to collect these debts: Provided further, 
That amounts provided under this heading 
may be used for the travel and per diem ex-
penses of State and tribal personnel attend-
ing Office of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement sponsored training. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 
With funds available for the Technical In-

novation and Professional Services program 
in this Act, the Secretary may transfer title 
for computer hardware, software and other 
technical equipment to State and tribal reg-
ulatory and reclamation programs. 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS AND BUREAU OF 
INDIAN EDUCATION 

OPERATION OF INDIAN PROGRAMS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For expenses necessary for the operation of 
Indian programs, as authorized by law, in-
cluding the Snyder Act of November 2, 1921 
(25 U.S.C. 13), the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act of 1975 (25 
U.S.C. 450 et seq.), as amended, the Edu-
cation Amendments of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2001– 
2019), and the Tribally Controlled Schools 
Act of 1988 (25 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), as amend-
ed, $2,333,690,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2013, except as otherwise pro-
vided herein; of which not to exceed $8,500 
may be for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; and of which not to exceed 
$74,911,000 shall be for welfare assistance pay-
ments, except that, in cases of designated 
Federal disasters, the Secretary may exceed 
such cap, from the amounts provided herein, 
to provide for disaster relief to Indian com-
munities affected by the disaster; and of 
which, notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, including but not limited to the In-
dian Self-Determination Act of 1975, as 
amended, not to exceed $228,000,000 shall be 
available for payments for contract support 
costs associated with ongoing contracts, 
grants, compacts, or annual funding agree-
ments entered into with the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs prior to or during fiscal year 
2012, as authorized by such Act, except that 
tribes and tribal organizations may use their 
tribal priority allocations for unmet con-
tract support costs of ongoing contracts, 
grants, or compacts, or annual funding 
agreements and for unmet welfare assistance 
costs; and of which not to exceed $584,369,000 
for school operations costs of Bureau-funded 
schools and other education programs shall 
become available on July 1, 2012, and shall 
remain available until September 30, 2013; 
and of which not to exceed $48,049,000 shall 
remain available until expended for housing 
improvement, road maintenance, attorney 
fees, litigation support, the Indian Self-De-
termination Fund, land records improve-
ment, and the Navajo-Hopi Settlement Pro-
gram: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, including but not lim-
ited to the Indian Self-Determination Act of 
1975, as amended, and 25 U.S.C. 2008, not to 
exceed $46,373,000 within and only from such 
amounts made available for school oper-
ations shall be available for administrative 
cost grants associated with ongoing grants 
entered into with the Bureau prior to or dur-
ing fiscal year 2011 for the operation of Bu-
reau-funded schools, and up to $500,000 within 
and only from such amounts made available 
for administrative cost grants shall be avail-
able for the transitional costs of initial ad-
ministrative cost grants to grantees that as-
sume operation on or after July 1, 2011, of 
Bureau-funded schools: Provided further, That 

any forestry funds allocated to a tribe which 
remain unobligated as of September 30, 2013, 
may be transferred during fiscal year 2014 to 
an Indian forest land assistance account es-
tablished for the benefit of the holder of the 
funds within the holder’s trust fund account: 
Provided further, That any such unobligated 
balances not so transferred shall expire on 
September 30, 2014: Provided further, That in 
order to enhance the safety of Bureau field 
employees, the Bureau may use funds to pur-
chase uniforms or other identifying articles 
of clothing for personnel. 

CONSTRUCTION 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For construction, repair, improvement, 
and maintenance of irrigation and power sys-
tems, buildings, utilities, and other facili-
ties, including architectural and engineering 
services by contract; acquisition of lands, 
and interests in lands; and preparation of 
lands for farming, and for construction of 
the Navajo Indian Irrigation Project pursu-
ant to Public Law 87–483, $154,992,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That such amounts as may be available for 
the construction of the Navajo Indian Irriga-
tion Project may be transferred to the Bu-
reau of Reclamation: Provided further, That 
not to exceed 6 percent of contract authority 
available to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
from the Federal Highway Trust Fund may 
be used to cover the road program manage-
ment costs of the Bureau: Provided further, 
That any funds provided for the Safety of 
Dams program pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 13 shall 
be made available on a nonreimbursable 
basis: Provided further, That in implementing 
new construction or facilities improvement 
and repair project grants in excess of $100,000 
that are provided to grant schools under 
Public Law 100–297, as amended, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall use the Adminis-
trative and Audit Requirements and Cost 
Principles for Assistance Programs con-
tained in part 12 of title 43, Code of Federal 
Regulations as the regulatory requirements: 
Provided further, That such grants shall not 
be subject to section 12.61 of such title; the 
Secretary and the grantee shall negotiate 
and determine a schedule of payments for 
the work to be performed: Provided further, 
That in considering grant applications, the 
Secretary shall consider whether such grant-
ee would be deficient in assuring that the 
construction projects conform to applicable 
building standards and codes and Federal, 
tribal, or State health and safety standards 
as required by 25 U.S.C. 2005(b), with respect 
to organizational and financial management 
capabilities: Provided further, That if the 
Secretary declines a grant application, the 
Secretary shall follow the requirements con-
tained in 25 U.S.C. 2504(f): Provided further, 
That any disputes between the Secretary and 
any grantee concerning a grant shall be sub-
ject to the disputes provision in 25 U.S.C. 
2507(e): Provided further, That in order to en-
sure timely completion of construction 
projects, the Secretary may assume control 
of a project and all funds related to the 
project, if, within 18 months of the date of 
enactment of this Act, any grantee receiving 
funds appropriated in this Act or in any 
prior Act has not completed the planning 
and design phase of the project and com-
menced construction: Provided further, That 
this appropriation may be reimbursed from 
the Office of the Special Trustee for Amer-
ican Indians appropriation for the appro-
priate share of construction costs for space 
expansion needed in agency offices to meet 
trust reform implementation. 
INDIAN LAND AND WATER CLAIM SETTLEMENTS 

AND MISCELLANEOUS PAYMENTS TO INDIANS 
For payments and necessary administra-

tive expenses for implementation of Indian 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:19 Jul 27, 2011 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00076 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A26JY7.075 H26JYPT1pw
al

ke
r 

on
 D

S
K

5T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H5569 July 26, 2011 
land and water claim settlements pursuant 
to Public Laws 99–264, 100–580, 101–618, 108– 
447, and 111–11, and for implementation of 
other land and water rights settlements, 
$32,855,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 
INDIAN GUARANTEED LOAN PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
For the cost of guaranteed loans and in-

sured loans, $8,114,000, of which not to exceed 
$964,000 is for administrative expenses, as au-
thorized by the Indian Financing Act of 1974, 
as amended: Provided, That such costs, in-
cluding the cost of modifying such loans, 
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That these funds are available to sub-
sidize total loan principal, any part of which 
is to be guaranteed or insured, not to exceed 
$85,242,280. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
The Bureau of Indian Affairs may carry 

out the operation of Indian programs by di-
rect expenditure, contracts, cooperative 
agreements, compacts, and grants, either di-
rectly or in cooperation with States and 
other organizations. 

Notwithstanding 25 U.S.C. 15, the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs may contract for services in 
support of the management, operation, and 
maintenance of the Power Division of the 
San Carlos Irrigation Project. 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (except the Revolving Fund for Loans 
Liquidating Account, Indian Loan Guaranty 
and Insurance Fund Liquidating Account, In-
dian Guaranteed Loan Financing Account, 
Indian Direct Loan Financing Account, and 
the Indian Guaranteed Loan Program ac-
count) shall be available for expenses of ex-
hibits. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no funds available to the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs for central office oversight and 
Executive Direction and Administrative 
Services (except executive direction and ad-
ministrative services funding for Tribal Pri-
ority Allocations, regional offices, and facili-
ties operations and maintenance) shall be 
available for contracts, grants, compacts, or 
cooperative agreements with the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs under the provisions of the In-
dian Self-Determination Act or the Tribal 
Self-Governance Act of 1994 (Public Law 103– 
413). 

In the event any tribe returns appropria-
tions made available by this Act to the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs, this action shall not 
diminish the Federal Government’s trust re-
sponsibility to that tribe, or the govern-
ment-to-government relationship between 
the United States and that tribe, or that 
tribe’s ability to access future appropria-
tions. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no funds available to the Bureau, other 
than the amounts provided herein for assist-
ance to public schools under 25 U.S.C. 452 et 
seq., shall be available to support the oper-
ation of any elementary or secondary school 
in the State of Alaska. 

Appropriations made available in this or 
any other Act for schools funded by the Bu-
reau shall be available only to the schools in 
the Bureau school system as of September 1, 
1996. No funds available to the Bureau shall 
be used to support expanded grades for any 
school or dormitory beyond the grade struc-
ture in place or approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior at each school in the Bureau 
school system as of October 1, 1995, except 
that any school or school program that was 
closed and removed from the Bureau school 
system between 1951 and 1972, and its respec-
tive tribe’s relationship with the Federal 
Government was terminated, shall be rein-
stated to the Bureau system and supported 
at a level based on its grade structure and 

average student enrollment for the 2009–2010, 
2010–2011 and 2011–2012 school years. Funds 
made available under this Act may not be 
used to establish a charter school at a Bu-
reau-funded school (as that term is defined 
in section 1141 of the Education Amendments 
of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2021)), except that a charter 
school that is in existence on the date of the 
enactment of this Act and that has operated 
at a Bureau-funded school before September 
1, 1999, may continue to operate during that 
period, but only if the charter school pays to 
the Bureau a pro rata share of funds to reim-
burse the Bureau for the use of the real and 
personal property (including buses and vans), 
the funds of the charter school are kept sepa-
rate and apart from Bureau funds, and the 
Bureau does not assume any obligation for 
charter school programs of the State in 
which the school is located if the charter 
school loses such funding. Employees of Bu-
reau-funded schools sharing a campus with a 
charter school and performing functions re-
lated to the charter school’s operation and 
employees of a charter school shall not be 
treated as Federal employees for purposes of 
chapter 171 of title 28, United States Code. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 31, lines 2 through 10, strike ‘‘Funds 

made available’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘that period, but’’ and insert ‘‘A charter 
school (as that term is defined in section 1141 
of the Education Amendments of 1978 (25 
U.S.C. 2021)) may operate’’. 

Mr. DICKS. Madam Chair, I reserve a 
point of order. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman’s 
point of order is reserved. 

The gentleman from Arizona is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I rise in 
support of my amendment. As cur-
rently written, the Department of Inte-
rior appropriations bill states that edu-
cation ‘‘funds made available under 
this Act may not be used to establish a 
charter school at a Bureau-funded 
school.’’ My amendment would allow 
money appropriated under this bill to 
be used for charter schools. Now, the 
bill grandfathers in charter schools 
funded prior to 1999, but bars no new 
charter schools. The committee report 
is silent on this. 

As of the 2005 census, children made 
up 1.4 million of the total of American 
Indian and Alaskan Native popu-
lations. They, and their parents, de-
serve educational choices. Charter 
schools are semi-independent schools 
usually within a State’s public edu-
cation system that are designed and 
operated by educators, parents, com-
munity leaders, educational entre-
preneurs, and others. As of 2006, a total 
of 40 States and the District of Colum-
bia have passed charter school laws al-
lowing this type of school to be part of 
their system. I see no reason to deny 
this opportunity to American Indians. 

I believe administrators of such 
schools may worry about administra-
tive issues in terms of accounting for 
students who transfer between a char-
ter school and a noncharter school and 
the moneys that are appropriated. This 

is sometimes referred to as the ‘‘owner-
ship’’ of the student. But such adminis-
trative concerns should not be a basis 
to completely abandon this option. 
Competent administrators at the BIA, 
the tribes, and the State educational 
associations can work out the transi-
tional issues. 

Further, to the extent someone does 
not like charter schools, so be it. Don’t 
send your child to one. But we in Con-
gress should not be picking winners 
and losers. Charter schools should be 
an available choice to those tribes that 
want them. If a tribe chooses not to 
offer a charter school approach, that is 
its decision. But another tribe may do 
so on its own. There’s no reason in this 
appropriation bill to foreclose this op-
tion. We should not impose our per-
sonal likes and dislikes on others. 

