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Senate 
The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, July 20, 2009, at 1 p.m. 

House of Representatives 
FRIDAY, JULY 17, 2009 

The House met at 9 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
July 17, 2009. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable SHEILA 
JACKSON-LEE to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

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

Lord, source of light and love for 
each of us, we approach You with 
grateful humility because we are aware 
of Your many blessings upon our Na-
tion, our families, and upon us person-
ally. 

We stand before You in a poverty of 
spirit because the demands upon Con-
gress are so great and the desire of this 
institution to respond to the many 
needs of Your people is deeply felt. 

Prayer at such moments can be a 
crucible in which expectations and ex-
perience are crushed by grinding truth. 

Yet mixed with faith in You and 
faith in the free people of this great 
Nation, this institution is confirmed, 
Lord, in its trust to make decisions 
born out of compromise. Thereupon, 
high hopes for the Nation can be sus-

tained, and at the same time, specific 
steps can be taken to achieve a final 
goal. 

As a people, we live with trust now 
and forever. 

Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

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

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

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ led the Pledge of Al-
legiance 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 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to five requests 
for 1-minute speeches on each side. 

f 

REPUBLICAN HEALTH CARE PLAN 

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. MALONEY. Madam Speaker, 
this week, after consultation with lead-
ers in the business community, orga-
nized labor, health care providers, pa-
tient groups, insurers, pharmaceutical 
makers, and small business owners, 
Democratic leaders introduced Amer-
ica’s Affordable Health Choice Act, 
which will expand access to health 
care, protect consumer choices, provide 
a public option, and enable over $500 
billion in Medicare savings. 

And what is the Republicans’ answer 
to the health care crisis in America? A 
color-coded chart of the Democratic 
plan. Here is the chart of their plan. 
Absolutely nothing. 

Our bill addresses the needs of all 
Americans, including the nearly 46 mil-
lion without health insurance, by 
maintaining the freedom to choose in-
dividual health providers, improving 
care, and increasing choice and com-
petition with the new public option. 

It’s time for our Republican col-
leagues to join us in getting serious 
about health care coverage. 

f 

SAY IT ISN’T SO, JOE 

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

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Say it isn’t so, Joe. 
Yesterday, with all due respect to 

our Vice President, we heard him say, 
We have to spend money to keep from 
going bankrupt. An amazing, amazing 
philosophy that gives you great pause. 

It’s no wonder why this country is 
nearly $12 trillion in debt. We are now 
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spending nearly $600 million per day 
just in interest payments. This credit 
card Congress can no longer continue. 
We cannot spend our way out of our 
challenges. We have to be fiscally re-
sponsible in this country. We cannot 
spend our way out of these challenges. 
You don’t do it in your family, but this 
Congress does. Every time we hear a 
challenge, all we hear about is the need 
for more spending. 

Today we will consider a bill, a horse 
and burro bill, that will be nearly $700 
million in new spending—$700 million 
in new spending to tackle horses and 
burros that are exploding their popu-
lation in the West. 

Please, Madam Speaker, I implore 
my colleagues, we have to stop. We 
have to cut our spending. 

f 

NEW GI BILL 

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

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Madam Speak-
er, this past week my office held a sem-
inar to help our Nation’s veterans ac-
cess the full range of benefits they 
have earned, including a 4-year college 
education. We invited local education 
and workforce experts to help our vet-
erans determine their eligibility, fill 
out paperwork, and receive benefits 
under the new GI Bill for the 21st cen-
tury. 

Along with many others in the 
House, I was proud to cosponsor this 
new GI Bill when it passed last year. 
This critical bill will ensure that our 
returning servicemembers are part of 
our economic recovery. This bill covers 
everything from tuition to housing to 
books. And it is available to military 
veterans who have served since Sep-
tember 11, 2001. 

In just a few weeks, the very first 
veterans to enroll in college under the 
new GI Bill will begin their first class-
es. 

This is truly a landmark moment, 
and I wish the best of luck to all of our 
veterans who, through this program, 
will become scholars as well as heroes. 

f 

NATIONALIZED HEALTH CARE AND 
ILLEGALS 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
the nationalized health care bill will 
continue to allow illegals to get free 
medical services. Foreigners who are 
not authorized to be in the United 
States flood over our wide-open borders 
by the millions to get free universal 
health care. That bankrupts Federal 
and State health care safety nets set 
up for Americans. 

It’s very simple to understand to 
most people: our citizens are forced to 
pay medical bills for citizens of coun-
tries all around the world. These people 
in our country illegally use our hos-
pital emergency rooms like it’s their 

primary care, and it doesn’t cost them 
anything. And what our government 
doesn’t pay, the hospitals are forced to 
pay. That drives up the cost of medical 
care and the cost of insurance for citi-
zens and legal immigrants. Now those 
problems will just get worse under the 
new proposal. 

The nationalized health care bill will 
force our citizens who cannot even pay 
for their own health care to pay bil-
lions of dollars a year for health care 
for millions of illegals. That’s just 
wrong. Citizens and legal immigrants 
shouldn’t be forced to pay for the 
health care of people illegally in the 
United States. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

IMPACT OF HEALTH CARE CRISIS 

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

Mr. HEINRICH. Madam Speaker, dur-
ing our last work period, I conducted a 
health care listening tour across my 
district to learn firsthand how the 
health care crisis is impacting working 
families. 

I talked to Chris Davis, a single fa-
ther who makes too much as an elec-
trician to qualify for assistance but too 
little to afford coverage for his 7-year- 
old son. I listened to Bernice Romero, a 
fixed-income retiree who simply can’t 
afford the rising premiums and out-of- 
pocket expenses to treat her debili-
tating carpal tunnel and knee prob-
lems. 

Stories like these drive home the 
fact that we must do all we can to both 
extend coverage and contain costs in 
our health care system. This means 
preventing fraud, waste, and abuse 
within the system, utilizing prevention 
and wellness programs that save 
money, and promoting more efficient 
delivery of health care so that all re-
gions of the country—rich, poor, urban, 
and rural—are on an even playing field. 

We must address this issue head on, 
and the time to act is now. 

f 

GOVERNMENT TAKEOVER OF 
HEALTH CARE 

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

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, during 
the worst recession in a generation, 
Democrats propose a government take-
over of health care that will lead to 
fewer jobs, higher taxes, and less 
health coverage. 

Since the recession began, 6 million 
jobs have been lost, yet the Democrats’ 
health care plan includes hundreds of 
billions of dollars in new tax hikes on 
small businesses, the engine of job cre-
ation in this country. Democrats pro-
pose more than $800 billion in new tax 
hikes. According to economic modeling 
by the President’s own chief economic 
adviser, the business tax hikes alone 
would destroy up to 4.7 million jobs. 

Despite their claims of reform that it 
will reduce health care costs, CBO Di-
rector Elmendorf told Congress that 
the Democrats’ proposed reform will 
only increase future Federal spending 
on health care. 

House Republicans will oppose any 
plan that puts Washington bureaucrats 
between patients and the care they 
need. House Republicans have a plan 
for reform that expands access to af-
fordable health care and gives families 
the freedom to choose the health care 
that fits their needs without imposing 
a job-killing tax hike on small busi-
nesses and working families. 

f 

NEW HEALTH CARE PLAN BENE-
FICIAL FOR SMALL BUSINESSES 

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

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I am 
glad to report that two of our commit-
tees have already reported out the 
health care reform bill. CBO indicated 
that 97 percent of the non-elderly, in 
other words, those who are not on 
Medicare now, would be covered by the 
health reform plan that our commit-
tees are now considering. Small busi-
nesses would benefit greatly. There is a 
50 percent tax credit for premiums that 
are paid by employers of small busi-
nesses. 

So this legislation has the oppor-
tunity to allow small businesses to 
benefit significantly, to cover their 
employees, to cover 97 percent of 
Americans who are not covered cur-
rently by Medicare. And it is moving. 
We expect it will be out of committee 
by next week and on the House floor by 
the end of this month. And, finally, 
Americans will know that their guar-
anteed health coverage, reduced costs, 
and 97 percent of Americans not in 
Medicare will achieve health care cov-
erage. 

I am very happy about the fact that 
we’re proceeding with this along the 
promise of President Obama. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1018, RESTORE OUR 
AMERICAN MUSTANGS ACT 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 653 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 653 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to consider in 
the House the bill (H.R. 1018) to amend the 
Wild Free-Roaming Horses and Burros Act to 
improve the management and long-term 
health of wild free-roaming horses and bur-
ros, 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 except those arising under clause 9 or 
10 of rule XXI. The amendment in the nature 
of a substitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources now printed in 
the bill shall be considered as adopted. The 
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bill, as amended, shall be considered as read. 
All points of order against provisions of the 
bill, as amended, are waived. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill, as amended, to final passage with-
out intervening motion except: (1) one hour 
of debate equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Natural Resources; (2) 
the amendment printed in part A of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules, if offered by 
Representative Rahall of West Virginia or 
his designee, which shall be considered as 
read, shall be separately debatable for 10 
minutes equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, and shall not 
be subject to a demand for a division of the 
question; (3) the amendment in the nature of 
a substitute printed in part B of the report of 
the Committee on Rules, if offered by Rep-
resentative Hastings of Washington or his 
designee, which shall be considered as read 
and shall be separately debatable for 30 min-
utes equally divided and controlled by the 
proponent and an opponent; and (4) one mo-
tion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

SEC. 2. All points of order against amend-
ments specified in the first section of this 
resolution are waived except those arising 
under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. 

b 0915 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX). All time yielded during consid-
eration of the rule is for debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MCGOVERN. I ask unanimous 

consent that all Members be given 5 
legislative days in which to revise and 
extend their remarks on House Resolu-
tion 653. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, House Resolution 
653 provides for consideration of H.R. 
1018, the Restore Our American Mus-
tangs Act, under a structured rule. The 
rule provides 1 hour of general debate 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

The rule makes in order a manager’s 
amendment and a substitute amend-
ment from the ranking member, my 
former Rules colleague, Mr. HASTINGS 
of Washington. The manager’s amend-
ment is debatable for 10 minutes, and 
the substitute is debatable for 30 min-
utes. The rule also provides one motion 
to recommit, with or without instruc-
tions. 

Madam Speaker, H.R. 1018 is a bill 
that restores important protections for 
wild horses and burros. The bill re-
ceived full consideration in the sub-
committee and the full committee. 
Markups were held. Republican and 
Democratic amendments were offered 

and accepted through the regular 
order. 

Madam Speaker, this bill will reverse 
a misguided and controversial rider 
that was adopted as part of the fiscal 
year 2005 omnibus appropriations bill. 
The provision was slipped into the bill 
in the dead of night when the Repub-
licans were in control, reversing long- 
standing Federal policy that protected 
wild horses from being sold at auctions 
and subsequently shipped to slaughter 
plants. Last summer, the Bureau of 
Land Management announced that it 
would consider killing as many as 
30,000 healthy wild horses and burros in 
BLM holding centers across the United 
States. 

The ROAM Act, H.R. 1018, introduced 
by Chairman RAHALL, will restore long- 
standing protections by prohibiting the 
sale and wholesale killing of wild 
horses and burros; prioritize cost effec-
tive on-the-range management, over- 
roundups, saving millions of tax dol-
lars; facilitate the creation of sanc-
tuaries for wild horses and burro popu-
lations on public lands; strengthen the 
BLM’s wild horse and burro adoption 
program; and protect wildlife by re-
quiring a thriving natural ecological 
balance on the range. 

Madam Speaker, these wild animals 
are rounded up in huge numbers by 
BLM only to languish in holding pens, 
threatened with sale or slaughter. H.R. 
1018 will minimize these stressful, in-
humane roundups, and promote adop-
tion for those horses and burros who 
are taken off the range, banning the 
sale of wild horses and burros by the 
BLM, as well as the transfer of these 
animals for the purpose of processing 
into commercial products. 

Legislation similar to H.R. 1018 
passed the House in 2007 by a landslide, 
bipartisan vote of 277–137. Unfortu-
nately, this measure has never been 
signed into law. It is time we end this 
inhumane practice once and for all. 

This bill is important for the protec-
tion of our Nation’s wild horses and 
burros. I urge adoption of the rule and 
the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume, 
and I thank my colleague from Massa-
chusetts for yielding me the customary 
time, and I’m looking forward to our 
having fun here this morning as he 
promised yesterday. 

I am intrigued by my colleague say-
ing that this is being done to correct 
something slipped into a bill in the 
middle of the night when the Repub-
licans were in charge. It sounds like 
something very nefarious was done. 
This is sort of news to us. We didn’t 
hear it in Rules yesterday, and I need 
to point out that there was something 
put in an appropriations bill in 2005, as 
my colleague says, but it certainly 
wasn’t nefarious. And it’s my under-
standing that our colleagues on the 
other side have modified that provision 
several times. So I don’t think this is 
really trying to correct something that 

Republicans did some time ago in the 
dead of the night. 

But be that as it may, I think I need 
to point out that we are bringing this 
legislation at a time when more than 2 
million Americans have lost their jobs 
since the Democrats’ $1 trillion stim-
ulus bill became law and that it is 
somewhat of an insult to those people. 
We have a 9.5 percent unemployment 
rate and a budget deficit of more than 
$1 trillion which is predicted to go to $2 
trillion before the end of the fiscal 
year. 

Given those facts, it’s a little unclear 
to know what exactly are the priorities 
of the Democrats in charge of this Con-
gress. Small business and middle class 
families are struggling all across this 
country; yet, the Democrats in charge 
of Congress are poised to ask them to 
bankroll a $700 million welfare pro-
gram for wild horses. This is just an-
other example of how out of touch 
Washington Democrats are. 

If Democrats want to join Repub-
licans in focusing on job creation, then 
we should be dealing with our Amer-
ican Energy Act which will create new 
jobs, bring down energy costs, and pave 
the way for a cleaner environment. 
And we should scrap this job-killing 
health care bill Speaker PELOSI is seek-
ing to rush to a vote before the end of 
the month. 

Now, what this bill is going to do 
that’s underlying this rule, which I’m 
going to urge my colleagues to vote 
against, it will establish a horse census 
every 2 years. It provides for enhanced 
contraception and birth control for 
horses. It makes available an addi-
tional 19 million acres of public and 
private land for wild horses. It covers a 
$5 million tab to repair damage done by 
horses to other property and mandates 
that government bureaucrats perform 
home inspections before Americans can 
adopt horses. 

I hardly think this is what the Amer-
ican people expect us to be doing these 
days as they face the many challenges 
that they’re facing. 

And with that, Madam Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Just in brief response to the gentle-
woman’s comments, as she knows, 
when the manager’s bill is adopted, 
this bill will have no cost. 

And in response to her question 
about what the Democratic priorities 
are, they are to create jobs, they are to 
pass an energy bill to create more jobs, 
and to deal with climate change. Our 
priorities include passing a health care 
bill that will lower the cost of health 
care for average Americans. 

I don’t know about in North Caro-
lina, but I can tell you that in my dis-
trict and everywhere I go around the 
country, people claim with great jus-
tification that they are paying too 
much for health care. She may rep-
resent a bunch of millionaires, but I 
think most of us don’t. 
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The fact of the matter is health care 

costs are too high. We need to make it 
more affordable for the average family, 
for small businesses, and so that’s what 
our priorities are. 

I should say to the gentlelady as well 
that according to recovery.gov, in her 
State, jobs that were created or saved 
in North Carolina are 105,000 jobs. 

I also submit into the RECORD, 
Madam Speaker, an editorial from the 
Knox News in support of this stimulus 
package as it relates to the Great 
Smoky Mountains National Park, 
which includes, I understand, part of 
the gentlewoman’s district. 

[From the Knox News, Thursday, July 16, 
2009] 

EDITORIAL: SMOKIES STIMULUS: LET THE GOOD 
WORK BEGIN 

It isn’t exactly a birthday present, but no 
matter. The Great Smoky Mountains Na-
tional Park can use the infusion of $64 mil-
lion in stimulus money for a variety of 
projects that have been needed in the park 
for years. 

It’s special that it will come in time to 
help those in East Tennessee and Western 
North Carolina celebrate the park’s 75th an-
niversary. And it is significant that it is 
about eight times the amount the park usu-
ally receives for maintenance work. 

The stimulus funding is expected to create 
up to 1,500 jobs inside and outside the park. 

The money comes from the American Re-
covery and Reinvestment Act, and the park 
officials hope to be able to award the first 
round of construction contracts by late next 
month, with work expected to begin after 
the Sept. 7 Labor Day holiday. 

The Smokies Park is one of 380 national 
parks to receive funding from the stimulus 
package. And, as the most visited national 
park in the country, its share of the federal 
funding was greater than that for other 
parks. 

For example, Yosemite National Park re-
ceived $4.5 million and the Grand Canyon Na-
tional Park received $10.8 million. Denali 
National Park in Alaska will get $6.3 mil-
lion. 

The initial phase of construction will use 
$7.5 million of the stimulus money to repave 
Cosby Campground, improve parking at the 
Sinks waterfalls area and upgrade 34 build-
ings and five comfort stations throughout 
the park. 

The park already is using $1.2 million of 
the federal money to hire temporary workers 
who will improve 32 miles of eroded horse 
trails in Tennessee and North Carolina and 
to restore more than 60 historic cemeteries. 

During the first phase of construction, the 
Cosby campground will close for the season 
after the Labor Day holiday. It normally op-
erates through October. The campground is 
scheduled to reopen as usual in March. 

The work on the parking area at the Sinks 
will cause that site to close following Labor 
Day, with completion scheduled for May 
2010. 

The project also will include a handicapped 
accessible masonry platform overlooking the 
waterfalls. 

A second phase of contracts funded by the 
stimulus money is expected to be awarded 
later in the fall; work on these projects will 
begin in the spring. 

Park spokesman Bob Miller said in May 
that it was a coincidence that the stimulus 
money comes during the yearlong celebra-
tion of the Smokies’ 75th anniversary. How-
ever, he added, ‘‘The park was created in 
large measure as an economic stimulus ini-
tiative, so it’s timely that we’re making 

such a substantial investment in our infra-
structure.’’ 

We hope those in the federal government, 
regardless of the impact of the stimulus 
money, realizes what those in this area have 
long understood. The Smokies Park is a na-
tional treasure—everyone’s treasure—and its 
continued upkeep and improvement need to 
stay high on the government’s to-do list. 

So our priorities are pretty clear, and 
what we’re trying to do right now is 
dig ourselves out of a ditch that her 
party and the Republican President 
George Bush dug our economy into. It 
turns out the ditch is much deeper 
than anybody had thought, and it’s 
going to take us a little time to get out 
of it. 

But through the stimulus package, 
through passing health care reform to 
lower health care costs on families and 
small businesses, through a climate 
change bill to create thousands and 
thousands of more green jobs, I think 
we’ve got to turn the corner, and I 
think that the President of the United 
States is leading us on the right track. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
My friend is engaged in revisionist 

history again. We did have a good econ-
omy under President Bush. After he in-
herited a recession and after 9/11, 
things went south in our economy. The 
President asked the Congress to cut 
taxes. It was a Republican-controlled 
Congress. We had 54 straight months of 
job creation. 

Then the Democrats took over the 
Congress in January of 2007—and we 
have charts to show it—all of the sud-
den the economy really went south. 
Things started going downhill when 
Democrats took control of the Con-
gress and have been going downhill 
ever since. Now, we have a Democrat- 
controlled Congress and a Democrat in 
the White House, and things are really 
going badly. 

I think that we can prove with his-
torical facts, not revisionist history, 
that under the Republicans in the 
House and Senate and the Republican 
President that the economy was in 
pretty good shape. 

I yield to my friend from Utah, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, 5 minutes. 

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Speaker, I 
appreciate this opportunity. 

I am from Utah. Out West we actu-
ally deal with the horses and burros 
that we will be talking about and de-
bating in this rule. 

Now, for whatever reason, a variety 
of reasons, this emergency meeting had 
to happen yesterday. Somehow this 
legislation, which had passed out of 
committee in April, was suddenly at 
2:20 yesterday called up in an emer-
gency meeting and that the Rules Com-
mittee had to meet at 3:30 in the after-
noon. 

Now, I know it’s normal and cus-
tomary and regular that the rule vote 
generally goes down partisan lines, but 
I would urge my colleagues to recon-
sider this. There is no reason to rush 
this legislation through. 

I tried to offer an amendment. That 
amendment was not heard in the Rules 
Committee despite it being delivered 
and given on time. Minor, minor 
amendment. 

I still have underlying concerns 
about the overall bill. I would still vote 
against it, but I’ve got to be candid, I 
think there’s some adjustments that 
could be made. And I’d like to take a 
moment here and just talk a little bit 
about the amendment that I was trying 
to make, and I would hope that my 
Democratic friends and colleagues 
would at least allow it to be heard. I 
think that’s the American way, and I 
think there’s a pattern here of terrible 
frustration, not being able to be heard 
on this floor about amendments that 
we, the people, are here to do. 

The amendment I was simply trying 
to offer is that this board that’s going 
to oversee the horses and burros is con-
sisting of 12 people. We’re trying to add 
a few more people to that board: two 
representatives from State grazing 
boards or equivalent State agencies 
who are not State employees; and we’re 
trying to add two representatives of In-
dian tribes who manage wild horses 
and burros. 

b 0930 
Now, if you’re out West in a State 

like Utah and several of the other 
Western States, you have Indian tribes 
who have a vested interest in the man-
agement interest of the horse and bur-
ros. For the Democrats to actually 
deny us an opportunity to allow Native 
Americans to be represented on the 
board is just ridiculous. It shows the 
arrogance and the heavy-handedness of 
this Congress. 

Time after time, we have offered 
amendments to appropriations that 
never get heard on this floor. I, too, 
was elected. I’m a freshman. I didn’t 
create this mess, but I am here to help 
clean it up. 

They tell us a lot in meetings that 
when we talk about rules and we talk 
about process, it’s not that sexy and 
we’re not going to win elections based 
on that sort of thing. But if we don’t 
get the process right, we’re not going 
to get the end result right. 

To take a bill that, as introduced, 
has a $700 million price tag to it, rush 
it through Rules in just over an hour, 
offer an amendment on time, then not 
being allowed to hear it where we’re 
just simply trying to get, for instance, 
members of Native Americans to par-
ticipate in the horse and burro bill, is 
just symptomatic of what is wrong and 
what is broken here in this process. 

I have deep concerns about this bill 
overall. I know there’s a manager’s 
amendment. I know there’s a sub-
stitute amendment. But let’s also un-
derstand in this bill that we’re dealing 
with overpopulation here. There are 
over 30,000-some horses and burros that 
are incarcerated or being held, however 
you want to term it, out in the Western 
States predominantly. 

You know, they talk about save our 
mustangs as if it’s some endangered 
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species. It’s not an endangered species. 
They are rampant everywhere, destroy-
ing the land, going onto private land-
holders’ land and destroying their 
crops. 

And now we’re offering this $700 mil-
lion program and, you know what, to 
suggest that there’s no cost to the 
manager’s amendment I don’t think is 
accurate. We’re dealing with an over-
population here with huge, huge price 
tags to it and a huge burden upon the 
rural Americans that live out West and 
have to deal with these horses. 

I would encourage my colleagues to 
look deeply at this rule. Please, just 
because it’s offered doesn’t mean that 
it has to be approved. I appreciate the 
opportunity to stand here and share 
this with you today. 

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

Madam Speaker, I just want to say to 
my colleague that I appreciate his 
comments, especially after our pre-
vious conversation. 

He is complaining about the process, 
but if I’m understanding this correctly, 
the Resources Committee held a hear-
ing on this bill. There was a full com-
mittee markup. The gentleman offered 
a similar amendment, I understand, 
that was rejected. 

He sent an amendment up to the 
Rules Committee, which he did not tes-
tify on behalf of, which he is not re-
quired to. But if it was so important, I 
would have thought that he would have 
been up before the committee. And I 
would also say to my colleague that, to 
the best of my understanding, none of 
his Republican colleagues on the Rules 
Committee offered his amendment. 

So I would just suggest in the future, 
if there is an important issue like that, 
that there be some more groundwork 
in advance to it. 

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I’m happy to yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I think that it’s 
very interesting to observe that there 
was virtually no notice whatsoever 
that while we’re in the midst of this 
crucial appropriations process that this 
bill was going to come forward. 

One hour’s notice was provided to the 
full membership of this institution. Mr. 
CHAFFETZ had an amendment. He hur-
riedly put this together, submitted the 
amendment. Of course he didn’t come 
to testify. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I reclaim my time, 
Madam Speaker. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s observa-
tion. But my point was that not only 
did Mr. CHAFFETZ not appear before the 
Rules Committee, but no member of 
the minority party on the Rules Com-
mittee offered his amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. I yield myself such time 

as I may consume. As my colleague 
from California (Mr. DREIER) was say-
ing, we are supposedly in the midst of 

an appropriations process, which is so 
time consuming and has to be so tight-
ly controlled that we have not been al-
lowed to offer amendments in an open 
process on the floor on the appropria-
tions bills. 

Yet, here we are today, handling a 
bill that obviously is not an emer-
gency, obviously doesn’t need to be 
dealt with now, and is only being put 
forward because the majority didn’t 
have an excuse to keep us in town 
today, when people could be at home in 
the real world, meeting with their con-
stituents, hearing what they have to 
say, and being able to learn more about 
the problems that are out there. 

The Democrats in this House believe 
all the wisdom of the world is in Wash-
ington, D.C. We Republicans believe 
the wisdom of the world is out in our 
district, and that’s where we ought to 
be spending more time, instead of here, 
creating problems for the American 
people. 

With that, I yield such time as he 
may consume to my very distinguished 
colleague and former attorney general, 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN). 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I thank the gentlelady for yield-
ing. 

I rise in opposition to the rule. You 
know, there’s an expression around 
here: When we need filler on this floor 
to keep Members here for whatever 
reason, we bring up the dogs and the 
cats. Well, I guess we couldn’t find one 
so we bring up the horses and the bur-
ros today. 

Somehow, those who may never have 
seen a mustang, who may never have 
ridden a horse that has a mustang her-
itage, are the experts on this floor tell-
ing us what we ought to do. They’re 
the experts that tell us when govern-
ment does something, it’s not going to 
cost us anything. 

I’m sort of reminded of 
‘‘Bidenomics.’’ That’s the new word 
used to describe the statements of the 
Vice President of the United States on 
economics. 

He told a group yesterday, the AARP, 
that we have to spend more money. 
The Federal Government has to spend 
more money, the Vice President said, 
or else we’re going to go bankrupt. 

Now, let’s understand what he said. 
Unless we spend more Federal money, 
we’re going to go bankrupt. We’ve got 
news for the Vice President. We’re al-
ready bankrupt. Bankrupt means 
you’re taking in less than you’re put-
ting out. 

And we just had a magnificent ac-
complishment in this administration 
this week. For the first time in the his-
tory of this Nation, we now have in a 
single year a deficit of $1 trillion. Not 
a billion with a B, but a trillion with a 
T. This is extraordinary. 

Yet, we have the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, my friend, coming up 
and telling us once again: Don’t worry; 
this bill we’re bringing up here won’t 
cost us any money. 

We heard just a couple of months 
ago, or maybe it was a month ago, the 
President of the United States said, 
Pass my stimulus package and I guar-
antee you we won’t have unemploy-
ment above 8 or 8.5 percent—8 percent, 
he said. I’m sorry. I want to make sure 
we’re accurate here about what the 
President said. 

He assured the American people that 
this stimulus package would stimulate 
the economy, and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has just cited some sta-
tistics about all the jobs being created 
in North Carolina. I’m sure he’s look-
ing at the list now so he can get up and 
tell me how many jobs are being cre-
ated in my home State of California. 
I’ll be happy to debate that toe to toe 
any time. We’re losing jobs in the 
State of California. They’re losing jobs 
in this Nation. If the gentleman—well, 
I don’t want to refer to the gentleman. 

Let me put it this way. We have 
funny math here. The statistics that 
we have, the official statistics show 
that we are losing jobs at an alarming 
rate. We have an unemployment rate 
at the highest we’ve had in, I think, 26 
years; yet we hear from the other side, 
Hooray for the stimulus package. It’s 
creating jobs. And they will cite you 
State by State by State. 

This is the only place I know where 
you can add up—well, you have a total 
number of losses of jobs, but they come 
to the floor and they will tell you how 
many jobs they’re creating in each 
State. It’s the only place I know where 
I guess you add up all those additions, 
but the net result is a subtraction. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I’d be happy to yield. 

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

Since my friend began speaking 
about State by State, he alluded to our 
State of California. The unemployment 
rate in California today is 11.5 percent. 

I’d like to underscore a statement 
that he made earlier about the promise 
that was made. We have a $1 trillion 
so-called economic stimulus bill. It was 
$787 billion, but we all know with inter-
est accrued that it will exceed $1 tril-
lion. And we were assured that if we 
passed that stimulus bill, the unem-
ployment rate across this country 
would not exceed 8 percent. 

Right now, tragically, on a nation-
wide basis, it is 9.5 percent. And yester-
day, a report came forward from a wide 
range of economists indicating that the 
unemployment rate will, within the 
next few months, exceed 10 percent. 
The projection is 10.1 percent. As I 
said, in our State of California, which 
is suffering like it has not in modern 
history, we are facing an 11.5 percent 
unemployment rate. 

This notion of the Vice President in-
dicating that if we don’t spend more 
we’re going to go bankrupt is prepos-
terous. 

Last night, at the encouragement of 
my friend from Sacramento, I had a 
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telephone town hall meeting with lit-
erally thousands of my constituents, 
and the resounding message that came 
through from those constituents with 
whom I spoke is that we need to bring 
about a reduction rather than increase 
in the size and scope and reach of the 
Federal Government. 

I thank my friend for yielding. 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia. If I might just respond to that, 
perhaps that’s the reason why they’re 
keeping us here. The Democratic lead-
ership doesn’t want us to go home and 
hear from the folks at home because 
somehow they want us to continue 
with that notion that we know best. 
Because we know best here. We realize 
that in this difficult issue of dealing 
with wild horses, mustangs, and burros, 
in our greater wisdom, we have decided 
that there’s no reason to have rep-
resentation on the Board that’s going 
to control this by the Native Ameri-
cans. Why would we think the Native 
Americans would have any interest in 
this, or any knowledge in this, when 
those of us in Washington inside the 
beltway have superior knowledge. 

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I yield to the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for 
yielding. I thank him for his contribu-
tion. 

Let me just say, Madam Speaker, 
that one of the things that I think that 
is important to look to is the begin-
ning of the appropriations process 
about which my friend from Grand-
father Community, North Carolina, 
was speaking when she began her re-
marks. 

We were told by the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee that we had 
critical legislation that had to be ad-
dressed before we complete our work 
by the 1st of August. We needed to get 
the appropriations process done. And 
there’s a bipartisan consensus that ar-
ticle I, section 9 places on us the re-
sponsibility of getting that work done, 
and we did not in any way want to 
stand in the way of completing the ap-
propriations process. 

And so, today, having been told that 
we did not have time for an open 
amendment process, which has existed 
for only 220 years in this country, 
throughout the entire history of the 
Nation, the pattern of having an open 
amendment process, ensuring that 
Democrats and Republicans alike 
would have the opportunity to offer 
germane amendments to appropria-
tions bills so that they could in fact, if 
they chose, try and do what our con-
stituents at these town hall meetings 
continue to say, and that is reduce the 
size, scope, and reach of government, 
we have been denied an opportunity to 
offer those in the open amendment 
process. And what is it that we’re 
doing? We’re dealing with this wild 
horses and burros bill on the floor after 
being told there was not enough time. 

Yesterday, we had the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) point to the 
fact that the day before we finished 
voting at 4 p.m. Yet, here we are, try-
ing to responsibly legislate, and on Fri-
day we’re being kept here so that they 
can continue to work on the appropria-
tions process in a closed way. 

I thank my friend for yielding. 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia. If the gentleman would allow 
me to reclaim my time, let me just un-
derscore this. The gentleman men-
tioned the Constitution. The Constitu-
tion gives to the House of Representa-
tives and the United States Senate the 
single greatest power that we have, 
which is the power of the purse. The 
power of the purse means the spending 
policy, the spending authority of the 
Federal Government resides in this 
body and that across the Rotunda. And 
when we’re denied the opportunity to 
offer amendments, we’re denied the op-
portunity to be able to represent our 
constituents as to how their money 
ought to be spent or how their money 
ought not to be spent, and that is the 
essential issue that we ought to talk 
about here. 

We have been sent here by our con-
stituents to represent them, and the 
most powerful tool that we’ve been 
given under the Constitution, the 
power of the purse, is being denied indi-
vidual Members. This goes against a 
tradition that’s over 200 years in this 
House, and we’re doing it for the pur-
poses of expediency, which is the very 
argument undercut by the fact that 
we’re taking time here to deal with the 
question of horses and burros in the 
West. 

b 0945 

Now horses and burros in the West 
are important. I want to tell you that. 
I am from the West. We understand it’s 
important. But it certainly is not as 
important as the appropriations proc-
ess. And the essential question in a de-
mocracy of what right do we have to 
take money involuntarily from peo-
ple—that is the tax—if we then are not 
going to exercise our responsibility to 
represent them in the decisions as to 
how those tax dollars will be spent? 

I thank the gentlelady for the time. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

That was an interesting exchange. 
Unfortunately it didn’t represent or re-
flect reality. The fact of the matter is, 
Madam Speaker, when Bill Clinton left 
the White House, he left George Bush 
with an enormous surplus. George Bush 
took that surplus and frittered it away 
on wars that were not paid for and $1.6 
trillion in tax cuts that drove us deeper 
into debt. The economy spiraled down. 
My friends on the other side basically 
turned their backs on what was hap-
pening to average people all across this 
country. And in November of 2008 the 
American people spoke; and what they 
made clear is this: That my friends on 
the other side of the aisle, my Repub-

lican friends, do not know best. At 
every level of government, they were 
rejected, they were turned out of office 
because people were sick and tired of 
their policies that, they believed, drove 
this economy into a deep ditch. What 
people want are answers. They don’t 
want the same old, same old. They 
don’t want more tax cuts for the rich. 
They don’t want more indifference to-
ward middle-class working families or 
total indifference toward those who are 
struggling in poverty. They want us to 
try to fix this economy. 

My friends take delight in trying to 
poke holes in the policies of President 
Obama, saying, Well, you know, he 
promised that we would create X 
amount of jobs. We are falling short of 
that. Well, it turns out that this ditch 
that they dug is deeper than many of 
us thought. But by most standards, 
most economists are actually seeing 
that things are beginning to turn— 
maybe slower than we would like, but 
they are beginning to turn. We need to 
continue these policies. We need to 
help working families in this country. 
We need to fix health care. We need to 
lower costs for families. People are 
paying too much for health care in this 
country. They’re tired of the past Con-
gresses that were more interested in 
pleasing insurance companies than 
they were in helping average families. 
They want us to deal with global cli-
mate change and to try to help pave 
the way for new jobs in the area of 
green technologies. So we’re going to 
move forward. 

