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the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I have a great idea. Let’s pass
the American Jobs Act.

It cuts taxes, it invests in infrastruc-
ture, and most importantly, it helps
small businesses be more competitive
in the global economy. Economists of
all political stripes tell us that this act
will create 1.9 million jobs, and it does
it, in part, by making sure that U.S.
taxpayer dollars are spent on U.S. jobs
by applying the Buy American provi-
sions.

We should pass the American Jobs
Act, and then we should take the sim-
ple idea that U.S. taxpayer dollars
should go to create U.S. jobs and then
apply it to every corner of the Federal
Government. For instance, we could
create another 600,000 jobs on top of the
1.9 million if we’d just clean up loop-
holes that allow for thousands of de-
fense contracts to go to overseas com-
panies.

You see, rhetoric on the floor of the
House of Representatives doesn’t cre-
ate jobs. Real, now-focused policies do,
like the American Jobs Act and the
Buy American policy.

———

U.S. OBJECTION TO PALESTINIAN
STATEHOOD IN THE U.N.—A HOL-
LOW, LONE VOICE OF REASON

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
Palestinians are going to the United
Nations to seek some type of recogni-
tion as a state, but this decision should
only be decided with direct negotia-
tions with Israel and Palestine. The
Palestinians have rejected this proper
process for peace and go instead to the
anti-Israel U.N. for recognition.

Dore Gold, a former Israeli ambas-
sador to the U.N., said: “‘If there was a
U.N. resolution whose first clause was
anti-Israel and whose second clause
was that the Earth was flat, the U.N.
would pass it.”

The U.S. has come to this issue late,
and even though it will object to the
Palestinian statehood through the
U.N., in recent years, the United States
has given mixed signals about its sup-
port for Israel. That is unfortunate.
Israel is our most loyal friend and ally
in the Middle East.

The U.S. objection to the Palestinian
statehood in the U.N. will be a hollow,
lone voice of reason. It will show once
again that the U.S. has little leader-
ship in the United Nations. However,
the U.N. will reaffirm its position of
bigotry against all things Israel even if
it means proclaiming the Earth is flat.

This is yet another reason to cut U.S.
aid to the U.N. We don’t need to pay
the U.N. to hate Israel. They will do it
for free.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

PASS THE JOBS ACT

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

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. I am very wor-
ried about our country. Democrats and
our President are calling on the Con-
gress to pass the Jobs Act so that our
fellow Americans who have been unem-
ployed can go back to work; so that
teachers, firemen, and police can keep
their jobs; so that those whose incomes
have dropped will have a little more
money to spend on their families; so
that our children will have schools
that show we care about them; and so
that struggling small businesses will
get the help they need.

Building the political will to do this
requires not only patriotism; it re-
quires compassion. After watching the
Tea Party debate, where the audience
and some candidates indicated an unin-
sured person should be left to die and
where there was loud applause for cap-
ital punishment, I wonder if we can
still feel another’s pain.

This calls out to the good people that
I know who remain the majority in
this country to do more, to speak loud-
er to drown out the voice of hate, and
to renew and strengthen the values
that have always made the United
States of America the greatest country
in the world.

We are commanded to love our neigh-
bor. As my pastor preached last Sun-
day, if we do, we will not wish our
neighbors ill or do them harm.

———————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2587, PROTECTING JOBS
FROM GOVERNMENT INTER-
FERENCE ACT

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 372 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 372

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 2587) to prohibit the
National Labor Relations Board from order-
ing any employer to close, relocate, or trans-
fer employment under any circumstance. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. The amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Education and the Workforce
now printed in the bill shall be considered as
adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against
provisions in the bill, as amended, are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill, as amended, to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce; and (2) one motion
to recommit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from South Carolina is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, for the purpose of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to the gentleman from Massachusetts

H6187

(Mr. MCGOVERN), pending which I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose
of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days to
revise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. Be-
cause the one Republican amendment
submitted to the Rules Committee was
not germane and because the Demo-
crats chose not to offer any amend-
ments at all, House Resolution 372 pro-
vides for a closed rule for consideration
of H.R. 2587, the Protecting Jobs from
Government Interference Act.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of this rule and the underlying bill.
The underlying bill would amend the
National Labor Relations Act to pro-
hibit the NLRB from ordering any em-
ployer to relocate, shut down or trans-
fer employment beginning the date of
passage. Since the NLRB filed suit
against Boeing, I have been reminded
of an old saying: ‘A government that
is big enough to give you all you want
is big enough to take it all away.”

What you see now is exactly that,
Big Government killing jobs under the
guise of protecting workers. Let me be
clear. Despite what opponents will say,
this is not a union issue. This is a clas-
sic example of government overreach
which will, in the end, destroy Amer-
ican jobs and encourage companies to
look elsewhere in the world.

With unemployment at 9.1 percent
and an economy which is best described
as fragile, we do not have the luxury of
being able to afford this action. Plain
and simple, my legislation will remove
the NLRB’s ability to kill jobs.

The government, especially an
unelected board, does not need to be in-
volved in the business decisions of the
private sector. In fact, it cannot be. We
already live in a country where our
corporate tax structure is the second
highest in the world, and we cannot
add another strike against us.

Today, the NLRB’s overreach threat-
ens 1,100 jobs in my hometown of north
Charleston. Let me say that again:
1,100 jobs already created and filled.
Who is to say tomorrow it does not pre-
clude another company from looking to
expand, not just in South Carolina, a
State where our unemployment rate is
at 10.9 percent, but anywhere in the
country. This instability is the last
thing our job creators need right now.

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this rule and the underlying
legislation. This commonsense solution
will help spur job creation and, more
importantly, it will remove impedi-
ments to job creation.
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