It is my further belief that allowing 
the tribes the maximum ability to 
choose the best educational program is 
consistent with self-determination. 
Having the right to decide local school 
decisions is a part of self-determina-
tion, and I don’t see why we in Con-
gress should deny that right. A key 
part of self-determination is choosing 
the manner in which the tribes educate 
their children. As far back as 1970, 
President Nixon addressed this issue 
that was then emerging, and stated: ‘‘It 
is long past time that the Indian poli-
cies of the Federal Government begin 
to recognize and build upon the capac-
ities and insights of the Indian people. 
Both as a matter of justice and as a 
matter enlightened social policy, we 
must begin to act on the basis of what 
the Indians themselves have long been 
telling us. The time has come to break 
decisively with the past and create the 
conditions for a new era in which the 
Indian future is determined by Indian 
acts and Indian decisions.’’ 

b 2240 

Indeed, that is what Congress did 
when it passed the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance 
Act of 1975. Allowing the tribes to 
choose a charter school option makes 
sense from a self-determination per-
spective. 

Finally, according to the Center for 
Education Reform, there are over 5,000 
charter schools nationwide. There are 
examples of charter schools with spec-
tacular successes and results. I’m sure 
there are some charter schools that 
have failed in their mission. The point 
here, however, is about choice and al-
lowing the tribes to decide what edu-
cational opportunities they want to 
create. 

It is well-known that charter schools 
are schools of choice. Unlike tradi-
tional public schools, students may 
choose to attend charter schools, and if 
those students determine that the 
school is not serving their needs, they 
may choose to leave. It is true that 
many charter schools typically have 
longer schooldays, longer school years 
and higher academic and behavioral ex-
pectations for their students. For those 
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concerned about the current public 
educational system, these trends 
should be encouraged, but let’s allow 
the tribes to make that choice. 

It is Congress’ duty to describe and 
allow such choices as part of its over-
sight and application of our treaties 
with which American Indian tribal re-
lations are governed. I ask for support 
of this amendment and support for In-
dian self-determination and school 
choice. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chair, we 

don’t have any problem with this 
amendment. This is kind of new terri-
tory in our bill, but I appreciate the 
gentleman from Arizona’s work on this 
and his interest in providing quality 
education for our Native American 
brothers and sisters all across this 
country. It’s a deep concern that I 
share also, and I look forward to work-
ing with him to make sure that this 
does what is intended and that it pro-
vides what is necessary for our Indian 
population so that they have the ad-
vantages that all of us have. I thank 
the gentleman for offering the amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. Does the gen-

tleman from Washington wish to con-
tinue to reserve his point of order? 

Mr. DICKS. I withdraw my point of 
order, but would like to ask a question 
of the gentleman from Arizona. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington withdraws his point 
of order. 

Mr. DICKS. I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Washington is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. DICKS. In your amendment, it 
says: 

funds made available and all that fol-
lows through that period—but—and in-
sert a charter school as that term is 
defined in section 1141 of the Education 
Amendments of 1978. 

Would you tell us what that defini-
tion is, please. 

Mr. GOSAR. We were looking that 
up, my colleague from Washington. We 
don’t have that on the laptop at this 
point of inquiry. 

Mr. DICKS. So you have no idea what 
this amendment means? 

Mr. GOSAR. It allows the option for 
choice of charter schools as defined as 
‘‘charters schools.’’ 

Mr. DICKS. How do you know that if 
you don’t know what the language is? 

Mr. GOSAR. They were grand-
fathered in up to 1999, but no provisions 
were given for that detail past 1999. 

Mr. DICKS. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, including section 113 of title I of appen-
dix C of Public Law 106–113, if in fiscal year 
2003 or 2004 a grantee received indirect and 
administrative costs pursuant to a distribu-
tion formula based on section 5(f) of Public 
Law 101–301, the Secretary shall continue to 
distribute indirect and administrative cost 
funds to such grantee using the section 5(f) 
distribution formula. 

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

DEPARTMENTAL OPERATIONS 
For necessary expenses for management of 

the Department of the Interior, including 
the collection and disbursement of royalties, 
fees, and other mineral revenue proceeds, as 
authorized by law, $250,151,000 to remain 
available until September 30, 2013; of which 
not to exceed $15,000 may be for official re-
ception and representation expenses; and of 
which up to $1,000,000 shall be available for 
workers compensation payments and unem-
ployment compensation payments associated 
with the orderly closure of the United States 
Bureau of Mines; and of which $12,112,000 for 
the Office of Valuation Services is to be de-
rived from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund and shall remain available until ex-
pended; and of which $36,000,000 shall remain 
available until expended for the purpose of 
mineral revenue management activities: Pro-
vided, That, for fiscal year 2012, up to $400,000 
of the payments authorized by the Act of Oc-
tober 20, 1976, as amended (31 U.S.C. 6901– 
6907) may be retained for administrative ex-
penses of the Payments in Lieu of Taxes Pro-
gram: Provided further, That no payment 
shall be made pursuant to that Act to other-
wise eligible units of local government if the 
computed amount of the payment is less 
than $100: Provided further, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, $15,000 
under this heading shall be available for re-
funds of overpayments in connection with 
certain Indian leases in which the Secretary 
concurred with the claimed refund due, to 
pay amounts owed to Indian allottees or 
tribes, or to correct prior unrecoverable er-
roneous payments: Provided further, That, 
notwithstanding the provisions of section 
35(b) of the Mineral Leasing Act, as amended 
(30 U.S.C. 191(b)), the Secretary shall deduct 
2 percent from the amount payable to each 
State in fiscal year 2012 and deposit the 
amount deducted to miscellaneous receipts 
of the Treasury. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DOLD 
Mr. DOLD. Madam Chairman, I have 

an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 32, line 12, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(reduced by $24,700,000)’’. 
Page 65, line 19, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $24,700,000)’’. 
Page 65, line 21, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $24,700,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to restore funding to the Great 
Lakes Restoration Initiative. This im-
portant initiative received steep cuts 
in this year’s Interior bill. My amend-
ment would simply restore half of the 
funding that was cut. 

This amendment is part of a two-step 
process to restore funding to the Great 

Lakes Restoration Initiative. This 
amendment transfers funds from the 
Departmental Offices account to the 
Environmental Programs and Manage-
ment, and it would be accompanied by 
a subsequent amendment to increase 
this funding to the Great Lakes Res-
toration Initiative. 

I do appreciate the support that the 
Appropriations Committee has shown 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative 
in the past, and I am thankful that it 
does remain a priority within the Geo-
graphic Programs account. However, I 
do believe it is vitally important to re-
store some funding so that we can con-
tinue to protect the Great Lakes. 

The Great Lakes are truly a shared 
national treasure. As the largest group 
of freshwater lakes on Earth, they hold 
95 percent of the United States surface 
freshwater and are a source of clean 
drinking water to over 30 million peo-
ple. From the beautiful beaches and 
wide open waters to the bluffs and 
dunes, the Great Lakes provide a wide 
array of recreational opportunities and 
are an important part of the physical 
landscape and cultural heritage of 
North America. Furthermore, the 
Great Lakes provide transportation for 
raw materials and finished goods, all of 
which create jobs and contribute to a 
stronger economy. 

The Great Lakes Restoration Initia-
tive is an important part of restoring 
the health and vitality of our Great 
Lakes. Certainly, in my district—the 
10th District of Illinois—we want to 
make sure that the Great Lakes are 
taken care of and protected for future 
generations. However, the ecosystem is 
showing signs of serious stress, and ac-
tion is now required to restore, reha-
bilitate and make our Great Lakes bet-
ter. As a scoutmaster, I teach the Boy 
Scouts the principles of leaving areas 
better than when we found them. 

The Great Lakes Restoration Initia-
tive is an important avenue by which 
to clean up our lakes and restore them 
to their natural beauty so that they 
can remain the crown jewel for genera-
tions to come; but in order to preserve 
our Great Lakes, we need the Great 
Lakes Restoration Initiative to help 
tackle the challenges facing this nat-
ural treasure. 

First, toxic substances are polluting 
the water, and this initiative helps 
with cleanup and pollution prevention. 
Also, invasive species are causing se-
vere ecological stress on the lakes, and 
the initiative institutes a zero toler-
ance policy so that species such as the 
Asian carp cannot become fully estab-
lished in the Great Lakes. Third, we 
must ensure that the pollution does 
not impair water quality. Finally, the 
Great Lakes Restoration Initiative 
works to restore degraded wetlands and 
wildlife habitats. 

Earlier this year, I, along with Con-
gressman LIPINSKI, introduced the 
Great Lakes Water Protection Act, 
which would protect Lake Michigan 
and the rest of the Great Lakes from 
wastewater discharges by prohibiting 
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publicly owned treatment works from 
intentionally diverting wastewater sys-
tems to bypass any portion of the 
treatment facility. 

This is just one more step my col-
leagues and I in the Great Lakes region 
are taking to fight for the protection of 
our lakes. Yet, despite all of these con-
cerns, the current recommendation for 
this critical initiative is just over half 
of what it received in fiscal year 2010, 
and is $49.4 million below the fiscal 
year 2011 enacted level. 

I do appreciate the hard work that 
the Appropriations Committee has 
been tasked with, and I fully support 
the committee’s efforts to be fiscally 
responsible—to rein in Federal spend-
ing and to make sure that we are fund-
ing our Nation’s priorities. That is why 
my amendment only seeks to restore 
half of the roughly $50 million cut that 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative 
received in this year’s Interior bill. 

I do believe that the Great Lakes are 
at risk, and we must restore funding so 
that the Great Lakes Restoration Ini-
tiative can work to protect our natural 
resources for our children and our 
grandchildren for decades to come. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I thank the gen-
tleman for offering his amendment. 

We had to make some tough deci-
sions with this bill. Some of them were 
with the money that we spent in the 
Geographic Programs. I believe every 
geographic program had reduced fund-
ing in this bill. Last year, they were 
funded at $300 million. I think the 
President requested $350 million for the 
Great Lakes geographic program, and 
we funded it at $250 million. 

While I appreciate what the gen-
tleman is trying to do with his amend-
ment—and I thank him for offering it— 
the fact is we just don’t have that kind 
of money. The offset of this is $24 mil-
lion out of the Secretary’s account, 
and we earlier took $20 million out of 
it. I don’t believe the Secretary is 
sleeping very well tonight. 

b 2250 
Pretty soon he won’t have any money 

left in his office, as a matter of fact. So 
that is a problem. 

It’s not what the gentleman is trying 
to do. I fully support what the gen-
tleman is trying to do. It’s the offset 
and trying to get the $20 million out of 
the Secretary’s account which causes 
the problem for me. And I would hope 
that my colleagues would reject this 
amendment as we work on trying to 
make sure that we, in conference, can 
do what’s necessary to fund those pro-
grams that do protect the Great Lakes, 
the Puget Sound, the Chesapeake Bay, 
Long Island Sound, San Francisco Bay, 
some of the other great water bodies in 
this country. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s amend-
ment, but I have to rise in opposition 
to it. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DOLD). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. DOLD. Madam Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 44 OFFERED BY MR. REED 
Mr. REED. Madam Chairwoman, I 

have an amendment at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The clerk will 

designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Page 32, line 12, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$8,291,000)’’. 

Page 76, line 2, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(increased by 
$8,291,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. REED. I offer this amendment 
with my colleague from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BOREN). 

This a bipartisan amendment to this 
appropriations bill with the intent to 
return funding for the Forest Health 
Management Account, under State and 
private forestry. 

What we’re intending to do with our 
proposed amendment is to move money 
from the D.C. bureaucracy, and I an-
ticipate there will be a concern raised 
about the offset of the line that we’re 
using to cover this increase in the For-
est Health Management account from 
the Secretary’s account. 

But I firmly do believe that our tax-
payer dollars are better spent not on 
the bureaucracy of the Secretary’s of-
fice here in Washington, D.C., but more 
importantly on the front lines and into 
the States that can benefit from these 
programs. 

This program that we’re trying to 
take care of with this amendment is to 
restore the funding for the purposes of 
weeding out invasive species which 
threaten many industries and our envi-
ronment across the Nation. 

Essentially, invasive species threaten 
natural habitats, economies, and envi-
ronments in every State and essen-
tially every district that we represent. 
The work done by the Forest Service in 
education, outreach, and on-the-ground 
action is imperative to the prevention 
and early detection of nonnative 
invasive species. 

By way of just one example that we 
deal with in our district, in the New 
York 29th Congressional District is the 
emerald ash borer beetle which can kill 
an ash tree within 5 years, decimating 
forests across the States and across our 
district. This pest and other insects 
have caused disruption on local econo-
mies and on job producers nationwide. 
Research estimates that we have re-

viewed at our office indicate that re-
placement and treatment of affected 
ash trees could total $10 billion over 
the next decade should this pest con-
tinue to spread. 

This is just one pest of many that the 
U.S. Forest Service is seeking to main-
tain and address so that Federal and 
State funds are not diverted from other 
meaningful initiatives. 