I should also tell my friends, and as 
they know, that as we debate this bill, 
there are committees meeting, there 
are briefings going on on a whole num-
ber of issues from health care to the 
economic recovery. I’m sorry that they 
don’t want to stay around and do that 
work, but that’s what they were elect-
ed to do. We’re going to stay here, and 
we’re going to do the people’s work 
until it is done. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I just would like to say again to my 
colleague from Massachusetts that he 
keeps saying that the Republicans dug 
a deeper ditch than they expected to 
have. I just want to point out again 
that at the end of the Republicans’ 
being in the majority in the Congress 
at the end of 2006, the economy was 
growing. We had 54 straight months of 
job growth. The Democrats took over 
in January of 2007, and that’s when the 
economy started getting in trouble. 
They dug the ditch. We didn’t dig the 
ditch. 

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

before I yield to the gentleman from 
West Virginia, I would just like to 
point out to the gentlelady from North 
Carolina, who has been a constant crit-
ic of the stimulus package, that some 
$8 billion of that total is earmarked 
specifically for North Carolina. Some 
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of the money that has already been 
spent, Madam Speaker, and has been 
used to be able to prevent the firing of 
teachers. Without receiving that 
money, States and communities would 
end up firing hundreds and hundreds of 
teachers, which would mean that class 
sizes would increase and in some cases 
even double, denying our kids the kind 
of quality education that we want 
them to have. Some of that money 
went to help shore up our law enforce-
ment, our police officers, our fire-
fighters. So to the best of my knowl-
edge, the people of North Carolina 
haven’t said, Don’t give us the relief. 
Don’t give us the aid. We need help be-
cause, quite frankly, this economy is in 
such bad shape—and I will repeat—be-
cause of the policies of the Republican 
administration that held the White 
House for 8 years, that basically turned 
its back on average working people in 
this country. We are trying to fix the 
mess that they created, and we’re 
going to do that. 

I would now like to yield 5 minutes 
to the chairman of the Natural Re-
sources Committee, the gentleman 
from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL). 

Mr. RAHALL. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. I do have the honor and 
responsibility of chairing our House 
Committee on Natural Resources. The 
gentleman from Washington, DOC 
HASTINGS, a former Member of the 
Rules Committee, is my ranking mem-
ber. His amendment was made in order 
under this rule. 

Some allusions have been made on 
the minority side this morning that 
there are important issues facing our 
country, but here we are debating 
horses and burros because we couldn’t 
find a cats and dogs bill. Well, we take 
seriously our responsibility on the 
House Natural Resources Committee as 
stewards of our public lands. We take 
seriously our responsibility to all crea-
tures of this great land of ours, wheth-
er they be cats, dogs, wild horses, bur-
ros, sea otters, turtles, bees, birds. You 
name it, they appropriately come 
under our jurisdiction, and they are 
important responsibilities that the 
American people value. These are crea-
tures that God has endowed our great 
country with, that have no vast lobby-
ists here in Washington representing 
them; but they represent good old 
American family values. They rep-
resent recreational pursuits. They rep-
resent a quality of time that our fami-
lies can spend enjoying with these 
creatures that God has so richly be-
stowed this country with. 

So for the other side to say that with 
all these important issues before our 
country—and they are important 
issues, and this Congress is addressing 
them because we on the majority side 
as well as this administration can, in-
deed, walk and chew gum at the same 
time. We are addressing those issues. 

As the minority knows, since they 
were once in a position of leadership, 
we are supposed to be here 5 days a 
week, working on behalf of our con-

stituents. Our constituents, for the 
most part, work at least 5 days a week, 
if not 7 days a week. At least in my dis-
trict, many of them go to work before 
the sun comes up. They don’t go home 
and see their families until the sun has 
gone down. They work a full 8- if not 
12-hour day; and yet the minority side 
is noted for their offering motions to 
adjourn after we come in at 10 o’clock 
in the morning. They want to go home 
at 10:10 a.m. I know this is inside Belt-
way, inside baseball talk; but the 
American people want to see Congress 
do its job. They recognize the many 
issues that face our country, and they 
recognize that Congress should be able 
to walk and chew gum at the same 
time, just like this administration is 
doing in a very appropriate way. 

So we are addressing issues that af-
fect the American people at the same 
time that we’re addressing the issues 
that affect their daily lives. I think 
that that’s what they want us to do, 
and they want us to do it in a bipar-
tisan way. So we should not be up here 
trying to make fun of the matter that 
we’re addressing of wild horses and 
burros legislation on a Friday because 
we know that work is being done while 
we are still discussing this legislation. 
The committees are meeting, the ap-
propriations committees. The other 
committees are marking up health 
care reform, a very important issue. 
We know here amongst ourselves that 
if it were not for us having votes here 
on the floor of the House today, where 
would Members of Congress be? Some 
would be in their congressional dis-
tricts, some would be out around the 
country doing things that Members do 
when we have weekends off. So this is 
an appropriate use of Congress’ time. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, there is 
so much to say in so little time. I don’t 
think that Republicans need a lecture 
on how we should be spending our time 
and whether we should be in Wash-
ington 5 days a week. There is an old 
saying that nobody is safe as long as 
the Congress or the legislature is in 
session, and I think most Americans 
believe that. Being here in Washington 
is not necessarily meaning that Con-
gress is being productive, and I think 
that is the point that we have made 
over and over again. Again, I will say, 
the wisdom of the world is not here in 
Washington; and I think with what’s 
been happening, particularly in the 
last 6 months, the American people 
have found that out. I am going to be 
very interested to see how long our col-
leagues on the other side continue to 
defend their actions and the action of 
this administration as the year goes 
by. 

In terms of looking after all God’s 
creatures, I am a person—and my hus-
band is—who are both owned by a dog 
and a cat. They live in our house. We 
have farmed all our lives. We have 
raised horses. We are very, very fond of 
animals. We give a lot of money to or-
ganizations that look after animals. In 
fact, there is one organization out West 

that keeps animals until they die a 
natural death. We feel very strongly 
about that. So questioning my feeling 
about how we should treat all of God’s 
creatures is not going to go very far 
with me. This is also a group of people 
that wants to provide government- 
funded abortions and kill unborn ba-
bies at the same time we’re talking 
about saving horses and spending 
money on that. That argument doesn’t 
go very far with me. 

What the difference is between our 
colleagues on the other side and us is 
that we don’t believe in growing gov-
ernment. These are not the things the 
Federal Government should be about. 
The Federal Government should con-
fine itself to the very narrow set of 
issues laid out for us in the Constitu-
tion. We should adhere to the 10th 
Amendment which says that if it isn’t 
mentioned in the Constitution, then 
it’s a province of the States; and that’s 
what we should be doing. So I thought 
my colleague promised me fun today, 
but you brought up some issues where 
you’ve gone to meddling. 

I now yield 2 minutes to my col-
league from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN). 

Mr. WALDEN. I thank the gentlelady 
from North Carolina. I represent a dis-
trict that’s 70,000 square miles. Over 
half of it is already under Federal own-
ership and control. I wouldn’t nec-
essarily say good management because 
it’s also home to lots of issues involv-
ing poor forest management, cata-
strophic fires, lots of degradation of 
the habitat and lack of management 
over the years. One of the things that 
troubles me about this legislation is 
that we’re going to spend potentially 
$700 million overall—I’ve heard figures 
as high as that—to apparently buy 19 
million acres of land perhaps. And if it 
is, indeed, those levels, all that land, 
when the government buys it, comes 
off the tax rolls. I have got commu-
nities with 20 percent unemployment 
where the government owns 70 percent 
of the counties. They’ve shut down ac-
tivity on the forests, and the Federal 
Government is trying to shut down ac-
tivity out on the range land and de-
stroy things like cattle ranching and 
some of the great economic ways of the 
West. 

This legislation comes along and ap-
parently is going to have us borrow an-
other $700 million from somebody— 
probably the Chinese or whatever gov-
ernment decides they want to buy 
more of our debt, $700 million, almost 
$1 billion—so that we can go acquire 
more land as a government and take it 
off the tax rolls to deal with this issue. 
I just find it really disturbing. You are 
going to put a lot of people out of work 
in the rural West. This is not well- 
thought-out legislation. But speaking 
to the rule, we seem in this Congress, 
under Speaker PELOSI and the Demo-
crat leadership, to have gone into not 
just tax-and-spend but gag-and-spend. 
I’ll be asking soon to bring up a privi-
leged resolution that I brought to this 
floor yesterday to allow us the oppor-
tunity to offer up amendments. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

time of the gentleman has expired. 

b 1000 

Ms. FOXX. I yield the gentleman 30 
additional seconds. 

Mr. WALDEN. To be able to offer up 
amendments on appropriations bills as 
historically Members of this House 
were always able to do until just re-
cently when we have seen a historic 
and unprecedented gagging of Members 
of the Republican Party by Members of 
the Democratic Party when we have 
tried to offer up alternatives, positive 
alternatives, suggestions, ways to pro-
tect freedom of speech and freedom of 
religion and to cut back on this out-
rageous deficit spending. 

I guess those must be tough votes for 
the majority. They don’t want to take 
them because they won’t even allow 
our amendments to be debated on this 
House floor and considered. 

So I’m sorry we have gotten into the 
gag-and-spend rules-making process 
around here. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
find it ironic that my friends on the 
other side of the aisle want to talk 
about fiscal responsibility and they are 
worried about the deficit. Where were 
they for 8 years when George Bush 
took this economy and drove it 
straight into a ditch? He inherited a 
surplus from President Clinton, and he 
squandered it. And nobody, virtually 
nobody, on the other side of the aisle 
spoke about the fact that Republican 
economic policies are responsible for 
this economic crisis. This President in-
herited the worst economy since the 
Great Depression. We need to dig our-
selves out of this ditch. And we are 
going to do that. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. I yield our colleague from 

Iowa (Mr. KING) 2 minutes. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 

thank the gentlelady from North Caro-
lina. 

In response to this point, I have 
stood here on this floor for hours and 
hours over several years listening to 
many, many Members of the Democrat 
Party, then the minority in Congress, 
plead that if they would just get the 
majority, give them the gavels, that 
the economy of this country would be 
brought back on track again. That hap-
pened in January of 2007. And it hap-
pened prior to any economic decline 
that anyone can describe on any flow 
chart that they can bring. 

So they claimed that they would fix 
the economy if they could just have 
the majorities. They won the majori-
ties partly on that claim, and the econ-
omy went south, and it really tanked 
in the anticipation of the President we 
have today. And it is getting worse. So 
I don’t think that point can be made 
empirically. 

I came here to rise in opposition to 
this rule. I rise in opposition to this 
rule for a number of reasons. I wanted 
to support the gentleman from Utah’s 
statement about not having an oppor-

tunity, a legitimate opportunity, to 
make his case before the Rules Com-
mittee. And it is clear that that didn’t 
happen. In a 1-hour window, he got an 
amendment in and filed. That was 
great staff work. But we have other 
things to do here other than sit outside 
the door of the hole in the wall on the 
third floor. 

This process has got to change. We 
need to bring it to the floor where the 
American people can see what is actu-
ally being talked about in almost legis-
lative code here. 

I also want to point out that this leg-
islation is not legislation that comes 
here because it is well thought out or 
needed by the American people. This is 
driven by HSUS, the Human Society of 
the United States. They have hundreds 
of millions of dollars, and they have an 
agenda. They are seeking to take meat 
off the plates of the American people 
and all around the globe. So we just 
dance to this tune in this Congress be-
cause they say so. 

Nobody came from my district and 
said, what are we going to do about too 
many horses? HSUS contributed to this 
problem by helping to block the har-
vesting of horses for human consump-
tion. And now we have what will accu-
mulate to be 1 million extra horses in 
the United States. And barely do they 
get that over with and they come back 
to us and say now we need 700 billion 
American-taxpayer-borrowed dollars to 
take over more public lands in order to 
put more horses. This will only con-
tinue. Those horses are eating 1 billion 
gallons of my ethanol every year. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I reserve my time. 
Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 1 

minute to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS). 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
thank the gentlelady for yielding. 

I want to respond to my friend from 
Massachusetts. He talks about deficits, 
and where were we? Let me point out 
to this gentleman, the highest deficit 
under George W. Bush’s administration 
was in 2004, and that was right after we 
built up our forces to go into Afghani-
stan and Iraq. 

It was slightly over $400 billion. 
Under your first watch, your first 
watch as the majority in this Congress, 
the deficit was $460 billion. This year it 
is projected to be $1.8 trillion. And here 
we are today on the floor talking about 
a bill to expand that deficit another 
$700 million. 

Boy, talk about—well, I can’t say the 
word. But talk about less than truth-
fulness. It certainly comes from the 
other side of the aisle on this issue. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. If anyone on the 
other side of the aisle wants to defend 
the same-old-same-old policies of 
George Bush, then go ahead and do it. 
But the fact of the matter is that in 
November, 2008, the American people 
spoke overwhelmingly against and re-
jected those policies. The economic 
policies of the Republican Party and of 
George Bush drove this country into a 
ditch, and we are trying to dig our-
selves out of it. 

I reserve my time. 
Ms. FOXX. I yield the gentleman 

from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) 10 
seconds. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts has 
over 15 minutes, and he doesn’t even 
want to engage in a colloquy with 
somebody here that is willing to stand 
up and at least engage. 

I thank the gentlelady for yielding. 
Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, it ap-

pears as though we are beginning to 
touch a nerve on the part of our col-
leagues because we are presenting the 
facts, and they can’t handle them. 

We know that this economy is in ter-
rible shape. All they can do is continue 
to blame President Bush. As one of my 
colleagues said, they asked for a 
chance to be in charge. They have been 
given a chance to be in charge. And 
what have they done? They have in-
creased the debt to every American in 
this country in the first 6 months of 
this year by $9,342.83. We do face the 
greatest economic problem we have 
had in 25 years, not since the Great De-
pression. 

Madam Speaker, I am going to urge 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule 
because we don’t need to be dealing 
with this issue now. We should be deal-
ing with the American people who are 
hurting and continuing to lose jobs 
under the policies of Speaker PELOSI 
and the Bush administration. 

I am asking my colleagues to vote no on the 
previous question. If the previous question is 
defeated, I will offer an amendment to the rule 
making in order an amendment by Mr. 
CHAFFETZ of Utah which was not made in 
order by the Rules Committee. 

This amendment reconfigures the Joint Ad-
visory Board to ensure representation by af-
fected Indian tribes and State grazing boards. 
It also ensures that all members of the advi-
sory board have expertise in wildlife manage-
ment, rangeland management, animal hus-
bandry or natural resources management and 
requires that the board members reside in a 
State in which wild free-roaming horses and 
burros are currently located. 
AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 653 OFFERED BY MS. 

FOXX OF NORTH CAROLINA 
At the end of the resolution, insert the fol-

lowing: 
SEC. 3. Notwithstanding any other provi-

sion of this resolution, after consideration of 
the amendment printed in part A of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules it shall be in 
order to consider the amendment printed in 
section 4 of this resolution, if offered by Rep-
resentative Chaffetz of Utah or his designee. 
Such amendment shall be considered as read, 
shall be separately debatable for 10 minutes 
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for a division of the 
question. 

SEC. 4. The amendment referred to in sec-
tion 5 is as follows: Section 8, strike para-
graph (2) (page 17, lines 4 through 11) and in-
sert the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(2) by striking ‘Governments’ and all that 
follows through ‘management.’ and inserting 
‘Governments shall include two representa-
tives of the livestock industry; two rep-
resentatives from State grazing boards (or 
equivalent State agency) who are not State 
employees; two representatives of the envi-
ronmental community; two representatives 
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of the animal protection community; two 
representatives of Indian tribes who manage 
wild horses or burros; and four scientists. All 
advisory board members must have expertise 
in wildlife management, rangeland manage-
ment, animal husbandry or natural resources 
management and must reside in States com-
prising the current range of wild free-roam-
ing horses and burros.’; and’’. 

(The information contained herein was 
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.) 
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 

IT REALLY MEANS 
This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Democratic majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for 
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It 
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308–311) de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R–Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

Because the vote today may look bad for 
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the 
Floor Procedures Manual published by the 
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress, 
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee 
described the rule using information form 
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary’’: ‘‘If the previous 
question is defeated, control of debate shifts 
to the leading opposition member (usually 
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.’’ 

Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House of 
Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: Upon rejec-
tion of the motion for the previous question 
on a resolution reported from the Committee 
on Rules, control shifts to the Member lead-
ing the opposition to the previous question, 
who may offer a proper amendment or mo-
tion and who controls the time for debate 
thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-

cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, we 
are here today because we are doing 
the work of the American people. And 
we are doing what the American people 
asked us to do. 

As we debate this bill on the floor, 
there are major markups in the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee and the 
Energy and Commerce Committee on 
health care. There are also hearings 
and markups going on on two major 
appropriations bills. So there is a lot of 
work going on here, a lot of important 
work, of trying to dig ourselves out of 
this mess that this President inherited. 

It is interesting, again, to hear my 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
talk about fiscal management and 
about the need to control deficits and 
debts when they voted for tax cuts for 
rich people that weren’t off-set. They 
voted for wars that weren’t paid for. 
And there was silence. And the econ-
omy got worse and worse and worse. On 
November 2008, the American people 
said, enough, we need to change course. 

The American people want us to deal 
with health care. The Party of No says, 
no, can’t do health care. They are try-
ing to scare people, again, away from a 
national health care reform bill that 
will control and lower the cost of 
health care for average Americans. 

People want us to deal with the issue 
of climate change and creating green 
jobs. And the Party of No says, no, we 
can’t do that. They don’t want us to 
deal with that issue. No, no, no, no. 

Well, the reality is the American peo-
ple want us to deal with the issues of 
law enforcement, with the issues of im-
migration and with a whole number of 
issues. And the Party of No says no. 
They vote against everything. They are 
against everything. So here we are. We 
are dealing with this issue today. 

I think this is a commonsense bill. 
The chairman of the Resources Com-
mittee explained that there was a hear-
ing and there was a markup at full 
committee. I would urge my colleagues 
to vote ‘‘yes’’ on the previous question 
and ‘‘yes’’ on the rule. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam 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 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. WALDEN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
to a question of privileges of the House 

and offer the resolution previously no-
ticed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas the gentleman from Oregon, Mr. 

Walden, submitted an amendment to the 
Committee on Rules to H.R. 3170, the Finan-
cial Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Act; 

Whereas the said gentleman’s amendment 
would have protected the free speech rights 
of broadcasters and American citizens by 
prohibiting funds made available in the Act 
from being used to implement the Fairness 
Doctrine and certain broadcast localism reg-
ulations, 

Whereas a similar amendment was adopted 
by the House in 2007 during consideration of 
H.R. 2829, the Financial Services and General 
Government Appropriations Act, 2008 by a 
vote of 309 yeas and 115 nays, and became 
law, but the Democratic leadership allowed 
the provision to expire; 

Whereas the gentleman’s amendment com-
plied with all applicable Rules of the House 
for amendments to appropriations measures 
and would have been in order under an open 
amendment process; but regrettably the 
House Democratic leadership has dramati-
cally and historically reduced the oppor-
tunity for free speech on this Floor, and 

Whereas the Speaker, Mrs. Pelosi, the 
Democratic leadership, and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Obey, 
prevented the House from voting on the 
amendment by excluding it from the list of 
amendments made in order under the rule 
for the bill: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That H. Res. 644, the rule to ac-
company H.R. 3170, be amended to allow the 
gentleman from Oregon’s amendment be con-
sidered and voted on in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Oregon wish to present 
argument on why the resolution is 
privileged for immediate consider-
ation? 

Mr. WALDEN. Yes, Madam Speaker, 
I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Oregon is recognized. 

Mr. WALDEN. I appreciate that, 
Madam Speaker. Rule IX is intended to 
allow a Member to raise questions 
which, and I quote, ‘‘those affecting 
the rights of the House collectively, its 
safety, dignity, and the integrity of its 
proceedings; and those affecting the 
rights of Members, individually, in 
their representative capacity.’’ 

So I pose the question, What is more 
fundamental to the rights of Members 
of this House than the ability to rep-
resent their constituents and affect 
legislation brought to this floor? 

The Democratic majority, under 
Speaker PELOSI, has unilaterally ended 
a 220-year tradition of allowing any 
Member to amend a spending bill. 
When my constituents sent me to Con-
gress, they didn’t send me here to just 
push the buttons using this card in a 
voting terminal. They wanted me to 
exercise all of the abilities granted to a 
Member of Congress. And the rule 
which this House passed yesterday by 
only a handful of votes, after arm 
twisting by the majority, denies me 
and every other Member the oppor-
tunity to fully represent their con-
stituents. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 02:56 Sep 28, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00009 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD09\RECFILES\H17JY9.REC H17JY9sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8314 July 17, 2009 
If that does not ‘‘affect the rights of 

this House,’’ if that does not affect its 
‘‘dignity and the integrity of its pro-
ceedings,’’ if that does not affect my 
rights as a Representative, I don’t 
know what does. 

For 220 years, we went along in this 
House with the opportunity to offer 
amendments. And sure, there were in-
stances along the way where both par-
ties probably restricted amendments 
that could be offered on appropriations 
bills, but not very often. 

This is unprecedented and historic in 
terms of the gagging of Members on 
both sides of the aisle. We had them on 
the floor yesterday trying to offer an 
amendment, a Democrat, and he too 
was turned down and upset. So I’m sure 
the Chair can find some technical rea-
son why my resolution to protect free 
speech rights on the public’s airwaves 
may not be in order. 

All we were trying to do is offer an 
amendment that had been offered up in 
2007 and approved by over 300 Members 
of this House. When it was allowed to 
be considered and voted upon, it was 
approved by over 300 Members to pro-
tect the free speech rights of broad-
casters, the citizens of this country as 
well. And instead, what we have now 
operating, I believe, affects the very 
rights of this House collectively, af-
fects the dignity and integrity of its 
proceedings and affects the rights of its 
Members as described under rule IX in-
dividually in their representative ca-
pacity. 

That is why I brought this privileged 
resolution to the floor, because I be-
lieve, as a citizen of this country and a 
Member of this great institution, that 
our rights have been diminished, and 
that indeed the integrity of this very 
House is on the line. 

In fact, when you go to the Speaker’s 
Web site, at least I think it is still up, 
she pledged an open debate and an op-
portunity for Members of Congress to 
be able to come to the floor and offer 
amendments, much like the chair-
woman has done over time, and rel-
ishes that, as I do. It is part of what we 
do here, or what we were sent to do 
here. 

It is pretty hard to offer up alter-
natives to spending bills to reduce defi-
cits and to put ideas into law when the 
Speaker’s Rules Committee acts and 
shuts down our very opportunity to 
even bring amendment up for debate. 

b 1015 

Whether it passes or not will be up to 
the collective votes of this body. But 
we know that if we can never bring 
them up for debate, there will never be 
a vote. Now, maybe that’s convenient 
to those who don’t like to vote on dif-
ficult issues, or stand up for the free 
speech rights of broadcasters, whether 
they be religious broadcasters or those 
on the right or the left on talk radio, 
which is what my amendment would 
have sought to protect in the future. 

But I really believe that rule IX is in-
tended to allow Members to raise ques-

tions affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, to discuss its safety, and 
that’s not at issue here, but its dignity 
is. The integrity of its proceedings are. 
Those rights, these are fundamental to 
each of us, regardless of the label be-
hind our name that designates our 
party. 

This is the one time we’ve had in this 
institution, to come forward with our 
ideas on how to control the bureauc-
racy, to offer an amendment that con-
trols it. It’s the only time I, as an indi-
vidual, have that opportunity in the 
appropriations process, because I’m not 
a member of that committee, to rep-
resent my constituents. That’s why I 
believe, under rule IX, my representa-
tive capacity is diminished, and that of 
many other Members in this Chamber, 
many who are watching right now. The 
public needs to understand this as well, 
that something has changed here, and 
it’s not for the good. And I think it re-
flects badly on our proceedings. And I 
think it injures the integrity of this in-
stitution, let alone it’s dignity. And 
that’s why I make this parliamentary 
argument, that under rule IX, under 
rule IX, Members, it talks about collec-
tively affecting the House. 

Tell me, when Members of the minor-
ity or majority come before the Rules 
Committee and seek—well, first of all, 
have to even go to the Rules Com-
mittee. That didn’t use to occur on ap-
propriations bills, did it? It didn’t used 
to occur. Only rarely, maybe once or 
twice in a year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair must remind the gentleman to 
confine his remarks to his parliamen-
tary question. 

Mr. WALDEN. I appreciate the gen-
tlelady’s counsel and I will attempt to 
do that. I was trying to do that here, 
and certainly I’m arguing in favor of 
the rules of this House being observed; 
that’s why I argue about the integrity 
of its proceedings. 

In my view, proceedings have been 
shattered. Members of both parties are 
denied the opportunity, as our prede-
cessors were allowed to have, to come 
to this floor and offer up amendments 
during the appropriations process. So I 
think my privileged resolution should 
be made in order, because I think my 
rights have been affected, and not in a 
good way. The rights of other Members 
are affected. I had more than one per-
son on my amendment. And so individ-
ually, our representative capacity has 
been diminished. The voices I’m trying 
to represent are not allowed to be con-
sidered if I can’t get my privileged res-
olution to be considered. All it did was 
ask for a vote on my amendment, that 
it be made in order, so that we could 
vote on it on the rule, which, oh, by the 
way, at this point, the way this process 
has been conducted, not only has the 
rule been passed, but also the bill has 
been passed. So it’s kind of ironic now 
we’d have this argument about whether 
my privileged resolution was in order, 
which would have allowed me, had it 
been secured, it would have allowed me 

to have some additional representative 
capacity and be able to have a vote on 
the amendment or a vote on whether I 
could offer the amendment. I guess 
that’s what would have occurred. 

So I posit this point: That under rule 
IX, we are allowed to raise questions 
about issues that affect the rights of 
the House collectively. I can’t think of 
something that affects the House more 
collectively than our inability to offer 
amendments. And so I think our integ-
rity is at issue here, these proceedings. 
I think Americans have come to under-
stand, bills are rammed through here 
without the opportunity to be read. 
We’ve got a 1,026-page bill in the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee that I 
can’t imagine anybody has read yet. 

So, Madam Speaker, I’ll conclude; 
that I hope you’ll rule in my favor be-
cause I know, in your heart of hearts, 
you’re a woman who believes in fair-
ness, and you believe in the integrity 
of these proceedings, and you believe 
firmly and fervently in protecting the 
rights of Members, both individually 
and collectively, and that you, in no 
way, would want to diminish the ca-
pacity for yourself, when you’re not in 
the chair, Members of this body, and 
for Members who will follow us. So I 
plead with you to do the right thing 
and allow a vote on my privileged reso-
lution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is prepared to rule. 

In evaluating the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Oregon under 
the standards of rule IX, the Chair 
must be mindful of a fundamental prin-
ciple illuminated by annotations of 
precedent in section 706 of the House 
Rules and Manual. The basic principle 
is that a question of the privileges of 
the House may not be invoked to pre-
scribe a special order of business for 
the House. 

The Chair finds that the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Oregon, 
by proposing directly to amend House 
Resolution 644, prescribes a special 
order of business. Under a long and 
well-settled line of precedent presently 
culminating in the ruling of July 9, 
2009, such a resolution cannot qualify 
as a question of the privileges of the 
House. 

The Chair therefore holds that the 
resolution is not privileged under rule 
IX for consideration ahead of other 
business. Instead, the resolution may 
be submitted through the hopper in the 
regular course. 

Mr. WALDEN. Madam Speaker, I ap-
peal the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? 

MOTION TO TABLE 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 

move to table the appeal of the ruling 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8315 July 17, 2009 
Mr. WALDEN. Madam Speaker, on 

that I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on the motion that 
the appeal be laid on the table will be 
followed by 5-minute votes on: 

ordering the previous question on 
House Resolution 653; and 

adopting House Resolution 653, if or-
dered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 238, nays 
174, not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 573] 

YEAS—238 

Abercrombie 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 

Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 

Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Waters 
Watson 

Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 

Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 

Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—174 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Minnick 

Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—21 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Cantor 
Eshoo 
Graves 
Gutierrez 
Hinojosa 
Kildee 

Lucas 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
Miller, Gary 
Murphy, Patrick 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Schakowsky 

Sutton 
Taylor 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Westmoreland 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1045 

Messrs. DAVIS of Illinois and 
PERRIELLO changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to table was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Mr. HINOJOSA. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 

No. 573, had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1018, RESTORE OUR 
AMERICAN MUSTANGS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on House 
Resolution 653, 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 ordering the previous 
question. 

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

vice, and there were—yeas 232, nays 
188, not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 574] 

YEAS—232 

Abercrombie 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 

Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E.B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 

Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8316 July 17, 2009 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 

Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 

Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—188 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 

Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Minnick 
Moore (KS) 

Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—13 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Braley (IA) 
Ellison 
Gohmert 

Graves 
Kind 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 
Nadler (NY) 

Rangel 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote. 

b 1053 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, on July 17, 

2009, I inadvertently failed to vote on rollcall 
No. 574. Had I voted, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Madam Speaker, on 
rollcall No. 574, had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

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. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 236, nays 
186, not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 575] 

YEAS—236 

Abercrombie 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 

Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 

Wexler 
Whitfield 

Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 

Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—186 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hill 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 

Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—11 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Brady (TX) 
Gohmert 

Gonzalez 
Graves 
LaTourette 
Lucas 

Miller, Gary 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are reminded there 
are 2 minutes left in the vote. 

b 1100 

Mr. NADLER changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

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. 

f 

RESTORE OUR AMERICAN 
MUSTANGS ACT 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 653, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 1018) to amend the Wild Free- 
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Roaming Horses and Burros Act to im-
prove the management and long-term 
health of wild free-roaming horses and 
burros, and for other purposes, and ask 
for its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

HOLDEN). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 653, the amendment in the nature 
of a substitute printed in the bill is 
adopted and the bill, as amended, is 
considered as read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 1018 
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 ‘‘Restore Our 
American Mustangs Act’’. 
SEC. 2. REFERENCE. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, when-
ever in this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or repeal 
of, a section or other provision, the reference 
shall be considered to be made to a section or 
other provision of the Act of December 15, 1971 
(commonly known as the ‘‘Wild Free-Roaming 
Horses and Burros Act’’; 16 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.). 
SEC. 3. POLICY. 

The first section is amended by striking ‘‘in 
the area where presently found, as’’. 
SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 2 (16 U.S.C. 1332) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (b), by inserting ‘‘born or 

present’’ after ‘‘unclaimed horses and burros’’; 
(2) in paragraph (c), by striking ‘‘which does 

not exceed their known territorial limits,’’; 
(3) in paragraph (d)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘and any associated foals’’ 

after ‘‘his mares’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon; 
(4) in paragraph (e), by striking the period 

and inserting a semicolon; 
(5) in paragraph (f)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(1) which’’ and all that fol-

lows through ‘‘(2)’’; 
(B) by inserting ‘‘, in accordance with section 

3(d),’’ after ‘‘from an area’’; and 
(C) by striking the period at the end and in-

serting a semicolon; and 
(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(g) ‘thriving natural ecological balance’ 

means a condition that protects ecosystem 
health, the ecological processes that sustain eco-
system function and a diversity of life forms, in-
cluding those species listed under the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973, and further ensures 
that wild horses and burros, livestock and wild-
life species are given fair consideration in the 
allocation of resources on those lands where 
said species are authorized or managed con-
sistent with the requirements of the Federal 
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (Pub-
lic Law 94–579) and other applicable law; and 

‘‘(h) ‘fatally injured or terminally ill’ means 
an animal exhibiting one or more of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) A hopeless prognosis for life. 
‘‘(2) A chronic or incurable disease, injury, 

lameness, or serious physical defect (including 
severe tooth loss or wear, club foot, and other 
severe congenital abnormalities). 

‘‘(3) A condition requiring continuous treat-
ment for the relief of pain and suffering in a do-
mestic setting. 

‘‘(4) An acute or chronic illness, injury, phys-
ical condition or lameness that would preclude 
an acceptable quality of life for the foreseeable 
future.’’. 
SEC. 5. INVENTORY AND DETERMINATIONS. 

(a) Section 3(a) (16 U.S.C. 1333(a)) is amended 
as follows: 

(1) By striking ‘‘is authorized and directed to’’ 
and inserting ‘‘shall— 

‘‘(1)’’. 
(2) By striking ‘‘, and he may’’ and inserting 

a semicolon. 
(3) By inserting before ‘‘designate’’ the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(2)’’. 
(4) In paragraph (2) (as so designated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘their’’ and inserting ‘‘the’’; 
(B) by inserting ‘‘of wild free-roaming horses 

and burros’’ after ‘‘preservation’’; 
(C) by striking ‘‘wherein’’ and inserting 

‘‘where’’; 
(D) by striking ‘‘deems’’ and inserting ‘‘, con-

siders’’; and 
(E) by striking ‘‘desirable. The Secretary 

shall’’ and inserting ‘‘desirable; 
‘‘(3)’’. 
(5) In paragraph (3) (as so designated), by 

striking the period after ‘‘public lands’’ and in-
serting a semicolon. 

(6) By striking ‘‘He shall’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(4)’’. 
(7) In paragraph (4) (as so designated), by 

striking ‘‘of this Act.’’ and inserting ‘‘of this 
Act;’’. 

(8) By striking ‘‘All’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) ensure that’’. 
(9) In paragraph (5) (as so designated)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘related to wild free-roaming 

horses and burros are’’ after ‘‘activities’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘shall be’’ both places it ap-

pears; 
(C) by inserting ‘‘relevant State’’ after ‘‘in 

consultation with the’’; 
(D) by striking ‘‘of the State wherein such 

lands are located’’; 
(E) by striking ‘‘which inhabit such lands’’; 

and 
(F) by striking the period after ‘‘endangered 

wildlife species’’ and inserting a semicolon. 
(10) By striking ‘‘Any’’ and inserting the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(6) ensure that any’’. 
(11) In paragraph (6) (as so designated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘on any such lands shall 

take’’ and inserting ‘‘are made after taking’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘which inhabit such lands.’’ 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’. 

(12) At the end of such subsection, add the 
following: 

‘‘(7) ensure that the acreage available for wild 
and free-roaming horses and burros shall never 
be less than the acreage where wild and free- 
roaming horses and burros were found in 1971.’’. 

(b) Subsection (b)(1) of section 3 is amended as 
follows: 

(1) By striking ‘‘(b)(1) The Secretary shall’’ 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) In order to determine if a thriving nat-
ural ecological balance exists with regards to 
wild free-roaming horses and burros, the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(1)’’. 
(2) In paragraph (1) (as so designated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘a current’’ and inserting 

‘‘an’’; and 
(B) by striking the period after ‘‘public lands’’ 

and inserting a semicolon and the following: 
‘‘(2) update the inventory every two years; 

and 
‘‘(3) make the inventory available to the pub-

lic on the Website of the Bureau of Land Man-
agement.’’. 

