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ready to serve our country, they could 
not continue. So we put this protection 
in of 36 percent. 

If that is good enough to protect our 
military, why is it not good enough to 
protect every American? I think 36 per-
cent is reasonable. But I learned some-
thing as soon as I introduced that bill. 
It is amazing that this industry, like 
the title loan business, and the pay-day 
loan business, it is amazing what they 
will come in, sit down in your office 
and say to you with a straight face. I 
said to this group in Chicago: Well, 
how much do you charge in interest at 
these pay-day loans and title loans? 

The fellow said: Senator, you know it 
is the circumstance. 

I said: How much do you charge? 
Well, you know, on an annual basis 

somewhere between 58 and 358 percent. 
What—58 and 358 percent? 
Yes, but those are circumstances. 
It gets down to the bottom line. 

Those people should not be in business. 
These poor people who think they are 
borrowing money are never going to 
get out of that hole. And we make it 
legal in this country. If you did it as 
part of some gangland activity, it 
would be extortion, and it might lead 
to criminal prosecution. But if you do 
it with a certain sign in front of your 
business, it is considered the free mar-
ket at work. Well, I think it is the free 
market run amok. That is why I think 
it needs to be changed. 

So we are going to face this vote this 
coming week. It is a very important 
one. It is one I hope will change the 
landscape. I hope that more homes will 
be spared from foreclosure. And I hope 
we can start stabilizing the real estate 
market. 

I think when we do, we are going to 
find our way out of this recession. 
Until we do, we are going to keep look-
ing for the bottom. How many homes 
will go in foreclosure? How many will 
sit vacant? And how low can the value 
of our homes go for those of us paying 
our mortgages every month? 

That is what we are up against. We 
have not found that bottom yet, be-
cause the banks are not prepared to 
step forward and support any legisla-
tion that gives those people a fighting 
chance. They will have their oppor-
tunity this week in the Senate to 
speak. 

Members of the Senate, tomorrow, I 
will go through State by State and 
show you what some of these States 
are facing. Mortgage foreclosures are 
bad in Illinois. Some parts of Chicago 
are horrible. But in some States it is 
devastating. 

I think Nevada is a classic example of 
a State where mortgage foreclosures 
are out of hand at this point. We have 
got to do something. We have got to 
step forward. The President supports 
this proposal I am bringing to the 
floor. I hope we can find some Members 
on both sides of the aisle, particularly 
on the Republican side of the aisle, who 
will join us. 

I yield the floor. 

STATUTORY TIME-PERIODS TECH-
NICAL AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2009 
Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I am 

pleased that yesterday the Senate 
passed the Statutory Time-Periods 
Technical Amendments Act of 2009, 
H.R. 1626. This good-government bill 
creates a more consistent and standard 
method for lawyers and judges to cal-
culate court deadlines. It is a small but 
important bipartisan bill that will im-
prove the effectiveness of our judicial 
system. 

Last week, the House of Representa-
tives passed this bill on their suspen-
sion calendar. The Senate has given its 
unanimous support to this legislation, 
and I look forward to the President 
signing this bill. 

Last month, I introduced an identical 
measure in the Senate with Senators 
SPECTER, WHITEHOUSE, and SESSIONS. 
In the last few weeks, I have worked 
with many others in the House and 
Senate to ensure that this legislation 
proceeded quickly through both Cham-
bers of Congress. Representative HANK 
JOHNSON has worked especially hard to 
move this bill through the House. We 
have a strong bipartisan bill that will 
result in significant improvements in 
the efficiency and effectiveness of our 
judicial system. 

This legislation incorporates the full 
recommendations of the Judicial Con-
ference of the United States to alter 
deadlines in certain statutes affecting 
court proceedings to account for recent 
amendments to the Federal time-com-
putation rules. It provides judges and 
practitioners with commonsense dead-
lines that are less confusing and less 
complex than current deadlines and 
also ensures that existing time periods 
are not shortened. 

After much study and significant 
public comment, the Judicial Con-
ference’s Standing Committee on Rules 
of Practice and Procedure and the Ad-
visory Committees on Appellate, Bank-
ruptcy, Civil, and Criminal Rules ar-
rived at proposed new rules intended to 
provide predictability and uniformity 
to the current process of calculating 
court deadlines. The proposed rules re-
spond, in part, to findings from the Ju-
dicial Conference that the current 
time-computation process is confusing 
and can lead to missed deadlines and 
litigants’ loss of important rights. 
Under the current time-calculation 
rules, weekends and holidays are not 
counted when calculating court dead-
lines of less than 30 days but are count-
ed for calculating court deadlines 
longer than 30 days. The proposed new 
rules simplify this process by counting 
holidays and weekends regardless of a 
court deadline’s time period. According 
to the Judicial Conference, these pro-
posed changes would respond to practi-
tioners’ complaints and concerns from 
judges. 

This legislation amends a number of 
Federal civil and criminal statutes af-
fecting court proceedings and har-
monizes them with the proposed rules. 
First, this remedial bill alters certain 

statutory court deadlines to counter-
balance any shortening of the time pe-
riod resulting from the ‘‘days are days’’ 
approach. For example, the bill 
changes 5 days to 7 days, and 10 days to 
14 days, to prevent time periods from 
becoming shorter when a practitioner 
counts all days, including weekends. 
This change would, in effect, maintain 
the same time periods in the statutes. 
In addition, if a time period ends on a 
holiday or a weekend, the time period 
would be extended to the next business 
day. The bill also changes some statu-
tory deadlines that would otherwise be 
inconsistent with the amended rules 
deadlines and lead to confusion. 

Both the Department of Justice and 
the Judicial Conference urge swift con-
sideration of this proposal on or before 
December 1 of this year, the date the 
Judicial Conference’s amendments to 
the rules take effect. I am pleased that 
we are able to accommodate their re-
quest. 

Passing this bill is the right thing to 
do. I know that the legal community 
will benefit from the uniform court 
deadlines that this legislation provides. 
American citizens will have their 
rights more fully protected by court 
deadlines that are clear and unambig-
uous. Even more, public confidence in 
our justice system can only be 
strengthened when court procedures 
operate in a manner that is free of any 
unnecessary confusion. 

I thank the Department of Justice 
and the wide array of legal and bar or-
ganizations that have supported the 
Judicial Conference’s recommenda-
tions incorporated in this bill, includ-
ing of the American College of Trial 
Lawyers, the Council of Appellate Law-
yers, and the American Bar Associa-
tion’s Section of Litigation and Crimi-
nal Justice Section. I am especially 
grateful to the Administrative Office of 
the Courts which, on behalf of the Ju-
dicial Conference, sent us those policy 
recommendations from the Federal ju-
diciary. Those recommendations are 
included in this bill, and I commend 
them for their hard work and attention 
to this issue. 

Only a few months into a new admin-
istration and a new Congress, it is in-
cumbent upon us to continue to focus 
on the requirements of the Federal ju-
diciary that our citizens and our Re-
public need and deserve. The measure 
we passed yesterday is a positive step 
in the right direction. 

I look forward to President Obama 
promptly signing it into law. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SHAP SMITH 
Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 

would like to take this opportunity to 
recognize the remarkable leadership of 
Mr. Shap Smith who represents the 
towns of Elmore, Morristown, 
Woodbury, and Worcester, and who is 
now the current speaker of the 
Vermont House of Representatives. 

Having recently assumed the role of 
speaker at the beginning of this legis-
lative session in January, Mr. Smith 
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