Working with individual States on 
invasive species control, the Forest 
Health Management programs are part 
of a collaborative effort to protect for-
est and grasslands where their efforts 
can be most effective—in the field on 
the front line rather than here behind 
a desk in Washington, D.C. 

The benefit of placing Federal funds 
into action on the front lines, there-
fore, far outweighs the use of those 
funds to bloat the Federal bureaucracy. 
And, therefore, I ask my colleagues to 
support the amendment and join in 
this bipartisan effort, with all due re-
spect to the chairman of the appropria-
tions process that is making some very 
difficult decisions in this day and age. 

But I just want to highlight this 
issue, and I do truly believe that 
through a bipartisan issue we can get 
money from D.C. into the fields and 
deal with the issue of invasive species 
that threaten economies and industry 
across the Nation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I appreciate the gen-

tleman from New York’s observation 
that we are working with some very 
difficult numbers, and he’s absolutely 
right. And this is an account, frankly, 
that I think is important. The invasive 
species and trying to control invasive 
species across this country is of high 
importance. It’s as of high importance 
in Idaho as it is in New York and other 
places across the country. But as the 
gentleman noted, the concern is the 
offset. 

While we actually treated this ac-
count better than most other accounts 
within this budget, we actually only 
reduced it by 21⁄2 percent. Some other 
accounts, EPA’s account is down 18 
percent, and some other things. Most 
accounts received substantially less 
funding. And where you’re taking this 
money from, as I said on the last 
amendment, the Office of the Secretary 
is funded in this bill $331⁄2 million below 
the budget’s request. That was before 
we took out another $20 million in an 
earlier amendment to put it into the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund. So 
now we’re doing $531⁄2 million. We add 
this to it and we are going to be down 
$62 million. 

Sometimes these, what appear to be 
small amounts, add up. If we’re going 
to have a Secretary’s office that actu-
ally functions, we have to keep enough 
resources there so that he can do his 
job. 

And while I appreciate what the gen-
tleman is trying to do, I sympathize 
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with what he’s trying to do and support 
the effort of what he’s trying to do. 
The fact that the offset affects an ac-
count that we have substantially re-
duced already is a problem, so I would 
oppose the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MORAN. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. I rise to agree with the 
chairman of the appropriations sub-
committee just as I did with the last 
amendment. 

The idea of a bloated bureaucracy, 
when you’ve taken $53 million out of 
the Secretary’s office, it seems to me, 
is misplaced where we’re talking about 
giving the Office of the Secretary of 
the Interior far more responsibility. 
And now, at every opportunity, we 
seem to be cutting the resources that 
are necessary to fulfill those respon-
sibilities. Already tonight we’ve taken 
$20 million from the Office of the Sec-
retary’s account. 

So just as I did with the prior amend-
ment, I would also agree with the 
chairman’s comments and associate 
myself with them. So I won’t take any 
more of the body’s time. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. REED). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. REED. Madam Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SCALISE 
Mr. SCALISE. I have an amendment 

at the desk. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 32, line 12, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(decreased by $420,000)’’. 
Page 158, line 25, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(increased by $420,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Louisiana is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, the 
amendment that I bring would take 
$420,000 from the Secretary of the Inte-
rior’s account and move it into the 
spending reduction account to reduce 
the Nation’s deficit. 

And the reason that we’re doing this 
is that, over the last year since the 
Deepwater Horizon exploded, the ad-
ministration came out with a policy 
not long after that imposed a morato-
rium on drilling, a moratorium that 
was found by Federal courts to be out-
side of the law. The administration un-
fortunately went forward with that 
moratorium, costing thousands of 
American jobs, hurting America’s en-
ergy security. 

But even after the lifting of the mor-
atorium, they still maintain what they 
call a permitorium, a refusal to issue 
permits to explore in the Gulf of Mex-
ico for American energy. Not only does 
it cost our Nation tens of thousands of 
jobs, but it also costs us energy secu-
rity where now we’re even more de-
pendent on Middle Eastern countries 
for oil. It’s led to higher prices of gaso-
line at the pumps. It’s had devastating 
impacts. Yet there’s been no account-
ability to the administration for their 
policies that have led to this destruc-
tion of our economic well-being and 
our energy security as it relates to 
American energy, and especially as it 
relates to jobs in the Gulf of Mexico. 

b 2300 
Now, if you really want to get down 

to the details of this amendment, one 
of the things we’ve said for a long time 
is, a lot of these companies, these big 
employers that have been out there for 
a long time exploring safely for Amer-
ican energy, they want to continue to 
be able to explore for American energy; 
and they want to go back to work; but 
they haven’t been allowed to because of 
administration policies. 

But what’s more absurd is that while 
the administration has had this 
permitorium, where they won’t let peo-
ple go back to work, they have also al-
lowed the clock to continue ticking on 
the permits and on the leases. And 
you’ve got a finite amount of time for 
a lease; you’ve got a 10-year period of 
time. And if the administration is say-
ing you can’t properly develop your 
lease—now it would be one thing if 
they said, we’re going to stop the clock 
while we, as an administration, go for-
ward with this radical policy. But all 
outside experts have said is that it has 
nothing to do with safety, and it is 
hurting not only American energy pro-
duction but American jobs. 

But what the administration said is 
they’re going to continue to let the 
clock run. It’s like if you are playing a 
basketball game and the referee is 
holding the ball, and the clock’s still 
running. You are sitting there saying, 
look, I just want the ball. I want to be 
able to go out and play by the rules, 
and the referee is holding the ball 
while the clock continues to run. 
That’s just not fair. And yet the ad-
ministration continues to do this. 

This House, Madam Chair, passed leg-
islation, H.R. 1229. It’s called the Put-
ting the Gulf of Mexico Back to Work 
Act. This legislation that we passed 
here in this House with a bipartisan 
vote, sent it over to the Senate—they 
still haven’t taken action in the Sen-
ate—but what this legislation did, 
among other things, is it addressed 
that problem and said, If this adminis-
tration is going to tell responsible 
companies who are trying to go back to 
work, who are trying to do the right 
thing—if the administration is going to 
tell them that they’re not allowed to 
play by their own rules, then the clock 
stops while the administration denies 
them the ability to be permitted. 

So the legislation that we passed ad-
dressed this. But the Senate, for what-
ever reason, refuses to take that up; 
again, costing our country thousands 
of good, high-paying jobs and hurting 
America’s energy security, making us 
more dependent on Middle Eastern oil. 

What we’re saying with this amend-
ment is: if this administration wants 
to continue going forward with that 
radical policy, which a majority of the 
President’s own hand-picked scientists 
in his report right after the explosion 
of the Horizon said is irresponsible to 
do, that would actually reduce safety 
by denying permits, by having this 
moratorium, and now permitorium, 
then there has to be accountability. We 
have to hold this administration ac-
countable for their actions. 

And the $420,000 number in this bill 
that we’re setting aside and putting 
into the deficit reduction account was 
gathered by looking at the number of 
leases that expire at the end of this 
year. There are 350 leases that will ex-
pire at the end of this year, not 
through any fault of those companies 
that are out there trying to explore for 
American energy, but because the ad-
ministration won’t let them play by 
the rules. 

So if they’re going to be irresponsible 
with their policies, there has to be a 
price to pay. There has to be account-
ability that the American people say, 
You’re not going to use taxpayer 
money to deny American jobs, to deny 
American energy, and make our coun-
try more dependent on Middle Eastern 
oil and make our country continue to 
have to pay these higher prices at the 
pump. 

It’s their policies that have done it, 
and it’s clear, and everybody under-
stands that. People in the Gulf of Mex-
ico recognize that. But there has been 
no accountability by this Congress, and 
so that’s what this legislation is in-
tended to do. This amendment will ad-
dress that problem. I urge its adoption. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chairman, I 

reluctantly rise in opposition to the 
amendment. I understand what the 
gentleman is saying. I agree with what 
he’s saying. I think the Members have 
a concern that we are not allowing 
these oil companies to go out after the 
permits, and we’re trying to send a 
message to the Secretary. I understand 
that, and I don’t have a problem with 
sending a message. 

The problem is—and this is a little 
bit of inside baseball, I guess, to talk 
about it this way—the problem is that 
under the rules we have, you can re-
duce an account by a certain amount 
and put that money in the budget re-
serve account which then reduces the 
allocation that the committee has to 
spend. He takes the $420,000, I think it 
is, out of the Office of the Secretary 
and reduces our allocation by that 
much. 
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And as Members have heard that 

have listened to this debate, there are 
both Republicans and Democrats that 
are concerned about some of the fund-
ing allocations in this bill of the var-
ious accounts. People want to put more 
money into the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund. People want to put 
more money, as the last amendment 
did, into the invasive species program, 
taking care of invasive species. If you 
go throughout, there are Members on 
both sides of the aisle that believe that 
various accounts are funded at too low 
of a level. So to take this money and 
put it into the budget reserve account 
and take it out of the Interior appro-
priations bill means that that is money 
that could go into another account. 

Now, this bill comes to the floor 
under the budget resolution that was 
passed by the House under the 302(a) 
and the 302(b) cap, the allocation that 
was given to this committee. It’s a 
tough allocation, but we’ve made those 
tough decisions, and I don’t like to see 
money to send a message to the Sec-
retary, money taken out of his account 
and put into the budget reserve ac-
count when there are other accounts 
within the appropriation that could ob-
viously use the funds. 

So if we weren’t putting it into the 
budget reserve account, I don’t have a 
problem with the message you are try-
ing to send. I appreciate what the gen-
tleman is trying to do, but I would re-
luctantly have to oppose the amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MORAN. I move to strike the 

last word, Madam Chair. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. I agree with the chair-
man of the committee again that this 
amendment should be opposed. But I 
would also mention that I don’t know 
how fast the administration could issue 
drilling permits in the Gulf of Mexico 
that would be fast enough. It’s as 
though Deepwater Horizon never hap-
pened. When it did happen, people died. 
The ecology of the gulf area was se-
verely and adversely affected. The 
economy was devastated. And we did a 
complete investigation and found that 
it was largely because the Minerals 
Management Service was not doing its 
job, that they were issuing permits too 
quickly without adequate review. 
Sometimes they were just letting per-
mit forms be filled out by the oil com-
panies themselves. Sometimes they 
had already made arrangements to go 
to work for the oil companies. 

But for whatever reason, the fact is 
that they weren’t doing their job. They 
were letting down the American public. 
They were letting down the workers on 
the drilling rigs. And they certainly 
contributed to a despoiling of the envi-
ronment, the ecology of the gulf. So 
this Congress, both sides having been 
severely critical of the Minerals Man-
agement Service, reorganized it and in-
structed it to be very careful, at least 

much more careful than they had been 
in the past in terms of issuing drilling 
permits. That’s what they’re doing. 

Now, there have been any number of 
drilling permits issued. They’re being 
issued so fast, we don’t have an exact 
number right now; but we know a lot 
have been issued. Again, I doubt that 
whatever the number was that it would 
be enough for Members that represent 
areas in the gulf to benefit from more 
drilling activity. But the American 
public—this is a democracy, the major-
ity of the American public, whatever 
State they’re in—wants the Secretary 
of the Interior to have a process that 
reflects integrity, that reflects cau-
tion, that puts the safety of workers 
and the protection of the environment 
first. 

So the Secretary is doing his job. We 
support the job he’s doing. We know 
he’s issuing a lot of permits, and we 
agree with the chairman that this 
amendment should be defeated. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, I ask 

unanimous consent to modify the 
amendment with the modification I 
have placed at the desk. 

b 2310 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Modification to amendment offered 

by Mr. SCALISE: 
Strike the second instruction 

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the amendment is modified. 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. Is there any fur-

ther debate on the amendment? 
Mr. MORAN. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. Madam Chairwoman, 
this is a distinction without a dif-
ference. The money still goes away. 
The argument that was made by the 
chairman of the committee still 
stands, as far as I can see. And so even 
though the amendment may be worded 
a little differently, the reality is that 
the money is lost. And we don’t see 
that this would be a constructive 
amendment anyway, so we would op-
pose it. 

Mr. SCALISE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MORAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. SCALISE. What the amendment, 
as it’s now revised, would do is it would 
still reduce the $420,000. It wouldn’t go 
to the Spending Reduction Account; it 
would stay within the department, and 
I think that addresses one of the con-
cerns that the chairman had. 

But it would still make it clear that 
there’s going to have to be account-
ability for those people who have 
played by the rules who are being pe-
nalized today. There’s got to be some 
accountability and, in this case, there 
would be the ability for us to not only 

send a message but a message attached 
to a spending reduction in the Sec-
retary’s department, that he can’t just 
deny people the ability to go back to 
work who are playing by the rules. 