(3) By striking ‘‘The purpose’’ and all that 
follows through ‘‘the Secretary’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) In order to better manage and protect 
wild free-roaming horses and burros, and to 
achieve and maintain a thriving natural eco-
logical balance, the Secretary, not later than 
one year after the date of the enactment of this 
section, shall take the following actions: 

‘‘(1) Adopt and employ the best scientific, 
peer-reviewed methods to accurately estimate 

wild free-roaming horse and burro populations 
on public lands for purposes of the inventory re-
quired in subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) Develop a policy and standards, with 
public involvement, for setting consistent, ap-
propriate management levels on public lands, 
based on scientifically sound methodologies. 

‘‘(3) Provide a public process, including a pe-
riod for notice and comment, for finalizing ap-
propriate management level standards. 

‘‘(4) Publish and distribute these standards to 
each field office so that the methodology for es-
timating population and determining appro-
priate management levels is consistent across 
public lands. 

‘‘(5) Train Federal personnel on the use of 
these standard techniques to estimate popu-
lation and determine appropriate management 
levels.’’. 

(4) By striking ‘‘shall consult with’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(6) Develop and finalize the standards in 
consultation with—’’. 

(5)(A) By inserting ‘‘(A)’’ before ‘‘the United 
States Fish’’. 

(B) By inserting ‘‘(B)’’ before ‘‘wildlife agen-
cies’’. 

(C) By striking ‘‘wherein’’ and inserting 
‘‘where’’. 

(D) By striking ‘‘such individuals’’ and in-
serting ‘‘(C) individuals’’. 

(E) By striking ‘‘such other individuals’’ and 
inserting ‘‘(D) individuals’’. 

(F) By striking ‘‘he’’ and inserting ‘‘the Sec-
retary’’. 

(G) By inserting ‘‘to’’ after ‘‘determines’’. 
(6) In subparagraphs (A) through (C) of para-

graph (6) (as so designated), by striking each 
comma and inserting a semicolon. 

(7) In subparagraphs (A) through (D) of para-
graph (6) (as so designated), by moving the mar-
gins of such subparagraphs 4 ems to the right. 

(8) After paragraph (6) (as so designated), by 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(7) Identify new, appropriate rangeland for 
wild free roaming horses and burros, including 
use of land acquisitions, exchanges, conserva-
tion easements, voluntary grazing buyouts, and 
agreements with private landowners to allow for 
the federally supervised protection of wild 
horses and burros on private lands, except that 
the Secretary shall assess the effects of new 
range for wild free-roaming horses and burros 
on rangeland health, riparian zones, water 
quality, soil compaction, seed bed disturbance, 
native wildlife, and endangered or threatened 
species and transmit the results of the assess-
ment to the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate. 

‘‘(8) Establish sanctuaries or exclusive use 
areas, except that the Secretary shall assess the 
effects of sanctuaries or exclusive use areas for 
wild free-roaming horses and burros on range-
land health, riparian zones, water quality, soil 
compaction, seed bed disturbance, native wild-
life and endangered or threatened species and 
transmit the results of the assessment to the 
Committee on Natural Resources of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate. 

‘‘(9) In identifying or designating any new 
rangeland, or establishing any sanctuary or ex-
clusive use area for wild free-roaming horses 
and burros, the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall take into account 
and avoid any potential conflicts with wind, 
solar, geothermal, oil, natural gas, energy trans-
mission, and mineral resources potential of the 
lands affected by the identification, designation, 
or establishment. 

‘‘(10) Research, develop, and implement en-
hanced surgical or immunocontraception steri-
lization or other safe methods of fertility con-
trol.’’. 

(c) In subsection (b) of section 3, by striking 
‘‘(2) Where’’ and inserting ‘‘(d) If’’. 

(d) In subsection (d) (as so designated) of sec-
tion 3— 
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(1) by striking ‘‘determines’’ and all that fol-

lows through ‘‘horses and burros to be’’ in sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘‘has exhausted all 
practicable options for maintaining a thriving 
natural ecological balance on the range, the 
Secretary may provide that wild free-roaming 
horses and burros are’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘for which he determines’’ the 
first place it appears and inserting ‘‘so long as 
the Secretary has determined’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘and for which he determines 
he can assure’’ and inserting ‘‘and the Sec-
retary can ensure’’; 

(4) by striking ‘‘(including’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘That, not’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘by requiring that— 

‘‘(1) no’’; 
(5) in paragraph (1) (as so designated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘animals’’ the first two places 

it appears and inserting ‘‘wild free-roaming 
horses and burros’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘such’’ the first place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘the’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon and 
adding the following: 

‘‘(2) each individual adopter shall execute an 
appropriate attestation, pursuant to section 1001 
of title 18, United States Code, affirming that 
adopted animals and their remains shall not be 
used for commercial purposes; and 

‘‘(3) wild free-roaming horses and burros may 
not be contained in corrals or short-term hold-
ing facilities for more than 6 months while 
awaiting disposition.’’; and 

(6) by striking subparagraph (C) and para-
graph (3). 

(e) Redesignate subsection (c) of section 3 as 
subsection (e) and in such subsection— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Where excess animals have’’ 
and inserting ‘‘When a wild free-roaming horse 
or burro has’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘a period of’’; 
(3) by striking ‘‘is authorized’’ and inserting 

‘‘shall,’’; 
(4) by inserting a comma after ‘‘transferee’’; 
(5) by striking ‘‘to’’ before ‘‘grant’’; 
(6) by striking ‘‘title to not more than four 

animals to’’; and 
(7) by striking ‘‘at the end of the one-year pe-

riod’’ and inserting ‘‘title to that animal’’. 
(f) Redesignate subsection (d) of section 3 as 

subsection (f) and in such subsection— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Wild’’ and inserting ‘‘(1) Ex-

cept as provided for in paragraph (2), wild’’; 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 

(4) as subparagraphs (A) through (D), respec-
tively; 

(3) in subparagraph (A) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘(c) except for the limitation of sub-
section (c)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘(e)’’; 

(4) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘(b)’’and inserting ‘‘(h)’’; 

(5) in subparagraph (D) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘; or’’ and inserting a period; and 

(6) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘(5)’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘burro’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(2) No animal ever covered under this Act’’. 
(g) By inserting after section 3(f) (as so redes-

ignated) the following: 
‘‘(g) Not later than one year after the date of 

enactment of this subsection, for the purposes of 
carrying out a successful wild free-roaming 
horse and burro adoption program the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(1) implement creative and more aggressive 
marketing strategies for the adoption program, 
including the use of the internet or other media 
to showcase horses and the adoption program; 

‘‘(2) explore public outreach opportunities, in-
cluding agreements with local and State organi-
zations that are using horses for rehabilitation, 
therapy, or prisoner programs; 

‘‘(3) provide resources to properly screen and 
train potential adopters; 

‘‘(4) conduct tours of Bureau of Land Man-
agement facilities for interested parties; 

‘‘(5) develop volunteer mentor and compliance 
check programs for assisting the agency in fa-
cilitating successful adoptions; 

‘‘(6) develop a program through which poten-
tial adopters may be offered an economic incen-
tive for successful completion of the adoption 
process; and 

‘‘(7) take any and all other actions that the 
Secretary determines to be necessary and useful 
towards expanding the wild horse and burro 
adoption program. 

‘‘(h) The Secretary may not destroy or author-
ize the destruction of wild free-roaming horses 
or burros unless the Secretary— 

‘‘(1) determines that the wild free-roaming 
horse or burro is terminally ill or fatally in-
jured; and 

‘‘(2) ensures that the terminally ill or fatally 
injured wild free-roaming horse or burro will be 
destroyed in the most humane manner. 

‘‘(i) If the immediate health or safety of wild 
free-roaming horses or burros is threatened, 
such as in severe drought conditions, the Sec-
retary may temporarily remove animals from the 
range. 

‘‘(j) The Secretary may remove from the range 
wild free-roaming horses and burros determined 
to be a threat to the health and well being of 
native plant or wildlife species. 

‘‘(k) Except in cases of removal under sub-
section (d), (i), or (j), if the Secretary removes 
wild free-roaming horses or burros from an area, 
the Secretary shall provide a public notice on 
the Website of the Bureau of Land Management 
30 days prior to the planned removal. 

‘‘(l) The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(1) track the number of wild free-roaming 

horses and burros injured or killed during gath-
ering or holding in a centralized database sys-
tem; 

‘‘(2) determine what information on the treat-
ment of gathered wild free-roaming horses and 
burros in holding and adopted wild free-roam-
ing horses and burros could be provided to the 
public to help inform the public about the treat-
ment of wild free-roaming horses and burros; 
and 

‘‘(3) ensure that such information is easily ac-
cessible on the Website of the Bureau of Land 
Management.’’. 

(h) By striking subsection (e) (relating to sale 
of excess animals). 
SEC. 6. PRIVATE MAINTENANCE. 

Section 4 (16 U.S.C. 1334) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘animals removed’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘animals returned to public land’’; and 
(2) by inserting ‘‘pursuant to section 3(h)’’ 

after ‘‘agents of the Secretary’’. 
SEC. 7. COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS. 

Section 6 (16 U.S.C. 1336) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘and other private entities’’ after ‘‘land-
owners’’. 
SEC. 8. JOINT ADVISORY BOARD. 

Section 7 (16 U.S.C. 1337) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘nine’’ and inserting ‘‘12’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘Governments’’ and all that 

follows ‘‘management.’’ and inserting ‘‘Govern-
ments and shall include at a minimum three rep-
resentatives of the livestock industry; three rep-
resentatives of the environmental community; 
three representatives of the animal protection 
community; and three scientists with expertise 
in wildlife management, animal husbandry, or 
natural resource management.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
sentence: ‘‘Nomination of members of the board 
shall be conducted by public notice and com-
ment in accordance with the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. Appendix) and shall be 
for a term of four years. No individual shall 
serve more then two consecutive terms.’’. 
SEC. 9. CRIMINAL PROVISIONS. 

Section 8 (16 U.S.C. 1338) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Any person who’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘(a) Any person who’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (4) of subsection (a) (as so 

designated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘except as provided in section 

3(e),’’; 
(B) by inserting ‘‘, transports for processing,’’ 

after ‘‘processes’’; 

(C) by striking ‘‘the remains of a’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘a live or deceased’’; and 

(D) by inserting ‘‘for consideration’’ after 
‘‘burro’’. 
SEC. 10. LIMITATION OF AUTHORITY. 

Strike section 10 (16 U.S.C. 1339) and redesig-
nate section 11 as section 10. 
SEC. 11. REPORTS. 

Section 10 (as so redesignated by section 10 of 
this Act) is amended as follows: 

(1) By striking ‘‘After the expiration’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘thereafter’’ and inserting 
‘‘(a)(1) Not later than one year after the date of 
enactment of this subsection and annually 
thereafter’’. 

(2) By striking ‘‘will submit to Congress a 
joint report’’ and inserting ‘‘shall submit to the 
Committee on Natural Resources of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate a joint re-
port’’. 

(3) By striking ‘‘he’’ and inserting ‘‘the Secre-
taries’’. 

(4) By inserting after subsection (a)(1) (as so 
designated) the following: 

‘‘(2) The report shall also contain the fol-
lowing— 

‘‘(A) the number of acres managed by the Bu-
reau of Land Management and the USDA For-
est Service for wild free-roaming horses and bur-
ros; 

‘‘(B) the appropriate management levels on 
public rangelands; 

‘‘(C) a description of the methods used to de-
termine the appropriate management levels and 
whether it was applied consistently across the 
agency; 

‘‘(D) the number of wild free-roaming horses 
and burros on public lands; 

‘‘(E) a description of the methods used to de-
termine the wild free-roaming horse and burro 
population; 

‘‘(F) any land acquisitions, exchanges, con-
servation easements, and voluntary grazing 
buyouts that the Secretary has acquired or pur-
sued for wild free-roaming horses and burros; 

‘‘(G) any sanctuaries or exclusive use areas 
established for wild free-roaming horses and 
burros; 

‘‘(H) programs established for immuno-
contraception research, development, and man-
agement level implementation; 

‘‘(I) the extent to which fertility control is 
being used by the Secretary to control the popu-
lation of wild free-roaming horses and burros; 

‘‘(J) the percentage of the Bureau of Land 
Management budget devoted to contraception 
annually; 

‘‘(K) the ratio of animals the agency has 
contracepted and put back on the range; and 

‘‘(L) which herds have been administered con-
traception and with what results. 

‘‘(3) Each report submitted under paragraph 
(2) shall be made available to the public on the 
Website of the Bureau of Land Management.’’. 

(5) By inserting ‘‘(b)’’ before ‘‘The Secretary 
of the Interior’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After 1 
hour of debate on the bill, it shall be in 
order to consider the amendment print-
ed in part A of House Report 111–212 if 
ordered by the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) or his designee, 
which shall be considered as read, shall 
be debatable for 10 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the proponent 
and an opponent and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the 
question. It shall be in order to con-
sider a further amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute printed in part B of 
House Report 111–212 if offered by the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) or his designee, which shall 
be considered as read and debatable for 
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30 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent. 

The gentleman from West Virginia 
(Mr. RAHALL) and the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

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

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material on H.R. 1018. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I am 

pleased to bring before the House today 
H.R. 1018, the Restore Our American 
Mustangs Act, legislation that will 
save the taxpayers money while saving 
tens of thousands of wild horses and 
burros from slaughter. 

Earlier this year, the Bureau of Land 
Management made a truly shocking 
announcement. This Federal agency 
tasked with managing our magnificent 
public lands and resources announced 
future plans to destroy, i.e., slaughter, 
30,000 healthy wild horses and burros 
entrusted to their care by the Amer-
ican people. 

The announcement was even more 
stunning given that Congress enacted 
the Wild, Free Roaming Horse and 
Burro Act of 1971 declaring that these 
iconic animals were ‘‘living symbols of 
the historic and pioneer spirit of the 
West’’ and ‘‘are to be considered an in-
tegral part of the natural system of the 
public lands.’’ 

How in the world can a Federal agen-
cy be considering massive slaughter of 
animals the law says they are supposed 
to be protecting? 

At my request, the Government Ac-
countability Office conducted a com-
plete review of the program, and they 
documented its numerous short-
comings. 

The bill before us amends the 1971 act 
to implement the suggestions made by 
GAO and give the agency as many op-
tions as possible to avoid destroying 
these animals. Most significantly, this 
legislation will move the agency to-
ward increasing the acreage available 
to wild horses and burros. 

When the original act passed in 1971, 
20 percent of BLM land was open to the 
horses. Today, they are only allowed 
on 13 percent of BLM land. The agency 
has never justified the removal of 
horses and burros from these missing 
acres. 

This bill will also require consistency 
in management planning, with publica-
tion of standard operating procedures 
for managing these animals across all 
of our public lands. It will require bet-
ter accounting methods so the agency 
can be certain how many animals are 
truly out on the range. It will strength-
en the adoption program so that many 
more eligible horses and burros can go 

to adoptive homes. And it will author-
ize cooperative agreements with indi-
viduals and nonprofits so that large 
numbers of animals might be moved 
onto non-Federal land. Each of these 
provisions will make this program 
more cost-effective and will make it 
more efficient. 

Despite these improvements, oppo-
nents of this bill are going to claim 
today that it will be expensive to im-
plement. Their solution is to simply 
pass the same narrow bill prohibiting 
slaughter approved in the last Con-
gress. You’re going to hear that this 
bill goes so far that it should be called 
welfare for horses. That’s what they 
will claim. 

This is a funny line, but it uses high 
cost estimates to gloss over the fact 
that since the last Congress we have 
the benefit now of a comprehensive 
GAO report identifying many more 
strategies that we must pursue. Com-
missioning a good report and then ig-
noring its recommendations I hardly 
think is a way to save money. Stopping 
slaughter is an important step, and I’m 
pleased to see my friends on the other 
side of the aisle are now supporting 
that, but we do need to do more. 

To be very clear, the pending bill, 
H.R. 1018, contains no direct spending. 
We are not creating an entitlement for 
horses. So the welfare joke falls com-
pletely flat. 

Any increase in funding for the wild 
horse and bureau program would be the 
result of appropriations, not this au-
thorization bill. Increasing the number 
of Federal acres available to horses and 
burros from the current 13 percent of 
BLM land back to the 20 percent avail-
able to them in 1971 should not cost the 
taxpayers anything. It is merely a 7 
percent management adjustment, noth-
ing more. 

Our friends across the aisle always 
claim that BLM owns too much land. 
Now, we don’t think so, but they cer-
tainly own enough to accommodate 
horses and burros. Furthermore, the 
management efficiencies in other parts 
of this bill will actually save money, 
and here is what we are doing: increas-
ing adoptions, contraception and re-
ducing overcrowding that will relieve 
the agency from having to round these 
animals up and care for them in long- 
term holding facilities, an expensive 
proposition. 

The status quo is the worst of both 
worlds. It requires the BLM to hold 
these animals in expensive, long-term 
storage right up to the point when the 
money runs out, and then the agency 
has to kill thousands of them. 

And witness these photos. These are 
American wild mustangs. And this is 
their fate. This is their fate held in 
captivity, abused. This is not what 
America is all about. This is not what 
America approves. 

H.R. 1018 will give the agency new 
and better tools to avoid this outcome 
and will save money in the process. 

At the appropriate time, I will be of-
fering a manager’s amendment further 

clarifying that the restoration of the 
missing acreage is a goal rather than a 
legal requirement, and so I would urge 
my colleagues concerned about the 
cost involved to support that amend-
ment at the time and then support this 
legislation on final passage. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself as much time 
as I may consume. 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, across our Nation, Americans 
are struggling to pay their bills; 9.5 
percent of Americans are out of work. 
This is the highest unemployment rate 
that America has experienced in over a 
quarter of a century. President Obama 
and his economic advisers expect the 
number of jobless to climb higher, into 
the double digits. 

After bailouts for Wall Street and a 
stimulus bill that has cost hundreds of 
billions of dollars and still isn’t cre-
ating the jobs that the Democrats 
promised, the national deficit has now 
hit $1 trillion, and that is an historic 
and worrying amount that President 
Obama says keeps him awake at night. 

Mr. Speaker, Americans are hurting. 
Our economy is in a recession. Two 
million jobs have been lost since the 
stimulus bill passed this Congress in 
February. Government spending is 
going through the roof. In fact, the 
Congressional Budget Office estimates 
that since January, the Obama and 
Pelosi budgets will lead to increased 
spending of $2.6 trillion over the next 
10 years. 

So, Mr. Speaker, with this backdrop, 
what is the response of this Democrat 
Congress to month after month of lost 
jobs, record unemployment, out-of-con-
trol spending, and skyrocketing defi-
cits? Their response is to vote on a bill 
to create a $700 million welfare pro-
gram for wild horses and burros. 

Mr. Speaker, if the American people 
want an illustration of just how out of 
touch this Congress has become on 
spending, they need to look no further 
than what’s happening here on the 
floor of the House with this issue of 
wild horses and burros. 

In the last Congress, the House 
passed legislation to ban the commer-
cial slaughter of wild horses and bur-
ros. It was a one-page bill, and CBO es-
timated that it would cost taxpayers 
less than $500,000 a year. Now we’re just 
2 years from that time period and we’re 
looking at a bill that, again, bans 
slaughter of these animals but then 
proceeds to spend a CBO estimate of 
$700 million to create a new welfare 
program for wild horses. 

Mr. Speaker, that’s right. Under the 
fiscal plan of this Democrat Congress 
the amount they want to spend on wild 
horses from the last Congress, which 
was $500,000, to this Congress, is $700 
million. 

So let’s take a look at what the tax-
payers’ dollars would be spent on in 
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this vast increase of public spending. It 
would mandate a wild horse census be 
conducted every 2 years. It provides en-
hanced contraception and birth control 
for these horses. It would spend and 
somehow acquire or move 19 million 
acres of public and private land for the 
specific purpose of giving these horses 
more places to roam around. 

Mr. Speaker, 19 million acres is 
roughly the size of the distinguished 
chairman’s State in West Virginia. 
That’s the size of what we’re talking 
about. And after we do that, Mr. 
Speaker, $5 million will then be spent 
to repair the damage that these horses 
will do on these lands. And then, of 
course, there are new mandates that 
government bureaucrats perform home 
inspections before Americans can adopt 
a wild horse. That’s the spending that 
would be encompassed in this $700 mil-
lion. 

So again, just to repeat, just to be 
sure that everybody understands, the 
taxpayers are being asked to buy up 
millions of acres of land for the enjoy-
ment of wild horses, and then tax-
payers will have to pay $5 million a 
year to repair the damage that these 
horses will do to those lands. 

Mr. Speaker, I must say only in 
Washington, D.C., does this make 
sense. Our country is in the middle of 
the worst recession in a half century. 
Over 14.5 million Americans are unem-
ployed and can’t find jobs. How in the 
world can the Democrats in this Con-
gress hold a vote on this bill? 

Americans are hurting. Republicans 
are focused on creating the jobs in this 
country, but this Democrat Congress 
seems to be more worried about hun-
dreds of millions of dollars for wild 
burros and wild horses. 

b 1115 

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

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, before 
recognizing the distinguished sub-
committee chair, I do want to say I’m 
joined in cosponsoring this legislation 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
GRIJALVA) and by my colleague from 
Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD). 

At this point, I will yield 3 minutes 
to the distinguished chairman of our 
National Parks, Forests, and Public 
Lands Subcommittee, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA). 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. I rise today in support of 
the Restore our American Mustangs 
Act, H.R. 1018, a bill that will ensure 
wild horses and burros continue to 
have a place to roam on our public 
lands. 

Mr. Speaker, as a steward of our pub-
lic lands, I have been appalled by the 
proposal of the Bureau of Land Man-
agement to euthanize tens of thou-
sands of healthy wild horses. According 
to the recent report by the Govern-
ment Accountability Office, the BLM’s 
Wild Horse and Burro Program is ter-
ribly inefficient and ineffective, and 
the BLM’s so-called solution to this in-

efficiency is to simply put the animals 
they care for to death. 

Mr. Speaker, there has to be a better 
way. 

The better solution includes more op-
tions and more rigorous management. 
The ROAM Act will provide both. It in-
cludes reasonable tools such as the use 
of fertility control, the establishment 
of sanctuaries, and a much more robust 
adoption program, all leading to a 
more humane and constructive scheme. 

Mr. Speaker, the amended bill being 
considered today has taken into ac-
count input from a range of stake-
holders, including the administration, 
wild horse advocacy groups, and, based 
on their experiences and their efforts 
in the field, this bill has been put to-
gether. 

Perhaps most significant, the bill 
provides a definition for the term 
‘‘thriving natural ecological balance,’’ 
which appears in the 1971 law but was 
not defined. The definition makes clear 
that the management of horses and 
burros should seek to achieve a bal-
anced, multiple-use of public lands, en-
suring the health of all aspects of the 
range. 

Testimony given to the Natural Re-
sources Committee under consider-
ation of this bill from the Director of 
the Game and Fish Department in my 
home State of Arizona highlighted the 
need for such a definition, and the bill 
provides one. 

The amended bill is a solid founda-
tion from which to correct the prob-
lems with BLM management of wild 
horses and burros and to begin to re-
store these animals to their natural, 
rightful place on our public lands as in-
tended by the original 1971 law. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to vote 
in favor of the bill before us today and 
to reject the substitute. The substitute 
has no cost savings. It guts H.R. 1018. It 
continues the costly practice of hold-
ing animals in pens that cost $27 mil-
lion a year to taxpayers. And it’s a 
carte blanche for the BLM to kill, out-
right, up to 30,000 horses they have sit-
ting in their holding pens. 

This amendment is expensive and in-
humane, and I urge its defeat. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I’m pleased to yield 7 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from Wyoming 
(Mrs. LUMMIS) who has an absolute 
hands-on experience with the issue 
that we’re dealing with here today. 
She’s also a member of the Natural Re-
sources Committee. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I thank the gen-
tleman from Washington for yielding. 

I am from Wyoming, a State that has 
many wild horses on its public lands. I 
also have a degree in animal science, 
and I may be the only Member of this 
body who has ridden a BLM wild horse. 
My sister adopted two. This bill is not 
respectful of the grass resource. 

Let’s talk about the ecology and the 
environment of the plains of this great 
country. Wild horses graze differently 
than cattle, sheep, elk, and deer. And 
the reason is they have a solid hoof; 

whereas, buffalo, elk, deer, and cattle 
have a split hoof. When a solid-hoofed 
animal is pounding our fragile soils in 
the West, they are tamping or com-
pacting that soil so it does not accept 
water that is needed to sustain very 
shallow, very fragile topsoil and the 
important diversity of grass species 
that are supported and are needed by 
every animal that grazes those lands 
and every endangered and threatened 
species that uses those same lands. 

Furthermore, wild horses are there 
year-round. Livestock is only there at 
certain times of the year. Wild horses 
that were not native to these lands, in 
the spring, create tremendous damage 
when the thawing occurs that creates 
great rises and disruptions of the soil. 

Furthermore, when they graze, they 
pull plants out from the roots. Some of 
these species are, themselves, threat-
ened and endangered grass and flow-
ering plant species. That is why the 
Wyoming Nature Conservancy has op-
posed this bill. 

Let me read you what the Wyoming 
Nature Conservancy has to say: H.R. 
1018 is an affront to efforts that have 
united conservation and ranch inter-
ests to achieve real, on-the-ground re-
sults throughout the West. Western 
rangeland supports population of na-
tive plants, wildlife, livestock, and 
wild horses. It is our position that ef-
fective management of this rangeland 
must be based on science, not emotion. 

This bill is based on emotion and not 
science. 

Furthermore, when flies congregate 
on wild horses in the summer, the 
horses tend to gather closely and try to 
roll to prevent the flies from staying 
on them and laying their eggs. Con-
sequently, they’re destroying sage 
grass habitat. 

Sage grass is a threatened species 
that is headed for the endangered spe-
cies status if we do not control the ac-
tivity of species that interfere with the 
recovery of the sage grass. 

In other words, this bill is elevating 
wild horses above threatened and en-
dangered species, above all the plant 
and animal species that share the same 
habitat in the West, and this is inap-
propriate land management, grass 
management. It creates an 
unsustainable situation. That is why 
Wyoming’s Democrat Governor has 
also opposed the bill. 

Governor Dave Freudenthal of Wyo-
ming: H.R. 1018, to be frank, props up a 
program in need of sweeping reform. 
The current adoption program is full 
and is not responsive to the real issues 
of wild horse management. By increas-
ing expensive holding facilities where 
many of these animals live out their 
lives because they are unadoptable, 
H.R. 1018 ignores the reality that wild 
horse and burro populations are out of 
control and doesn’t get to the real 
problems that cripple our ability to 
truly manage these animals. 

Furthermore, Wyoming’s highly re-
spected premier Game and Fish Depart-
ment: Simply put, we are very con-
cerned that expanding the management 
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of free-roaming horses and burros to all 
public lands would have devastating 
impacts to the long-term sustain-
ability of the public’s fish and wildlife 
resources and their habitats in the 
West. 

The list goes on and on of opponents. 
These opponents are people that man-
age fish and wildlife. These are people 
who manage grass resources. These are 
people who have boots-on-the-ground 
experience and know that you cannot 
elevate one nonnative species over na-
tive species of plants and animals and 
have an ecologically sustainable grass 
resource and prairie system. 

Chairman RAHALL, I have great re-
spect for your knowledge of the mining 
laws that are so important to my State 
and your State, but I can tell you re-
spectfully, Mr. Chairman, that wild 
horses are a problem in Wyoming, and 
I’m very hopeful that you will choose 
not to import the problem to your 
State of West Virginia. But if you do, 
you will find, of course, that you can 
sustain mammals in terms of a number 
of mammals per acre. In Wyoming, it’s 
the number of acres per mammal, and 
it can vary anywhere from 35 acres to 
sustain one mammal to over 100. Be-
cause of that, the consequences of over-
grazing are enormous. 

Today’s population of wild horses 
stands at approximately 36,000, and we 
know that the wild horse program stip-
ulates that the total population of wild 
horses on public land should not exceed 
about 28,000 in order to promote a 
thriving ecological balance. 

Mr. Chairman, we are talking about 
ecological balance. Yes, this is an ex-
pensive program, and I concur with the 
remarks of my ranking member from 
Washington. But I want to emphasize 
the disrespect that this bill places on 
our sensitive, fragile grass resources in 
the West that, during times of drought 
and during times of heavy pressure, are 
unavailable to sustain this feral horse 
population, nonnative, that is in need 
of control. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN). 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. I thank my 
very good friend, the chairman of the 
committee. I was struck by the com-
ments of the gentlelady from Wyoming 
referring to what she calls a feral horse 
problem here and the idea that we 
might be likely to vote on the basis of 
emotion rather than pure science. 

Well, I’m going to give some hard- 
and-fast numbers. But first in response 
to that, it seems to me that we should 
reflect upon the fact that virtually all 
of our heroes are depicted in statues on 
horses. If they were killed in battle, 
their horse has the two front hooves up 
in the air. If they were wounded, one 
hoof is up. 

Now, there’s nothing scientific about 
that. It’s all about emotion. It’s about 
inspiring the American people. It’s 
about what this country was about. 
And one of the things this country was 
about is its wild, open spaces where 
horses and buffalo were free to roam. 

Now the argument is made they are 
nonnative. Well, the cows are non-
native, too, and in large measure this 
is to provide more room for cow graz-
ing. 

Let me get to some hard-and-fast 
numbers, because I strongly support 
Mr. RAHALL’s bill, because not only is 
it fiscally responsible, it is the right 
thing to do. Mr. HASTINGS’ substitute is 
not the best solution. 

The House has voted three times on 
this issue with overwhelming bipar-
tisan support every time. This bill pro-
vides cost-effective, on-the-range man-
agement for our mustangs. 

The Bureau of Land Management’s 
program really isn’t working very well. 
They’re rounding up wild horses, only 
to keep them in holding pens. It’s not 
good for the horses and it’s wasting 
money, frankly. 

Now, when you spend two-thirds of 
your program feeding captive wild 
mustangs in costly pens, you ought to 
figure out if there isn’t a better alter-
native. Mr. RAHALL’s bill and Mr. 
GRIJALVA’s is a much better alter-
native to let them live in the open 
range but to reduce the population 
through humane birth control meas-
ures. 

The gentleman suggests this is wel-
fare for horses. The U.S. Geological 
Survey, the Journal of Wildlife Man-
agement, and the GAO all agree that 
this saves more than $6 million as well 
as saving 30,000 horses. Mr. HASTINGS’ 
amendment would be voting to slaugh-
ter 30,000 wild horses. 

b 1130 

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

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentleman 2 
additional minutes. 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. I thank my 
very good friend, the chairman, the 
gentleman from West Virginia. 

I can’t imagine that we want that 
picture that Mr. RAHALL showed on the 
floor, which was only a half dozen 
horses, magnified 5,000 times. Mr. 
HASTINGS’ amendment will cause 5,000 
times that slaughter, 30,000 slaughtered 
horses. 

Now, as to this wild horse welfare, 
the reality is that the Geological Sur-
vey has figured that by implementing 
herd reduction with birth control, Mr. 
RAHALL’s bill, H.R. 1018, saves more 
than $6 million a year. The U.S. Geo-
logical Survey says it will save $7.7 
million a year. What is planned is to 
use a much less expensive, far more hu-
mane process of population control, 
contraceptive measures to humanely 
reduce the number of horses while al-
lowing them to use the range. We’re 
talking about federally owned Bureau 
of Land Management land. We’re not 
talking about letting the horses loose 
in everybody’s backyard in Wyoming 
or any other State. We’re talking 
about BLM lands. What the GAO found, 
and I quote, ‘‘reducing authorized graz-
ing levels would likely be cheaper than 
wild horse removals to achieve the 

same reduction in forage consump-
tion.’’ 

Well, that’s the economics of this. 
This is fiscally responsible. This saves 
money, according to experts. But 
there’s also something to be said for 
the other, the noneconomic, nonprag-
matic issue. It seems to me that it is 
wrong for this Congress to vote to 
slaughter 30,000 wild horses. Basically 
it was their land, and we took it from 
them. Let’s go with Mr. RAHALL’s 
amendment and do the right thing. I 
thank my colleagues. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, before I yield time to my 
friend from Utah, I just would point 
out to my friend from Virginia that the 
amendment that I am going to offer 
later on is precisely word for word a 
bill that he voted on 2 years ago. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to my friend from Utah (Mr. 
BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank the 
gentleman. 

I guess one of the problems I have is 
that I have actually read this bill and 
some of the amendments that are going 
to be proposed here. It seems that we 
are in a situation where we are more 
concerned—or at least the leaders of 
this Congress are more concerned— 
about homes for horses than we are 
homes for Americans or jobs for Ameri-
cans. And from the very few people 
that still have jobs, we are now going 
to take $700 million, at the minimum, 
from their pockets to try to create a 
solution to a problem this Congress has 
solved. 

In years past, the land managers in 
this country have pled with this Con-
gress not to take away the manage-
ment tool; yet year after year in pro-
posal after proposal, we in Congress 
have, indeed, micromanaged those indi-
viduals. We have stopped the ability of 
a sale from these horses even though 
the contract for the sale prohibited re-
sale for slaughtering purposes. That no 
longer is a tool that they have. We 
have tried to reduce the ability that 
they have of running an adoption pro-
gram until today. It is no longer effec-
tive because of our efforts on this floor 
to micromanage. There is an effort— 
even the administration complained 
about a provision that will be in the 
bill and that will remain in this bill 
about the process of taking a horse 
that has died of natural causes to a 
rendering factory that could be con-
strued as a felony. The administration 
complained about that, and we have 
done nothing to take out that micro-
management element to it. In years 
past the Secretary of the Interior did 
have the right to euthanize old, sick or 
lame horses; but we have also narrowed 
that down to the point that that could 
only happen with a terminally ill horse 
as a means of a mercy approach. 

In addition to that, other elements 
that this House passed in the agri-
culture bill and in finance bills have 
totally eliminated the abilities of 
those in the private sector who have 
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horses to do anything else except what 
is left to them, dump these on the Fed-
eral range, which means that the count 
the people have been talking about by 
the States—and it is only 10 of them 
that are impacted with the wild horses 
and wild burros—recognize that there 
is a significant undercount of this 
problem and this situation. We already 
have dedicated solely to wild horses 
and wild burros an amount of land that 
is owned by the public that is the size 
of the State of New York. And even 
with that much land dedicated solely 
to the purpose of horse range, our 
micromanagement in taking tools 
away from the land manager who went 
and complained about that has caused 
us to have an overabundance of horses 
on that land until, indeed, 35,000 
horses, we have to find other activities 
for them; and Mr. Speaker, it is impor-
tant to know that by the laws of this 
country they cannot be slaughtered. 
There is no slaughter of horses. We 
have banned the practice. We have 
banned the transportation. 

No one is talking about the slaugh-
tering of horses. The closest this bill 
comes to slaughter is the Rules chair-
man who limited all the amendments 
that were possible under this par-
ticular bill. And unfortunately because 
of how we have micromanaged this 
land, the appropriations for our Horse 
and Burro Program, which will run 
close to $60 million in next year’s budg-
et, 75 percent has to be done to the ex-
cess that we have that has been caused 
by decisions that we have made on this 
floor. 

Now the solution being presented 
today is simply not trying to give the 
land managers the tools that they ask. 
It is to expand the amount of land by a 
size equal to the State of West Virginia 
for more area at a cost of $700 million, 
according to CBO. However, the agency 
itself said this will be well over $1 bil-
lion when we are finished with this so-
lution. We have found that we have a 
problem in this country where stim-
ulus bills don’t create the jobs we ex-
pected, our bloated budgets don’t cre-
ate the jobs we expected, our tax in-
creases don’t create the jobs we ex-
pected. So instead of tackling that 
issue, which would be a perfectly le-
gitimate subject today, we’re talking 
about horses, horses roaming an area 
the size of the State of New York. We 
may be willing to ration health care 
for humans but not health care for 
horses. We have more concern with the 
habitat for horses than homes for hu-
mans, and I have a big problem—and I 
will speak to the amendment now so I 
will not come back—with the concept 
of the change the gentleman from West 
Virginia is offering. By changing this 
bill from mandating that the size of 
West Virginia be found somewhere to 
setting it only as a goal makes it a 
much more pernicious issue. A goal is 
not a legal requirement, but a goal is 
not defined anywhere in terms in law, 
which means a goal may actually be an 
incentive to force them to reprioritize 

in a way that the BLM does not want 
to reprioritize. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
yield the gentleman an additional 2 
minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. A goal in stat-
ute may be an element and a door 
opening for lawsuits that will be used 
against this element. I mean, this is 
the most dangerous of language when 
it is so vague that no one has defined 
it, no one has considered it, but it may 
be used against us, and especially when 
the Secretary of the Interior is one of 
the few people in Washington that has 
the power of condemnation. Not even 
the President of the United States has 
the ability of going in and condemning 
lands. The Secretary of the Interior 
does, and we are now empowering that 
Secretary with a vague undefined term 
of having a goal of finding enough land, 
public or private, the size of the State 
of West Virginia. 

May I state one other thing. The 
chairwoman of the Rules Committee is 
from New York. The person that was 
representing this bill from the Rules 
Committee was from Massachusetts. 
The good gentleman is from West Vir-
ginia. Last year when we talked about 
this bill, there were gentlemen from 
West Virginia, Virginia, Kentucky, 
Ohio speaking towards this issue. With 
all due respect, there are only 10 States 
that are impacted by wild horses and 
wild burros. Those States I have just 
mentioned have absolutely zero wild 
horses on their property. If they would 
take these wild horses and provide a 
habitat for them, I would be ecstatic. 
But until that time happens, we are 
the ones that are bearing the burden, 
and we understand the issues. And the 
land managers are asking, free their 
hands so they can solve this problem, 
and Congress does not have the wisdom 
to listen to the experts to do what they 
know is right to solve this particular 
problem. This is a conundrum that we 
should not be talking about. We should 
be talking about how we can make life 
better for Americans with more jobs 
and a better lifestyle. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to a dear friend, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
WHITFIELD), one of the cosponsors of 
the legislation. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Obviously this is a 
very important issue. And I might say 
that opponents of this legislation—at 
least some of them—argue that under 
these difficult economic times, the 
Democrats are spending millions of 
dollars to protect wild horses. Now in 
my view, it is a much more com-
plicated issue than that. This is a clas-
sic case of competing interests. On one 
side we have corporations, partner-
ships, individuals who have leased al-
most 250 million acres of land, owned 
by the taxpayers, from the Federal 
Government, and on the other side we 
have wild horses. 

Now there’s been some question 
about whether or not these wild mus-

tangs were native or not. I’m not an ex-
pert in that field, and I certainly re-
spect the gentlelady from Wyoming on 
her comments. But it was e-mailed to 
me that Dr. Kay Kirkpatrick, who is 
one of the leaders and one of the re-
spected experts in this field, has said 
that these wild horses were re-released 
native wildlife, that they were native. 
They were captured and then re-re-
leased. Now because these leaseholders 
do not want wild mustangs grazing on 
their land, they have been successful 
through lobbyists of changing Federal 
law to require that there only be so 
many wild mustangs for a certain area 
of land. And because of that, BLM flies 
helicopters around. They count the 
wild mustangs. If they exceed that 
number, they move them in these hold-
ing areas. It is without dispute that 
these holding areas are the most expen-
sive way to deal with these animals. 
That’s why millions of dollars are 
being spent right now. 

I think the reason that the Rahall 
legislation can help solve this problem 
is this: Number one, it reduces the 
number of horses in the holding areas. 
Number two, it expands the area for 
grazing; but most importantly, it di-
rects BLM to use immunocontra-
ception to reduce the size of the herds. 

Now I can tell you something—when 
I looked at the conference report on 
the Interior appropriations bill a cou-
ple of years ago, we found out that 
these leaseholders of these taxpayer 
lands were paying the Federal Govern-
ment about 9 cents per acre per year. 
And I can tell you, the farmers of Ken-
tucky and in the East cannot get ac-
cess to land for 9 cents per acre per 
year. So we have this competing inter-
est. 

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

Mr. RAHALL. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. We have this com-
peting interest. We have this commer-
cial interest, which we all admire and 
respect, and we think that they should 
be able to use this land for grazing. The 
leaseholders should be able to use it for 
grazing, for dude ranches, for recre-
ation, for whatever they might want. 
But at the same time we have these 
wild mustangs that deserve some pro-
tection, particularly when the lease-
holders are paying about 9 cents per 
acre per year to the Federal Govern-
ment. So I would urge support of the 
Rahall legislation because it expands 
the grazing area; it’s going to reduce 
the number of wild mustangs; and it’s 
also going to reduce the number held in 
holding areas, which is the most expen-
sive way to take care of these animals. 
I urge support of the Rahall legisla-
tion. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 3 min-
utes to the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
KING). 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Washington for yielding. 
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I come to the floor to address a sub-

ject matter that seems a bit surreal-
istic. We have a love for horses in this 
country. Most of us in this Chamber 
would agree with that, and I am among 
those. I can think of a lot of happy 
times around horses, on horses and 
working with horses. We also have a re-
sponsibility to manage the resources of 
this country. There seems to be a con-
viction to try to pull this globe—under 
the climate change legislation or the 
cap-and-tax legislation and many other 
pieces—back to what would have been 
pre-Garden of Eden before man sup-
posedly desecrated the planet. 

b 1145 

And the default position, amazingly 
for me, is what was nature like before 
man began to compete as a species 
with the other species on the planet? 
And so that default position that 
comes from the environmentalists 
from consistently out of the political 
left would be this natural balance of 
our environment. 

I have just heard the gentleman state 
that these horses were native. But they 
were not native. They are not indige-
nous. No surviving species of horse was 
indigenous to this continent nor this 
hemisphere. They were brought here by 
the Spanish in the 1500s and beyond. 
The horses got loose and began to roam 
the range, and they competed with the 
existing species that were there. 

So if, really, our default position is 
back to whatever it was Mother Nature 
gave to us before we competed as a spe-
cies, then we should look at this not as 
horses as a natural component of the 
habitat, but an unnatural, feral compo-
nent of the habitat. 

When I hear about the discussion 
about the millions spent on these heli-
copter cowboys herding these horses 
around and putting horses into holding 
pens and buying up hay to feed them, I 
think of visiting the National Bison 
Reserve that is out there in, I have for-
gotten exactly where that was, wheth-
er it is in southern Montana or up in 
Wyoming. I remember going there to 
visit. And I was fascinated. I drove a 
long way to get there because I wanted 
to see what it was like when the buf-
falo roamed the plain. I have walked 
into the virgin timberland and stood 
there and imagined what it was like for 
the pioneers and the settlers to walk 
through that forest. I wanted to be out 
there to see what it was like for the na-
tive buffalo. 

What I saw were paddock-style pas-
tures. In order to manage the bison, 
the Federal Government has built a 
great big old pasture and divided it 
into four quadrants, and there we man-
age the buffalo by herding them into 
one corner of the pasture and then an-
other and then another, harvesting 
some for slaughter. We sell them for 
breeding stock and we eat them. We do 
that with buffalo, but we can’t do that 
with horses, because somehow a horse 
has been raised to another level of spe-
cies. 

This is an amazing thing to me. And 
as I read through this bill, I don’t 
think I have ever been so taken aback 
by reading through language. There is 
much of it that has been produced in 
this Congress. 

I listened to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN) talk about this con-
traception that is here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HOLDEN). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
yield the gentleman an additional 2 
minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman. 

I think it is important for us to actu-
ally read the language on this horse 
contraception. It says: ‘‘Research, de-
velop, and implement enhanced sur-
gical or immunocontraception steri-
lization or other safe methods of fer-
tility control.’’ Now let that soak in 
for a little bit. This is enhanced con-
traception for horses. I don’t know 
what that is. I think it could be about 
anything that human beings might use. 
But I suspect that it doesn’t include 
horse abortion for one thing. And so 
I’m implying that there is a different 
set of standards for a horse species 
than there is for a human species, 
given the debate we have had in this 
Congress. 

It is a breathtaking step to think 
about what enhanced contraception is 
for horses. It is one of those things that 
I don’t think will be described here on 
the floor of the House. It is kind of an 
imaginary thing. It is difficult to man-
age these horses. And I would say that 
abstinence will not be part of this; that 
is also part of the debate. 

So as I watch what is going on, there 
has been a real effort here to block the 
humane harvesting of horses. And the 
HSUS has been successful in doing 
that. There are no horses slaughtered 
in America that are going off for 
human beings to eat anywhere. Some 
are being hauled, I think against the 
law, maybe across the border to be 
slaughtered elsewhere; but to manage 
all of our livestock, all of the species in 
our country, we have to be smart about 
it. 

What has happened is they have, 
through legislation and litigation, 
blocked the responsible harvesting of 
horses. It has taken the market of 
them down from 5 to 600, down to es-
sentially nothing; and the result is we 
have a lot more horses than we need. 
And now they have the audacity to 
come to this Congress and say, we are 
going to have to hit up the American 
people for 700 million more dollars in 
order to take care of these extra ani-
mals that we decided now we want to 
keep around as national pets. 

I did the math on this. And if you 
calculate how the increase in the horse 
population because of the restrictions 
in the harvesting, never mind the value 
of what has happened to the property 
of the horse owners, they will eat up 
enough hay from enough ground, there 

will be 1 billion gallons of ethanol we 
could produce off of that horse pasture. 

Mr. RAHALL. May I have a time 
check, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from West Virginia has 12 min-
utes remaining with the right to close. 
The gentleman from Washington has 
61⁄2 minutes remaining. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself as much time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, again, let me repeat 
that when America is hurting, we 
should be addressing those issues in 
which to try to resolve those problems 
and those issues that are making 
America hurt. Unemployment is at 9.5 
percent, and President Obama says it 
could go into double digits in the near 
future. 

And so what is our response to that? 
Our response is to, unlike 2 years ago, 
address this issue in a different man-
ner, to address it at least partially the 
same way, but add another $700 million 
for, as I mentioned, and the distin-
guished chairman acknowledged that 
we would mention, welfare for horses. 

I don’t think that that is the proper 
way we should be debating, given the 
economic environment we have in this 
country. Yet that is precisely where 
this bill goes. 

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

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

Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier today 
in debate on the rule on this legisla-
tion, this Congress can walk and chew 
gum at the same time. We can address 
unemployment, we can address health 
care reform, we can address the war, 
deficits, and at the same time, we do 
not need to allow the status quo to 
continue as it affects our wild horses 
and burros. These are icons of America, 
the American mustang. The status quo 
is a national disgrace. It is a disgrace 
to our heritage. It is a disgrace to all 
for which we stand. 

Those on the other side of the aisle 
who want to make light of this situa-
tion, I’m sure if they were to go home 
to their Main Streets and pose a ques-
tion to their constituents, do you sup-
port your Federal Government slaugh-
tering 30,000 American wild horses, do 
you support them being held in holding 
pens, I suggest I know what the answer 
would be. The bottom line, this is the 
wild horse version of Gitmo, the wild 
horse version of Gitmo. 

The pending legislation seeks to rem-
edy the critical lapse that is taking 
place under the Wild Free-Roaming 
Horses and Burros Act of 1971 by invok-
ing a number of commonsense meas-
ures. The measure would promote the 
use of better science to determine 
whether the amount of range that is 
available to wild horses is capable of 
sustaining them. 

This would be accomplished through 
maintaining a valid inventory of the 
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wild horse population on the range and 
establishment of appropriate, scientif-
ically based methodologies to deter-
mine management levels. 

Second, the pending bill would in-
crease the amount of range available to 
wild horses, including through private 
lands controlled by entities seeking to 
establish sanctuaries. Many of us have 
heard about the Pickens Plan. And I’m 
not talking about the T. Boone Pickens 
plan, the one dealing with wind and 
solar energy. I’m talking about the one 
advanced by his wife, Madeline Pick-
ens, to utilize private resources for the 
establishment of wild horse sanc-
tuaries. 

The pending legislation makes it a 
goal, not a requirement, but a goal to 
increase the acreage on which wild 
horses can roam. By doing so, we re-
duce the number of animals that are 
culled from the herd and placed in 
holding facilities. 

These holding facilities which have 
come up during this debate, I think it 
is important to recognize that keeping 
wild horses and burros in these holding 
facilities costs $21 million annually, or 
two-thirds of the entire cost of the wild 
horse and burro management program. 
The cost of these holding facilities has 
been rising dramatically from $7 mil-
lion in 2000 to $21 million in 2008. 

So we are attempting to reduce costs 
here, reduce the holding cost by less-
ening the number of roundups through 
a combination of what we are doing in 
this bill, making more public land 
available for wild horses and burros, 
strengthening and reforming the adop-
tion program, enhancing measures for 
fertility control and contraception. 

Third, even with the actions that I 
have already outlined, there will not be 
enough open range land to sustain all 
of our wild horses. In an effort to con-
tain the costs associated with these 
holding facilities, we seek to bolster 
the adoption program and implement 
sterilization and other fertility con-
trols. We seek to give the Bureau of 
Land Management the tools with 
which to do a better job. 

And, finally, what the bill does not 
allow is the destruction of healthy 
horses; fatally injured or terminally ill 
animals, yes, but not healthy wild 
mustangs. 

Let us stop the slaughter. Stop the 
abuse. Save taxpayer money and vote 
for the pending legislation. Let’s save 
mustangs and save tax dollars at the 
same time and support the pending leg-
islation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 

for debate has expired. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. RAHALL 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I have an 
amendment made in order under the 
rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. RAHALL: 
Page 6, line 20, insert ‘‘, to the extent prac-

ticable,’’ after ‘‘ensure that’’. 

Page 11, line 4, before ‘‘surgical’’ insert 
‘‘fertility control for mares, stallions, or 
both, such as’’. 

Page 11, line 5, insert ‘‘, humane, and effec-
tive’’ after ‘‘safe’’. 

Page 12, line 11, strike ‘‘and’’ and all that 
follows through line 12, and insert ‘‘or their 
remains shall not be sold or transferred for 
consideration for processing into commercial 
products; and’’. 

Page 17, line 6, strike ‘‘at a minimum’’. 
Page 19, line 22, strike ‘‘immuno- 

contraception’’ and insert ‘‘fertility con-
trol’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 653, the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) and a Member opposed each will 
control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, this 
amendment makes four changes to 
H.R. 1018 as reported by our Natural 
Resources Committee. First, after fur-
ther consultation with experts in the 
field, the amendment will broaden the 
types of fertility control that would be 
available to the Bureau of Land Man-
agement in order to better manage the 
wild horse and burro population. 

Next, the amendment narrows the 
definition of ‘‘commercial uses’’ pro-
hibited under the act. The purpose of 
this change is to clearly prohibit the 
sale of horses and burros for slaughter 
while clarifying that use of these ani-
mals on farms or in other commercial 
operations is allowed. 

The amendment also makes a tech-
nical change to clarify the membership 
requirements for the Wild Horse and 
Burro Advisory Council. 

And, finally, the amendment relaxes 
the requirement that the BLM return 
wild horses and burros to the acres of 
public land from which they have been 
removed since 1971. 

The CBO cost estimate for this bill 
was based on the assumption that sig-
nificant land acquisition would be re-
quired. That will not be the case, how-
ever; these horses and burros can be ac-
commodated on existing Federal lands. 
Restoration of those acres remains an 
important goal but would not be a 
legal requirement. 

This is a good package of small 
changes which will improve H.R. 1018. I 
urge my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to give credit to my 
friend and chairman of the Natural Re-
sources Committee for the creativity 
that is exhibited in the manager’s 
amendment. 

On the one hand, this manager’s 
amendment is an outright admission 
that we can’t afford this costly new 
welfare program for wild horses. And 
then on the other hand, this amend-
ment doesn’t delete, erase, strike out 

or eliminate even a single page, section 
or word from this bill. 

Somehow, we are to believe that add-
ing four little words to this 20-page 
bill, without deleting anything from it, 
somehow makes the CBO-estimated 
price tag of $700 million magically go 
away. Even with this manager’s 
amendment, Mr. Speaker, the pricing 
remains. 

This manager’s amendment doesn’t 
eliminate the sections from the bill to 
restore wild horses and burros to 19 
million acres of land. By the way, it is 
an area, as we have said before, larger 
than the State of West Virginia. But 
just to put this in perspective, it is also 
larger than the combined area of New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, Delaware, 
Connecticut and New Jersey. So we are 
not talking about a small piece of land. 
We are talking about a huge area. 

The CBO estimates that complying 
with the new policies in this bill and 
restoring horses to this 19 million addi-
tional acres will cost over $700 million. 
Now, the chairman tries to explain 
that all we are doing is changing this 
requirement to a goal. 

The American people, I think, are 
not going to breathe any easier when 
they hear that Congress has a goal of 
spending $700 million to create welfare 
programs for wild horses and burros. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the manager’s 
amendment doesn’t change the real 
plan in the bill at all. The plan is to 
spend $700 million for welfare for wild 
horses and burros. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I yield 
back my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, with that I will yield back my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from West Virginia 
(Mr. RAHALL). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

b 1200 

AMENDMENT IN THE NATURE OF A SUBSTITUTE 
OFFERED BY MR. HASTINGS OF WASHINGTON 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I have an amendment made in 
order under the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment in the nature of a substitute 
printed in House Report 111–212 printed in 
Part B offered by Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 

SECTION 1. SALE OF WILD FREE-ROAMING 
HORSES AND BURROS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3(d)(5) of Public 
Law 92–195 (16 U.S.C. 1333(d)(5)) is amended— 

(1) by striking the period and inserting the 
following: ‘‘Provided, That no wild free-roam-
ing horse or burro or its remains may be sold 
or transferred for consideration for proc-
essing into commercial products.’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (e). 
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(b) CRIMINAL PROVISIONS.—Section (8)(a)(4) 

of Public Law 92–195 (16 U.S.C. 1338(a)(4)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘except as provided in 
section 3(e),’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 653, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) and a Member opposed each 
will control 15 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I hesitate to call this my 
amendment because actually it was 
written by Chairman RAHALL. This is 
the exact text of H.R. 249 that passed 
the House in the last Congress. It 
passed the House in April of 2007. It 
bans the commercial slaughter of wild 
horses and burros. It is less than one 
page in length, and CBO estimated in 
the last Congress that it would cost 
under $500,000 a year. 

Members of this House voted for this 
bill just 2 years ago, and at that time, 
Mr. Speaker, the unemployment rate 
nationwide was 4.3 percent. 

Fast forward to today, when the un-
employment rate today has more than 
doubled to 9.5 percent and is estimated 
by officials in the Obama administra-
tion to go into double digits in the near 
future. 

With this background, Mr. Speaker, 
we are now considering a bill that bans 
the slaughter of wild horses and cre-
ates a new $700 million welfare pro-
gram for wild horses and burros. This 
House, Mr. Speaker, can choose be-
tween banning slaughter of wild horses 
for less than $500,000, which is what my 
substitute would do, or banning the 
slaughter of wild horses with a $700 
million price tag, which is the subject 
of the underlying bill. I think, Mr. 
Speaker, that this is a very easy 
choice. 

Let me repeat again. The vote for the 
Hastings substitute would ban horse 
slaughter at a cost of $500,000 a year. 
H.R. 1018 bans horse slaughter, just 
like my substitute, but creates a new 
welfare program for $700 million. I 
think, in this economic atmosphere 
that we are in, the best option is to 
adopt my substitute. 

Now, in the interest of full disclo-
sure, Mr. Speaker, I voted against that 
bill 2 years ago because I think there 
has to be an option for slaughter. But 
given the option today of spending an 
extra $700 million or spending less than 
$500,000 and still banning slaughter, I 
think that is the proper way to go and 
that is precisely what my substitute 
does. And so I would urge my col-
leagues to vote for the substitute. 

I reserve my time. 
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gen-

tleman from Washington’s comments 
on my efforts, and appreciate his full 
disclosure. I’ll probably repeat it a few 
times here in the next couple of min-
utes, but I do appreciate him being up 
front about it. 

This substitute, which is my anti- 
slaughter bill from last Congress, ad-

dresses one piece of a much larger puz-
zle. While the slaughter issue is a dis-
turbing one, the ROAM Act will actu-
ally address the underlying problems 
facing the BLM horse and burro pro-
gram, which has made slaughter a pos-
sibility. The substitute would address 
the symptom, while the underlying leg-
islation will provide a cure. 

I’m pleased that the gentleman from 
Washington State now opposes the 
slaughter of horses. When this sub-
stitute came before the Congress as a 
free-standing bill last Congress, and 
which he has already fully disclosed, he 
voted against it. But now he is in sup-
port thereof and is even offering it on 
the floor of the House. That is a step 
forward. Unfortunately, this conver-
sion is a day late and several dollars 
short. 

This substitute was the right ap-
proach last Congress, but that was be-
fore the BLM announced that the pro-
gram was bankrupt and they were 
going to have to kill 30,000 horses and 
burros. 

The GAO documented that the BLM 
program is out of control. First the 
agency was holding 5,000 horses, then 
10,000, now it’s 30,000. The agency now 
claims killing these animals is the 
only solution. 

Adopting the Hastings substitute 
would stop private slaughter, but with-
out the other reforms in the underlying 
legislation, 1018, the BLM will have to 
destroy these animals. The Hastings 
substitute just changes the identity of 
those who are killing the horses. Only 
the underlying bill actually stops the 
slaughter. 

This substitute was the right ap-
proach last Congress, but that was also 
before the release of the GAO report. 
Now we have a thorough analysis of the 
obstacles facing the BLM, and a list of 
recommendations to address the root 
causes. 

The GAO documented the enormous 
cost of the current BLM approach and 
proposed solutions. The Congress is 
now in a position to do more, and we 
must do more. H.R. 1018 does more. 

Adopting this substitute would cost 
money, cost money, not save it, be-
cause it would allow the BLM to con-
tinue pouring good money after bad, 
without fixing the inefficiencies which 
plague the program in the first place. 

Since I authored the legislation Mr. 
HASTINGS is now offering as his sub-
stitute, my colleagues and I have 
worked with the BLM, the Humane So-
ciety, the Animal Welfare Institute, 
the GAO and others to find new and 
more comprehensive solutions. We 
have apparently succeeded in bringing 
Mr. HASTINGS up to where we were last 
Congress, and I hope that eventually 
all of our colleagues will understand 
that now is the time to do more. 

The substitute is too little, too late, 
should be rejected. 

And I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I am pleased to yield one 
minute to the distinguished Republican 

leader, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I think 
I must be confused. The unemployment 
rate in our country is at over 91⁄2 per-
cent, as I speak. The unemployment 
rate in my home State of Ohio is now 
over 11 percent. Two million Americans 
have been put out of work since the 
stimulus bill was signed into law. Our 
budget deficit is already this year over 
$1 trillion and expected to reach nearly 
$2 trillion. And faced with this news, 
what’s the House doing today? Talking 
about a $700 million welfare program 
for wild horses and burros. 

Is it any wonder, Mr. Speaker, that 
our constituents may be confused 
about their Congress? 

Let’s get this straight. We’re debat-
ing a bill to spend millions of dollars to 
save wild horses, but yesterday, Demo-
crats in the House blocked Republicans 
from offering an amendment to prevent 
Federal dollars from being spent on 
saving unborn children. Oh, yeah. $700 
million today to save wild horses and 
burros, and yesterday, we weren’t even 
allowed to offer an amendment to save 
the lives of unborn kids. That doesn’t 
make any sense to me. But I think, Mr. 
Speaker, most of my constituents 
would look up and go, well, that’s just 
Washington being Washington. And it 
doesn’t make any sense that we’re de-
bating a welfare program about wild 
horses when the American people real-
ly want to know, where are the jobs? 

Debating this bill, I frankly think, is 
an insult to the American people who 
are out there looking for work; small 
businesses who are looking for cus-
tomers trying to keep their doors open. 

And if Democrats want to do some-
thing serious here in this House, they 
should join with Republicans and focus 
our efforts on those things that will 
help create jobs in America, which, 
after all, is the number one priority of 
the American people. 

Probably ought to do a few other 
things. If we’re going to talk about cre-
ating jobs and keeping jobs in America, 
maybe we ought to scrap Speaker 
PELOSI’s national energy tax, which is 
going to cost us about 21⁄2 million jobs 
every year over the next 10 years. Or 
maybe we should shelve the govern-
ment takeover of health care that’s 
being debated in several of our com-
mittees as we speak, which is going to 
take the health care, the private 
health care, away from millions of 
Americans and shove them into some 
government-run system, and on top of 
all that, has a giant tax on small busi-
nesses. It taxes employment, and it’s 
even going to lead to even greater job 
losses in our country. 

But if we’re serious about wanting to 
create jobs, maybe, maybe we could 
work together to bring the American 
Energy Act to the floor of this House, 
our all-of-the-above energy strategy 
which will create well over a million 
new jobs here in America, bring us 
more energy to the marketplace with 
lower prices, reduce our dependence on 
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foreign sources of oil. And guess what? 
If we do all of the above, we’ll actually 
have much cleaner air than the bill 
that passed here last month. 

Mr. Speaker, I think American fami-
lies and small businesses deserve better 
than what they are getting out of this 
Congress. They expect us to work to-
gether on their behalf. They expect us 
to deal with issues that will help get 
this economy moving again, and help 
create jobs; not to be debating a $700 
million program, welfare program to 
save wild horses and burros. 

I think the gentleman’s amendment 
is a good amendment. His amendment 
will cost $500,000. That’s $699,500,000 
less than the underlying bill. It will be 
at least a step in the right direction, 
and maybe our constituents, Mr. 
Speaker, would think that we’ve got 
some sense for once in our lives. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further requests for time, and I am pre-
pared to close. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT), a member of the Nat-
ural Resources Committee. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I really 
appreciate the nobility of the effort to 
help wild horses at this time. But 
Americans are losing their habitats. 
We found out for June, another 400,000 
Americans have lost jobs. In 2009 al-
ready, since President Obama has 
taken office, we’ve lost 1.9 million 
jobs—I’m sorry—1.9 million fore-
closures. We’ve got 14.7 million unem-
ployed. And that doesn’t just represent 
individuals. That’s families we’re talk-
ing about who are desperate right now, 
and we’re hearing from them. You 
know, what about my habitat? I under-
stand you want to help wild horses and 
burros, but what about my habitat? 
How about American individuals get-
ting help? 

We are squandering money like never 
before in history. And folks, you can 
lose a country by overspending. Go ask 
the former Soviet Union if you can find 
any of those people. They lost their 
country because they spent until no-
body would lend them another dime. 
They were irresponsible. 

And so here we want $700 million for 
horses? 

And I appreciate the chairman’s com-
ment that this amendment by DOC 
HASTINGS is a dollar short. But it’s ac-
tually $699,500,000 short, basically. This 
is incredible. 

But I thought about when you get on 
an airplane, we’re told, in the safety 
instructions, that if the cabin loses 
pressure, an oxygen mask will drop. Do 
not put it on someone else first. You 
put it on your own face first and save 
yourself. Then you’ll be in position to 
save your children and those around 
you. But if you don’t save yourself 
first, you can’t help anyone. 

And that’s where this country is. If 
we don’t save this country by this 
reckless overspending, we’re not going 
to be in a position to help anybody. Im-

migrants won’t have any place to come 
for safety and for jobs because we have 
wiped ourselves out. 

No wonder the Chinese laughed when 
Geithner said we were going to reduce 
our deficit. I’m telling you. 

And then jobs? What about American 
jobs? 

Well, there’s one little part in here, 
and it provides for enhanced contracep-
tion for the wild horses. Maybe there 
are jobs in there. Maybe somebody out 
of work can apply for how you apply 
enhanced contraception to a horse. I’m 
familiar with artificial insemination. I 
was not familiar with enhanced contra-
ception. Maybe there’s a green job or 
some color there. But we need to help 
Americans. 

b 1215 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, could I inquire of my friend, 
the distinguished chairman of the com-
mittee, if he is prepared to close after 
I close? 

Mr. RAHALL. Yes. 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 

yield myself the balance of the time. 
Mr. Speaker, let me just repeat 

again: My substitute is a substitute 
that is identical to the bill that passed 
this House in April of 2007, and the cost 
at that time was $500,000. The under-
lying bill that we are debating today 
has essentially those same provisions 
plus a price tag of $700 million, a huge 
difference between the two. I think, 
due to the economic times that we are 
in right now, the most prudent way for 
this Congress to act is to go with the 
lesser amount of money, and that’s 
precisely what my substitute does. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to make one 
other point. 

The distinguished chairman in his 
manager’s amendment made some dif-
ferent calculations as to the $700 mil-
lion and as to the 19 million acres that 
were to be part of this bill. I just want 
to make a point. The CBO has not 
scored that one way or the other, but if 
an absolute figure of acquiring or of 
moving around 19 million acres costs 
$700 million, then only logic would sug-
gest that it’s going to be precisely the 
same amount of money. So I just want 
to make a point that the CBO has not 
estimated the score of the manager’s 
amendment. 

The difference here in the debate still 
is the difference, during these eco-
nomic times we’re in, between spending 
700 million taxpayer dollars on welfare 
for horses or spending $500,000 to ban 
the slaughter of wild horses and burros. 
I think the latter that I spoke about is 
a better way to go, and I would urge 
my colleagues to vote for the sub-
stitute. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

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

Mr. Speaker, the CBO estimate, the 
$700 million that has been thrown out 
by the other side as a potential cost to 
this legislation, was done in the last 

Congress. It was done before the adop-
tion of the manager’s amendment that 
we just adopted today in an earlier 
voice vote. It was done without consid-
ering the ramifications of the other as-
pects of H.R. 1018 that this House will 
adopt today. It was done taking into 
account in a very narrow, single shot- 
type fashion, if you will, the potential 
costs of purchasing 19 million acres of 
additional Federal land for the use of 
these wild horses and burros. 

Therefore, when taking into account 
that cost, as CBO has done, they did 
not consider the fact that there are al-
ready Federal lands owned by the 
American people that are available and 
out there. The CBO did not take into 
account the management tools con-
tained in the pending legislation with 
which we intend to help the BLM do a 
better job and improve the status quo. 
The CBO did not estimate any cost sav-
ings from an enhanced adoption pro-
gram or from sterilization programs. 
The CBO did not take into account the 
reduction in costs of these holding 
pens, which I referenced earlier, the $21 
million annually that it costs today— 
and that number keeps going up—of 
the current holding pens for these wild 
horses and burros. The CBO did not 
consider any of the ‘‘today’’ costs or 
how the improved management tools 
offered in H.R. 1018 will save dollars in 
the years ahead. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote, not only on the 
Hastings substitute amendment but 
also a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the pending H.R. 
1018. H.R. 1018 is the humane and right 
vote to cast today. It will save our 
mustangs. It will save tax dollars. It 
will save millions of tax dollars annu-
ally. When you look through all of the 
smoke and mirrors of the numbers that 
have been thrown out today, you will 
find that, by implementing herd reduc-
tion with birth control, we can save 
more than $6 million alone each year. 
Again, when we look at the cost reduc-
tions of these holding pens, this legis-
lation is the tax-wise way to go. 

So I conclude by urging a ‘‘no’’ vote 
on the Hastings substitute and a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on the underlying bill, H.R. 1018. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 653, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the bill, as 
amended, and on the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute printed in part B 
of House Report 111–212 offered by the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS). 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 74, nays 348, 
not voting 11, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 576] 

YEAS—74 

Aderholt 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Cao 
Capito 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Coffman (CO) 
Crenshaw 
Davis (KY) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Duncan 

Fleming 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Giffords 
Guthrie 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Herseth Sandlin 
Johnson, Sam 
Kosmas 
Lamborn 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
McClintock 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Murphy, Tim 

Myrick 
Paulsen 
Perriello 
Pitts 
Posey 
Radanovich 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Shuler 
Tanner 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—348 

Abercrombie 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 

Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 

Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 

Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 

Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 

Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—11 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Coble 

Graves 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 
Shea-Porter 

Slaughter 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

b 1255 
Messrs. HARE, BECERRA, MATHE-

SON, HUNTER, SCOTT of Georgia, 
DONNELLY of Indiana, ELLISON, Mrs. 
BACHMANN, Messrs. GALLEGLY, 
BAIRD, BUTTERFIELD, TIAHRT, 
CUELLAR, CONAWAY, LATTA, 
CULBERSON, GARRETT of New Jer-
sey, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Messrs. ELLS-
WORTH, WEINER, KINGSTON, MAR-
SHALL, Ms. BALDWIN, Messrs. 
REHBERG, YOUNG of Alaska, 
GINGREY, CAMP, CHILDERS, SMITH 
of Nebraska, ALEXANDER, ISSA, 
WALDEN of Oregon, MILLER of Flor-
ida, BLUNT, POE of Texas, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Messrs. SHIMKUS, 
CASSIDY, MARCHANT, BOOZMAN, 
WITTMAN, FRANKS of Arizona, and 
TERRY changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ 
to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. SHULER, PITTS, ROGERS of 
Michigan, MCINTYRE, TURNER, and 
Mrs. BIGGERT changed their vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
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. 

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. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill 
is passed. Without objection, a motion 
to reconsider is laid on the table. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I ask for a rollcall 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the 
gentlewoman to initiate the request at 
this stage would not be timely. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, the way 
that I voted, I expected that there 
would be a rollcall vote on that. I ask 
unanimous consent to have a rollcall 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the 
gentlewoman asking for a recorded 
vote immediately after the vote by 
voice? 