Mr. MORAN. Reclaiming my time, I 
don’t know this business about playing 
by the rules and punishing people who 
don’t. It seems to me that the Interior 
Department is trying to play by the 
rules that the Congress instructed it to 
play by. 

But, notwithstanding that, when you 
remove $420,000 from the bill, don’t 
know where it goes, I think you lose it. 
So I don’t think that this makes a dif-
ference. 

What you’re saying is that you’re not 
going to put the $420,000 into this re-
duction account. What’s the term of it? 
The Spending Reduction Account. That 
does away with the money. 

But now what you’re doing is basi-
cally taking it out of the bill, letting it 
fly away to who knows where, but the 
reality is it no longer exists. So it’s 
coming out of the bill. And we don’t 
think that’s a good idea. We agree with 
the chairman that this amendment 
should be defeated. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE), 
as modified. 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON LEE OF 
TEXAS 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 
Chair, I have an amendment at the 
desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 32, line 12, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(decreased by $5,500,000)’’. 

Page 65, line 19, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 
Chair, we are in some tough times, but 
I believe it’s important to have a struc-
ture in this government that provides 
oversight over the environment of this 
country. And however one may quarrel 
with regulations that may seem a little 
steep, the work of the Environmental 
Protection Agency is important. And 
as we stand here today, this legislation 
cuts the budget of the Environmental 
Protection Agency by 18 percent, in ad-
dition to a 16 percent cut in funding for 
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FY 2011. Thirty-four percent. This is 
unacceptable. 

In order to protect the environment 
without harming industry, we must 
reach a compromise, instead of hap-
hazardly slashing the EPA budget. 
These cuts purposely limit the EPA’s 
ability to ensure that all Americans 
have access to drinking water that 
does not contain harmful pathogens 
and toxins that expose Americans to 
serious risk such as typhoid, hepatitis, 
cancer, and organ damage. 

The assault on public health does not 
stop with the quality of our drinking 
water. This bill also takes drastic steps 
to weaken the Clean Air Act. A rider is 
attached that will prevent the EPA 
from implementing the Cross State Air 
Pollution Rule, a regulation that was 
implemented to protect the public 
from dangerous air pollution and pre-
vent up to 34,000 premature deaths, 
15,000 heart attacks, and 400,000 cases of 
aggregated asthma. 

I’ve never seen an EPA director work 
as hard as Administrator Lisa Jackson. 
Although we have had some out-
standing administrators, she has 
worked to work with Members across 
the aisle. 

But these cuts reduce funding for the 
very programs that keep Americans, 
our constituents safe. And I cannot 
speak for my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle, but I cannot afford to 
have these cuts impact the people of 
Houston and around the Nation. 

Since 1999, Houston has exchanged ti-
tles with Los Angeles for the poorest 
air quality in the Nation. And so it is 
important that we find a way to in-
crease the funding for the EPA. And as 
this bill makes its way through the 
floor, I am continuing to work to do so. 
And I start first with this effort. And I 
ask my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

Let me explain to you about the Old 
Acres Home Citizens Council. This is a 
historic African American community 
located in Houston, Texas. The Council 
partnered with the University of Texas 
to conduct a study to assess the com-
munity’s health risk. It was deter-
mined that a local landfill could be the 
cause for the community’s health-re-
lated problems, enormous cancer in 
that area. 

As a result of the study, the Council 
was awarded a $20,000 grant from the 
EPA Justice Small Grants Program, 
under the Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response Compensation Liabil-
ity Act, commonly known as the 
Superfund, which, obviously, it was in 
some years past to conduct tests to de-
tect, assess, and evaluate the risk to 
human health from hazardous sub-
stances. The goal of these Small 
Grants Program evaluation projects 
was to investigate whether there were 
hazardous substances in the runoff 
from the adjacent landfill. This com-
munity needed those resources. The 
Council used the EPA grant funds to 
hire an EPA-approved environmental 
consultant to take soil and water sam-

ples from the backyards. The results of 
the sample analysis revealed high con-
centrations of toxic substances, many 
of which are harmful to humans. 

Since 2002, the residents of Old Acres 
homes have observed water and sub-
stances seeping from the landfill into 
their back yards. This runoff collects 
into pools of standing water. Due to 
poor drainage, these standing pools be-
came engorged and then flood, thereby 
increasing exposure of residences to po-
tentially hazardous substances from 
the landfill. 

This was the work of the EPA. It edu-
cated a poor community of seniors and 
others about the conditions of their 
neighborhood. This funding that takes 
away from EPA also takes away from 
the Clean Water State Revolving Fund 
and, of course, impacts communities 
like that of the Acres Home Commu-
nity in the 18th Congressional District. 

b 2320 

My friends, we cannot gamble with 
the safety of the American public, the 
cleanliness of air and water, the qual-
ity of the environment for future gen-
erations. We need to restore this fund-
ing, and I have made this effort to do 
so. I will continue to do so. 

Since the debt limit was put in place, 
we have always paid America’s bills. 
We fight today to raise the debt ceil-
ing, but at the same time we’re cutting 
away at America’s safety and Amer-
ica’s need for environmental protec-
tion. I ask my colleagues to support 
this amendment because it is the right 
thing to do. It is the right thing to do 
for Acres Home Community in Hous-
ton, Texas. 

With that, Madam Chairwoman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 
last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chairwoman, 
this is the same debate over again. 
We’re taking money from the Office of 
the Secretary, which is down some $30- 
odd million, $33 million, I think it was, 
from the budget request of this year; 
then we’ve taken $20 million out of 
that already to put into the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund. This would 
take more money out of the Office of 
the Secretary. 

It seems like every time somebody 
has an amendment that they want to 
offer to fund some program that they 
believe is important—and oftentimes 
they are important—the savings ac-
count that you get it from is the Office 
of the Secretary. Not only in this bill, 
but in other bills. We take it out of ad-
ministration. That’s always the easiest 
thing to do, but the fact is that the Of-
fice of the Secretary has taken a pretty 
good hit in this bill both during the 
markup and here on debate on the 
floor, and so I’m afraid I have to oppose 
this amendment because I think it hits 
an account that is already substan-
tially lower than what was requested. 

I would oppose the amendment. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. First of 
all, I didn’t thank both you and the 
ranking member for a very tough task, 
and I think my overall intent was the 
need for increasing the funding in EPA. 

As we make our way through this 
process, does the gentleman see, in the 
consultation with the other body, any 
opportunity to restore any of these 
funds to the EPA? 

Mr. SIMPSON. I would have to say I 
don’t know. I don’t know what the Sen-
ate is doing, what their allocation is 
going to be. They have not passed a 
budget, so they have no 302(b) over 
there to work with. But certainly we 
realize that the EPA has taken the 
largest hit within this budget. A lot of 
that was due to the fact that they had 
the largest increases over the last cou-
ple of years. But certainly we will be 
looking at all of these accounts when 
we go into conference with the body 
across the Rotunda trying to come to a 
compromise that can pass both the 
House and the Senate. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. If the 
gentleman will yield again, I am going 
to continue to work on this issue. I 
know that we’re going to take a vote 
on this. I, as they say, will come back 
again on the floor, because I think this 
is a very important issue. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding to 
allow me to again express how impor-
tant it is that the EPA be funded more 
fully than it has been. 

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 

read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

INSULAR AFFAIRS 
ASSISTANCE TO TERRITORIES 

For expenses necessary for assistance to 
territories under the jurisdiction of the De-
partment of the Interior, $82,558,000, of 
which: (1) $73,296,000 shall remain available 
until expended for territorial assistance, in-
cluding general technical assistance, mainte-
nance assistance, disaster assistance, insular 
management controls, coral reef initiative 
activities, and brown tree snake control and 
research; grants to the judiciary in Amer-
ican Samoa for compensation and expenses, 
as authorized by law (48 U.S.C. 1661(c)); 
grants to the Government of American 
Samoa, in addition to current local revenues, 
for construction and support of govern-
mental functions; grants to the Government 
of the Virgin Islands as authorized by law; 
grants to the Government of Guam, as au-
thorized by law; and grants to the Govern-
ment of the Northern Mariana Islands as au-
thorized by law (Public Law 94–241; 90 Stat. 
272); and (2) $9,262,000 shall be available until 
September 30, 2013 for salaries and expenses 
of the Office of Insular Affairs: Provided, 
That all financial transactions of the terri-
torial and local governments herein provided 
for, including such transactions of all agen-
cies or instrumentalities established or used 
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by such governments, may be audited by the 
Government Accountability Office, at its 
discretion, in accordance with chapter 35 of 
title 31, United States Code: Provided further, 
That Northern Mariana Islands Covenant 
grant funding shall be provided according to 
those terms of the Agreement of the Special 
Representatives on Future United States Fi-
nancial Assistance for the Northern Mariana 
Islands approved by Public Law 104–134: Pro-
vided further, That the funds for the program 
of operations and maintenance improvement 
are appropriated to institutionalize routine 
operations and maintenance improvement of 
capital infrastructure with territorial par-
ticipation and cost sharing to be determined 
by the Secretary based on the grantee’s com-
mitment to timely maintenance of its cap-
ital assets: Provided further, That any appro-
priation for disaster assistance under this 
heading in this Act or previous appropria-
tions Acts may be used as non-Federal 
matching funds for the purpose of hazard 
mitigation grants provided pursuant to sec-
tion 404 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5170c). 

COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION 

For grants and necessary expenses, 
$3,307,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, as provided for in sections 221(a)(2) of 
the Compact of Free Association for the Re-
public of Palau; and section 221(a)(2) of the 
Compacts of Free Association for the Gov-
ernment of the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands and the Federated States of Micro-
nesia, as authorized by Public Law 99–658 and 
Public Law 108–188. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

At the request of the Governor of Guam, 
the Secretary may transfer discretionary 
funds or mandatory funds provided under 
section 104(e) of Public Law 108–188 and Pub-
lic Law 104–134, that are allocated for Guam, 
to the Secretary of Agriculture for the sub-
sidy cost of direct or guaranteed loans, plus 
not to exceed three percent of the amount of 
the subsidy transferred for the cost of loan 
administration, for the purposes authorized 
by the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 and 
section 306(a)(1) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act for construction 
and repair projects in Guam, and such funds 
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided, That such costs, including the cost of 
modifying such loans, shall be as defined in 
section 502 of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974: Provided further, That such loans or 
loan guarantees may be made without regard 
to the population of the area, credit else-
where requirements, and restrictions on the 
types of eligible entities under the Rural 
Electrification Act of 1936 and section 
306(a)(1) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act: Provided further, That any 
funds transferred to the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall be in addition to funds other-
wise made available to make or guarantee 
loans under such authorities. 

OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Solicitor, $64,946,000. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Chair, I have an 
amendment at the table. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 36, line 24, after the dollar amount, 

insert ‘‘(decreased by $4,367,000)’’. 
Page 88, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(increased by $4,367,000)’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GOSAR. Thank you, Madam 
Chair. 

As someone who has practiced chair- 
side dentistry for 25 years, I know first-
hand the profound value of oral health, 
particularly for children. Oral health 
care access early in life is shown to be 
a critical aspect of primary preventa-
tive care. This is especially true in the 
Native American community, which I 
am proud to serve as a Representative 
of Arizona, which has 21 federally rec-
ognized tribes. 

For this reason, my amendment 
would transfer $4,367,000 from the Of-
fice of the Department of the Interior 
Solicitor General to the Indian Health 
Service. The committee report rec-
ommends $4,367,000 less than the Presi-
dent’s request for dental health within 
IHS, and while the bill does not name 
dental health specifically, I would like 
to make it clear on this floor tonight 
that this reallocation of funds is ex-
plicitly intended to fund dental health 
programs within IHS at the level rec-
ommended by the administration. 

The United States Government took 
on long ago a number of treaty obliga-
tions to our Native people, and health 
care was among them. In particular, I 
cannot state strongly enough how im-
perative it is that the Indian tribes 
have this effort in the area of oral 
health fully funded. 

Believe it or not, the incidence of 
early childhood caries, or commonly 
understood tooth decay, occurs among 
the Native American and Native Alas-
kan populations at 300 percent the rate 
of the United States average. This is 
unacceptable; and, again, as someone 
who has practiced dentistry as long as 
I have, I can tell you that this epi-
demic will have dire consequences for 
these children throughout their lives. 

Worse still, the severity of decay is 
substantially higher in these children 
compared to the population as a whole. 
Preschool Native children average 
more than five decayed teeth compared 
to one decayed tooth among U.S. pre-
school children of all races. In many 
Native communities, between 25 and 50 
percent of preschool children have such 
extensive tooth decay that they re-
quire full mouth restoration under gen-
eral anesthesia, compared to less than 
1 percent for non-Native children. 

We have an obligation to improve 
this sad state of affairs, and so I offer 
this amendment and encourage my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support it for the sake of these Native 
children to whom we have an obliga-
tion. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SIMPSON. I move to strike the 

last word. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Idaho is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chairwoman, 

you’re going to hear from the entire 
Dental Caucus tonight. Congressman 
GOSAR from Arizona and myself are the 

two dentists that are in Congress, so it 
might not surprise you that I support 
the gentleman’s amendment. I appre-
ciate his sincere efforts to address the 
obligations, both trust obligations and 
treaty obligations, and moral obliga-
tions, that we have with our Indian 
brothers and sisters across this coun-
try. 

One of the things I’m proudest of in 
this bill, as I said in my opening state-
ment during general debate, was to be 
able to carry on the work that had 
been done by Chairman DICKS when he 
was chairman of the committee, Chair-
man MORAN when he was chairman of 
the committee, and now that I’m chair-
man of the committee, to meet those 
trust obligations that we have with our 
Indian brothers and sisters across this 
country. 

One of the areas in this bill, one of 
the two areas, that actually got in-
creased funding was Indian health serv-
ices because we do have an obligation 
to meet these things. Dental decay is 
the most prevalent disease in the 
United States; and as the gentleman 
from Arizona said, it’s 300 percent more 
likely in Native Americans than it is in 
the general population. That’s unac-
ceptable. We have to do something 
about it. It means that we have to 
meet the contract obligations that we 
have had. 

There’s a saying that’s been said 
around the country that if you live in 
Indian Country, you need to get sick 
before June, because the contract sup-
port costs run out about that time. One 
thing we’ve made a concerted effort to 
do on a bipartisan basis is try to fund 
100 percent of the contract support 
costs for Native Americans. We haven’t 
reached that goal yet. I think in this 
bill we’re about at 93 or 94 percent, 
something like that. The contract sup-
port in the BIA that does the police 
work and those types of things are 
fully funded. We are going to continue 
to work to make sure that we meet 
those obligations that I think we all as 
Americans have. 

I appreciate the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona, and I 
truly appreciate his support for our In-
dian brothers and sisters. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 2330 

Mr. MORAN. Madam Chair, I move to 
strike the last word. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Virginia is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN. As I have said publicly 
and privately to the chairman of the 
Interior Appropriations Subcommittee, 
I congratulate him for taking the ini-
tiative and showing the commitment 
to the Indian Health Service by in-
creasing it by $369 million this year. 
And dental health specifically is up by 
$13.8 million. That’s above the existing 
level this year, and this year is above 
last year. Granted, the need is very 
substantial, and so I am very sup-
portive. 
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The problem is that, with this 

amendment that adds another $4.3 mil-
lion for the express purpose of increas-
ing dental health further, it’s the off-
set. The cut is to the solicitor of the 
Department that serves as the chief 
legal officer, and it’s the solicitor that 
provides legal services to Native Amer-
icans on behalf of the Department. So 
you’re taking the chief legal officer for 
the Native Americans of this country 
and making a substantial cut to the re-
sources available for that position. It’s 
kind of robbing Peter to pay Paul. 

There are very substantial and seri-
ous legal issues that need to be dealt 
with on behalf of Indians throughout 
the country, and there are very dif-
ficult health issues that certainly need 
to be addressed. So I did not rise in op-
position to the amendment, but I do 
think that taking the money from the 
solicitor is an unfortunate place to be 
finding a cut of $4.3 million. 

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chairman, I 

ask unanimous consent that the re-
mainder of the bill through page 56, 
line 22 be considered as read, printed in 
the RECORD, and open to amendment at 
any point. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Idaho? 

There was no objection. 
The text of that portion of the bill is 

as follows: 
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 
For necessary expenses of the Office of In-

spector General, $48,493,000. 
OFFICE OF THE SPECIAL TRUSTEE FOR 

AMERICAN INDIANS 
FEDERAL TRUST PROGRAMS 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For the operation of trust programs for In-

dians by direct expenditure, contracts, coop-
erative agreements, compacts, and grants, 
$152,319,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $31,171,000, 
from this or any other Act, shall be available 
for historical accounting: Provided, That 
funds for trust management improvements 
and litigation support may, as needed, be 
transferred to or merged with the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, ‘‘Operation of Indian Pro-
grams’’ account; the Office of the Solicitor, 
‘‘Salaries and Expenses’’ account; and the 
Office of the Secretary, ‘‘Salaries and Ex-
penses’’ account: Provided further, That funds 
made available through contracts or grants 
obligated during fiscal year 2012, as author-
ized by the Indian Self-Determination Act of 
1975 (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.), shall remain avail-
able until expended by the contractor or 
grantee: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the 
statute of limitations shall not commence to 
run on any claim, including any claim in 
litigation pending on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, concerning losses to or 
mismanagement of trust funds, until the af-
fected tribe or individual Indian has been 
furnished with an accounting of such funds 
from which the beneficiary can determine 
whether there has been a loss: Provided fur-

ther, That, notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary shall not be re-
quired to provide a quarterly statement of 
performance for any Indian trust account 
that has not had activity for at least 18 
months and has a balance of $15.00 or less: 
Provided further, That the Secretary shall 
issue an annual account statement and 
maintain a record of any such accounts and 
shall permit the balance in each such ac-
count to be withdrawn upon the express writ-
ten request of the account holder: Provided 
further, That not to exceed $50,000 is avail-
able for the Secretary to make payments to 
correct administrative errors of either dis-
bursements from or deposits to Individual 
Indian Money or Tribal accounts after Sep-
tember 30, 2002: Provided further, That erro-
neous payments that are recovered shall be 
credited to and remain available in this ac-
count for this purpose. 

DEPARTMENT-WIDE PROGRAMS 
WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses for fire prepared-

ness, suppression operations, fire science and 
research, emergency rehabilitation, haz-
ardous fuels reduction, and rural fire assist-
ance by the Department of the Interior, 
$574,072,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $6,137,000 
shall be for the renovation or construction of 
fire facilities: Provided, That such funds are 
also available for repayment of advances to 
other appropriation accounts from which 
funds were previously transferred for such 
purposes: Provided further, That persons 
hired pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 1469 may be fur-
nished subsistence and lodging without cost 
from funds available from this appropria-
tion: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
42 U.S.C. 1856d, sums received by a bureau or 
office of the Department of the Interior for 
fire protection rendered pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. 1856 et seq., protection of United 
States property, may be credited to the ap-
propriation from which funds were expended 
to provide that protection, and are available 
without fiscal year limitation: Provided fur-
ther, That using the amounts designated 
under this title of this Act, the Secretary of 
the Interior may enter into procurement 
contracts, grants, or cooperative agree-
ments, for hazardous fuels reduction activi-
ties, and for training and monitoring associ-
ated with such hazardous fuels reduction ac-
tivities, on Federal land, or on adjacent non- 
Federal land for activities that benefit re-
sources on Federal land: Provided further, 
That the costs of implementing any coopera-
tive agreement between the Federal Govern-
ment and any non-Federal entity may be 
shared, as mutually agreed on by the af-
fected parties: Provided further, That not-
withstanding requirements of the Competi-
tion in Contracting Act, the Secretary, for 
purposes of hazardous fuels reduction activi-
ties, may obtain maximum practicable com-
petition among: (1) local private, nonprofit, 
or cooperative entities; (2) Youth Conserva-
tion Corps crews, Public Lands Corps (Public 
Law 109–154), or related partnerships with 
State, local, or non-profit youth groups; (3) 
small or micro-businesses; or (4) other enti-
ties that will hire or train locally a signifi-
cant percentage, defined as 50 percent or 
more, of the project workforce to complete 
such contracts: Provided further, That in im-
plementing this section, the Secretary shall 
develop written guidance to field units to en-
sure accountability and consistent applica-
tion of the authorities provided herein: Pro-
vided further, That funds appropriated under 
this heading may be used to reimburse the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service and 
the National Marine Fisheries Service for 
the costs of carrying out their responsibil-

ities under the Endangered Species Act of 
1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) to consult and 
conference, as required by section 7 of such 
Act, in connection with wildland fire man-
agement activities: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Interior may use 
wildland fire appropriations to enter into 
leases of real property with local govern-
ments, at or below fair market value, to con-
struct capitalized improvements for fire fa-
cilities on such leased properties, including 
but not limited to fire guard stations, re-
tardant stations, and other initial attack 
and fire support facilities, and to make ad-
vance payments for any such lease or for 
construction activity associated with the 
lease: Provided further, That the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture 
may authorize the transfer of funds appro-
priated for wildland fire management, in an 
aggregate amount not to exceed $50,000,000, 
between the Departments when such trans-
fers would facilitate and expedite jointly 
funded wildland fire management programs 
and projects: Provided further, That funds 
provided for wildfire suppression shall be 
available for support of Federal emergency 
response actions: Provided further, That funds 
appropriated under this heading shall be 
available for assistance to or through the 
Department of State in connection with for-
est and rangeland research, technical infor-
mation, and assistance in foreign countries, 
and, with the concurrence of the Secretary 
of State, shall be available to support for-
estry, wildland fire management, and related 
natural resource activities outside the 
United States and its territories and posses-
sions, including technical assistance, edu-
cation and training, and cooperation with 
United States and international organiza-
tions: Provided further, That, before obli-
gating any of the funds provided herein for 
wildland fire suppression, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall obligate all unobligated 
balances previously made available under 
this heading that, when appropriated, were 
designated by Congress as an emergency re-
quirement pursuant to the Concurrent Reso-
lution on the Budget or the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 
and notify the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate in writing of the imminent need 
to begin obligating funds provided herein for 
wildland fire suppression: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Interior may 
transfer not more than $50,000,000 of the 
funds provided herein to the Secretary of Ag-
riculture if the Secretaries determine that 
the transfer will enhance the efficiency or ef-
fectiveness of Federal wildland fire suppres-
sion activities. 
FLAME WILDFIRE SUPPRESSION RESERVE FUND 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 
For necessary expenses for large fire sup-

pression operations of the Department of the 
Interior and as a reserve fund for suppression 
and Federal emergency response activities, 
$92,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That such amounts are 
available only for transfer to the ‘‘Wildland 
Fire Management’’ account and only fol-
lowing a declaration by the Secretary that 
either (1) a wildland fire suppression event 
meets certain previously-established risk- 
based written criteria for significant com-
plexity, severity, or threat posed by the fire 
or (2) funds in the ‘‘Wildland Fire Manage-
ment’’ account will be exhausted within 30 
days. 

CENTRAL HAZARDOUS MATERIALS FUND 
For necessary expenses of the Department 

of the Interior and any of its component of-
fices and bureaus for the response action, in-
cluding associated activities, performed pur-
suant to the Comprehensive Environmental 
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Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), 
$10,149,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 
NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT AND 

RESTORATION 
NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT FUND 

To conduct natural resource damage as-
sessment and restoration activities by the 
Department of the Interior necessary to 
carry out the provisions of the Comprehen-
sive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 1251 
et seq.), the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 
U.S.C. 2701 et seq.), and Public Law 101–337, 
as amended (16 U.S.C. 19jj et seq.), $5,763,000, 
to remain available until expended. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
For the acquisition of a departmental fi-

nancial and business management system, 
information technology improvements of 
general benefit to the Department, and con-
solidation of facilities and operations 
throughout the Department, $57,019,000, to 
remain available until expended: Provided, 
That none of the funds appropriated in this 
Act or any other Act may be used to estab-
lish reserves in the Working Capital Fund 
account other than for accrued annual leave 
and depreciation of equipment without prior 
approval of the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations: Provided further, 
That the Secretary may assess reasonable 
charges to State, local and tribal govern-
ment employees for training services pro-
vided by the National Indian Program Train-
ing Center, other than training related to 
Public Law 93–638: Provided further, That the 
Secretary may lease or otherwise provide 
space and related facilities, equipment or 
professional services of the National Indian 
Program Training Center to State, local and 
tribal government employees or persons or 
organizations engaged in cultural, edu-
cational, or recreational activities (as de-
fined in section 3306(a) of title 40, United 
States Code) at the prevailing rate for simi-
lar space, facilities, equipment, or services 
in the vicinity of the National Indian Pro-
gram Training Center: Provided further, That 
all funds received pursuant to the two pre-
ceding provisos shall be credited to this ac-
count, shall be available until expended, and 
shall be used by the Secretary for necessary 
expenses of the National Indian Program 
Training Center. 