Mr. RAHALL. I object to the unani-
mous consent, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is not entertaining a unanimous 
consent request at this time. 

If the gentlewoman is making the 
averment that she was requesting a 
vote right after the vote by voice, the 
Chair would accept that. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Yes, I request a vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 

gentlewoman aver that she has been re-
questing that vote since the voice 
vote? 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I ask unanimous con-
sent that there be a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair only wants to establish that the 
gentlewoman was requesting a vote at 
the time the vote by voice was called. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Yes, I was on my 
feet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A re-
corded vote is requested. 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is 
no unanimous consent request. The 
Chair is accepting the gentlewoman’s 
averment. 

A recorded vote has been demanded. 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 239, noes 185, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 577] 

AYES—239 

Abercrombie 
Adler (NJ) 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bono Mack 
Boucher 
Brady (PA) 

Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Campbell 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
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Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 

Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 

Reyes 
Richardson 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOES—185 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 

Childers 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doggett 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Griffith 
Guthrie 

Halvorson 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Lamborn 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 

Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Melancon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peterson 
Petri 

Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 

Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Space 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—9 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Coble 

Graves 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 

Schock 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

b 1315 

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER changed her 
vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. CARNAHAN changed his vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

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 

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2010 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 645 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. 3183. 

b 1315 

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. 
3183) making appropriations for energy 
and water development and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. TIERNEY in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. When the Committee of 

the Whole rose on Wednesday, July 15, 
2009, amendment No. 4 printed in part 
D of House Report 111–209, offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING), had been postponed and 
the bill had been read through page 63, 
line 12. 

Pursuant to clause 6 of rule XVIII, 
proceedings will now resume on those 
amendments printed in House Report 
111–209 on which further proceedings 
were postponed, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 9 printed in part A 
by Mr. HEINRICH of New Mexico. 

Amendment No. 10 printed in part A 
by Mr. CAO of Louisiana. 

Amendment No. 11 printed in part A 
by Mrs. BLACKBURN of Tennessee. 

Amendment No. 2 printed in part B 
by Mr. CAMPBELL of California. 

Amendment No. 1 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 3 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 4 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 5 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 10 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 11 printed in part C 
by Mr. FLAKE of Arizona. 

Amendment No. 1 printed in part D 
by Mr. HENSARLING of Texas. 

Amendment No. 2 printed in part D 
by Mr. HENSARLING of Texas. 

Amendment No. 4 printed in part D 
by Mr. HENSARLING of Texas. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote after 
the first vote in this series. 

PART A AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. 
HEINRICH 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
HEINRICH) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 9 offered by Mr. 
HEINRICH: 

In section 307, strike ‘‘6 percent’’ and in-
sert ‘‘7 percent’’. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 424, noes 0, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 14, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 578] 

AYES—424 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 

Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 

Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
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DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 

Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 

Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 

Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Walden 
Walz 

Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 

Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Visclosky 

NOT VOTING—14 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Cassidy 
Coble 

Faleomavaega 
Graves 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 
Peterson 

Pierluisi 
Rush 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). Two 
minutes remain on this vote. 

b 1335 

Mr. BACHUS changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

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

as above recorded. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. CAO 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. CAO) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the ayes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. 
CAO: 

Page 62, line 15, strike ‘‘90’’ and insert 
‘‘60’’. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 423, noes 1, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 579] 

AYES—423 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 

Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 

Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 

Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 

Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Norton 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
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Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 

Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 

Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—1 

Nadler (NY) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Coble 
Faleomavaega 

Gohmert 
Graves 
Harman 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 

Peterson 
Pierluisi 
Roskam 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). One 
minute remains on this vote. 

b 1339 

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

as above recorded. 
PART A AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MRS. 

BLACKBURN 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Tennessee (Mrs. 
BLACKBURN) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which 
the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part A amendment No. 11 offered by Mrs. 
BLACKBURN: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Percentage Reduction of Total 
Funds.—Each amount appropriated or other-
wise made available by this Act that is not 
required to be appropriated or otherwise 
made available by a provision of law is here-
by reduced by 5 percent. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 167, noes 259, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 580] 

AYES—167 

Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 

Boozman 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 

Chaffetz 
Childers 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kline (MN) 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 

Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Perriello 
Peters 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 

Posey 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rehberg 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Wamp 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOES—259 

Abercrombie 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Cao 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chandler 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 

Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 

King (NY) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 

Perlmutter 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (KY) 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 

Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 

Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—13 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Coble 
Faleomavaega 

Graves 
Lucas 
Meek (FL) 
Miller, Gary 
Pierluisi 

Slaughter 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). One 
minute remains in this vote. 

b 1342 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART B AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. 

CAMPBELL 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CAMPBELL) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part B amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. 
CAMPBELL: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 
PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Programs—Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy’’ shall be 
available for the Housatonic River Net-Zero 
Energy Building project, and the aggregate 
amount otherwise provided under such head-
ing (and the portion of such amount specified 
for Congressionally Directed Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy Projects) are 
each hereby reduced by $1,000,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 121, noes 303, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 581] 

AYES—121 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 

Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
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Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Heller 

Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 

Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—303 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 

Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 

Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 

Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 

Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 

Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Coble 
Faleomavaega 

Graves 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 
Pierluisi 
Polis (CO) 

Taylor 
Tierney 
Tsongas 
Waters 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 
The CHAIR (during the vote). One 

minute remains on this vote. 

b 1345 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 
The CHAIR. The unfinished business 

is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 
PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Programs—Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy’’ shall be 
available for the Maret Center project, and 
the aggregate amount otherwise provided 
under such heading (and the portion of such 
amount specified for Congressionally Di-
rected Energy Efficiency and Renewable En-
ergy Projects) are each hereby reduced by 
$1,500,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 
The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 

demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 89, noes 338, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 582] 

AYES—89 

Austria 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Campbell 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 

Goodlatte 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMahon 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 

Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Souder 
Stearns 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—338 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 

Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 

Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
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Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 

Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 

Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Coble 

Faleomavaega 
Gohmert 
Graves 
Lucas 

Miller, Gary 
Pierluisi 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 
The CHAIR (during the vote). There 

is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1349 
Mr. MCMAHON changed his vote 

from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 
The CHAIR. The unfinished business 

is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 3 offered by Mr. FLAKE: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 

PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-

vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Programs—Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy’’ shall be 
available for the Consortium for Plant Bio-
technology Research, and the aggregate 
amount otherwise provided under such head-
ing (and the portion of such amount specified 
for Congressionally Directed Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy Projects) are 
each hereby reduced by $3,000,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 89, noes 335, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 583] 

AYES—89 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Boustany 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Dent 
Duncan 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 

Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 

Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Thornberry 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—335 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Becerra 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 

Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 

Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 

Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 

Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Berkley 
Bordallo 
Coble 

Faleomavaega 
Graves 
Harman 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 

Pierluisi 
Roybal-Allard 
Stark 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1352 

Mr. POE of Texas changed his vote 
from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
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the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 
PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Programs—Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy’’ shall be 
available for the Ethanol from Agriculture 
project, and the aggregate amount otherwise 
provided under such heading (and the portion 
of such amount specified for Congressionally 
Directed Energy Efficiency and Renewable 
Energy Projects) are each hereby reduced by 
$500,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 102, noes 318, 
not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 584] 

AYES—102 

Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Bachmann 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 

Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 

Mitchell 
Moran (KS) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Speier 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—318 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 

Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 

Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 

Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Becerra 
Bordallo 
Buchanan 

Coble 
Faleomavaega 
Graves 
Honda 
Lucas 

Maloney 
Miller, Gary 
Myrick 

Pierluisi 
Schock 

Souder 
Space 

Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1355 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 

584, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Chair, I was unable to 
participate in the following vote. If I had been 
present, I would have voted as follows: rollcall 
vote 584, on agreeing to the Flake of Arizona 
Amendment No. 4—H.R. 3183 Making appro-
priations for energy and water development 
and related agencies, FY 2010—I would have 
voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Chair, I was unavoid-
ably detained and missed rollcall 584. If 
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

PART C AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. 
FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. l. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 
PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Programs—Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy’’ shall be 
available for the Fort Mason Center Pier 2 
project, and the aggregate amount otherwise 
provided under such heading (and the portion 
of such amount specified for Congressionally 
Directed Energy Efficiency and Renewable 
Energy Projects) are each hereby reduced by 
$2,000,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 125, noes 301, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 585] 

AYES—125 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 

Brown-Waite, 
Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 

Dent 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
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Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 

Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 

Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (AK) 

NOES—301 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 

DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 

Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 

Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—13 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Brady (TX) 
Coble 

Faleomavaega 
Graves 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 
Olver 

Pierluisi 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1358 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C Amendment No. 10 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 
PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Programs—Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy’’ shall be 
available for the Whitworth University Stem 
Equipment project, and the aggregate 
amount otherwise provided under such head-
ing (and the portion of such amount specified 
for Congressionally Directed Energy Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy Projects) are 
each hereby reduced by $300,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute 

vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 81, noes 341, 
not voting 17, as follows: 

[Roll No. 586] 

AYES—81 

Bachmann 
Bean 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Boehner 
Boustany 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Heller 
Hensarling 

Herger 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Marchant 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 

Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Olson 
Paul 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—341 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 

Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
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Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 

Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 

Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Turner 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—17 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Coble 
Costa 
Faleomavaega 

Graves 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 
Murphy (CT) 
Pierluisi 
Roybal-Allard 

Schrader 
Taylor 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1401 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART C AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. 

FLAKE 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part C amendment No. 11 offered by Mr. 
FLAKE: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 
PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Projects—Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy’’ shall be 
available for the Boston Architectural Col-
lege’s Urban Sustainability Initiative, and 
the aggregate amount otherwise provided 

under such heading (and the portion of such 
amount specified for Congressionally Di-
rected Energy Efficiency and Renewable En-
ergy Projects) are each hereby reduced by 
$1,600,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 111, noes 316, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 587] 

AYES—111 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Barton (TX) 
Bean 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 

Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 

Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 

NOES—316 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 

Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 

Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 

Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 

McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Braley (IA) 

Coble 
Faleomavaega 
Graves 
Lucas 

Miller, Gary 
Pierluisi 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1405 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART D AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. 

HENSARLING 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 
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The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Part D amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. 

HENSARLING: 
At the end of the bill (before the short 

title), insert the following: 
SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 

PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Programs—Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy’’ shall be 
available for the Energy Conservation and 
Efficiency Upgrade of HVAC Controls 
project, and the aggregate amount otherwise 
provided under such heading (and the portion 
of such amount specified for Congressionally 
Directed Energy Efficiency and Renewable 
Energy Projects) are each hereby reduced by 
$500,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 133, noes 290, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 588] 

AYES—133 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 

Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Miller (FL) 

Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—290 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 

Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 

Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 

Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 

Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 

Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—16 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Coble 
Faleomavaega 
Graves 

Gutierrez 
Lucas 
McMahon 
Miller, Gary 
Pierluisi 
Ruppersberger 

Schrader 
Taylor 
Waxman 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1407 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

PART D AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. 
HENSARLING 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part D amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 
PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Corps of 
Engineers-Civil—Construction’’ shall be 
available for the Pier 36 Removal project in 
California, and the aggregate amount other-
wise provided under such heading is hereby 
reduced by $6,220,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 128, noes 299, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 589] 

AYES—128 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Dent 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Hall (TX) 
Harper 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 

Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Radanovich 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Young (AK) 

NOES—299 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 

Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 

Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
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Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 

Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 

Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 

Bordallo 
Coble 

Faleomavaega 
Graves 

Lucas 
Miller, Gary 

Pierluisi 
Souder 

Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR (during the vote). There 
is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1411 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
PART D AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. 

HENSARLING 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Part D amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. 
HENSARLING: 

At the end of the bill (before the short 
title), insert the following: 

SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED 
PROJECT ELIMINATED.—None of the funds pro-
vided in this Act under the heading ‘‘Depart-
ment of Energy—Energy Programs—Elec-
tricity Delivery and Energy Reliability’’ 
shall be available for the Automated Remote 
Electric and Water Meters in South River 
project, and the aggregate amount otherwise 
provided under such heading (and the portion 
of such amount specified for Congressionally 
Directed Electricity Delivery and Energy 
Reliability Projects) are each hereby reduced 
by $500,000. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 119, noes 308, 
not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 590] 

AYES—119 

Akin 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Barton (TX) 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chaffetz 
Coffman (CO) 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Deal (GA) 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Fallin 
Flake 
Fleming 

Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Garrett (NJ) 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Hall (TX) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hoekstra 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline (MN) 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Linder 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCarthy (CA) 

McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Minnick 
Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Olson 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 

Shimkus 
Smith (NE) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 

Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Upton 

Walden 
Wamp 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 

NOES—308 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Bonner 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Christensen 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 

Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Forbes 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 

McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Norton 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sablan 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
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Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 

Tsongas 
Turner 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 

Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Bordallo 
Coble 

Faleomavaega 
Graves 
Lucas 
McKeon 

Miller, Gary 
Pierluisi 
Taylor 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 
The CHAIR (during the vote). There 

is 1 minute remaining in this vote. 

b 1414 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The CHAIR. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Energy and 

Water Development and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2010’’. 

The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Com-
mittee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
ALTMIRE) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. TIERNEY, 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. 3183) making appropriations for 
energy and water development and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2010, and for other 
purposes, pursuant to House Resolution 
645, he reported the bill back to the 
House with sundry amendments adopt-
ed by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 645, 
the question on adoption of the amend-
ments will be put en gros. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendments. 

The amendments were 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. 

b 1415 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

motion to recommit at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. SIMPSON. In its current form. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Simpson moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 3183 to the Committee on Appropria-
tions with instructions to report the same 
back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment: 

Page 31, beginning on line 11, strike ‘‘Nu-
clear Waste Disposal’’ and all that follows 
through page 34, line 8. 

Page 40, beginning on line 23, strike ‘‘De-
fense Nuclear Waste Disposal’’ and all that 
follows through page 41, line 3. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, this mo-
tion to recommit strikes all funds for 
Yucca Mountain Geological Reposi-
tory. I think it’s time to get everyone 
on the record about where they stand. 

This motion would fulfill the Presi-
dent’s stated intention to ‘‘terminate’’ 
Yucca Mountain. It would support 
Speaker PELOSI’s anti-nuclear stance, 
and it would probably make Senator 
REID very happy. 

Some on the other side of the aisle 
may question the intent of this amend-
ment, but there is no gimmick here. 
The motion does exactly what I de-
scribed. Even more, it provides each of 
us with the opportunity to show where 
we stand on this critical issue of a per-
manent geological repository at Yucca 
Mountain. 

Let me tell my colleagues what else 
this amendment would do. 

First, most of our districts are either 
storing or producing spent nuclear fuel. 
Currently, 104 nuclear reactors provide 
20 percent of the Nation’s electricity 
needs. Spent nuclear fuel and radio-
active waste is being stored on-site at 
121 locations across 39 States, sites 
that were never intended for long-term 
storage. These are sites in your dis-
tricts. 

I personally know that this fuel is 
safe where it is today. However, the 
Secretary of Energy has admitted that 
even with his blue ribbon panel a per-
manent geological repository will be 
necessary. 

By voting for this amendment, we 
would ensure that this material stays 
where it is for the next 25 to 50 years or 
perhaps longer. And it would add addi-
tional delays and costs to the develop-
ment of a permanent geological reposi-
tory to be built in any State other than 
Nevada. 

Second, it would rob our constituents 
of potential jobs and tax revenue. For 
those of you who have metal workers 
or pipe fitters or welders or scientists 
in your districts, this amendment 
would curb their ability to gain and se-
cure high-paying jobs operating nu-
clear power plants that can sustain 700 
permanent jobs, while new plants gen-
erate as many as 2,400 construction 
jobs. Our constituents need these jobs, 
and our country needs the power these 
nuclear plants create. 

As I said, 20 percent of the electricity 
is produced by nuclear power. What 
you may not know is 72 percent of the 
non-carbon emitting electricity is pro-
duced by nuclear power. 

Third, killing Yucca Mountain would 
bring over $22 billion of liability 
against the Federal Government; $22 
billion is just an estimate. Some have 
estimated as high as $50 billion. This is 
money which the Federal Government 
will owe to the industry because we 
have failed to live up to our respon-
sibilities. 

We have signed contracts with these 
companies to take this waste off their 
hands. And because of political deals 
like that between the President and 
Senator REID, we have failed. As a re-
sult, the taxpayers will have to pay $22 
billion or more in fines and penalties. 

Colleagues, these are the ramifica-
tions if you support killing Yucca 
Mountain. You see, the President and 
Senator REID’s plan to kill Yucca 
Mountain has no alternatives. It is 
only a study, a blue ribbon commis-
sion. This project has been studied to 
death. We have spent $10.5 billion on it, 
1.5 million documents. Over 50 studies 
by the National Science Foundation 
have been done on this Yucca Moun-
tain. We know it is scientifically 
sound. 

The President’s decision was a polit-
ical bow to the Senate majority leader, 
not one based on good science or good 
policy. 

I make this motion to recommit so 
that none of us here can claim that we 
don’t know the facts. I want all of us to 
have the opportunity to be on record 
today. We can vote for this motion to 
fill the President’s and Senator REID’s 
plan to kill Yucca Mountain. This will 
keep nuclear waste scattered across 
the country for the foreseeable future, 
potentially costing taxpayers $22 bil-
lion or more in liabilities, jeopardizing 
the stability of the electrical system, 
lose jobs and tax revenues in our dis-
tricts, and kick the can down the road 
on the location of a permanent geologi-
cal repository that will still have to be 
built. Or we can defeat it, supporting 
good policy and ensuring that science, 
not politics, rules the majority of our 
decisions here in Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, in 2002 this body voted 
overwhelmingly in favor of approving 
the Yucca Mountain site location. I’m 
not here to urge you to vote for or 
against this motion to recommit. The 
choice is up to all of us, but none of us 
can or should remain on the sidelines. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time re-
mains? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 15 seconds remaining. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I would 
yield 15 seconds to my friend from Ne-
vada, Mr. HELLER. 

Mr. HELLER. I appreciate the gen-
tleman yielding, and I looked in the 
dictionary recently for what the defini-
tion of ‘‘boondoggle’’ was. It was a 
wasteful, impractical project or activ-
ity. It’s a perfect, perfect under-
standing of what Yucca Mountain is. 

I will tell you, I support the motion 
to recommit. I would urge my col-
leagues to do the same. We’ve spent 
billions and billions of dollars on a 
project over the last 20 years. We’re 
going to spend billions and billions and 
billions more for projects that will 
never happen. 

Boondoggle—‘‘a wasteful or impractical 
project or activity’’—Webster’s Dictionary. 

Government Accountability Office report on 
Yucca says: Gross mismanagement, faulty 
science and research, and contract mis-
management. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 02:56 Sep 28, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 9920 E:\RECORD09\RECFILES\H17JY9.REC H17JY9sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
B

9S
0Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8339 July 17, 2009 
Major Issues Unresolved: Problems with the 

quality assurance program, implications that 
some U.S. Geological Survey employees fal-
sified scientific data, hazardous and flawed 
design changes, transportation safety issues, 
likely groundwater contamination, and inad-
equate earthquake protection. 

Congress finally needs to have a serious 
discussion about studying reasonable alter-
natives to Yucca, which is an uncertain and 
dangerous plan. 

If you’re concerned about the safety of 
American citizens and the wise stewardship of 
tax dollars, then join with me to finally end the 
Yucca Mountain project and support this Mo-
tion to Recommit. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in opposition to this motion 
to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arizona is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. With the in-
dulgence of my colleagues, I’ll take a 
few minutes to explain why we are in 
opposition. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to correct a no-
tion that was given to you by my dear 
friend from Idaho (Mr. SIMPSON). For 
those of us who support nuclear energy 
and wanted to see it pull forward, as 
the ranking member knows and I 
know, the Speaker allowed that this 
form of energy go forward and balance 
with other interests that we have in 
the formation of alternative energy, et 
cetera. So we’re here with a balanced 
bill today because of the Speaker’s 
leadership and willingness for us to go 
forward. 

When the Secretary of Energy ap-
peared before us, he told us that Yucca 
Mountain was off the table and that 
the administration wanted a blue rib-
bon committee to be formed that would 
not include Yucca Mountain. Well, this 
bill says that that blue ribbon com-
mittee will be formed, but Yucca 
Mountain will also be considered with 
any other site that’s being considered. 

I agreed with my friend from Idaho 
when the Secretary said that $197 mil-
lion that is used to continue the licens-
ing for Yucca Mountain was not want-
ed. I wanted to zero it out because that 
way I would give my colleague from 
Arizona more floor time by giving him 
more earmarks. But the staff said no, 
and they persuaded me. 

They said we need the $197 million to 
be in this account so that we will not 
breach the contracts that we have, as 
my good friend MIKE SIMPSON told you, 
because then what we would do, we 
would probably increase the problem— 
we would increase the probability of 
billions of dollars being spent in liabil-
ity, the likelihood the government 
would lose, so you would put this gov-
ernment further into deficit. It would 
provide an opportunity for all of us, in-
cluding my Republican colleagues, to 
provide more opportunities for trial 
lawyers. 

And so for those two reasons, I said 
let’s keep the $197 million to continue 
the licensing, continue pushing nuclear 
energy as a form that we need in this 

country and that we protect Yucca 
Mountain to the extent that we don’t 
create a greater deficit and we don’t 
create a slush fund for more lawsuits. 

So with that, I ask you to vote 
against the motion to recommit. 

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 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand 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 votes on the 
question of passage. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 30, noes 388, 
not voting 15, as follows: 

[Roll No. 591] 

AYES—30 

Baird 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Brown, Corrine 
Chaffetz 
Conyers 
Doggett 
Edwards (MD) 
Ellison 

Farr 
Harman 
Heller 
Hirono 
Honda 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Kilroy 
Kucinich 
Lewis (GA) 
McCotter 

McGovern 
McKeon 
Moore (WI) 
Paul 
Schakowsky 
Shea-Porter 
Souder 
Titus 
Woolsey 

NOES—388 

Abercrombie 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 

Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 

Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 

Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hodes 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E.B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 

Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 

Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Shadegg 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—15 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Coble 
Costello 

Davis (AL) 
Gordon (TN) 
Graves 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 

Moran (VA) 
Rush 
Taylor 
Welch 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Two minutes remain in this 
vote. 
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Mr. HOLT changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Ms. HAR-
MAN, Mr. BERMAN, Ms. WOOLSEY 
and Mr. KUCINICH changed their vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

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. 
Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

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

vice, and there were—yeas 320, nays 97, 
not voting 16, as follows: 

[Roll No. 592] 

YEAS—320 

Abercrombie 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Camp 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 

DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 

Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 

Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Murtha 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Nunes 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sestak 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Souder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 

Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—97 

Aderholt 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Bartlett 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Brady (TX) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chaffetz 
Cole 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Deal (GA) 
Doggett 
Duncan 
Emerson 
Fallin 
Flake 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Hoekstra 
Inglis 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kline (MN) 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lummis 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Matheson 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Moore (KS) 

Moran (KS) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Nye 
Olson 
Paulsen 
Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Roskam 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shimkus 
Smith (TX) 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 

NOT VOTING—16 

Ackerman 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Boehner 
Castor (FL) 
Coble 

Costello 
Davis (AL) 
Graves 
Lucas 
Miller, Gary 
Neal (MA) 

Paul 
Taylor 
Welch 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in the vote. 

b 1453 

So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, earlier this afternoon, on vote 576, I 
intended to vote ‘‘yes,’’ and on 577, my 
intention was to vote ‘‘no.’’ 

f 

CONDEMNING THE ATTACK ON 
THE AMIA JEWISH COMMUNITY 
CENTER IN BUENOS AIRES, AR-
GENTINA 
Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
156) condemning the attack on the 
AMIA Jewish Community Center in 
Buenos Aires, Argentina, in July 1994, 
and for other purposes, and ask for its 
immediate consideration in the House. 

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

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

There was no objection. 
The text of the concurrent resolution 

is as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 156 

Whereas, on July 18, 1994, 85 people were 
killed and 300 were wounded when the Argen-
tine Jewish Mutual Association (AMIA) was 
bombed in Buenos Aires, Argentina; 

Whereas extensive evidence links the plan-
ning of the attacks to the Government of 
Iran, and the execution of the attacks to 
Hezbollah, which is based in Lebanon, sup-
ported by Syria, sponsored by Iran, and des-
ignated by the Department of State as a For-
eign Terrorist Organization; 

Whereas, on October 25, 2006, the State 
Prosecutor of Argentina, an office created by 
the Government of Argentina, concluded 
that the AMIA bombing was ‘‘decided and or-
ganized by the highest leaders of the former 
government of . . . Iran, whom, at the same 
time, entrusted its execution to the Leba-
nese terrorist group Hezbollah’’; 

Whereas, on October 25, 2006, the State 
Prosecutor of Argentina concluded that the 
AMIA bombing had been approved in advance 
by Iran’s Supreme Leader Ali Khamene’i, 
Iran’s then-leader Ali Akbar Hashemi 
Rafsanjani, Iran’s then-Foreign Minister Ali 
Akbar Velayati, and Iran’s then-Minister of 
Security and Intelligence Ali Fallahijan; 

Whereas, on October 25, 2006, the State 
Prosecutor of Argentina stated that the Gov-
ernment of Iran uses ‘‘terrorism as a mecha-
nism of its foreign policy’’ in support of ‘‘its 
final aim [which] is to export its radicalized 
vision of Islam and to eliminate the enemies 
of the regime’’; 

Whereas, on October 25, 2006, the State 
Prosecutor of Argentina identified Ibrahim 
Hussein Berro, a Lebanese citizen and mem-
ber of Hezbollah, as the suicide bomber who 
primarily carried out the attack on the 
AMIA; 

Whereas, on November 9, 2006, Argentine 
Judge Rodolfo Canicoba Corral, pursuant to 
the request of the State Prosecutor of Argen-
tina, issued an arrest warrant for Ali Akbar 
Hashemi Rafsanjani, a former leader of Iran 
and the current chairman of Iran’s Assembly 
of Experts and of Iran’s Expediency Council, 
for his involvement in the AMIA bombing 
and urged the International Criminal Police 
Organization (INTERPOL) to issue an inter-
national arrest warrant for Rafsanjani and 
detain him; 

Whereas, on November 9, 2006, Argentine 
Judge Rodolfo Canicoba Corral, pursuant to 
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the request of the State Prosecutor of Argen-
tina, also issued arrest warrants for Ali 
Fallahijan, a former Iranian Minister of Se-
curity and Intelligence, Ali Akbar Velayati, 
a former Iranian Foreign Minister, Mohsen 
Rezaei, a former commander of Iran’s Is-
lamic Revolutionary Guards Corps (IRGC), 
Ahmad Vahidi, a former commander of the 
elite Al-Quds Force of the IRGC, Hadi 
Soleimanpour, a former Iranian ambassador 
to Argentina, Mohsen Rabbani, a former cul-
tural attaché at the Iranian Embassy in Bue-
nos Aires, Ahmad Reza Asghari, a former of-
ficial at the Iranian Embassy in Buenos 
Aires, and Imad Moughnieh, a leading oper-
ations chief of Hezbollah; 

Whereas, on March 5, 2007, the Executive 
Committee of INTERPOL unanimously sup-
ported the issuance of Red Notices for 
Hezbollah operative Imad Moughnieh and for 
Iranian officials Ali Fallahijan, Mohsen 
Rezaei, Ahmad Vahidi, Mohsen Rabbani, and 
Ahmad Reza Asgari, thereby allowing arrest 
warrants for those individuals to be cir-
culated worldwide with an eye to their arrest 
and extradition; 

Whereas, on November 7, 2007, the General 
Assembly of INTERPOL upheld the Execu-
tive Committee’s decision to support the 
issuance of six Red Notices in connection to 
the AMIA case; 

Whereas, on February 12, 2008, Hezbollah 
operative Imad Moughnieh reportedly was 
killed in Syria; 

Whereas in June of 2008, the Government of 
Saudi Arabia hosted an international Mus-
lim conference that was reportedly attended 
by Iranian officials Ali Akbar Hashemi 
Rafsanjani, against whom an Argentine ar-
rest warrant has been issued, and Mohsen 
Rezaei, against whom both an Argentine ar-
rest warrant and INTERPOL Red Notice 
have been issued; 

Whereas the Government of Saudi Arabia 
reportedly made no attempt to detain or ar-
rest Ali Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani or 
Mohsen Rezaei during their time in Saudi 
Arabia, and the two departed Saudi Arabia 
without incident; 

Whereas, on May 22, 2008, Argentine pros-
ecutor Alberto Nisman filed a request with 
Argentine Judge Ariel Lijo for the arrest of 
Carlos Saul Menem, who was president of Ar-
gentina at the time of the AMIA bombing, 
and four other former Argentine high offi-
cials in connection with the AMIA case; 

Whereas Mr. Nisman claimed in his request 
for an arrest warrant that Menem and the 
other four officials had attempted to cover 
up the involvement of a Syrian-Argentine 
businessman, Alberto Jacinto Kanoore Edul, 
in the AMIA bombing; 

Whereas Argentine investigators have stat-
ed that prior to the AMIA bombing, Mr. 
Kanoore Edul was in contact with at least 
two men who have been identified as sus-
pects in the AMIA case; 

Whereas Mr. Nisman stated in an article 
published on May 29, 2008, that his request 
for arrest warrants against Argentine na-
tionals in the AMIA case ‘‘does absolutely 
not change the accusations against 
Hezbollah and Iran . . . To a certain degree, 
it reinforces them, because [suspect Alberto 
Jacinto] Kanoore Edul has many links with 
Islamist extremists’’; 

Whereas, on December 16, 2008, at the 
AMIA Special Prosecutor’s request, the pre-
siding Argentine judge in a civil suit against 
the Iranian suspects and Hezbollah ordered 
the attachment of six commercial properties 
in Argentina allegedly owned by former Iran 
cultural attaché and named suspect Mohsen 
Rabbani; 

Whereas in December of 2008, the judge 
also requested that select European govern-
ments freeze up to $1 million in bank ac-
counts allegedly belonging to former Iranian 

leader Ali Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani and an-
other Iranian accused of involvement in the 
attacks; 

Whereas between October of 2008 and 
March of 2009, nearly a dozen Iranian prop-
erties have reportedly been seized in the 
Buenos Aires area in connection with a civil 
suit presented by an unnamed survivor of the 
AMIA bombing; 

Whereas in May of 2009, former IRGC com-
mander Mohsen Rezaei, against whom both 
an Argentine arrest warrant and an 
INTERPOL Red Notice have been issued, an-
nounced his intention to seek the leadership 
of Iran; 

Whereas in May 2009, Argentina issued an 
international arrest warrant for Samuel 
Salman El Reda, a Colombian citizen of Leb-
anese descent who Argentine prosecutor 
Alberto Nisman believes was the top local 
connection in the AMIA attack; 

Whereas Mr. Nisman believes El Reda had 
connections to Hezbollah and the Tri-Border 
area, a zone between Argentina, Paraguay, 
and Brazil suspected of being a haven for Is-
lamic radical groups; 

Whereas during the past several years, the 
Government of Argentina has made signifi-
cant advances in the AMIA investigation and 
other counter-terrorism efforts; 

Whereas the issuance of an Argentine ar-
rest warrant for an attaché of the Iranian 
Embassy in Argentina in connection with 
the AMIA case, indicates that Iran has used 
its embassies abroad as tools and extensions 
of radical Islamist goals and attacks; 

Whereas according to news reports pub-
lished in June of 2008, intelligence agencies 
in the United States and Canada have 
warned of significant evidence that 
Hezbollah, with the support of the Govern-
ment of Iran, plans to launch a major attack 
against ‘‘Jewish targets’’ outside the Middle 
East, and that possible targeted areas in-
clude Canada and Latin America; 

Whereas, on January 27, 2009, Secretary of 
Defense Robert Gates said, ‘‘I’m concerned 
about the level of . . . subversive activity 
that the Iranians are carrying on in a num-
ber of places in Latin America . . . They’re 
opening a lot of offices and a lot of fronts, 
behind which they interfere in what is going 
on in some of these countries.’’; and 

Whereas, on March 17, 2009, Navy Admiral 
James Stavridis, Commander, United States 
Southern Command, indicated that he 
shared Secretary Gates’s concern, explaining 
‘‘We have seen . . . an increase in a wide 
level of activity by the Iranian government 
in this region . . . That is a concern prin-
cipally because of the connections between 
the government of Iran, which is a state 
sponsor of terrorism, and Hezbollah’’: Now, 
therefore, be it 

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

(1) reiterates its strongest condemnation of 
the 1994 attack on the Argentine Jewish Mu-
tual Association (AMIA) Jewish Community 
Center in Buenos Aires, Argentina, honors 
the victims of this attack, and expresses its 
sympathy to the relatives of the victims; 

(2) applauds the Government of Argentina 
for its ongoing efforts in the AMIA bombing 
investigation; 

(3) urges the Government of Argentina to 
continue to dedicate and provide the re-
sources necessary for its judicial system and 
intelligence agencies to investigate all areas 
of the AMIA case and to prosecute those re-
sponsible; 

(4) expresses grave concern regarding the 
Government of Saudi Arabia’s failure, when 
given the opportunity, to detain Iranian offi-
cials against whom Argentine arrest war-
rants or INTERPOL Red Notices are pending 
in connection with the AMIA case; 

(5) urges all responsible nations to cooper-
ate fully with the AMIA investigation, in-
cluding by making information, witnesses, 
and suspects available for review and ques-
tioning by the appropriate Argentine au-
thorities, and by detaining and extraditing 
to Argentina, if given the opportunity, any 
persons against whom Argentine arrest war-
rants or INTERPOL Red Notices are pending 
in connection with the AMIA case, including 
Iranian officials and former officials, 
Hezbollah operatives, and Islamist militants; 

(6) encourages the President to direct 
United States law enforcement agencies to 
provide support and cooperation to the Gov-
ernment of Argentina, if requested, for the 
purposes of deepening and expanding the in-
vestigation into the AMIA bombing; and 

(7) urges governments in the Western 
Hemisphere, who have not done so already, 
to draft, adopt, and implement legislation 
designating Hezbollah as a terrorist organi-
zation, banning fundraising and recruitment 
activities, and applying the harshest pen-
alties on those providing support for activi-
ties involving Hezbollah and other such ex-
tremist groups. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BERMAN 
Mr. BERMAN. I have an amendment 

at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BERMAN: 
Amend the preamble to read as follows: 
Whereas, on July 18, 1994, 85 people were 

killed and 300 were wounded when the Argen-
tine Jewish Mutual Association (AMIA) was 
bombed in Buenos Aires, Argentina; 

Whereas extensive evidence links the plan-
ning of the attacks to the Government of 
Iran, and the execution of the attacks to 
Hezbollah, which is based in Lebanon, sup-
ported by Syria, sponsored by Iran, and des-
ignated by the Department of State as a For-
eign Terrorist Organization; 