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 
There is hereby authorized for acquisition 

from available resources within the Working 
Capital Fund, 15 aircraft, 10 of which shall be 
for replacement and which may be obtained 
by donation, purchase or through available 
excess surplus property: Provided, That exist-
ing aircraft being replaced may be sold, with 
proceeds derived or trade-in value used to 
offset the purchase price for the replacement 
aircraft. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 
EMERGENCY TRANSFER AUTHORITY—INTRA- 

BUREAU 
SEC. 101. Appropriations made in this title 

shall be available for expenditure or transfer 
(within each bureau or office), with the ap-
proval of the Secretary, for the emergency 
reconstruction, replacement, or repair of air-
craft, buildings, utilities, or other facilities 
or equipment damaged or destroyed by fire, 
flood, storm, or other unavoidable causes: 
Provided, That no funds shall be made avail-
able under this authority until funds specifi-
cally made available to the Department of 

the Interior for emergencies shall have been 
exhausted: Provided further, That all funds 
used pursuant to this section must be replen-
ished by a supplemental appropriation which 
must be requested as promptly as possible. 

EMERGENCY TRANSFER AUTHORITY— 
DEPARTMENT-WIDE 

SEC. 102. The Secretary may authorize the 
expenditure or transfer of any no year appro-
priation in this title, in addition to the 
amounts included in the budget programs of 
the several agencies, for the suppression or 
emergency prevention of wildland fires on or 
threatening lands under the jurisdiction of 
the Department of the Interior; for the emer-
gency rehabilitation of burned-over lands 
under its jurisdiction; for emergency actions 
related to potential or actual earthquakes, 
floods, volcanoes, storms, or other unavoid-
able causes; for contingency planning subse-
quent to actual oil spills; for response and 
natural resource damage assessment activi-
ties related to actual oil spills or releases of 
hazardous substances into the environment; 
for the prevention, suppression, and control 
of actual or potential grasshopper and Mor-
mon cricket outbreaks on lands under the ju-
risdiction of the Secretary, pursuant to the 
authority in section 417(b) of Public Law 106– 
224 (7 U.S.C. 7717(b)); for emergency reclama-
tion projects under section 410 of Public Law 
95–87; and shall transfer, from any no year 
funds available to the Office of Surface Min-
ing Reclamation and Enforcement, such 
funds as may be necessary to permit assump-
tion of regulatory authority in the event a 
primacy State is not carrying out the regu-
latory provisions of the Surface Mining Act: 
Provided, That appropriations made in this 
title for wildland fire operations shall be 
available for the payment of obligations in-
curred during the preceding fiscal year, and 
for reimbursement to other Federal agencies 
for destruction of vehicles, aircraft, or other 
equipment in connection with their use for 
wildland fire operations, such reimburse-
ment to be credited to appropriations cur-
rently available at the time of receipt there-
of: Provided further, That for wildland fire op-
erations, no funds shall be made available 
under this authority until the Secretary de-
termines that funds appropriated for 
‘‘wildland fire operations’’ and ‘‘FLAME 
Wildfire Suppression Reserve Fund’’ shall be 
exhausted within 30 days: Provided further, 
That all funds used pursuant to this section 
must be replenished by a supplemental ap-
propriation which must be requested as 
promptly as possible: Provided further, That 
such replenishment funds shall be used to re-
imburse, on a pro rata basis, accounts from 
which emergency funds were transferred. 

AUTHORIZED USE OF FUNDS 
SEC. 103. Appropriations made to the De-

partment of the Interior in this title shall be 
available for services as authorized by sec-
tion 3109 of title 5, United States Code, when 
authorized by the Secretary, in total amount 
not to exceed $500,000; purchase and replace-
ment of motor vehicles, including specially 
equipped law enforcement vehicles; hire, 
maintenance, and operation of aircraft; hire 
of passenger motor vehicles; purchase of re-
prints; payment for telephone service in pri-
vate residences in the field, when authorized 
under regulations approved by the Secretary; 
and the payment of dues, when authorized by 
the Secretary, for library membership in so-
cieties or associations which issue publica-
tions to members only or at a price to mem-
bers lower than to subscribers who are not 
members. 

AUTHORIZED USE OF FUNDS, INDIAN TRUST 
MANAGEMENT 

SEC. 104. Appropriations made in this Act 
under the headings Bureau of Indian Affairs 

and Office of the Special Trustee for Amer-
ican Indians and any unobligated balances 
from prior appropriations Acts made under 
the same headings shall be available for ex-
penditure or transfer for Indian trust man-
agement and reform activities. Total funding 
for historical accounting activities shall not 
exceed amounts specifically designated in 
this Act for such purpose. 
REDISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS, BUREAU OF INDIAN 

AFFAIRS 
SEC. 105. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of law, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to redistribute any Tribal Pri-
ority Allocation funds, including tribal base 
funds, to alleviate tribal funding inequities 
by transferring funds to address identified, 
unmet needs, dual enrollment, overlapping 
service areas or inaccurate distribution 
methodologies. No tribe shall receive a re-
duction in Tribal Priority Allocation funds 
of more than 10 percent in fiscal year 2012. 
Under circumstances of dual enrollment, 
overlapping service areas or inaccurate dis-
tribution methodologies, the 10 percent limi-
tation does not apply. 

TWIN CITIES RESEARCH CENTER 
SEC. 106. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of law, in conveying the Twin Cities Re-
search Center under the authority provided 
by Public Law 104–134, the Secretary may ac-
cept and retain land and other forms of reim-
bursement: Provided, That the Secretary 
may retain and use any such reimbursement 
until expended and without further appro-
priation: (1) for the benefit of the National 
Wildlife Refuge System within the State of 
Minnesota; and (2) for all activities author-
ized by section 701 of Public Law 100–696 (16 
U.S.C. 460zz). 

PAYMENT OF FEES 
SEC. 107. The Secretary of the Interior may 

use discretionary funds to pay private attor-
ney fees and costs for employees and former 
employees of the Department of the Interior 
reasonably incurred in connection with 
Cobell v. Salazar to the extent that such fees 
and costs are not paid by the Department of 
Justice or by private insurance. In no case 
shall the Secretary make payments under 
this section that would result in payment of 
hourly fees in excess of the highest hourly 
rate approved by the District Court for the 
District of Columbia for counsel in Cobell v. 
Salazar. 

EVERGLADES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION 
SEC. 108. This and any subsequent fiscal 

year, the National Park Service is author-
ized to implement modifications to the 
Tamiami Trail as described in, and in ac-
cordance with, the preferred alternative 
identified in the final environmental impact 
statement noticed in the Federal Register on 
December 14, 2010, (75 Fed. Reg. 77896), relat-
ing to restoration efforts of the Everglades 
ecosystem. 

ELLIS, GOVERNORS, AND LIBERTY ISLANDS 
SEC. 109. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of law, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to acquire lands, waters, or inter-
ests therein including the use of all or part 
of any pier, dock, or landing within the 
State of New York and the State of New Jer-
sey, for the purpose of operating and main-
taining facilities in the support of transpor-
tation and accommodation of visitors to 
Ellis, Governors, and Liberty Islands, and of 
other program and administrative activities, 
by donation or with appropriated funds, in-
cluding franchise fees (and other monetary 
consideration), or by exchange; and the Sec-
retary is authorized to negotiate and enter 
into leases, subleases, concession contracts 
or other agreements for the use of such fa-
cilities on such terms and conditions as the 
Secretary may determine reasonable. 
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INDIAN PROBATE JUDGES 

SEC. 110. In fiscal year 2012 and each fiscal 
year thereafter, for the purpose of adjudi-
cating Indian probate cases in the Depart-
ment of the Interior, the hearing require-
ments of chapter 10 of title 25, United States 
Code, are deemed satisfied by a proceeding 
conducted by an Indian probate judge, ap-
pointed by the Secretary without regard to 
the provisions of title 5, United States Code, 
governing the appointments in the competi-
tive service, for such period of time as the 
Secretary determines necessary: Provided, 
That the basic pay of an Indian probate 
judge so appointed may be fixed by the Sec-
retary without regard to the provisions of 
chapter 51, and subchapter III of chapter 53 
of title 5, United States Code, governing the 
classification and pay of General Schedule 
employees, except that no such Indian pro-
bate judge may be paid at a level which ex-
ceeds the maximum rate payable for the 
highest grade of the General Schedule, in-
cluding locality pay. 
BUREAU OF OCEAN ENERGY MANAGEMENT, REG-

ULATION AND ENFORCEMENT REORGANIZATION 
SEC. 111. The Secretary of the Interior, in 

order to implement a reorganization of the 
Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, Regu-
lation and Enforcement, may establish ac-
counts and transfer funds among and be-
tween the offices and bureaus affected by the 
reorganization only in conformance with the 
reprogramming guidelines described in the 
report accompanying this Act. 
AUTHORIZED USE OF INDIAN EDUCATION FUNDS 
SEC. 112. Beginning July 1, 2008, any funds 

(including investments and interest earned, 
except for construction funds) held by a Pub-
lic Law 100–297 grant or a Public Law 93–638 
contract school shall, upon retrocession to 
or re-assumption by the Bureau of Indian 
Education, remain available to the Bureau of 
Indian Education for a period of 5 years from 
the date of retrocession or re-assumption for 
the benefit of the programs approved for the 
school on October 1, 1995. 
CONTRACTS AND AGREEMENTS FOR WILD HORSE 

AND BURRO HOLDING FACILITIES 
SEC. 113. (a) Notwithstanding any other 

provision of this Act, the Secretary of the 
Interior may enter into multiyear coopera-
tive agreements with nonprofit organiza-
tions and other appropriate entities, and 
may enter into multiyear contracts in ac-
cordance with the provisions of section 304B 
of the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S.C. 254c) (except 
that the 5 year term restriction in sub-
section (d) shall not apply), for the long-term 
care and maintenance of excess wild free 
roaming horses and burros by such organiza-
tions or entities on private land. Such coop-
erative agreements and contracts may not 
exceed 10 years, subject to renewal at the 
discretion of the Secretary. 

(b) During fiscal year 2012 and subsequent 
fiscal years, in carrying out work involving 
cooperation with any State or political sub-
division thereof, the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment may record obligations against ac-
counts receivable from any such entities. 

BUREAU OF INDIAN EDUCATION OPERATED 
SCHOOLS 

SEC. 114. (a)(1) Nothwithstanding section 
586(c) of title 40, United States Code, the 
head of a Bureau-operated school is author-
ized to enter into agreements with public 
and private persons and entities that provide 
for such persons and entities to rent or lease 
the land or facilities of the school in ex-
change for a consideration (in the form of 
funds) that benefits the school, as deter-
mined by the head of the school when such 
rent or lease does not interfere with school 
operations. 

(2) Funds received under paragraph (1) 
shall be retained by the school and used for 
school purposes otherwise authorized by law. 
Any funds received under paragraph (1) are 
hereby made available until expended for 
such purposes, notwithstanding section 3302 
of title 31, United States Code. 

(3) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to allow for the diminishment of, or 
otherwise affect, the appropriation of funds 
to the budget accounts for the operation and 
maintenance of Bureau-operated schools. No 
funds shall be withheld from the distribution 
to the budget of any Bureau-operated school 
due to the receipt by the school of a benefit 
in accordance with this section. 

(b) Notwithstanding any provision of title 
5, United States Code, or any regulation pro-
mulgated under such title, education per-
sonnel who are under the direction and su-
pervision of the Secretary of the Interior 
may participate in a fundraising activity for 
the benefit of a Bureau-operated school in an 
official capacity as part of their official du-
ties. When participating in such an official 
capacity, the employee may use the employ-
ee’s official title, position, and authority. 
Nothing in this subsection shall be construed 
to authorize participation in political activ-
ity (as such term is used in section 7324 of 
title 5, United States Code) otherwise prohib-
ited by law. 

(c) The Secretary of the Interior shall pro-
mulgate regulations to carry out this section 
not later than 12 months after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. Such regulations 
shall include— 

(1) provisions for the establishment and ad-
ministration of mechanisms for the accept-
ance of consideration for the use and benefit 
of a school in accordance with this section 
(including, in appropriate cases, the estab-
lishment and administration of trust funds); 

(2) accountability standards to ensure eth-
ical conduct; and 

(3) provisions for monitoring the amount 
and terms of consideration received, the 
manner in which the consideration is used, 
and any results achieved by such use. 