Whereas, on October 25, 2006, the State 
Prosecutor of Argentina, an office created by 
the Government of Argentina, concluded 
that the AMIA bombing was ‘‘decided and or-
ganized by the highest leaders of the former 
government of . . . Iran, whom, at the same 
time, entrusted its execution to the Leba-
nese terrorist group Hezbollah’’; 

Whereas, on October 25, 2006, the State 
Prosecutor of Argentina concluded that the 
AMIA bombing had been approved in advance 
by Iran’s Supreme Leader Ali Khamene’i, 
Iran’s then-leader Ali Akbar Hashemi 
Rafsanjani, Iran’s then-Foreign Minister Ali 
Akbar Velayati, and Iran’s then-Minister of 
Security and Intelligence Ali Fallahijan; 

Whereas, on October 25, 2006, the State 
Prosecutor of Argentina stated that the Gov-
ernment of Iran uses ‘‘terrorism as a mecha-
nism of its foreign policy’’ in support of ‘‘its 
final aim [which] is to export its radicalized 
vision of Islam and to eliminate the enemies 
of the regime’’; 

Whereas, on October 25, 2006, the State 
Prosecutor of Argentina identified Ibrahim 
Hussein Berro, a Lebanese citizen and mem-
ber of Hezbollah, as the suicide bomber who 
primarily carried out the attack on the 
AMIA; 

Whereas, on November 9, 2006, Argentine 
Judge Rodolfo Canicoba Corral, pursuant to 
the request of the State Prosecutor of Argen-
tina, issued an arrest warrant for Ali Akbar 
Hashemi Rafsanjani, a former leader of Iran 
and the current chairman of Iran’s Assembly 
of Experts and of Iran’s Expediency Council, 
for his involvement in the AMIA bombing 
and urged the International Criminal Police 
Organization (INTERPOL) to issue an inter-
national arrest warrant for Rafsanjani and 
detain him; 
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Whereas, on November 9, 2006, Argentine 

Judge Rodolfo Canicoba Corral, pursuant to 
the request of the State Prosecutor of Argen-
tina, also issued arrest warrants for Ali 
Fallahijan, a former Iranian Minister of Se-
curity and Intelligence, Ali Akbar Velayati, 
a former Iranian Foreign Minister, Mohsen 
Rezaei, a former commander of Iran’s Is-
lamic Revolutionary Guards Corps (IRGC), 
Ahmad Vahidi, a former commander of the 
elite Al-Quds Force of the IRGC, Hadi 
Soleimanpour, a former Iranian ambassador 
to Argentina, Mohsen Rabbani, a former cul-
tural attaché at the Iranian Embassy in Bue-
nos Aires, Ahmad Reza Asghari, a former of-
ficial at the Iranian Embassy in Buenos 
Aires, and Imad Moughnieh, a leading oper-
ations chief of Hezbollah; 

Whereas, on March 5, 2007, the Executive 
Committee of INTERPOL unanimously sup-
ported the issuance of Red Notices for 
Hezbollah operative Imad Moughnieh and for 
Iranian officials Ali Fallahijan, Mohsen 
Rezaei, Ahmad Vahidi, Mohsen Rabbani, and 
Ahmad Reza Asgari, thereby allowing arrest 
warrants for those individuals to be cir-
culated worldwide with an eye to their arrest 
and extradition; 

Whereas, on November 7, 2007, the General 
Assembly of INTERPOL upheld the Execu-
tive Committee’s decision to support the 
issuance of six Red Notices in connection to 
the AMIA case; 

Whereas, on February 12, 2008, Hezbollah 
operative Imad Moughnieh reportedly was 
killed in Syria; 

Whereas in June of 2008, the Government of 
Saudi Arabia hosted an international Mus-
lim conference that was reportedly attended 
by Iranian officials Ali Akbar Hashemi 
Rafsanjani, against whom an Argentine ar-
rest warrant has been issued, and Mohsen 
Rezaei, against whom both an Argentine ar-
rest warrant and INTERPOL Red Notice 
have been issued; 

Whereas the Government of Saudi Arabia 
reportedly made no attempt to detain or ar-
rest Ali Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani or 
Mohsen Rezaei during their time in Saudi 
Arabia, and the two departed Saudi Arabia 
without incident; 

Whereas, on May 22, 2008, Argentine pros-
ecutor Alberto Nisman filed a request with 
Argentine Judge Ariel Lijo for the arrest of 
Carlos Saul Menem, who was president of Ar-
gentina at the time of the AMIA bombing, 
and four other former Argentine high offi-
cials in connection with the AMIA case; 

Whereas Mr. Nisman claimed in his request 
for an arrest warrant that Menem and the 
other four officials had attempted to cover 
up the involvement of a Syrian-Argentine 
businessman, Alberto Jacinto Kanoore Edul, 
in the AMIA bombing; 

Whereas Argentine investigators have stat-
ed that prior to the AMIA bombing, Mr. 
Kanoore Edul was in contact with at least 
two men who have been identified as sus-
pects in the AMIA case; 

Whereas, on December 16, 2008, at the 
AMIA Special Prosecutor’s request, the pre-
siding Argentine judge in a civil suit against 
the Iranian suspects and Hezbollah ordered 
the attachment of six commercial properties 
in Argentina allegedly owned by former Iran 
cultural attaché and named suspect Mohsen 
Rabbani; 

Whereas in December of 2008, the judge 
also requested that select European govern-
ments freeze up to $1 million in bank ac-
counts allegedly belonging to former Iranian 
leader Ali Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani and an-
other Iranian accused of involvement in the 
attacks; 

Whereas between October of 2008 and 
March of 2009, nearly a dozen Iranian prop-
erties have reportedly been seized in the 
Buenos Aires area in connection with a civil 

suit presented by an unnamed survivor of the 
AMIA bombing; 

Whereas in May of 2009, former IRGC com-
mander Mohsen Rezaei, against whom both 
an Argentine arrest warrant and an 
INTERPOL Red Notice have been issued, an-
nounced his intention to seek the leadership 
of Iran; 

Whereas in May 2009, Argentina issued an 
international arrest warrant for Samuel 
Salman El Reda, a Colombian citizen of Leb-
anese descent who Argentine prosecutor 
Alberto Nisman believes was the top local 
connection in the AMIA attack; 

Whereas Mr. Nisman believes El Reda had 
connections to Hezbollah and the Tri-Border 
area, a zone between Argentina, Paraguay, 
and Brazil suspected of being a haven for Is-
lamic radical groups; 

Whereas during the past several years, the 
Government of Argentina has made signifi-
cant advances in the AMIA investigation and 
other counter-terrorism efforts; 

Whereas the issuance of an Argentine ar-
rest warrant for an attaché of the Iranian 
Embassy in Argentina in connection with 
the AMIA case, indicates that Iran has used 
its embassies abroad as tools and extensions 
of radical Islamist goals and attacks; 

Whereas, on January 27, 2009, Secretary of 
Defense Robert Gates said, ‘‘I’m concerned 
about the level of . . . subversive activity 
that the Iranians are carrying on in a num-
ber of places in Latin America . . . They’re 
opening a lot of offices and a lot of fronts, 
behind which they interfere in what is going 
on in some of these countries.’’; and 

Whereas, on March 17, 2009, Navy Admiral 
James Stavridis, Commander, United States 
Southern Command, indicated that he 
shared Secretary Gates’s concern, explaining 
‘‘We have seen . . . an increase in a wide 
level of activity by the Iranian government 
in this region . . . That is a concern prin-
cipally because of the connections between 
the government of Iran, which is a state 
sponsor of terrorism, and Hezbollah’’: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Mr. BERMAN (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the amendment be 
dispensed with. 

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

There was no objection. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution, as amend-

ed, was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

PERMITTING OFFICIAL PHOTO-
GRAPHS OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES TO BE TAKEN 
WHILE THE HOUSE IS IN ACTUAL 
SESSION ON A DATE DES-
IGNATED BY THE SPEAKER 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I send to the desk a resolution and 
ask unanimous consent for its imme-
diate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 658 
Resolved, That on such date as the Speaker 

of the House of Representatives may des-
ignate, official photographs of the House 
may be taken while the House is in actual 
session. Payment for the costs associated 
with taking, preparing, and distributing such 
photographs may be made from the applica-
ble accounts of the House of Representatives. 

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

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

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

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Maryland, the mi-
nority leader, for the purpose of an-
nouncing next week’s schedule. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the House 
will meet at 12:30 p.m. for morning- 
hour debate and 2 p.m. for legislative 
business, with votes postponed until 
6:30 p.m. On Tuesday, the House will 
meet at 10:30 a.m. for morning-hour de-
bate and noon for legislative business. 
On Wednesday and Thursday, the 
House will meet at 10 a.m. On Friday, 
the House will meet at 9 a.m. for legis-
lative business. 

We will consider several bills under 
suspension of the rules. The complete 
list, Mr. Speaker, will be, as usual, dis-
closed by the end of business today. 

In addition, we will consider H.R. 
2920, the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act 
of 2009; the 2010 Transportation, Hous-
ing, and Urban Development Appro-
priations Act; the 2010 Labor, Health 
and Human Services, and Education 
Appropriations Act; and possibly the 
Food Safety Enforcement Act of 2009. 

In addition, Members ought to be ad-
vised that on Tuesday, July 21, we will 
take the official photograph for the 
111th Congress. We don’t have a time 
on that, but we will try to give Mem-
bers time for that as soon as possible. 
I imagine it will be sometime after the 
first votes. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
ask the gentleman if he could give me 
some indication of the progress on the 
offer of compromise to move forward 
on appropriations bills to get us back 
closer to what has been the precedent 
of this House in terms of open rules in 
consideration of expending taxpayer 
moneys. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for the question. 

As the gentleman knows—he and I 
discussed this issue—it’s my under-
standing that Mr. BOEHNER and the 
Speaker are having ongoing discussions 
with respect to that. I know the Speak-
er is having ongoing discussions with 
the committee as well. Hopefully, 
whatever happens between Mr. 
BOEHNER and the Speaker will be dis-
closed to you as well as to me. 

Mr. CANTOR. I would note, as we are 
almost nearing the end of the July ses-
sion and with three appropriations bills 
left, there is yet limited opportunity, 
but still some, and the minority stands 
ready and willing to work with the 
gentleman, with him and his desire, as 
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is mine, to return to an open process in 
appropriations rules. 

b 1500 

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman will 
yield just briefly. 

Mr. CANTOR. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. HOYER. I want to say to the gen-
tleman that I want to continue to work 
with him towards—whether it’s on 
these appropriations bills or other 
bills—so that we can try to effect a de-
gree of comity that I know both you 
and I would like to reach. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
for that. I would ask the gentleman if 
he could give us some sense of where 
we are in terms of the health care re-
form bill working its way through the 
committee process right now. As the 
gentleman knows, I’m on the Ways and 
Means Committee; and we completed 
our markup on the bill last night or in 
the early hours this morning. The 
other two committees I know are hard 
at work in terms of delivering their 
products. But I did note that the gen-
tleman was reported as having said in 
the press—I believe it was this morning 
in his response to a question about the 
Congressional Budget Office’s com-
mentary and analysis of the health 
care proposal. Mr. Speaker, if I could 
loosely paraphrase the gentleman’s re-
marks, I believe he said, We need to go 
back to the drawing board as far as the 
scoring of the bill is concerned. I would 
like to inquire about what the gen-
tleman had in mind as far as that’s 
concerned. 

Mr. HOYER. As you know, the Presi-
dent, the Speaker and I and others 
have indicated that we expect this bill 
to be fully paid for. Obviously scoring 
will be the litmus test by which we de-
termine whether it is paid for. When 
Mr. Elmendorf made the statement be-
fore the Budget Committee in the Sen-
ate, he was speaking more of the bend-
ing of the curve, which is going to be 
longer term than whether or not we de-
termine whether the bill is paid for. 
But in my view, we need to do both. Of 
course the bill he was talking about 
was the Senate bill. The House bill has 
not yet been fully scored. But if, in 
fact, that score shows that it is not 
fully paid for, what I meant by ‘‘going 
back to the drawing board,’’ we will 
then have to assess how we can get the 
bill to a place where it is scored as a 
fully-paid-for bill, consistent with 
PAYGO. That’s our pledge. That’s my 
intent, that’s the Speaker’s intent, and 
we will work towards that objective. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
I know the gentleman does share all of 
our concerns as well as, I’m sure, the 
President’s concern that we actually 
do something to bring down health 
care costs while at the same time pre-
serving the quality of care that the 
Americans who do have health care 
coverage right now receive. I would 
like to ask the gentleman, Mr. Speak-
er, does he expect the House and the 
American public to have 72 hours to 

read the entire bill once the committee 
process has concluded and prior to the 
bill’s coming to the floor for a vote? 

Mr. HOYER. I would think the Mem-
bers and the public would have more 
than 72 hours to read the bill. Now ob-
viously there may well be changes as it 
moves along. I served in the State leg-
islature. I’m not sure if the gentleman 
served in the State legislature. 

Mr. CANTOR. Yes, I did. 
Mr. HOYER. In our State legislature, 

the process was a little different. You 
got the bills on your desk, and the 
amendments were either highlighted or 
in italics or underlined, depending 
upon what the stage of consideration of 
the bills was so that Members could 
well have read the bills before they got 
there weeks ahead of time and then see 
what amendments are made in the bills 
as it went through second reader and 
third reader. We have that here, but 
it’s not as transparent a process be-
cause it’s a much more quick process 
as we go from the second to third read-
er. 

The fact is that I think, as I said, 
Members and the public have now got 
the draft of the bill, as introduced. The 
gentleman referenced that the Ways 
and Means Committee, a committee on 
which he serves, completed its work I 
think about 2 a.m. this morning. Edu-
cation and Labor completed its work at 
6 a.m. this morning. Energy and Com-
merce, which has a greater portion of 
the bill, will probably complete its por-
tion of the markup, we hope, on 
Wednesday of next week. They’ll be 
marking it up on Monday, Tuesday and 
Wednesday. We expect there to be a 
substantial number of amendments of-
fered. I don’t know how many will be 
adopted or what changes will be made 
to the bill. 

The point I want to make, therefore, 
is that when we say that this bill, how-
ever many pages it is, 500, 1,000, 1,500 
pages, however long it is, essentially 
most of that bill is ready for review as 
we speak. There will be changes. There 
will be amendments as the process goes 
forward. But the public really ought to 
have an understanding, as I’m sure you 
would want them to have, that the bill 
is largely on the table now so that 
what you’re really going to be giving 
notice of is amendments as they occur, 
which are much shorter and will be 
able to be read much more quickly. 

Now having said that, the gentleman 
mentioned 72 hours. I certainly have 
indicated that we’re going to have it in 
place, as a final draft, 48 hours in place. 
That’s our intent. That’s what I intend 
to do. That’s why the committees have 
worked so hard this week and why the 
Energy and Commerce Committee is 
going to be working so hard and is hop-
ing to complete its work by Wednesday 
so that we will not be considering the 
bill itself until at least a week after 
that. So my expectation is that there 
will be substantial time available for 
review of the bill. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
for that. I know the gentleman shares 

my concern with the reality that took 
place around the stimulus bill and 
around the 300-some-odd page amend-
ment to the cap-and-trade bill that was 
rushed to the floor, having come out of 
the Rules Committee with an extensive 
manager’s amendment without the 
ability for anyone in this House to read 
the manager’s amendment and the bill 
in its entirety. I do think—and I think 
the gentleman would agree with me— 
that it is in the interest of the Amer-
ican public, and it is their right to 
know that we do give adequate time for 
the Members to read the bill as well as 
for the American public. 

Mr. HOYER. There has been much 
talk about the 300-page amendment. 
And very frankly, I think that process 
was not one which was optimal. I 
would prefer not to repeat that process. 
Obviously we were driven by the fact 
that we were at the end of the session. 
We wanted to complete the bill so that 
people would have an opportunity, as 
we moved forward, to have plenty of 
time to work on the health care bill, 
which we knew was coming. But I must 
say that about half of that manager’s 
amendment was the so-called GREEN 
Act which had been introduced lit-
erally I think months before but cer-
tainly weeks before and was available 
for review. 

But the gentleman has a good point. 
I want him to know that the Speaker 
and I both are committed to making 
sure that we have at least a couple of 
days—we think it will be more—but a 
minimum of 2 days, a full 2 days to re-
view both the bill and any amendments 
that might be attached to a manager’s 
amendment. Obviously that may not be 
the case. Other amendments might be 
offered on the floor. 

Mr. CANTOR. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman for that commitment. 

Mr. Speaker, I will then turn to the 
issue surrounding the stimulus debate 
and really a related issue to what the 
gentleman had referred to as far as the 
scoring on the health care bill and that 
is the continuing concern over the ex-
ploding debt and what we are doing in 
this Congress and the impact that ex-
panding the debt load of this country 
will have on America’s families. I do 
know the gentleman has indicated a 
notice for a PAYGO bill for next week. 
I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether this bill will be identical to 
that which has been introduced by the 
members of the Blue Dog Coalition. I 
think the chief sponsor on that bill 
might be the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. HILL). 

Mr. HOYER. I was a cosponsor of 
that. As a matter of fact, I introduced 
the bill. Mr. HILL was a sponsor, along 
with a number of others. Your col-
league from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) was a 
cosponsor of that bill, Mr. MILLER from 
California was a cosponsor of that bill 
and Mr. WELCH from Vermont was also 
a cosponsor. So it is a pretty broad 
spectrum of our membership, indi-
cating that there is a real commitment 
to paying as you go. We believe that’s 
an important principle. 
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As I’m sure the gentleman knows, 

PAYGO was first adopted in 1990 as a 
result of a conference that was held out 
at Andrews Air Force Base. Mr. 
Darman was representing President 
Bush. He was then the head of OMB, 
and there was a bipartisan agreement 
to adopt the statutory PAYGO. In fact, 
we did that. In 1997 Mr. Gingrich and 
Mr. Clinton entered into an agreement 
on statutory PAYGO that we passed in 
a bipartisan way in 1997. When it was 
to be reauthorized in 2002 and 2003, it 
was allowed to lapse. I think that was 
unfortunate. My premise is it was al-
lowed to lapse because making the tax 
cuts that you wanted to propose in ’03; 
and indeed in ’01—you waived it in ’01— 
would have been impossible, from your 
perspective, to pay for those cuts. So 
statutory PAYGO did not apply over 
the last 6 years. I think that, to some 
degree, has led us to the deficits. 

Of course in the last administration 
Vice President Cheney made the obser-
vation that Ronald Reagan had taught 
us that deficits don’t matter. I think 
the Vice President’s observation was 
certainly not right in terms of that 
Ronald Reagan taught us that deficits 
don’t matter; but Ronald Reagan cer-
tainly taught us that deficits add up 
and create large debt. As you know I 
like to say so often, we went from a 
$5.6 trillion surplus in January of 2001, 
which President Bush observed was the 
estimate in March of ’01, to what is 
now an $11 trillion debt. Unfortunately 
because of the status of the economy, 
we’ve added to that. I believe, and I 
think my colleagues believe, that this 
is a critical problem that we have to 
address. And I know you agree with 
that as well. We believe that this is one 
way to do so. It was helpful in 1990 
when it was adopted in a bipartisan 
way. It was helpful in 1997 when it was 
adopted in a bipartisan way. I am very 
hopeful that it can be adopted in a bi-
partisan way this coming week. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
Without delving into a rehash, perhaps, 
of past fiscal practices or whether Vice 
President Cheney’s remarks may have 
been taken out of context, I would ask 
the gentleman again, is the bill that 
will be brought to the floor identical to 
that which he indicates he signed on to 
and that which is being sponsored by 
the chief sponsor, the gentleman from 
Indiana? 

Mr. HOYER. I know exactly what it 
is. It’s not identical. There have been 
some changes which will be included in 
a manager’s amendment. I will make 
sure that that manager’s amendment is 
available no later than Monday. Essen-
tially what it does is it ensures that it 
is consistent with the PAYGO rule that 
we have here in the House and it does 
somewhat modify it as to the tax cuts 
that will be effected, that will mirror 
the budget that was adopted by this 
House earlier this year. It also directs 
that CBO scoring be controlling so that 
we have a neutral arbiter, not an ad-
ministration, whether it’s a Demo-
cratic or Republican arbiter, as to 

what the costs are. Those are the 
major changes that I think make it 
more consistent with what the House’s 
position has been in the past. 

Mr. CANTOR. I will just end my com-
ments by indicating that I have read 
some reports which say—perhaps inac-
curately reported or not—that the bill 
that you expect to come to the floor 
will not include the discretionary 
spending cap. The cap certainly would 
be a necessary thing to limit the dou-
ble-digit increases that we’re seeing in 
spending this Congress and the appro-
priations bills that have been coming 
to the floor. So I will indicate to the 
gentleman that we certainly will be 
supportive of those types of common-
sense spending caps. 

Mr. HOYER. That’s very interesting. 
They weren’t in in 1990, they weren’t in 
in 1997, and they weren’t in in any pro-
posal you’ve made to date. 

Mr. CANTOR. The gentleman knows 
we are in extraordinary economic 
times, and we have got tremendous job 
loss, and we’ve got a debt burden that 
continues to amass that may very well 
impact the ability for an investment- 
led recovery. 

b 1515 

I would indicate to the gentleman we 
stand ready to work with him in trying 
to return to some sense of fiscal sanity 
in this body. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman very much. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JULY 
20, 2009 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Monday next for 
morning-hour debate, and further, Mr. 
Speaker, when the House adjourns on 
that day, it adjourn to meet at 10:30 
a.m. on Tuesday, July 21, 2009, for 
morning-hour debate. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

CORRECTING ENGROSSMENT OF H. 
RES. 469 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that in the engross-
ment of House Resolution 469, the 
Clerk be directed to strike the words 
‘‘born and’’ from the first whereas 
clause on page 1. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

A NEW AMERICAN TRAGEDY 

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, there have been some real tragedies 

because of the way the economy, in 
general, has been handled and how the 
automobile industry, in particular, has 
been handled. 

I received a letter from a lady named 
Jane Denney from Wabash, Indiana, in 
my district. She talks about how her 
family has owned an automobile deal-
ership for the last 75 years. Her hus-
band was the head of all the mechan-
ical work there. He was a service man-
ager. And General Motors was sending 
all kinds of equipment there and all 
kinds of supplies, urging and almost 
mandating that they buy that. They 
also mandated that they consider buy-
ing a Pontiac dealership there, which 
they did buy. 

Then, after they bought the Pontiac 
dealership and bought all this equip-
ment, General Motors contacted them 
and said they were going to do away 
with their dealership, and they did not 
indicate in any way that they would 
make restitution for the expenses that 
these people had to bear. They owe 
money for the dealership. They owe 
money for the supplies. They owe 
money for all of this, and the rug has 
just been jerked out from under them. 

That is an American tragedy, some-
thing that should not happen. And the 
way this government and this adminis-
tration has handled this and the way 
the auto companies have handled this 
is a real tragedy. 

Dear Mr. Burton: Thank you for speaking 
out for the auto dealerships today. My hus-
band’s family recently were told they would 
be closing after 75 years. My husband is the 
service manager and GM keeps sending him 
essential tools which he must pay for and 
cannot send back for new cars they will not 
send him. They have parts they had to stock 
but GM won’t buy back. In recent years they 
bought the local Pontiac dealership because 
GM wanted they to. Now they owe for it and 
won’t be paid by GM for the franchise. I am 
a teacher and also feel the ISTA was treated 
unfairly. I cannot believe this is happening 
in the USA. I am glad I voted for you and ap-
preciate your speaking out for us. I feel so 
powerless again all that is happening. God 
bless you. 

f 

A CASE FOR THE HIPPOCRATIC 
OATH FOR CONGRESSMEN 

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

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, the 
economy is in a tough situation, 9.5- 
plus percent unemployment, 14.7 mil-
lion people are unemployed. Actually, 
the number is higher than that. 

Since January, 1.9 million fore-
closures have occurred. People are los-
ing their homes. Foreclosures are up 9 
percent since this President took of-
fice. 

And today we take up the welfare for 
wild horses. That’s right. We are going 
to spend $700 million for wild horses’ 
habitat. But how about the habitat for 
Americans? We have got the health 
care effort to socialize medicine. And 
do you know who gets hurt? The sen-
iors get hurt. We owe them so much 
better. 
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We got the bailout. Goldman Sachs 

had record profits the second quarter. 
Well, isn’t that special? It looks like 
Geithner is wrong. If it is good for 
Goldman Sachs, it is not good for the 
country. 

We owe the American people better 
than what we are giving them. We 
should take a pledge like doctors and 
do no harm. We are doing too much 
harm. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WEXLER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members may have 5 leg-
islative days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on H. Con. Res. 156. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

PROBLEMS WITH UNIVERSAL 
HEALTH CARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I want my 
colleagues, Mr. Speaker, to listen to 
what happens when you have socialized 
medicine. This is a Canadian story I’m 
going to tell you about. In fact, there 
is more than one. 

This is from Shona Holmes. She is a 
Canadian. She says that after suffering 
from crushing headaches and vision 
problems, she was diagnosed with a 
brain tumor 4 years ago. She was told 
if it wasn’t removed, she could go blind 
or even die. 

American doctors at the Mayo Clinic 
said to me, you have a brain tumor 
pressing on your optic chasm, and it 
needs to come out immediately. 
Holmes was told by her doctor in Can-
ada that she had to wait 4 months be-
fore she could see an endocrinologist 
and 6 months for a neurologist. 

She is a Canadian, and she says that 
the doctors at the Mayo Clinic where 
she turned to got to her right away be-
cause they couldn’t get to her fast 
enough in Canada. She ended up having 
to pay about $100,000 because they 
couldn’t take care of the problem in 
Canada, as that health care system was 
supposed to do. She and her husband 
were forced to put a second mortgage 
on their home and borrow money from 
family and friends. 

Here is another story: a prime exam-
ple is the Kingston General Hospital in 
Ontario where they have staggering 
delays. Senator MCCONNELL in the 
other body claims that on average 

there is a 340-day wait for knee replace-
ments and a 196-day wait for hip re-
placements. The chief of staff of that 
hospital says, In our Canada health 
care system, we are looking at what we 
have to do to prioritize patients. They 
are on somebody’s waiting list if they 
have a problem. They have to wait. 

Another Canadian, Rick Hession, has 
a heart condition that could cause a 
stroke. But he has a 3-month or more 
wait for an operation to correct it. 

Socialized medicine, government- 
controlled health care, does not work. 
It costs a lot of money, you have to 
wait, and they ration care. This is the 
program that the Democrats are prom-
ising. And all of these white areas are 
new agencies of government that 
you’re going to have to go through to 
get your health care. 

It is going to cost between $1 trillion 
and $3 trillion over the next decade. 
That is money we don’t have, money 
we are going to have to print or bor-
row. It is going to cause inflation. 

So we not only have a health care 
problem we are going to create that 
will be much worse than anything we 
face today, something that is going to 
be equivalent to what they are doing in 
Canada and England, which does not 
provide care for those people, but it ra-
tions care and it costs through the 
nose. 

The American people need to know 
these facts. And my colleagues on the 
Democrat side are trying to rush this 
through before the August recess so 
the American people won’t know what 
all this means. I think it is a tragedy. 
We need more time so the American 
people can realize what they are going 
to have to experience if we get a social-
ized, Canadian-style health care pro-
gram. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

COMPREHENSIVE HEALTH CARE 
REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. WEXLER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of the House Demo-
cratic health care reform proposal. The 
United States currently spends per cap-
ita almost double the money on health 
care as any other industrialized nation 
on Earth. 

Despite all of this spending, 45 mil-
lion Americans languish without 
health care coverage. Every day, 850 
Floridians and 14,000 Americans are 
added to the ranks of the uninsured. 
Since 2007, the number of Floridians 
without coverage has grown by 15 per-
cent. Those who do have coverage face 

skyrocketing premiums, co-pays and 
fees. 

In recent years, the average premium 
paid by a family in Florida has spiked 
by $1,400. If we continue down this 
path, by 2017, health care spending will 
consume 20 percent of our Nation’s 
gross domestic product. 

The staggering cost of health care in 
America is simply unsustainable. Busi-
nesses cannot compete, and millions of 
Americans go without care or receive 
care in emergency rooms and hospitals 
that taxpayers pay for. 

For 60 years, Americans have de-
manded health care reform; and for 60 
years, Congress has failed to deliver on 
this most basic need. With President 
Obama in the White House, the time 
for reform has come. We must not let 
the opportunity to achieve comprehen-
sive health care reform pass us by. This 
legislation will finally provide quality 
and affordable coverage to every Amer-
ican. 

This proposal will deliver all of the 
following: a guarantee of no insurance 
denials for preexisting conditions; a re-
duction in the doughnut hole in Medi-
care part D to help seniors afford pre-
scription drugs; a cap on out-of-pocket 
expenses so families will not have to go 
into bankruptcy as a result of medical 
emergencies; and, finally, a robust pub-
lic option that will drive costs down by 
competing with private plans. 

The skyrocketing cost of health care 
poses a systemic risk to our economy. 
The health care reform package with a 
strong public option is a much better 
deal for the American people than this 
unsustainable status quo. 

We are on the verge of finally bring-
ing health care costs under control and 
improving the long-term economic 
health of our country. Shame on us if 
we lack the courage to seize this his-
toric opportunity. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

NATIVE AMERICAN INDIANS’ 
HEALTH CARE: GOVERNMENT 
MEDICAL MALPRACTICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
Federal Government has been running 
a universal nationalized health care 
system in the United States for over 
100 years. Just ask those folks that live 
on Indian reservations. 

Socialized medicine doesn’t work, 
and America has already proved it by 
the way it has mistreated Native 
American Indians. They are treated 
under the Indian Health Services Pro-
gram, a universal government-run 
health care system for Indians. 
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There are long waiting lines for serv-

ice, doctors are scarce, the quality of 
medical care is poor, it costs too much, 
and it results in rationed health care. 
When the government is running 
health care, people die. Now the admin-
istration is forcing universal health 
care on everybody. 

Let’s look at some of our history on 
American-run health care: when Steph-
anie Little Light took her daughter, 
Ta’Shon Rain, to the Indian Health 
Service Clinic in Montana, which she 
was required to do since she is under 
the universal health care Indian pro-
gram, the doctor said her little 5-year- 
old girl was just depressed. She had 
stopped eating and stopped walking. 
The little girl kept complaining to her 
mom that her stomach hurt. And after 
going back to the government-run 
health care clinic 10 more times, 
Ta’Shon’s lung collapsed. 

She was air-lifted to a private, non-
government hospital in Denver where 
they told her mom she had terminal 
cancer. The little girl who loved to 
dance and sing and dress up in Indian 
costumes always wanted to see Cin-
derella’s World at Disney World. A 
charity sent the whole family there, 
but Ta’Shon didn’t get to see the castle 
when they got to Florida. The little 
girl had died in her hotel room. The 
mother says she still cries when she re-
members how her daughter was always 
in pain before she died. 

There are more examples. The doc-
tors at the Indian Health-run clinic 
told Stephanie there was nothing 
wrong with her daughter, that she just 
had all of this in her mind. 

This is a tragic example of medical 
health care run by the United States 
Government. There is a big difference 
between good intentions and what real-
ly happens in the real world. When 
there are no doctors left and the tax-
payer money is gone and when bureau-
crats control health care, people die. Is 
this what we are to expect under the 
new nationalized health care system? 

b 1530 

Mr. Speaker, they say on these In-
dian reservations don’t get sick after 
June because that’s when all the Fed-
eral money runs out. So they ration 
health care. 

The Indian Health Service Agency 
calls itself, get this, a ‘‘rationed health 
care system.’’ How’s that for truth 
about socialized medicine? 

Rhonda Sandland lives on Standing 
Rock Reservation in North Dakota. 
She’d had a terrible case of frostbite on 
both her hands, and her hands had 
turned purple. The pain got so bad that 
she could not even dress herself. She 
visited the Indian Health Service clinic 
over and over again. Rhonda says she 
didn’t get any help there until she 
threatened to kill herself because of 
the pain. The clinic then decided to cut 
off five of her fingers. Lucky for 
Rhonda there was a private doctor that 
just happened to be visiting the res-
ervation. He prescribed her medicine 

that she needed, instead of cutting off 
her fingers. She’s okay today. 

Victor Brave Thunder was not so for-
tunate. He felt real bad and he went to 
the same government clinic as Rhonda. 
They misdiagnosed the fact that he had 
heart failure, and gave him Tylenol 
and cough syrup. He later died. 

Marcella Buckley has access to all 
the free government health care she 
can stand. Once again, she’s required to 
go to the government Indian Health 
Care Services. Marcella had stomach 
pains and went to the government clin-
ic on her Indian reservation for 4 years. 
She was given a whole host of reasons 
for her stomach pain, including the 
fact, they said, she might have a tape-
worm. Eventually she found out she 
had Stage 4 stomach cancer, and it had 
spread all over her body. Now she seeks 
treatment at a private provider. 

On another Indian reservation, Ardel 
Baker went to her government-run 
clinic because she had chest pains. 
They sent her in an ambulance to a pri-
vate hospital where she noticed that 
they had put a note on her chest in the 
ambulance. And the note read, ‘‘Under-
stand that Priority 1 care cannot be 
paid for by us at this time because of 
funding issues.’’ So they put a note on 
her, send her on her way to a private 
hospital because they can’t take care 
of her. Ardel managed to survive that 
ordeal, thanks to private medicine. 

But it was too late for Harriet 
Archambault. Harriet died when her 
hypertension medicine ran out. She 
tried five times to get an appointment 
to refill that medicine. Government 
bureaucrats nowhere to be found. So 
she died before she could ask for that 
sixth appointment at that government 
clinic. 

Mr. Speaker, these are examples of 
government-run medical malpractice 
against the Indians right here in Amer-
ica. Government-run health care never 
works. Even in America we’ve proven 
it doesn’t work. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I will just close by 
saying this: If you love the way we run 
the Postal Service, and you love the 
way that we run FEMA, and you love 
the compassion of the IRS, you will 
love the new nationalized health care 
system. Just ask the American Indi-
ans. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SCHIFF addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-

woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DREIER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MCCOTTER addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. BERKLEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FRANKS of Arizona addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

THE WORLD’S GREATEST 
DELIBERATIVE BODY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
KOSMAS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2009, the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee 
of the minority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
appreciate being recognized to address 
here on the floor of the House of the 
House of Representatives. This has 
often been described as the world’s 
greatest deliberative body. And here, in 
these Chambers, we engage in this de-
bate and this dialogue. 

But the dialogue that comes to these 
Chambers is a dialogue that’s designed 
to be filtered through our committee 
system, through our subcommittees, 
through our full committee process, 
whether it be the appropriations sub-
committees and committees and on to 
the floor, or whether it be through our 
standing committees. And what we’ve 
seen happen instead is that this process 
is under the process of a wrecking ball 
that’s been taken to the traditions of 
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this House. And each day that goes by, 
it seems that there’s another one of 
those opportunities to expand this de-
liberative body and, instead, it’s dimin-
ished by order of the Speaker, by order 
of the Rules Committee; shut down the 
process to the point today where we 
had the gentleman from Oregon 
brought a privileged resolution to try 
to be heard on an amendment that 
would have otherwise been in order 
under 220 years of tradition of this 
House, but, instead, it was shut down 
by the Rules Committee, the com-
mittee that serves up here in this little 
hole in the wall in a room so small that 
a few Members can come in. Once in a 
while there’s room for their staff. I 
have never seen press in the room. 
There is no camera in the room, and 
there will be no tourists that are al-
lowed to go in there and watch the real 
debate that takes place, if it takes 
place at all in this Congress, in the 
Rules Committee. It’s been changed 
that way in order to avoid the light of 
day, the press, the C–SPAN cameras 
and, in fact, even some of the record-
keeping that is a little bit different 
there than it might be if it were up in 
front of everybody in front of the tele-
vision cameras. And it is of great frus-
tration to most Members of this Con-
gress to see what’s being done to this 
debate and deliberative process. 

So these debates that take place here 
on the floor, we used to have some good 
debates, some engaging debates, some 
times when people actually changed 
their minds when they heard the other 
side of the argument. That’s what 
makes this the greatest deliberative 
body in the world. But now the debate’s 
been reduced to something that takes 
place behind closed doors, I believe, by 
order of the Speaker, and amendments 
are shut down time after time after 
time. At least a dozen of mine were 
struck through just in the last couple 
of days. And I have sat up there wait-
ing my turn to testify in the Rules 
Committee to the extent where I really 
want to bring up a laptop and some 
other kind of book work so I can make 
my time count. And if you get up and 
go to get a bite to eat or something to 
drink, then you might lose your turn 
altogether. 

So I have, Madam Speaker, intro-
duced legislation that, if the business 
of this House is actually going to be 
conducted by the Rules Committee, 
then let’s move the committee to the 
floor of the House of Representatives. 
If you’re going to change and usurp the 
genuine authority of the franchise of 
all 435 Members of Congress who have a 
constitutional right and duty to ex-
press the will and the wishes of their 
constituents by amending the process, 
offering amendments, seeking to im-
prove legislation, if the rules are going 
to be such that they usurp the author-
ity or the franchise of each Member 
and put it up behind closed doors—and 
the doors are closed. And as I sat there 
waiting my turn, last week, well, it’s 
still this week, I had two of my own 

staff people waiting out in the hallway. 
They couldn’t even get in to hand me a 
piece of paperwork. I have to send 
them an e-mail on my BlackBerry and 
they’ll pass the paperwork in because 
there wasn’t room. 

The business of the Congress is being 
conducted either in the Rules Com-
mittee, or behind the scenes, behind 
the Rules Committee, but it’s not 
being conducted on the floor of the 
House. 

So when Members are denied amend-
ments that would be in order under the 
220 years of the tradition of the House 
of Representatives, but the ones that 
are allowed will be a whole series of 
amendments offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona to strike a little funding 
here, to strike a little funding there, 
most of which I voted for, by the way, 
Madam Speaker, it gives the image to 
the public that there’s a legitimate de-
bate going on here, but it is not the le-
gitimate debate. And, in fact, if you 
listen to the debate, there’s no ex-
change of ideas. There’s no clash of the 
contest of competing ideas. There’s not 
an exchange of dialogue. It’s rare to 
have a Democrat yield when asked to 
yield by a Republican who simply 
wants to clarify a fact or make a point 
that would better bring out something 
in the debate that would be good for 
the American public to know. 

This process has devolved down to 
where it can’t be called any longer a 
deliberative process. And the American 
people do care about whether their 
voice is heard in this Congress. And it’s 
not being heard in this Congress. 

As we’ve watched things be rushed 
through, the cap-and-trade bill, which I 
call the cap-and-tax bill, rammed 
through here to where a bill was hur-
ried up and rushed, and then, to have 
an opportunity to amend the bill didn’t 
exist for Members of Congress. It did 
exist for the manager, apparently, be-
cause there was a 316-page amendment 
that was brought down here and 
dropped into the record at 3:09 in the 
morning, to stack that on top of a 
1,100-page bill that nobody read. 

And the most colossal mistake in the 
history of the House of Representatives 
was the passage of the cap-and-trade 
bill. And it was done so with no Mem-
ber of Congress having read the bill, 
not one. And no Member of Congress 
read the amendment, not one. And if 
they’d read them separately, they 
couldn’t understand the composition of 
the bill because the 316-page amend-
ment that was dropped on us at 3:09 in 
the morning was not integrated into 
the overall bill. It was impossible to do 
that. You’ve got to page forward and 
back and go back into the code and 
verify the references and rewrite to get 
this 316-page amendment blended into 
and integrated into the overall bill. 

And when the question was asked of 
the Speaker during the debate, is there 
a copy of the enrolled bill here in the 
House, there was no copy, Madam 
Speaker. There was no bill. We were de-
bating something that didn’t exist yet. 

And we passed something that didn’t 
exist yet. And Members were required 
to vote on a bill that was 1,400-plus 
pages in its aggregate form, not having 
ever had it integrated, but that any-
body understood the complete context, 
within the context, the complete con-
tent of the overall bill and the amend-
ment. But Members voted anyway. And 
even though the Speaker said that she 
was going to provide for sometimes 72, 
otherwise 48 hours to be able to fully 
evaluate the consequences or the mer-
its of the legislation that would come 
before the floor, that didn’t happen. It 
seldom happens. 

This place is being run with an iron 
fist, not with the open kind of a proc-
ess that was promised when people put 
their trust in the current majority to 
run this Congress in a legitimate fash-
ion. It’s not legitimate. We can’t even 
put up the front that it’s legitimate if 
we are debating a bill that no one, and 
I mean no one on the planet, has com-
pletely read, and an amendment that 
no one understands completely how it 
integrates with the overall bill, and to 
be able—— 

We stopped the process here for over 
a half-hour while we tried to get a copy 
of the language that was being voted 
upon. And we never got it done. To the 
credit of the Clerk, she was actively 
trying to integrate the amendment 
into the overall bill, but it could not be 
done within the time that was avail-
able. And even if it had been, it was 
only symbolic because still, no one 
would have had a chance to read it. 

And I’ll even take this to this wild 
outrageous step of we ought to under-
stand the things that we are voting 
upon. We should be able to get our 
hands on it. We should have time to 
read it, deliberate it, consider it, and 
pass it out to our constituents, and 
they should have access to it over the 
Internet, and they should be able to 
give us input on how it affects their 
lives. We can’t bring the wisdom of Sol-
omon with us, everyone in here, and in-
stantaneously make a decision and a 
snap judgment on something there’s no 
opportunity to read. 

And it was an embarrassment, I 
know, for the majority to be debating a 
huge bill, a colossal bill, a cap-and- 
trade bill, and not even having one sin-
gle, not even a symbolic version for 
somebody to point to and say, This 
stack of paper is what is going to save 
the planet—I think, is the position 
that the Speaker took. 

And so the question was asked by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT), 
Madam Speaker, can we message this 
bill over to—if this passes, this bill 
that was before us, if it passes the 
House, if we don’t have a bill, can we 
still message it over to the Senate? Or 
do we just tell them we sent you over 
a bill that we passed but it’s not ready 
for anybody to review. It’s not been re-
viewed yet. 

That’s the fact of what we were deal-
ing with when the cap-and-tax bill was 
passed. And now it’s messaged to the 
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Senate. Presumably, somebody’s put it 
all in its proper form. But I’m con-
fident that not one Member of this 
House of Representatives has yet read 
that bill because now it doesn’t pay. 
They can’t shut themselves up and in-
vest the time in reading the cap-and- 
tax bill because it’s already passed the 
House, nobody having read it and no 
version of it in its complete form being 
available to any Member; messaged 
over to the Senate. I don’t know if it 
was the stack of the bill and then plus 
the 316 pages in an amendment sepa-
rately, or if it got messaged over there 
integrated in a fashion that they could 
say that they received a complete bill 
in the Senate. We don’t know. And it 
doesn’t really matter to the House 
Members because we now have another 
bill that’s coming at us so fast and so 
hard that hardly anyone has a chance 
to read it, although I do know a couple 
of Members that have burned a lot of 
midnight oil and tried to get through 
it. They have to break it apart and as-
sign it to their staff and read the parts 
they can as fast as they can, and others 
will read it and write their little 
memos on it. That’s this health care 
bill. Oh, my. You should see what we 
have here now that’s been cooked up by 
the staff. 

b 1545 

This work was done urgently and, I 
think, effectively off of the compo-
nents of the bill that were available, 
and I think this might actually be rep-
resentative of what we have today. 

This is the flowchart, Madam Speak-
er. This is the schematic of what is cre-
ated by this idea of a public plan for 
health insurance and to provide health 
care for the people in America. I have 
to point out that these white boxes on 
this schematic flowchart—in places 
like Australia, they would not call it a 
‘‘flowchart.’’ They would call it a 
‘‘scheme.’’ I’ll stop a little short of 
that one; but the white ones are the ex-
isting agencies and programs that are 
there, and the colored ones are the new 
ones. 

So you’ll see a number here that’s, 
maybe, oh, about an equal number of 
new agencies matching up with the 
equal number of existing agencies. As 
you read down through this, there are 
all kinds of components to this that 
ought to scare any freedom-loving per-
son, but the one I’d direct your atten-
tion to, Madam Speaker, is down here 
at the bottom, these two circles that 
are in purple in the blue background. 

Now, the left-hand circle is this: It 
takes the traditional health insurance 
plans—the white that’s existing—and 
now they’ll have to qualify, and they’ll 
have to qualify so that they’ll meet the 
Obama standard for new health insur-
ance companies. So, if you’re an Amer-
ican citizen with a health insurance 
plan that you like and if you want to 
keep what you have for a little while, 
you can keep what you have, but the 
insurance company will have to comply 
with the new standards that will be 

written by the existing or future 
health insurance czar. Surely, we have 
one or will have one. We have 32 czars. 
We couldn’t have nationalized health 
care without a health insurance czar. 

So that czar will be writing the 
rules—it’s not in the bill—on what it 
takes for the traditional health insur-
ance plans to qualify to become the 
qualified health benefits plans. That’s 
the private side. That’s your health in-
surance if you’re an American citizen— 
a person who has a plan that’s not ei-
ther Medicaid or Medicare. They have 
to qualify. It changes every one of 
them, potentially meeting a new stand-
ard that would be set by the health in-
surance czar. The health insurance 
companies, the ones that survive, will 
be fewer than the 1,300 we have today, 
the 1,300 competing against each other, 
the insurance companies that are pro-
viding different models to try to get 
the investment dollar in there, the pre-
mium dollar, from the people of whom 
70 percent are happy with the health 
insurance plans that they have. We 
won’t have 1,300 when they’re done 
complying with the White House 
health insurance czar standards. We’ll 
have less. I don’t know how many less, 
and nobody knows, because we don’t 
know what the standards will be; but 
these private companies then will have 
to compete with the newly created, if 
this bill passes, public health plan. The 
public health plan will be the Federal 
health insurance plan that is there to 
compete against the private plans. 

Now, why would they want to do 
that? Why would they create a whole 
plan for the government to run with 
taxpayers on the hook if they’ve got 
1,300 health insurance companies today 
that are more than happy to get out 
there and to continue to compete in 
the marketplace? What would be the 
merits? 

Well, the only ones that I can deter-
mine are—if you really wanted to es-
tablish a national health care plan that 
didn’t have competition, if you wanted 
everybody on a single-payer plan, if 
you wanted to have nationalized health 
care, if you wanted socialized medi-
cine, you can’t do that without first 
creating some kind of a public health 
model, and that is what this new public 
health insurance model would be. Over 
time, it would, I believe, compete and 
would push out of the marketplace 
every one of these health insurance 
programs that we know today because 
the government would subsidize. 

I’ll give you an example of how this 
works. Since we don’t have insight into 
this in the United States on Federal 
competition against the private sector 
with regard to health insurance, here is 
a model: 

Flood insurance, the flood insurance 
that we used to have that was property 
and casualty insurance for people who 
were living in flood plains or for people 
who were afraid that they’d be flooded. 
They would buy their insurance in 
years back and would pay the pre-
miums. If they got flooded, the flood 

insurance companies would come to 
their places and they’d take a look at 
the damage. They’d write them checks 
and they’d settle it out. That’s how it 
works in the insurance industry in a 
lot of different ways. In the property 
and casualty at least it does. 

The Federal Government decided 
that there wasn’t enough competition 
in the flood insurance business, so they 
set up Federal flood insurance years 
back to compete against the private- 
sector flood insurance plans that were 
there. Actually, yesterday I checked 
into this, and I was not able to discover 
a single company in America that is 
selling flood insurance in competition 
against the Federal Government. The 
Federal Government has established a 
monopoly now in flood insurance. Now, 
two things can happen if you have a 
monopoly. You can price it way out of 
the marketplace, and if you have a cap-
tive market, you can do that, or if you 
have a marketplace that you’re trying 
to market to in your government, then 
you can undersell your costs by low-
ering the premiums below the actual 
costs, which is what the Federal Gov-
ernment has done. 

So, today, the Federal flood insur-
ance program, the only existing flood 
insurance program in the United 
States of America, is the flood insur-
ance program that’s $18 billion in the 
red. That’s $18 billion in the red be-
cause it’s government. We should not 
be surprised at this. The government 
came into the marketplace subsidized 
by tax dollars, and it lowered the pre-
miums for flood insurance, but by low-
ering the premiums, they took the pri-
vate sector competition out of the mar-
ketplace. They went off to do other 
property and casualty. They cleaned 
the field out and became the monopoly 
holder of all of the flood insurance of 
America. Yet they still couldn’t set the 
premiums at the risk. They set the pre-
miums at, apparently, what their bu-
reaucrats thought they should be at, 
and they’re $18 billion in the red. 

Now, imagine what that would be 
like if it were the post office and if ev-
erybody had to go and buy a stamp. We 
are critical of the post office when they 
can’t hold their balance sheet in the 
black, and they are marginally in the 
red today. 

That’s the government program flood 
insurance, running in the red at $18 bil-
lion, and that, Madam Speaker, I pre-
dict, is what will happen with our 
health insurance in America. 

So, when President Obama says, If 
you like your health insurance, don’t 
worry; you can keep it. You can’t keep 
it if it doesn’t exist. How could any-
body have kept their flood insurance if 
there are no companies selling flood in-
surance except the Federal Govern-
ment’s flood plan? 

What if the health insurance czar 
writes the specifications for these com-
panies to qualify at such a standard 
that they can’t compete with the pub-
lic plan? Why would the health insur-
ance czar not write those regulations 
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so that they would be at an advantage 
to the newly emerging public health 
plan? After all, they have to find a way 
to compete in a marketplace that is 
competitive. 

So the model is there. If people think 
that I just pulled off the shelf a model 
that happens to make my case, I would 
make the point of: show me a model 
where government has gone in and has 
taken over where they didn’t squeeze 
out the private sector. 

Should we talk about crop insurance, 
for example? That would be another 
model. How about student loans for an-
other model? Students loans used to be 
private. Then the government got into 
the business, and now they’ve taken 
the student loan program down to 
where only about 25 percent of the stu-
dent loans are private and the rest of 
them are government-brokered student 
loans. We have now the chairman of 
the Education and Labor Committee 
and many others who simply want to 
eliminate any student loans except 
what are government student loans. 

When government steps into the pri-
vate sector, a number of things happen: 
The quality of the service goes down. 
The cost of the service goes up because 
you get inefficiencies that come in 
with government that would be auto-
matically erased by the competition 
from the private sector. Then you ei-
ther get rationing or you get rates that 
go up or you get taxes that are in-
creased. In the case of flood insurance, 
it is that taxes have increased to pick 
up the $18 billion shortfall that is 
there. So we know the pattern. We 
know the drill. We should know what 
this is. We’ve been through this before, 
Madam Speaker. 

To make the point that we’ve been 
through this before, here is my ‘‘deja 
vu all over again’’ chart. The ‘‘deja vu 
all over again’’ chart is the schematic, 
the flowchart—as the Aussies would 
say, it’s the scheme—from back in 1993. 
This is HillaryCare. I remember this 
coming out during that period of time. 
I have a chart that must exist in my 
archives, a chart that hung on the wall 
in my construction office during those 
years. I would stand and look at that 
and study it when I would be on the 
phone while I would be pacing back and 
forth. I would walk by and look at this 
chart of HillaryCare. I would look at 
all of these created agencies and at the 
interconnectivity of them. It was 
something that chilled me and that 
galvanized me. It was one of the sig-
nificant stepping stones along the way 
for me to go from the private sector of 
28 years in the construction business 
into the legislative arena because I was 
so appalled by what I saw them doing 
to create more government that would 
be oppressive to the freedoms that I so 
love and enjoy. 

This is about freedom. This is about 
whether we are going to keep and 
maintain our freedom and expand our 
freedom or whether we’re going to 
trade that off for a dependency and ac-
cept the dependency that comes from a 

government plan that has a bunch of, I 
want to say, elitist, liberal-thinking 
people who think that the American 
people can’t make their own decisions, 
so they have to make the decisions for 
us. 

It’s the same kind of thinking that 
would take the deliberation of the 
House of Representatives up in the hole 
in the wall in the House Rules Com-
mittee and let the Rules Committee 
take the orders from the Speaker’s of-
fice and not allow it to come down here 
to be heard in the light of day. They 
think they know. They think they’re 
smarter than you. They think they can 
draft a proposal that is a utopian 
model of health care for the United 
States of America, and they will tell 
you they can save money. They don’t 
actually tell you that you’re going to 
get better service, because this is the 
best health care system in the world. 
We don’t wait in line. We don’t have to 
take a number. We don’t get hurt and 
lay around waiting for somebody to 
come along and take care of us. We 
don’t stand in line. Americans should 
not stand in line. 

I can think of the times I’ve had to 
do that, and it grates on me. I don’t 
like standing in line at TSA to get on 
a plane. I remember who brought that 
about. That’s the terrorists. We ought 
to always blame them. I don’t like to 
stand in line with my credit card in 
order to pay a bill, and the retailers 
know that. They don’t allow lines out 
there, because you won’t make the pur-
chase. You don’t want to stand in line 
either. We will stand in a line some-
times for a concert or for a ball game 
when we’re trying to cram 50,000 or 
100,000 people through those gates in a 
short period of time for a definitive 
time when something starts. That’s 
about the only time that Americans 
stand in line. 

Canadians, the British, the Euro-
peans, they stand in line for health 
care. It’s appalling the standing in line 
that they do. Russians stand in line as 
a matter of course. It’s part of their 
culture. It’s the living that they make, 
apparently. I think they wander 
around Moscow looking for another 
line to stand in. They’ve been so condi-
tioned to stand in lines. They hunch 
their shoulders, look down, wander 
around, look up once in a while, find a 
line, go get in it, and then find out 
what the reason is. 

Americans don’t do that. We have 
freedom. We are a freedom-loving peo-
ple, and it’s our free markets and our 
free enterprise and the entrepreneurial 
nature of this and the innovativeness 
of it. It’s also the property rights and 
the patents and the trademarks that 
we have that make this country go, 
and we are the economic growth engine 
for the world. 

Here is an example of the Canadian 
model—and they’re our neighbors, and 
we love them, and we get along great 
with them, but the Canadian model 
would be this, and this came out from 
Senator MITCH MCCONNELL from the 

Senate side: The average wait time for 
someone who needs a knee replacement 
in Canada—a knee replacement—is 340 
days. Can you imagine? Finally, your 
knee wears out, and you’re using a 
cane or you’re on a crutch or you’re in 
a wheelchair or you’re sitting around 
the living room or you’re not going 
back to work. You go to the doctor, 
and he takes a look at your knee and 
schedules you for a knee replacement. 
He looks on the calendar and turns the 
pages—1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 months, 
11 months. He turns the page 11 times 
on the calendar to find the date that he 
can write your name in. You have to go 
340 days to get your knee replacement 
in Canada. 

Yet we would just leap into the abyss 
of socialized medicine because the 
President’s idea is that the government 
can do it better than the private sector 
can? We just have to learn how to do it 
better than the Canadians, the British 
or the Europeans? 

How about the average time for a hip 
replacement in Canada? According to 
MITCH MCCONNELL, the average time is 
196 days for a hip replacement. So your 
hip socket wears out. Now, that’s a lit-
tle tough to do that always with the 
cane, although it happens. You’re on a 
crutch or two crutches or you’re on a 
cane or you’re in a wheelchair gimping 
around for 196 days. You know, I don’t 
know if you call that ‘‘elective sur-
gery.’’ I don’t think it is. I think, at 
some point, for the quality of your life 
and for your productivity, the neces-
sity is to get the surgery done. 

That’s rationed health care. I don’t 
know the numbers of how many people 
died of something else while they were 
waiting to get their knee joints re-
placed or their hips or how many of 
their lives were altered because of it or 
how much was diminished of the qual-
ity of their lives, of the people who had 
to wait in those lines. That’s just joint 
replacement. 

I had a meeting last night with a doc-
tor who does orthopedic surgery in 
Canada and in the United States. He 
goes back and forth across the border 
and does that work. He told of the case 
of a patient who had come in who had 
torn up his knee. He said a torn menis-
cus, and I believe he said an ACL, an 
anterior cruciate ligament, those two 
things. It was a knee wreck—swollen 
and badly painful. He was up there, and 
he did the examination, and he said, 
Fine. We’ll get you into surgery right 
away, and we can fix you. We’ll patch 
up that ligament, and we’ll patch up 
the torn meniscus, and we’ll fix you. 

b 1600 
In America, that surgery would hap-

pen, oh, the next day. They might elect 
to allow the swelling to go down—that 
could happen—but it could happen also 
that the surgery could be the same day 
or the next day if the surgeon decided 
that was the best thing for the patient. 
And that would be the criterion, by the 
way. 

But in Canada, he did everything he 
could to schedule him with the proper 
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surgeon, and this man had to wait 6 
months to be further examined before 
they could evaluate whether they 
would schedule him to repair his knee. 

So they put him in a brace, sent him 
out of there on crutches, and 6 months 
later he showed up at the specialist 
who examined him and scheduled him 
for surgery 6 months later. A torn 
knee, a year wait, almost a year to the 
day from the date of the injury to the 
date of the surgery. And then, of 
course, he has the rehab time on that 
before he’s back and limbered up before 
he can go back to work. 

This individual wasn’t productive for 
more than a year, lost more than a 
year’s wages. Why? Why would we 
waste this human collateral that we 
are? The most precious resource that 
we have in this country is our people. 
And we need to become the most pro-
ductive people on the planet. 

One of the jobs that we do here in the 
House of Representatives—we should 
be doing here—it would be enhancing 
the overall average productivity of all 
of our people in this country. And if we 
do that, we’ll also increase the quality 
of life for everyone in this country. 

When we diminish it by disrespect for 
life, whether it’s the unborn, whether 
it’s someone who was injured that 
would be allowed to lay off over on the 
sofa or sit in the living room chair and 
not be going to work when they could 
be fixed in a short period of time and 
back into it again, that’s what happens 
in countries that have socialized medi-
cine, national health care, a Federal 
public payer plan which has been de-
vised in those countries that I men-
tioned, but not in the United States, in 
part because the American people from 
15 or 16 years ago saw this schematic 
and they were as appalled and ani-
mated by it as I was. 

And they got on the phone. They 
called their Congressman; they called 
their Senator. And they came to Wash-
ington, and they jammed the offices 
full of people. And they went to the of-
fices of the Members around the coun-
try. 

They wrote letters to the editor and 
letters to their Members of Congress. 
And they got on the radio programs 
that existed at the time—and some of 
them did—and the American people 
had a dialogue about how they wanted 
their health care to look and what they 
wanted to maintain. 

And they completely rejected this 
model, this old model from the early 
1990s, this alarming model of creating 
all of this growth in government that 
nobody can completely understand, 
maybe Hillary understood what she 
wanted to do. And look at this: the 
government agencies and programs 
interact. Some of these I recognize, De-
partment of Labor. I don’t know what 
PWBA is or NGFSHP, NQMP. I think I 
knew at the time. 

But all of these government agencies 
created or interacted—look at this. 
The global budget. This is part of the 
HillaryCare plan. And I will submit 

this scary HillaryCare plan is not as 
scary as the 3–D technicolor modern 
plan, the ObamaCare plan, that has 
emerged in this Congress that has the 
idea that it’s going to squeeze out the 
private health insurance in America. 

How about the Bureau of Health In-
formation? They will aggregate your 
health information. The Health 
Choices Administration, HCA. Health 
Choices Administration Commissioner. 

We know what’s happened. America 
has run out of patience with czars so 
we’re not going to see very many more 
czars, I don’t believe. I mean, 32 may be 
like our threshold, the political thresh-
old of the number of czars that we can 
have in America. So we start naming 
them ‘‘commissioners’’ instead. Com-
missioners aren’t as alarming as czars. 
Commissioners weren’t the precursors 
to Marxism in the Soviet Union. So 
we’re not as alarmed when we call 
them ‘‘commissioners.’’ So we have the 
Health Choices Administration Com-
missioner. 

Health choices. What does that 
mean? That means if the doctor doesn’t 
make the choice that’s consistent with 
the directive of the Health Choices 
Commissioner, they are going to find 
the doctor. And we don’t know what 
that amount is yet, but it will be hefty. 
And if the doctor then doesn’t comply 
a second time—not defies necessarily— 
but just doesn’t comply with the 
Health Choices Administration Com-
missioner, the second time the bill pro-
vides that he face jail time. 

Now, are we going to lock up doctors 
because they keep their Hippocratic 
Oath and they do no harm and they 
order the kind of services that protect 
people? Are we going to ration health 
care? Are we going to let the govern-
ment set this entire standard for the 
entire United States of America? And 
why would we do that when we realize 
that in Canada there are whole compa-
nies that have sprouted up in Canada. 
Just think of them as travel agencies 
that merged with health care services. 

And they realized that the Cana-
dians—there is a law in Canada that 
prohibits a person from jumping to the 
head of the line when it comes to 
health care services. So if you have a 
bad knee, you’re going to wait 340 days. 
It’s against the law to move ahead in 
the line, jump ahead in the line. No-
body wants to be in a line that’s get-
ting longer while you are standing in 
the back of it. 

If you hurt your hip, a 196-day wait. 
But there are people in Canada that 
can’t wait. They can’t wait for a hip. 
They can’t wait for a knee and cer-
tainly not for heart surgery, and many 
do. 

So some of the companies, Canada, 
have a policy that’s set up as part of 
their employment policy. And when 
they recruit some of their employees, 
the package will be, Here is your salary 
package, here’s your retirement plan. 
And by the way, we have this plan for 
you. If you need heart surgery, we’ll 
package this thing up and we’ll fly you 

down to Houston for heart surgery or 
Ann Arbor or maybe Rochester, Min-
nesota, at the Mayo Clinic. This hap-
pens on a regular basis. 

The travel agencies that merged with 
the health care-providing agencies pro-
vide the turnkey operation. Let’s say 
you need heart surgery in Houston. 
Companies will set this up for the indi-
vidual that can’t wait in line, can’t live 
for the line to get short enough that he 
can get the treatment, so they package 
this up and it will be, Here’s your 
round trip plane ticket from Toronto 
to Houston. Here’s a hotel you will go 
to, here’s your transportation on the 
shuttle bus from the airport to the 
hotel. And the clinic is next door. 
You’ll go over for the examination at X 
time on this morning. If all of these 
things hold up and they are com-
parable, then you’ll go forward with 
the surgery at such and such a time at 
this location. 

Here’s what it will cost for all of the 
items: the surgeon, the anesthetic, the 
operating room, the list of all of the 
incidentals that go into this. They 
package it all up, you write one check, 
and American health care saves your 
life. So does the entrepreneurial nature 
that sets up those businesses in Canada 
to access American health care. 

But what a cruel thing to do to the 
Canadians to adopt their plan or a plan 
similar to them. ObamaCare health 
care, where then do the Canadians go 
when they need health care that’s ur-
gent, that’s life saving, or turns them 
back into productive citizens again? 
They’ve got their relief valve of the 
United States today. This scary, multi- 
color, technicolor—we’ll turn this into 
3–D I hope one day—model says to the 
Canadians it could be the end of their 
options. They could say to the Amer-
ican people that it’s a whole series of 
different things that we’ve never had 
to think of before 

Why would we give up our freedom? 
Why would we give up our freedom 
when 70 percent of us like the health 
care systems that we have and the 
health insurance plans that we have? 
And the argument that comes from the 
Democrats consistently is there are 44 
or 47, or they will often say almost 50, 
million people that are uninsured in 
America. Well, I guess if there is a plan 
for Canadians and they don’t have to 
sign up for it, just show up at the emer-
gency room, if they’re not signed up, 
they’re uninsured, too. 

If you’ve got a program that takes 
everybody, whether they’re signed up 
or whether they’re not—I wonder how 
many people are actually signed up in 
Canada—but if the number is let’s just 
say 44, maybe on the outside 47 million, 
I can take you this way, Madam Speak-
er, and that is that out of those 44 or so 
million people, you’ve got to subtract 
from that the illegals that are here in 
America. 

I don’t think anybody seriously 
wants to provide a health insurance 
program for people that jump the bor-
der illegally and sneak into the United 
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States and that are working here ille-
gally and violating our laws. I don’t 
think we want to fund that. I don’t 
think we want to give them the Cad-
illac of what would be left of our health 
care program. So I would subtract 
those out of that list. 

We can debate what the size of that 
number is. Some say 11 million. I’ve 
been here now—this is halfway through 
my seventh year. We’ve been saying 11 
or 12 million illegals in America since 
I arrived here in this Congress. I have 
gone on down on the border and 
watched them pour across the border 
at night, participated in catching a few 
of them, including a significant supply 
of illegal drugs that come with them. 
The number of border crossings that we 
have had on average since we’ve been 
here, the illegal border crossings where 
we catch them average more than a 
million a year since I have been in this 
Congress. 

So we’ve caught over 6 million, prob-
ably closer to 7 million who were try-
ing to cross the border and get into the 
United States. 

The Border Patrol, when you ask 
them what percentage do you catch, 
some will say 25 percent. That’s actu-
ally the official line in the testimony 
before hearings, from the Border Patrol 
themselves, but when I ask them that 
question, they will laugh at me. They 
will say, Oh, no. Not that many. Per-
haps 10 percent. 

Well, I’ll take the 25 percent number 
and multiply that times the 7 million 
illegal crossings that we’ve caught and 
just say that’s three times that number 
that have actually gotten into the 
United States successfully if we’re 
intercepting only one out of four. 

You’ve got four, three get across, one 
we caught. He goes back. That’s how 
that works. And I guess it’s three times 
the number. Three times 7 million is 21 
million. That’s 21 million that came in. 
Some died. Some went back. But that’s 
one way to measure how many illegals 
have come into the country as soon as 
I have been in Congress. And if you add 
that number to the roughly 12 million 
number, now we’re up in the 30-some 
million category. 

And it’s easy, Madam Speaker, to un-
derstand why I think the numbers of 
illegals in this country are probably 
greater than 20 million. And we know 
that the numbers of those working in 
this country is a number that’s over 7 
million working in this country at 
least, and that is a Federal data point 
number. 

But if we cut the illegals out of that 
list of 44 million of the uninsured, and 
then if we subtract from that number 
those that are just in transition be-
tween one health insurance plan to an-
other, then we get down to a number 
that’s a little more understandable. 
And it’s a number that comes from two 
Penn State professors who did a study 
some years ago. And if I remember cor-
rectly, their number was that there 
was about 10.1 million Americans that 
are part of the chronically uninsured. 

Now, we should be addressing not the 
illegals, not those in transition be-
tween their health care plans because 
they’re going to find another one and 
they’re going to likely stay on that 
one. There is always that happening 
while people are looking for the best 
plan. 

But if we really have something to 
fix, we should be fixing the chronically 
uninsured, that 10.1 million. And I 
think I took that and divided it by the 
population and rounded it up to the 
nearest percentage point. Take 10.1 
million, divide it by 300 million and 
you end up with a number that’s a lit-
tle over 31⁄2 percent. 

So let’s give the benefit of the doubt 
to the liberal utopian people who draw 
up these schematics that we’re trying 
to fix something like 4 percent of the 
problem. Four percent of the popu-
lation is chronically uninsured, and we 
would tear apart the entire system to 
try to fix this 4 percent. And what per-
centage of the 4 percent will be fixed? 

Well, according to one of the esti-
mates on how the result of those that 
would be recruited by this plan would 
work out, this plan pushes tens of mil-
lions off of their own private insurance 
plan. Puts them on the government 
plan. And in the end, the result would 
be such that they ended up—by one 
measure, 97 percent of America would 
be insured. But I don’t think that in-
cludes that—I don’t know how they ad-
dress the illegals. 

Well, we have now 96 percent. By the 
time you take out the chronically un-
insured and the illegals, 96 percent of 
America is now insured. Now, I don’t 
want to argue that of the chronically 
uninsured, this plan would only get 25 
percent of them enrolled. It may not 
be. But if you want to look for a meas-
ure on what’s likely to happen, one 
need go no further than the Medicaid 
rolls in America. There it is, if you 
qualify. Sign up for Medicaid. It’s a 
free program. You don’t have any re-
sponsibilities except to sign up, and 
you will be covered if you meet the 
standards of the lower income that’s 
necessary. 

But of those that are eligible for 
Medicaid in America, just slightly over 
50 percent of them are actually en-
rolled. So why would we think that we 
could enroll the part of that 4 percent 
of the chronically uninsured; why 
would we think we could get a higher 
percentage of them to enroll in a gov-
ernment plan, or furthermore, if 
they’re no more responsible than that, 
why would we want to? What is the up-
side? 

b 1615 

Aren’t there other solutions and bet-
ter solutions? And the answer to that 
question of course is yes and yes. There 
are many better solutions than what’s 
being proposed in this particular out-
rageous and scary schematic. 

We should do many things. We should 
expand our health savings accounts. 
One of the best things we did with 

health care in this Congress in this last 
decade is to pass health savings ac-
counts, and if a young couple in that 
year, say at 20 years of age, had in-
vested the maximum amount in their 
health savings account that year and 
done so each year—first year was $5,150 
and it’s indexed for inflation, moving 
on up. I don’t know the number today 
any longer; I’ve lost track. But I did do 
the math on this and build a spread-
sheet to do the calculation. 

If that couple at age 20 invested the 
max in their health savings account 
and did so each year until they reached 
Medicare eligibility and spent $2,000 of 
real dollars out of that account in le-
gitimate health care costs for each 
year, and you accrued that at about a 
4 percent rate, which was legitimate at 
the time I did the math—and it will be 
legitimate—again, that couple arrived 
at retirement age with more than 
$950,000 in their health savings ac-
count. 