(d) Provisions of this section shall apply to 
fiscal year 2012 and subsequent fiscal years. 

MASS MARKING OF SALMONIDS 
SEC. 115. The United States Fish and Wild-

life Service shall, in carrying out its respon-
sibilities to protect threatened and endan-
gered species of salmon, implement a system 
of mass marking of salmonid stocks, in-
tended for harvest, that are released from 
federally operated or federally financed 
hatcheries including but not limited to fish 
releases of coho, chinook, and steelhead spe-
cies. Marked fish must have a visible mark 
that can be readily identified by commercial 
and recreational fishers. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Madam Chairman, I 
move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
GOSAR) having assumed the chair, Ms. 
FOXX, Acting Chair of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 2584) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior, envi-
ronment, and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, 
and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 

of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 1383. An act to temporarily preserve 
higher rates for tuition and fees for pro-
grams of education at non-public institu-
tions of higher learning pursued by individ-
uals enrolled in the Post-9/11 Educational As-
sistance Program of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs before the end enactment of the 
Post-9/11 Veterans Educational Assistance 
Improvements Act of 2010, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

S. 1103—An act to extend the term of the 
incumbent Director of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 34 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, July 27, 2011, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2605. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Suspen-
sion of Community Eligibility [Docket ID: 
FEMA-2011-0002] [Internal Agency Docket 
No. FEMA-8185] received June 28, 2011, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

2606. A letter from the Regulatory Spe-
cialist, LRAD, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Risk Based Capital Standards: Advanced 
Capital Adequacy Framework — Basel II; Es-
tablishment of a Risk-Based Capital Floor 
[Docket No.: -2010-0009] (RIN: 1557-AD33) re-
ceived June 20, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

2607. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulatory Services, De-
partment of Education, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Final Priorities; Dis-
ability and Rehabilitation Research Projects 
and Centers Program — Disability Rehabili-
tation Research Projects (DRRP) — Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act (ADA) National 
Networks Regional Centers (formerly the 
Disability Business Technical Assistance 
Centers (DBTACs), the ADA National Net-
work Knowledge Translation Center, and the 
ADA National Network Collaborative Re-
search Projects [CFDA Numbers: 84.133A-6, 
84.133A-7, and 84.133A-8] received June 20, 
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

2608. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
General Counsel for Regulatory Services, De-
partment of Education, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Final Priorities; Dis-
ability and Rehabilitation Research Projects 
and Centers Program [CFDA Numbers: 
84.133E-1 and 84.133E-3] received June 28, 2011, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 
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2609. A letter from the Associate Director 

for PP&I, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Alphabetical Listings: Specially Designated 
Nationals and Blocked Persons; Blocked Ves-
sels; Persons Determined to be the Govern-
ment of Iran received June 20, 2011, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

f 

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. BACHUS: Committee on Financial 
Services. H.R. 2056. A bill to instruct the In-
spector General of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation to study the impact of in-
sured depository institution failures, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
112–182). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina: Committee 
on Rules. House Resolution 372. Resolution 
providing for consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2587) to prohibit the National Labor Rela-
tions Board from ordering any employer to 
close, relocate, or transfer employment 
under any circumstance (Rept. 112–183). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar. 

f 

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 Ms. HAYWORTH: 
H.R. 2642. A bill to prohibit the disposal of 

certain Department of Veterans Affairs land 
and improvements in the Hudson Valley 
Healthcare System; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT (for himself, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. ELLI-
SON): 

H.R. 2643. A bill to provide for medical neu-
trality and to establish accountability for 
violations of the principle of medical neu-
trality, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 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. COSTELLO (for himself, Mr. 
RAHALL, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. NADLER, Ms. BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. FILNER, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON of Texas, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. BOS-
WELL, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. MICHAUD, 
Mr. CARNAHAN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. ALTMIRE, 
Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, Mr. SHULER, 
Mr. COHEN, Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. 
SIRES, and Ms. EDWARDS): 

H.R. 2644. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the funding and 
expenditure authority of the Airport and 
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to extend the airport improve-
ment program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 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. STARK (for himself, Mr. WAX-
MAN, and Mr. PALLONE): 

H.R. 2645. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to increase the min-
imum loss ratio required of Medigap policies; 
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. JOHNSON of Ohio: 
H.R. 2646. A bill to authorize certain De-

partment of Veterans Affairs major medical 
facility projects and leases, to extend certain 
expiring provisions of law, and to modify cer-
tain authorities of the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS (for himself, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
STARK, Mr. PIERLUISI, and Mr. 
COHEN): 

H.R. 2647. A bill to require the Attorney 
General to make competitive grants to eligi-
ble State, tribal, and local governments to 
establish and maintain certain protection 
and witness assistance programs; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. YOUNG 
of Alaska, and Ms. HANABUSA): 

H.R. 2648. A bill to reauthorize the pro-
grams of the Department of Housing and 
Urban Development for housing assistance 
for Native Hawaiians; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. KIND, Mr. CLAY, Mr. GERLACH, 
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. MCINTYRE, 
Mr. PAUL, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER, and Mr. SHUSTER): 

H.R. 2649. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat certain amounts 
paid for physical activity, fitness, and exer-
cise as amounts paid for medical care; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COSTA: 
H.R. 2650. A bill to designate the United 

States courthouse under construction at 510 
19th Street, Bakersfield, California, as the 
Myron Donovan Crocker United States 
Courthouse; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT (for himself, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. GARRETT, and Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina): 

H.R. 2651. A bill to require that the United 
States Government prioritize all obligations 
on the debt held by the public, Social Secu-
rity benefits, and military pay in the event 
that the debt limit is reached, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2652. A bill to amend title 5, United 

States Code, to provide that Members must 
complete 12 years of creditable service in 
order to be vested in an annuity under the 
Federal Employee Retirement System, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. COOPER (for himself, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. WELCH, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. COSTA, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. DON-
NELLY of Indiana, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. 
MATHESON, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. SCHRA-
DER, Mr. BOREN, Mr. BISHOP of Geor-
gia, Mr. SHULER, Mr. KISSELL, Mr. 
CARNEY, and Mr. HIMES): 

H.R. 2653. A bill to provide that Members of 
Congress shall be paid last whenever the 

Treasury is unable to liquidate the obliga-
tions of the United States Government in a 
timely manner because the public debt limit 
has been reached; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

By Mr. ELLISON: 
H.R. 2654. A bill to amend the 

Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to provide 
servicemembers increased protection during 
a funding gap; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. GERLACH (for himself, Mr. 
NEAL, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, 
and Mr. BLUMENAUER): 

H.R. 2655. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend the new markets 
tax credit through 2016, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mr. PETRI, 
and Mr. MCDERMOTT): 

H.R. 2656. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 and the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 to make 
technical modifications relating to the 
Worker, Retiree, and Employer Recovery Act 
of 2008 and the Preservation of Access to 
Care for Medicare Beneficiaries and Pension 
Relief Act of 2010; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 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 Mrs. LOWEY (for herself, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia, 
Mr. SERRANO, Mr. COHEN, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. DEUTCH, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Mr. KISSELL, Mr. STARK, Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. NADLER): 

H.R. 2657. A bill to end the use of body- 
gripping traps in the National Wildlife Ref-
uge System; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia: 

H.R. 2658. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to enhance the ability of 
the Federal Protective Service to provide 
adequate security for the prevention of ter-
rorist activities and for the promotion of 
homeland security, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, 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 Mrs. MALONEY (for herself, Mr. 
TOWNS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. LEE, Ms. SPEIER, Ms. MOORE, Ms. 
HIRONO, and Mr. INSLEE): 

H.R. 2659. A bill to establish certain duties 
for pharmacies to ensure provision of Food 
and Drug Administration-approved contra-
ception, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MCCAUL (for himself, Mr. GOH-
MERT, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. SAM 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. HENSARLING, 
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. CULBERSON, 
Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. CONAWAY, Ms. GRANGER, 
Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
REYES, Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, 
Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. SMITH of Texas, 
Mr. OLSON, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. HALL, Mr. HINOJOSA, 
Mr. FLORES, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. GENE 
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GREEN of Texas, Mr. CANSECO, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. 
MARCHANT): 

H.R. 2660. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
122 North Holderrieth Boulevard in Tomball, 
Texas, as the ‘‘Tomball Veterans Post Of-
fice’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. OWENS: 
H.R. 2661. A bill to amend the Tariff Act of 

1930 to waive the requirement to report the 
arrival at any port or place within the 
United States of a vessel of Canada if the 
vessel does not anchor or dock at any harbor 
within the customs territory of the United 
States; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RIBBLE: 
H.R. 2662. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide for equity relat-
ing to medical costs; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Washington (for him-
self, Mr. HOYER, Mr. DICKS, and Mr. 
BERMAN): 

H.J. Res. 74. A joint resolution authorizing 
the limited use of the United States Armed 
Forces in support of the NATO mission in 
Libya; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and in addition to the Committee on Armed 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. BERKLEY: 
H. Res. 373. A resolution supporting the 

goals and ideals of a national day of remem-
brance for United States nuclear weapons 
program workers and uranium miners, mil-
lers, and haulers; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. SHUSTER (for himself and Ms. 
SCHWARTZ): 

H. Res. 374. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the United States should initiate negotia-
tions to enter into a free trade agreement 
with Georgia; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as fol-
lows: 

95. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of 
the House of Representatives of the State of 
Florida, relative to House Memorial 9 re-
questing that the Congress allocate moneys 
generated from marine and fishery product 
import tariffs for the domestic marketing of 
Florida seafood; to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

96. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Maine, relative 
to H.P. 1179 Joint Resolution urging the 
President and the Congress to realize the 
major problems of corn ethanol as a fuel ad-
ditive; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

97. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Florida, relative 
to House Memorial 557 proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

98. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Florida, relative 
to House Memorial 1047 requesting that the 
United States Treasury Department with-
draw Internal Revenue Service regulation 
REG-146097-09; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Ms. HAYWORTH: 
H.R. 2642. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, of the United States 

Constitution reserves to Congress the power 
to raise and support Armies and provide and 
maintain a Navy, as well as make Rules for 
the Government and Regulation of the land 
and naval Forces. 

By Mr. MCDERMOTT: 
H.R. 2643. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (spending au-

thorization); 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (foreign com-

merce); and 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 4 (immigration 

regulation). 
By Mr. COSTELLO: 

H.R. 2644. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power to regulate 

Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes. 

By Mr. STARK: 
H.R. 2645. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3, Section 8 of Article I of the Con-

stitution. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: 

H.R. 2646. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clauses 12, 13, 14, and 18 of Section 8 of Ar-

ticle 1 of the United States Constitution 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: 

H.R. 2647. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Ms. HIRONO: 
H.R. 2648. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 
H.R. 2649. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
The Congress shall have Power to lay and 

collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Mr. COSTA: 
H.R. 2650. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Section Eight, 
Clause one of the first Article one the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 
H.R. 2651. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article One, Section Eight 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2652. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 6 of the United States 
Constitution 

By Mr. COOPER: 
H.R. 2653. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Sections 8 and 9 of the Constitu-

tion of the United States. 
By Mr. ELLISON: 

H.R. 2654. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8. 

By Mr. GERLACH: 
H.R. 2655. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. KIND: 
H.R. 2656. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8. 

By Mrs. LOWEY: 
H.R. 2657. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, of the Constitution of 

the United States 
By Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia: 
H.R. 2658. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the Commerce Clause of Article 
1, Section 8 and to provide for the common 
defense also in Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mrs. MALONEY: 
H.R. 2659. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution. 
By Mr. MCCAUL: 

H.R. 2660. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution: ‘‘The Congress shall have 
Power . . . To establish Post Offices and post 
Roads.’’ 

By Mr. OWENS: 
H.R. 2661. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Commerce Clause (Art. I, § 8, cl. 3) of 

the United States Constitution provides that 
the Congress shall have the power to regu-
late interstate and foreign commerce. 

By Mr. RIBBLE: 
H.R. 2662. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 1 of the U.S. 

Constitution. 
By Mr. SMITH of Washington: 

H.J. Res. 74. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clauses 11 through 13, 

relating to Congress’ authority to declare 
war, raise and support armies, and provide 
and maintain a Navy, respectively. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 10: Mr. CANSECO. 
H.R. 58: Mr. HARPER, Mr. KINGSTON, and 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
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H.R. 100: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 178: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 181: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 198: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 365: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. TOWNS. 
H.R. 436: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio and Mr. 

RIBBLE. 
H.R. 440: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 452: Mr. GALLEGLY and Mr. GOOD-

LATTE. 
H.R. 469: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 615: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. 

PALAZZO, and Mr. HARPER. 
H.R. 687: Mr. WEST and Mr. RUNYAN. 
H.R. 721: Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H.R. 733: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. 

SPEIER, and Mr. MEEKS. 
H.R. 735: Mr. CARTER. 
H.R. 791: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. RUP-

PERSBERGER, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. MARINO, and 
Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 822: Mr. WEBSTER. 
H.R. 885: Mr. FILNER and Ms. EDWARDS. 
H.R. 894: Ms. SCHWARTZ. 
H.R. 973: Mr. POMPEO. 
H.R. 1044: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 1106: Ms. BROWN of Florida and Mr. 

HINCHEY. 
H.R. 1159: Mr. WOMACK and Mr. CRAWFORD. 
H.R. 1161: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. 
H.R. 1186: Mr. CRAWFORD. 
H.R. 1195: Ms. WILSON of Florida. 
H.R. 1219: Ms. WILSON of Florida. 
H.R. 1236: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mr. 

ROTHMAN of New Jersey, and Mr. GUINTA. 
H.R. 1300: Mrs. MALONEY. 
H.R. 1327: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 

DAVIS of Kentucky, and Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky. 

H.R. 1370: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 1386: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
H.R. 1426: Mr. WALZ of Minnesota, Mr. 

BARLETTA, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 

H.R. 1449: Ms. TSONGAS and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1466: Ms. FUDGE, Mr. RAHALL, Ms. 

JACKSON LEE of Texas, and Ms. CLARKE of 
New York. 

H.R. 1497: Ms. HOCHUL. 
H.R. 1505: Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, 

Mr. WITTMAN, and Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 1509: Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 1546: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. 

BARLETTA, Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, 
Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Ms. BORDALLO, and Ms. 
PINGREE of Maine. 

H.R. 1588: Mr. GRIMM. 
H.R. 1591: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 1653: Mr. PAULSEN. 
H.R. 1712: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 1744: Mr. WOMACK, Mr. GRIFFIN of Ar-

kansas, and Mr. DENHAM. 
H.R. 1755: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 1815: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 

LATOURETTE, and Ms. HOCHUL. 
H.R. 1834: Mr. DENHAM. 
H.R. 1845: Mr. NUNES. 
H.R. 1855: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 1860: Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 1864: Mr. QUAYLE. 
H.R. 1904: Mr. PEARCE. 
H.R. 1953: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mrs. BONO 

MACK. 
H.R. 2040: Mr. NUGENT. 
H.R. 2056: Ms. HAYWORTH. 
H.R. 2091: Ms. EDWARDS. 
H.R. 2092: Mr. REED. 
H.R. 2108: Mr. PALAZZO. 
H.R. 2140: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. KISSELL, Mr. 

SHUSTER, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 2164: Mr. WOLF and Mr. SHULER. 
H.R. 2182: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 2198: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina, 

Mr. LATHAM, and Mr. BERG. 
H.R. 2214: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 

OLSON, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. 
PALAZZO, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SCHILLING, Mr. 
YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. WEST, Mr. WALDEN, 

Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, and Mr. 
POLIS. 

H.R. 2223: Mr. COSTELLO. 
H.R. 2242: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 2248: Mr. VISCLOSKY. 
H.R. 2250: Mr. COSTA. 
H.R. 2257: Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. 

ROKITA, and Mr. PAUL. 
H.R. 2299: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 2335: Mrs. BONO MACK. 
H.R. 2363: Mr. PALAZZO. 
H.R. 2402: Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. BENISHEK, 

and Mr. NUNNELEE. 
H.R. 2429: Mr. CANSECO. 
H.R. 2471: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 2505: Mr. DICKS, Mr. FRANK of Massa-

chusetts, and Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 2511: Mr. DEUTCH and Mr. MEEKS. 
H.R. 2514: Mr. OLSON. 
H.R. 2529: Mr. CASSIDY. 
H.R. 2543: Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. WASSERMAN 

SCHULTZ, Mr. HINCHEY, and Ms. EDWARDS. 
H.R. 2559: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 2580: Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. REED, Mr. 

ISRAEL, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 2635: Mr. STIVERS. 
H.J. Res. 2: Mr. WOODALL, Mr. BUCSHON, 

Mrs. ELLMERS, and Mr. COSTA. 
H.J. Res. 69: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.J. Res. 73: Mr. TIPTON and Mr. YODER. 
H. Res. 111: Mr. GOWDY. 
H. Res. 137: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas. 
H. Res. 298: Mr. TIBERI. 
H. Res. 342: Ms. EDWARDS. 
H. Res. 361: Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. SEWELL, Ms. 

BROWN of Florida, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. CLARKE 
of Michigan, Mr. HOLT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
PASTOR of Arizona, Mr. SIRES, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. WATT, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Georgia, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. MEEKS, 
Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. TOWNS, and 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 

H. Res. 364: Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. NEUGE-
BAUER, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. 
DIAZ-BALART, and Mr. BECERRA. 

f 

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: 

The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform in S. 627 do not contain any 
congressional earmarks, limited tax bene-
fits, or limited tariff benefits as defined in 
clause 9 of rule XXI. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 2584 
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON LEE OF TEXAS 
AMENDMENT NO. 53: Page 65, line 19, after 

the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by 
$5,000,000)’’. 

Page 32, line 12, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(decreased by $5,500,000)’’. 

H.R. 2584 
OFFERED BY: MR. CARTER 

AMENDMENT NO. 54: Page 15, line 8, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(decreased by 
$1,000,000) (increased by $1,000,000 )’’. 

H.R. 2584 
OFFERED BY: MR. GOSAR 

AMENDMENT NO. 55: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

FUNDING LIMITATION RELATED TO BORDER 
PATROL ACTIVITIES 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to enforce any of 
the following laws againt the United States 
Border Patrol during border patrol activities 
on Federal lands: 

(1) The National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

(2) The Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 

(3) The Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (commonly known as the ‘‘Clean Water 
Act’’; 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.). 

(4) The National Historic Preservation Act 
(16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.). 

(5) The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 
U.S.C. 703 et seq.). 

(6) The Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et 
seq.). 

(7) The Archeological Resources Protection 
Act of 1979 (16 U.S.C. 18 470aa et seq.). 

(8) The Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300f et seq.). 

(9) The Noise Control Act of 1972 (42 U.S.C. 
4901 et seq.). 

(10) The Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 
U.S.C. 6901 et seq.). 

(11) The Comprehensive Environmental Re-
sponse, Compensation, and Liability Act of 
1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.). 

(12) Public Law 86–523 (commonly known as 
the ‘‘Archaeological and Historic Preserva-
tion Act’’ and the ‘‘Archaeological Recovery 
Act’’; 16 U.S.C. 469 et seq.). 

(13) The Act of June 8, 1906 (commonly 
known as the ‘‘Antiquities Act’’; 16 U.S.C. 
431 et seq.). 

(14) The Act of August 21, 1935 (commonly 
known as the ‘‘Historic Sites, Buildings, and 
Antiquities Act’’; 16 U.S.C. 461 et seq.). 

(15) The Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 
U.S.C. 4201 et seq.). 

(16) The Coastal Zone Management Act of 
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.). 

(17) The Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.). 

(18) The Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et 
seq.). 

(19) The Bald Eagle Protection Act of 1940 
(16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.). 

(20) The Native American Graves Protec-
tion and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. 3001 et 
seq.). 

(21) The American Indian Religious Free-
dom Act (42 U.S.C. 1996 et seq.). 

(22) The Religious Freedom Restoration 
Act of 1993 (42 U.S.C. 2000bb et seq.). 

(23) The Federal Grant and Cooperative 
Agreement Act of 1977 (31 U.S.C. 6303 et seq.). 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. GOSAR 

AMENDMENT NO. 56: Page 76, lines 10 and 13, 
insert after each dollar amount the fol-
lowing: ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’. 

Page 80, line 1, insert after the dollar 
amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$16,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. DENT 

AMENDMENT NO. 57: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

LIMITATION OF FUNDS RELATED TO INDIAN 
GAMING ON SETTLEMENT LANDS 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used to implement, ad-
minister, or enforce section 20(b)(1)(B)(i) of 
the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 
2719(b)(1)(B)(i)). 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. GRIFFIN OF ARKANSAS 

AMENDMENT NO. 58: Page 10, line 21, insert 
after the dollar amount the following: ‘‘(in-
creased by $3,000,000)’’. 
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Page 65, line 19, insert after the dollar 

amount the following: ‘‘(reduced by 
$3,000,000)’’. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. RIGELL 

AMENDMENT NO. 59: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

FUNDING LIMITATION RELATED TO ACQUISITION 
OF LAND 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to prepare, install, 
or manage a transit system for access to 
Chincoteague National Wildlife Refuge. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. RIGELL 

AMENDMENT NO. 60: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

FUNDING LIMITATION RELATED TO ACQUISITION 
OF LAND 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to acquire lands for 
ownership by the Federal Government with-
out first conveying to non-Federal ownership 
an equal number of acres federally owned 
lands. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. LANKFORD 

AMENDMENT NO. 61: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to promulgate, im-
plement, administer, or enforce any Federal 
implementation plan under the Clean Air 
Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) that imposes any 
standard or requirement under subpart P of 
part 51 of title 40, Code of Federal Regula-
tions. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. LANKFORD 

AMENDMENT NO. 62: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

LIMITATION OF FUNDS RELATED TO BUFFER 
ZONES 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to create a protec-
tive perimeter or buffer zone around an area 
owned or managed by the National Park 
Service or the Department of Interior. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. LANKFORD 

AMENDMENT NO. 63: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

LIMITATION OF FUNDS RELATED TO PUBLIC LAND 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to increase the net 
number of acres of Federal land under the ju-
risdiction of the Department of the Interior. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. LANKFORD 

AMENDMENT NO. 64: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to establish, 
issue, evaluate, or implement proposed regu-
lations (Existing Facilities Rule) on the lo-
cation, design, construction, and capacity of 
water intake structures under section 316(b) 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. LANKFORD 

AMENDMENT NO. 65: Page 71, lines 15 and 17, 
strike ‘‘not less than 30 percent’’ and insert 
‘‘30 percent or less’’. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. LANKFORD 

AMENDMENT NO. 66: Page 98, line 11, after 
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by 
$2,661,000)’’. 

Page 158, line 25, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,661,000)’’. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. HOLT 

AMENDMENT NO. 67: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

FUNDING LIMITATION RELATED TO LEASING 
ACTIVITIES 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under this Act may be used to conduct oil or 
natural gas preleasing, leasing, or related ac-
tivities in the North and Mid-Atlantic plan-
ning areas. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. HOLT 

AMENDMENT NO. 68: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. The amounts otherwise provided 
by this Act are revised by reducing the 
amount made available for ‘‘BUREAU OF LAND 
MANAGEMENT-MANAGEMENT OF LANDS AND 
RESOURCES’’, and increasing the amount 
made available for ‘‘UNITED STATES GEOLOGI-
CAL SURVEY-SURVEYS, INVESTIGATIONS, AND 
RESEARCH’’, by $15,929,000 and $13,929,000, re-
spectively. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. HOLT 

AMENDMENT NO. 69: At the end of the bill, 
before the short title, insert the following: 

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND 

SEC. ll. Beginning in fiscal year 2012 and 
each fiscal year thereafter, $900,000,000 shall 
be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States and credited to the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund. These sums shall be 
available to the Secretary, without further 
appropriation or fiscal year limitation, for 
carrying out the purposes of the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (16 
U.S.C. 460l-4 et seq.). 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. GOHMERT 

AMENDMENT NO. 70: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under title II (relating to the Environmental 
Protection Agency) may be used for the new 
construction, purchase, or lease of any facil-
ity land, or space except if such construc-
tion, purchase, or lease is performed pursu-
ant to a contract entered into before the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. POE OF TEXAS 

AMENDMENT NO. 71: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to finalize an 
order for the pesticide sulfuryl fluoride 
under section 408 of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a) that is 
based on an aggregate exposure assessment 
that incorporates exposure to other related 
substances in addition to the pesticide chem-
ical residue. 

H.R. 2584 

OFFERED BY: MR. POE OF TEXAS 

AMENDMENT NO. 72: At the end of the bill 
(before the short title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to finalize the 
proposed order entitled ‘‘Sulfuryl Fluoride; 
Proposed Order Granting Objections to Tol-
erances and Denying Request for a Stay; 
Proposed Rule’’ published in the Federal 
Register on January 19, 2011 (76 Fed. Reg. 
3422). 
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