Now, why wouldn’t we as a Nation 
take a look at that, utilize that, and 
give them a reward for their responsi-
bility and see if we can find a way to 
make a deal with them that will get 
them off of the entitlement roll and be-
cause they have the assets to take care 
of themselves? And I would argue this, 
Madam Speaker. 

I would say to that couple, take your 
$950,000 and buy a paid up Medicare re-
placement policy and keep the change 
tax free. Right now, the intent of this 
Congress is to tax those health savings 
accounts when either they are spent or 
when the people that own them die. 
They want to tax that. I say, if they 
will take themselves off of the Medi-
care entitlement rolls, I want them to 
have the balance of that tax free. 

We can work out some formulas 
where we can actually help them buy 
that out, but today, let’s just say if a 
couple, similar couple, arrived at age 65 
today and they wanted to do an altru-
istic thing and not be part of the Medi-
care entitlement, they could buy a 
Medicare replacement policy for right 
at $72,000 per patient. So, say, a hus-
band and a wife, for $144,000, could buy 
a replacement policy. That would be 
the cost, I should say. I don’t know if 
you can actually buy the policy these 
days because government has monopo-
lized health insurance for people past 
the age of 65, but that’s the risk, that’s 
the average risk for the health care 
costs. From 65 until natural death, it 
would be $72,000 per individual. 

So it’s reasonable to think that we 
could set up a Medicare replacement 
policy that people could buy and let 
them cash the difference tax free. That 
would be a great incentive for a life-
time. It’s one of the things we can do. 

Another thing that we need to do is 
increase the amount that can be depos-
ited into the health savings account; in 
addition, medical malpractice. You can 
look through all of these schematics, 
this Technicolor schematic of the mod-
ern day ObamaCare version or one can 
look through this black and white 
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older version of the HillaryCare health 
care schematic, and you can’t find any-
thing in here about the reform of the 
unnecessary, punitive malpractice liti-
gation that’s taking place all across 
this country. 

We all know about the lady that 
spilled a cup of coffee from McDonald’s 
in her lap, and she was awarded in the 
initial decision—I forget the number 
now—$3 or $7 million or whatever out-
rageous number that was, and I know 
it went back under appeal, and it low-
ered the number down, but it surely in-
timidates people. 

A case here in town, it wasn’t med-
ical, but it was a judge that sued a 
cleaners and took one or two of their 
stores out of business because they lost 
his pants. And we see businesses out 
because of litigation that’s brought 
about in that fashion. 

How many tests are done in America 
because the doctor is paying a very 
high malpractice premium? In order to 
protect himself from a suit, he has to 
run a bunch of extra tests because 
that’s what you do in the industry to 
protect yourself from the lawyers. 
First, take the oath to do no harm, go 
out to serve people in a profession that 
has great honor, and have it be framed 
by fear of litigation instead of doing 
the right thing. That’s the medical 
version of a good Samaritan watching 
someone get run over on the street and 
not going to help them—well, a for-
merly likely good Samaritan that’s 
afraid they will get sued because they 
will reach outside of their profession in 
an effort to help somebody and they 
get sued. And doctors run tests every 
day by the thousands to protect them-
selves from litigation. 

And yet, nothing in the old sche-
matic and nothing in the new Techni-
color schematic addresses the medical 
malpractice insurance. Now, we ad-
dressed it in the Judiciary Committee 
a few years ago, and we put a cap on 
noneconomic damages of $250,000. That 
is what they have in California. Not a 
lot of good things happen legislatively 
in California, but that’s one that did. 
Proposition 209 was another, just to 
toss an aside into this dialogue. But we 
capped it at $250,000 noneconomic dam-
ages and let people be made whole. If 
they were injured by malpractice, they 
would get the cost of their medical 
care. They would get real economic 
loss of income. They would even get a 
little pain and suffering, but the puni-
tive damages, the things we consider to 
be punitive damages that were defined 
in the bill as noneconomic damages, 
would not be awarded beyond $250,000. 

Why would you pay a lady millions of 
dollars for spilling a hot cup of coffee 
in her own lap in order to send a mes-
sage that McDonald’s shouldn’t serve 
hot coffee? How many things in this 
life do we no longer have access to be-
cause a trial lawyer’s figured out a way 
to make a living and then the other 
lawyer’s figured out a way to write the 
rule so that we could avoid that kind of 
litigation? 

How many of us have climbed into a 
vehicle and gone down the road and de-
cided, I want to program my navigator, 
and found that your navigator doesn’t 
work while you’re moving because 
some lawyer decided you might get in 
a wreck for programming your navi-
gator, and then sued the manufacturer 
for being distracted from your driving? 
Why is it their fault if you don’t have 
responsibility? But instead, they put 
the failsafe in so you have to pull off 
on the side of the road, and a lot of it, 
they defeat the intent of having that 
kind of a device. 

That’s what goes on with health in-
surance as well. That’s what goes on 
with health care providers. A very high 
cost in health care in America is be-
cause of unnecessary tests that are 
being run in order to avoid litigation. 

So maybe if we had all doctors that 
were paid by the government, then 
they would have the sovereign immu-
nity that would come from being Fed-
eral employees so they wouldn’t be 
sued. Now, that might be a way where 
Obama might save some money on 
health care. I don’t want to go there, 
but it might be the only thing that ac-
tually might be legitimate as far as 
saving money, and then they will argue 
that they will reduce some of these 
costs down by providing efficiencies 
through technology. I will support 
that. 

Let’s have better records. Let’s have 
those records be easily and quickly 
available to qualified people so if you 
live in Kansas City and you end up in 
the hospital in San Francisco, they can 
do a quick bar code off of your driver’s 
license, for example, and access your 
health care records so they know what 
you’re on for prescription drugs; they 
know what kind of treatments that you 
had. You may not be conscious and 
there may be no one with you. Even if 
they are, they may not know what 
you’re taking for medication. Let’s do 
that technology. 

Do we have to do this in order to uti-
lize more modern technology? We are 
moving in that direction with the tech-
nology anyway. I suppose the health 
care czar will tell us just what tech-
nology we can use and set some manda-
tory parameters on how we get there. I 
am nervous about that. 

So there are some efficiencies. There 
are wellness plans that can be incor-
porated into health insurance pro-
grams that are incentives, and if we 
have those incentives there, people will 
do the right thing. If you lower my 
health insurance premium, I’ll lose a 
few pounds and I’ll exercise a little 
more and I’ll go in for a checkup a lit-
tle more, and they will diagnose the 
problems earlier, and we’ll live longer 
and healthier as a people. That’s the 
free market. That’s not a one-size-fits- 
all socialized medicine plan. 

These are the things that we should 
be looking at to improve our health 
care systems here in the United States, 
but going down this path, going down 
this path of creating the huge bureauc-

racy, the Health Benefits Advisory 
Committee, imagine what that is; the 
Public Health Investment Fund, oh, 
how they manage your dollars while 
it’s in there. What else do we have? We 
have the mandate by insurance that 
goes down to the consumers, the 
Health Insurance Exchange Trust 
Fund, the Clinical Preventative Serv-
ices Task Force. So that’s going to be 
preventative services. 

Another thing that happens when 
you have socialized medicine—I will 
tell this in a narrative the way I heard 
it. When this plan went in in Canada, 
at that time I had a good number of 
business relationships with friends in 
Canada, and they gave me the unfold-
ing narrative. One of them—his name 
was Peter actually—said to me, here’s 
what’s going on. They passed a na-
tional health care plan in Canada, the 
socialized medicine plan, and they said 
you need to be responsible and go to 
the clinic for your checkups and don’t 
overload the emergency rooms and 
treat your health care in a responsible 
fashion and only go when you’re sick, 
don’t go when you don’t need to except 
for your regular checkups, be a respon-
sible consumer. That’s how it was sold. 
And by the way, they did the actuarial 
projections on the cost by expecting 
Canadians to be responsible consumers. 

And he said, so, the first year of the 
national health care plan in Canada 
worked like this. People were respect-
ful. They did go to the clinic. They 
didn’t crowd the emergency rooms, and 
it went along pretty good for the first 
year. And by the second year, the third 
year and the fourth year, people 
weren’t willing to take time off from 
work to go to the clinic when it was 
convenient for the doctor. So, on the 
weekends and at nights when they did 
have time in their schedule, they just 
went to the emergency room and 
abused the privilege. 

And so Peter explained it to me this 
way. He said, it was just like a com-
pany that for the first time was having 
a Christmas party and they invited all 
the employees in to have a dinner and 
a few drinks and to celebrate Christ-
mas together. And everybody comes 
and they have one or two drinks and 
they tell good stories about the boss 
and pat him on the back, and every-
body was just nice and full of love and 
responsibility and grateful that they’d 
had a Christmas party that they could 
celebrate together as a working family, 
or a family of workers to be more cor-
rect. 

But he said by the second or third 
and the fourth year of the socialized 
medicine plan in Canada, it was like 
the second, third or fourth year of the 
company Christmas party. They abused 
the privilege. They drank too much. 
They told nasty stories about their 
boss. And they expected their Christ-
mas party and the bonuses to be an en-
titlement rather than a bonus. 

And so that was the attitude that he 
described of the Canadians: jamming 
the emergency rooms when they went 
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at the times that was convenient for 
them, not going to the clinics, not 
being responsible, and that they had 
abused the privilege. And the costs 
went up and the service went down and 
the lines got long and people died in 
line. That’s the tragedy. That’s the 
tragedy of socialized medicine. 

I met a man a few months ago in a 
home improvement center, and he was 
an immigrant from Germany. And he 
told me about his hip surgery. It wasn’t 
a sad story. It was matter of fact the 
way he delivered it. He had to wait 
about 6 months to get a hip replaced as 
a German, but he wanted it done badly 
because it was painful and it limited 
his options on how he could move 
around and what he could do. And so he 
had to travel from Germany down to 
Italy where the line was shorter, and 
he was operated on in fewer days than 
if he had been waiting in line in Ger-
many. 

And I listened to that story, and I 
thought, what would it be like to have 
to go to another country to get your 
health care because the lines are short-
er? What would it be like to get your 
health care because there’s a line? 
We’re Americans. We don’t stand in 
line. We have freedom. We have fought 
for that freedom. We have worked for 
that freedom. We’ve paid for that free-
dom. We don’t stand in line. We don’t 
make ourselves dependent upon bu-
reaucrats to make decisions on what’s 
better for all of our lives. We go out 
and make our lives better. That’s what 
we are. That’s who we are. 

And this color-coded schematic 
threatens our freedom. It threatens 
your freedom. It diminishes the spirit 
and the character of the American peo-
ple and turns us into dependents. It 
takes the safety net that we have 
today and it cranks it up a few notches 
and turns it into a hammock. And we 
take less responsibility, and the psy-
chology of who we are as a people are 
diminished. What about that American 
spirit, that can-do spirit? That idea 
that we can do anything? 

b 1630 

The idea that we can go to the Moon, 
if we decide we can go to the Moon. 
What about what happened when the 
Japanese attacked Pearl Harbor? We 
took on a national mission and a two- 
front global war and put 16 million men 
and women into uniform and came out 
of the other side a global power and the 
only surviving industrial power in the 
world. 

We set the pace with our economy, 
with our politics, with our culture, 
with our faith and our values, and an 
inspiration for the world. The rest of 
the world looks up to us. They do see 
what’s been accomplished here. And we 
have taken the talent of every culture 
in the world and rolled it together in 
this great melting pot and come out of 
it with something that is a unique vi-
tality, a unique vitality that doesn’t 
exist in any other people in the world, 
in part, because we’ve skimmed the 

cream of the crop off of every Nation in 
the world. 

The people that came here, came 
here because they wanted to have a 
chance at the American Dream. They 
wanted to have an opportunity to be-
come an American and an opportunity 
to be independent economically and 
carve out and pull themselves up by 
their bootstraps and provide for their 
own family and sit down at the supper 
table at night and be proud of what 
they have accomplished for their day, 
for their week, for their month, for 
their life. 

And we should be proud of what’s 
been accomplished in this country by 
the lives of all of those that have gone 
before us. This is not worthy of their 
effort and sacrifice. This isn’t worthy 
of a proud and independent people that 
should be reaching for more freedom 
instead of giving it up in exchange for 
dependency. 

This is dependency. It goes the wrong 
way. It takes us to the left. It takes us 
to a dependency. It takes us to a my-
opic image of a utopian version where 
they have always thought—and let’s 
just say in that part of Western Europe 
your utopian thinkers have emerged. 
They have always drawn these kind of 
schematics to come up with a better 
way to be able to find this utopia on 
Earth. 

They completely and diametrically 
are opposed to the philosophies of 
Adam Smith and the philosophies that 
emerge in the Old and in the New Tes-
tament. 

The independence that we have to 
have, the personal responsibility that 
we have to have, the moral standards 
of the core of who we are as a people, 
diminished by this color-coded sche-
matic. 

And I pray, Madam Speaker, that the 
independence of the American people, 
the spirit that’s within us, the inspira-
tional responsibility that we have for 
the world, will cause us to rise up and 
reject this model, this model that’s not 
for Americans. 

It’s not an American thought process 
to always be taking responsibility 
away from people and diminishing 
their freedoms in the process. We need 
to be about expanding freedom, not di-
minishing freedom. And when we do 
that, our spirit rises up to the top. Our 
energy and our work ethic rises to the 
top. And we are stronger economically. 
We’re stronger as family. We’re strong-
er as faith. We’re stronger as a culture 
and as a people, and we need to do that 
to set the inspiration for the rest of the 
world. 

Somebody’s got to lead. This is our 
time, and I challenge the people in this 
Congress and this country to do the 
right thing by this policy. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I thank 
you for your indulgence, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 

Mr. GRAVES (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of at-
tending a funeral. 

Mr. LUCAS (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for July 15 after 4 p.m. and 
the balance of the week on account of 
a family commitment. 

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California (at 
the request of Mr. BOEHNER) for today 
on account of family reasons. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND (at the request of 
Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of 
family medical reasons. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. WEXLER) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WEXLER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCHIFF, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. BERKLEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. POE of Texas) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
July 20, 21, 22, 23 and 24. 

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, July 
24. 

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, July 24. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 33 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, July, 
20, 2009, at 12:30 p.m., for morning-hour 
debate. 

f 

OATH FOR ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED 
INFORMATION 

Under clause 13 of rule XXIII, the fol-
lowing Members executed the oath for 
access to classified information: 

Neil Abercrombie, Gary L. Ackerman, Rob-
ert B. Aderholt, John H. Adler, W. Todd 
Akin, Rodney Alexander, Jason Altmire, 
Robert E. Andrews, Michael A. Arcuri, Steve 
Austria, Joe Baca, Michele Bachmann, Spen-
cer Bachus, Brian Baird, Tammy Baldwin, J. 
Gresham Barrett, John Barrow, Roscoe G. 
Bartlett, Joe Barton, Melissa L. Bean, Xa-
vier Becerra, Shelley Berkley, Howard L. 
Berman, Marion Berry, Judy Biggert, Brian 
P. Bilbray, Gus M. Bilirakis, Rob Bishop, 
Sanford D. Bishop Jr., Timothy H. Bishop, 
Marsha Blackburn, Earl Blumenauer, Roy 
Blunt, John A. Boccieri, John A. Boehner, Jo 
Bonner, Mary Bono Mack, John Boozman, 
Madeleine Z. Bordallo, Dan Boren, Leonard 
L. Boswell, Rick Boucher, Charles W. 
Boustany Jr., Allen Boyd, Bruce L. Braley, 
Kevin Brady, Robert A. Brady, Bobby Bright, 
Paul C. Broun, Corrine Brown, Ginny Brown- 
Waite, Henry E. Brown Jr., Vern Buchanan, 
Michael C. Burgess, Dan Burton, G.K. 
Butterfield, Steve Buyer, Ken Calvert, Dave 
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Camp, John Campbell, Eric Cantor, Anh ‘‘Jo-
seph’’ Cao, Shelley Moore Capito, Lois 
Capps, Michael E. Capuano, Dennis A. 
Cardoza, Russ Carnahan, Christopher P. Car-
ney, Andr Carson, John R. Carter, Bill 
Cassidy, Michael N. Castle, Kathy Castor, 
Jason Chaffetz, Ben Chandler, Travis W. 
Childers, Judy Chu, Donna M. Christensen, 
Yvette D. Clarke, Wm. Lacy Clay, Emanuel 
Cleaver, James E. Clyburn, Howard Coble, 
Mike Coffman, Steve Cohen, Tom Cole, K. 
Michael Conaway, Gerald E. Connolly, John 
Conyers Jr., Jim Cooper, Jim Costa, Jerry F. 
Costello, Joe Courtney, Ander Crenshaw, Jo-
seph Crowley, Henry Cuellar, John Abney 
Culberson, Elijah E. Cummings, Kathleen A. 
Dahlkemper, Artur Davis, Danny K. Davis, 
Geoff Davis, Lincoln Davis, Susan A. Davis, 
Nathan Deal, Peter A. DeFazio, Diana 
DeGette, William D. Delahunt, Rosa L. 
DeLauro, Charles W. Dent, Lincoln Diaz- 
Balart, Mario Diaz-Balart, Norman D. Dicks, 
John D. Dingell, Lloyd Doggett, Joe Don-
nelly, Michael F. Doyle, David Dreier, Steve 
Driehaus, John J. Duncan Jr. Chet Edwards, 
Donna F. Edwards, Vernon J. Ehlers, Keith 
Ellison, Brad Ellsworth, Jo Ann Emerson, 
Eliot L. Engel, Anna G. Eshoo, Bob 
Etheridge, Eni F.H. Faleomavaega, Mary 
Fallin, Sam Farr, Chaka Fattah, Bob Filner, 
Jeff Flake, John Fleming, J. Randy Forbes, 
Jeff Fortenberry, Bill Foster, Virginia Foxx, 
Barney Frank, Trent Franks, Rodney P. 
Frelinghuysen, Marcia L. Fudge, Elton 
Gallegly, Scott Garrett, Jim Gerlach, 
Gabrielle Giffords, Kirsten E. Gillibrand*, 
Phil Gingrey, Louie Gohmert, Bob Good-
latte, Charles A. Gonzalez, Bart Gordon, Kay 
Granger, Sam Graves, Alan Grayson, Al 
Green, Gene Green, Parker Griffith, Raúl M. 
Grijalva, Brett Guthrie, Luis V. Gutierrez, 
John J. Hall, Ralph M. Hall, Deborah L. 
Halvorson, Phil Hare, Jane Harman, Gregg 
Harper, Alcee L. Hastings, Doc Hastings, 
Martin Heinrich, Dean Heller, Jeb 
Hensarling, Wally Herger, Stephanie Herseth 
Sandlin, Brian Higgins, Baron P. Hill, James 
A. Himes, Maurice D. Hinchey, Rubén 
Hinojosa, Mazie K. Hirono, Paul W. Hodes, 
Peter Hoekstra, Tim Holden, Rush D. Holt, 
Michael M. Honda, Steny H. Hoyer, Duncan 
Hunter, Bob Inglis, Jay Inslee, Steve Israel, 
Darrell E. Issa, Jesse L. Jackson Jr., Sheila 
Jackson-Lee, Lynn Jenkins, Eddie Bernice 
Johnson, Henry C. ‘‘Hank’’ Johnson Jr., Sam 
Johnson, Timothy V. Johnson, Walter B. 
Jones, Jim Jordan, Steve Kagen, Paul E. 
Kanjorski, Marcy Kaptur, Patrick J. Ken-
nedy, Dale E. Kildee, Carolyn C. Kilpatrick, 
Mary Jo Kilroy, Ron Kind, Peter T. King, 
Steve King, Jack Kingston, Mark Steven 
Kirk, Ann Kirkpatrick, Larry Kissell, Ron 
Klein, John Kline, Suzanne M. Kosmas, 
Frank Kratovil Jr., Doug Lamborn, Leonard 
Lance, James R. Langevin, Rick Larsen, 
John B. Larson, Tom Latham, Steven C. 
LaTourette, Robert E. Latta, Barbara Lee, 
Christopher John Lee, Sander M. Levin, 
Jerry Lewis, John Lewis, John Linder, Dan-
iel Lipinski, Frank A. LoBiondo, David 
Loebsack, Zoe Lofgren, Nita M. Lowey, 
Frank D. Lucas, Blaine Luetkemeyer, Ben 
Ray Luján, Cynthia M. Lummis, Daniel E. 
Lungren, Stephen F. Lynch, Carolyn McCar-
thy, Kevin McCarthy, Michael T. McCaul, 
Tom McClintock, Betty McCollum, Thaddeus 
G. McCotter, Jim McDermott, James P. 
McGovern, Patrick T. McHenry, John M. 
McHugh, Mike McIntyre, Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ 
McKeon, Michael E. McMahon, Cathy 
McMorris Rodgers, Jerry McNerney, Connie 
Mack, Daniel B. Maffei, Carolyn B. Maloney, 
Donald A. Manzullo, Kenny Marchant, Betsy 
Markey, Edward J. Markey, Jim Marshall, 
Eric J.J. Massa, Jim Matheson, Doris O. 
Matsui, Kendrick B. Meek, Gregory W. 
Meeks, Charlie Melancon, John L. Mica, Mi-
chael H. Michaud, Brad Miller, Candice S. 

Miller, Gary G. Miller, George Miller, Jeff 
Miller, Walt Minnick, Harry E. Mitchell, 
Alan B. Mollohan, Dennis Moore, Gwen 
Moore, James P. Moran, Jerry Moran, Chris-
topher S. Murphy, Patrick J. Murphy, Scott 
Murphy, Tim Murphy, John P. Murtha, Sue 
Wilkins Myrick, Jerrold Nadler, Grace F. 
Napolitano, Richard E. Neal, Randy 
Neugebauer, Eleanor Holmes Norton, Devin 
Nunes, Glenn C. Nye, James L. Oberstar, 
David R. Obey, John W. Olver, Pete Olson, 
Solomon P. Ortiz, Frank Pallone Jr., Bill 
Pascrell Jr., Ed Pastor, Ron Paul, Erik 
Paulsen, Donald M. Payne, Nancy Pelosi, 
Mike Pence, Ed Perlmutter, Thomas S.P. 
Perriello, Gary C. Peters, Collin C. Peterson, 
Thomas E. Petri, Pedro R. Pierluisi, Chellie 
Pingree, Joseph R. Pitts, Todd Russell 
Platts, Ted Poe, Jared Polis, Earl Pomeroy, 
Bill Posey, David E. Price, Tom Price, Adam 
H. Putnam, Mike Quigley, George Radano-
vich, Nick J. Rahall II, Charles B. Rangel, 
Denny Rehberg, David G. Reichert, Silvestre 
Reyes, Laura Richardson, Ciro D. Rodriguez, 
David P. Roe, Harold Rogers, Mike Rogers 
(AL–03), Mike Rogers (MI–08), Dana Rohr-
abacher, Thomas J. Rooney, Peter J. 
Roskam, Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, Mike Ross, 
Steven R. Rothman, Lucille Roybal-Allard, 
Edward R. Royce, C.A. Dutch Ruppersberger, 
Bobby L. Rush, Paul Ryan, Tim Ryan, 
Gregorio Sablan, John T. Salazar, Linda T. 
Sánchez, Loretta Sanchez, John P. Sarbanes, 
Steve Scalise, Janice D. Schakowsky, Adam 
B. Schiff, Jean Schmidt, Aaron Schock, Kurt 
Schrader, Allyson Y. Schwartz, David Scott, 
Robert C. ‘‘Bobby’’ Scott, F. James Sensen-
brenner Jr., José E. Serrano, Pete Sessions, 
Joe Sestak, John B. Shadegg, Mark Shauer, 
Carol Shea-Porter, Brad Sherman, John 
Shimkus, Heath Shuler, Bill Shuster, Mi-
chael K. Simpson, Albio Sires, Ike Skelton, 
Louise McIntosh Slaughter, Adam Smith, 
Adrian Smith, Christopher H. Smith, Lamar 
Smith, Vic Snyder, Hilda L. Solis*, Mark E. 
Souder, Zachary T. Space, Jackie Speier, 
John M. Spratt Jr., Bart Stupak, Cliff 
Stearns, John Sullivan, Betty Sutton, John 
S. Tanner, Ellen O. Tauscher*, Gene Taylor, 
Harry Teague, Lee Terry, Bennie G. Thomp-
son, Glenn Thompson, Mike Thompson, Mac 
Thornberry, Todd Tiahrt, Patrick J. Tiberi, 
John F. Tierney, Dina Titus, Paul Tonko, 
Edolphus Towns, Niki Tsongas, Michael R. 
Turner, Fred Upton, Chris Van Hollen, Nydia 
M. Velázquez, Peter J. Visclosky, Greg Wal-
den, Timothy J. Walz, Zach Wamp, Debbie 
Wasserman Schultz, Diane Watson, Melvin 
L. Watt, Henry A. Waxman, Anthony D. 
Weiner, Peter Welch, Lynn A. Westmoreland, 
Robert Wexler, Ed Whitfield, Charles A. Wil-
son, Joe Wilson, Robert J. Wittman, Frank 
R. Wolf, Lynn C. Woolsey, David Wu, John A. 
Yarmuth, C.W. Bill Young, Don Young 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows: 

2706. A letter from the Chief, Regulatory 
Analysis & Development, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — User Fees; Export Certification 
for Plants and Plant Products [Docket No.: 
APHIS-2006-0137] (RIN: 0579-AC22) received 
July 8, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2707. A letter from the Chief, Regulatory 
Analysis & Development, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Movement of Hass Avocados 
From Areas Where Mexican Fruit Fly or 
Sapote Fruit Fly Exist [Docket No.: APHIS- 

2006-0189] (RIN: 0579-AC67) received July 2, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

2708. A letter from the Board of Governors, 
Federal Reserve System, transmitting the 
nineteenth annual report on the Profit-
ability of Credit Card Operations of Deposi-
tory Institutions, pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1637 
note. Public Law 100-583, section 8 (102 Stat. 
2969); to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

2709. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 036-09, 
certification of a proposed technical assist-
ance agreement for the export of technical 
data, defense services, and defense articles, 
pursuant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

2710. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 071-09, 
certification of an application for a license 
for the export of defense articles or defense 
services, pursuant to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

2711. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 037-09, 
certification of a proposed manufacturing li-
cense agreement for the export of technical 
data, defense services, and defense articles, 
pursuant to section 36(c) and 36(d) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

2712. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 061-09, 
certification of a proposed technical assist-
ance agreement to include the export of 
technical data, defense services, and defense 
articles, pursuant to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

2713. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 040-09, 
certification of a proposed manufacturing li-
cense agreement for the export of defense 
services and defense articles, pursuant to 
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2714. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting pursuant to section 3(d) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended, cer-
tification regarding the proposed transfer of 
major defense equipment from the Govern-
ment of Belgium (Transmittal No. RSAT-09- 
1798); to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2715. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 072-09, 
certification of a proposed technical assist-
ance agreement to include the export of 
technical data, defense services, and defense 
articles, pursuant to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

2716. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 058-09, 
certification of a proposed manufacturing li-
cense agreement for the manufacture of sig-
nificant military equipment abroad, pursu-
ant to section 36(c) and 36(d) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

2717. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 063-09, 
certification of a proposed technical assist-
ance agreement for the export of technical 
data, defense services, and defense articles, 
pursuant to section 36(c) of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
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2718. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 

Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 055-09, 
certification of a proposed amendment to a 
manufacturing license agreement for the ex-
port of technical data, defense services, and 
defense articles, pursuant to section 36(c) of 
the Arms Export Control Act; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

2719. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Verification, Compliance and Implementa-
tion, Department of State, transmitting A 
report concerning an amendment to Parts 
123, 124, 126, and 129 of the International 
Traffic in Arms Regulations (ITAR), promul-
gated pursuant to the Arms Export Control 
Act, 22 U.S.C. 2778 et seq, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

2720. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s weekly re-
ports for the April 15, 2009 to June 15, 2009 re-
porting period on matters relating to post- 
liberation Iraq, pursuant to Pub. L. 105-338, 
Sec. 7; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2721. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s letter in ac-
cordance with Section 3 of the Arms Export 
Control Act; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

2722. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi-
dent & Chief Financial Officer, Federal Home 
Loan Bank of New York, transmitting the 
2008 management report of the Federal Home 
Loan Bank of New York, pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

2723. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Home Affordable Modification Program 
(Rev. Rul. 2009-19) received June 18, 2009, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

2724. A letter from the Chairman, Defense 
Nuclear Facilities Safety Board, transmit-
ting the Board’s quarterly report to Congress 
on the Status of Significant Unresolved 
Issues with the Department of Energy’s De-
sign and Construction Projects (dated June 
22, 2009); jointly to the Committees on 
Armed Services and Appropriations. 

2725. A letter from the Chairman and Vice 
Chairman, U.S.-China Economic & Security 
Review Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s report on their May 20, 2009 public 
hearing on ‘‘The Impact of China’s Economic 
and Security Interests in Continental Asia 
on the United States’’, pursuant to Public 
Law 109-108, section 635(a); jointly to the 
Committees on Ways and Means, Armed 
Services, and Foreign Affairs. 

2726. A letter from the Acting Adminis-
trator, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s report on the 
Preliminary Damage Assessment informa-
tion on FEMA-1831-DR for the State of Flor-
ida, pursuant to Public Law 110-329, section 
539; jointly to the Committees on Homeland 
Security, Transportation and Infrastructure, 
and Appropriations. 

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 Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mrs. 
BIGGERT): 

H.R. 3246. A bill to provide for a program of 
research, development, demonstration and 
commercial application in vehicle tech-
nologies at the Department of Energy; to the 
Committee on Science and Technology. 

By Mr. BAIRD: 
H.R. 3247. A bill to establish a social and 

behavioral sciences research program at the 
Department of Energy, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Science and 
Technology. 

By Mr. FILNER (for himself, Mr. 
BILBRAY, and Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia): 

H.R. 3248. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exempt motor vehicle 
donations to certain charities from the limi-
tations on such donations; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HONDA (for himself and Ms. 
CLARKE): 

H.R. 3249. A bill to strengthen commu-
nities through English literacy and civics 
education for new Americans, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, 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. BISHOP of New York: 
H.R. 3250. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
1210 West Main Street in Riverhead, New 
York, as the ‘‘Private First Class Garfield M. 
Langhorn Post Office Building’’; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

By Mr. GINGREY of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Mr. HARPER, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. 
LATTA, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. 
RADANOVICH, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. 
ISSA, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. 
CAMPBELL, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. LINDER, 
Mr. SCALISE, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. PITTS, 
Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. BROUN of Geor-
gia, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. 
STEARNS, and Mr. COBLE): 

H.R. 3251. A bill to repeal certain provi-
sions of title 5, United States Code, relating 
to Federal employees’ official time and labor 
organization activities; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. HINOJOSA (for himself, Mr. 
GONZALEZ, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. CUELLAR, and Mr. 
REYES): 

H.R. 3252. A bill to authorize the President 
of the United States to agree to an amend-
ment to the agreement between the Govern-
ment of the United States of America and 
the Government of the United Mexican 
States concerning the establishment of a 
Border Environment Cooperation Commis-
sion and a North American Development 
Bank; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. FARR, and Mr. COHEN): 

H.R. 3253. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to promote 
the use of advance directives, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LUJÁN: 
H.R. 3254. A bill to approve the Taos Pueb-

lo Indian Water Rights Settlement Agree-
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. SCHWARTZ (for herself and Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas): 

H.R. 3255. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to clarify that qualified 
personal service corporations may continue 
to use the cash method of accounting, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Nebraska (for himself 
and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska): 

H.R. 3256. A bill to amend the Medicare 
Prescription Drug, Improvement, and Mod-

ernization Act of 2003 to extend the Rural 
Community Hospital Demonstration Pro-
gram; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Washington: 
H.R. 3257. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to grant family of members of 
the uniformed services temporary annual 
leave during the deployment of such mem-
bers; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (for him-
self, Mr. MEEK of Florida, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Ms. 
CLARKE, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr. 
PAYNE, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. NAD-
LER of New York, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. MCGOVERN, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida, Mr. CROWLEY, and Ms. NOR-
TON): 

H. Con. Res. 165. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for temporary protected 
status for Haitian nationals currently resid-
ing in the United States, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, 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. LEWIS of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. NADLER of New York, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. HOLT, Mr. FILNER, 
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. KILPATRICK 
of Michigan, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, and Mr. ISRAEL): 

H. Con. Res. 166. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the 
United States Postal Service should issue a 
commemorative postage stamp honoring 
civil rights workers Andrew Goodman, 
James Chaney, and Michael Schwerner, and 
the ‘‘Freedom Summer’’ of 1964, and that the 
Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Committee should 
recommend to the Postmaster General that 
such a stamp be issued; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Alabama: 
H. Res. 657. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives that 
Members of Congress who participate in the 
Federal Employees Health Benefits Program 
(FEHBP) should be automatically enrolled in 
the public option and be subject to any per-
sonal income tax increases levied as a result 
of healthcare legislation, regardless of their 
annual gross income; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself and Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN 
of California): 

H. Res. 658. A resolution permitting official 
photographs of the House of Representatives 
to be taken while the House is in actual ses-
sion on a date designated by the Speaker; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (for him-
self, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. CLAY, and Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi): 

H. Res. 659. A resolution congratulating 
Kappa Alpha Psi Fraternity, Inc., on 98 years 
of serving local communities and enriching 
the lives of collegiate men throughout the 
Nation; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 
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By Mr. KISSELL: 

H. Res. 660. A resolution recognizing the 
distinguished history of the Laurinburg Nor-
mal Industrial Institute; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as fol-
lows: 

117. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Senate of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to Senate Resolution No. 60 MEMORI-
ALIZING THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED 
STATES TO REMOVE THE REQUIREMENT 
THAT STATES MAKE PERMANENT 
CHANGES TO THEIR 100 PERCENT EM-
PLOYER-FINANCED UNEMPLOYMENT IN-
SURANCE LAWS TO EXPAND UNEMPLOY-
MENT BENEFITS TO INDIVIDUALS WHO 
ARE NOT CURRENTLY ELIGIBLE IN 
ORDER TO QUALIFY FOR THE STATE’S 
PORTION OF ONE-TIME UNEMPLOYMENT 
BENEFIT FUNDING AND TO URGE THE 
GOVERNOR TO USE HER INFLUENCE IN 
THE CURRENT ADMINISTRATION TO SE-
CURE A WAIVER FOR MICHIGAN FROM 
THESE REQUIREMENTS; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

118. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Illinois, relative 
to House Resolution No. 374 urging the Con-
gress of the United States of America to con-
sider requiring that students be offered in-
terest rates on college loans that do not ex-
ceed 1%; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

119. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Nevada, relative to Assembly Con-
current Resolution No. 31 urging the Govern-
ment of Turkey to grant the Ecumenical Pa-
triarch international recognition and to re-
spect the human rights and property rights 
of the Ecumenical Patriarchate; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

120. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Georgia, relative to Senate Resolu-
tion 15 expressing solidarity with Israel in 
its defense against terrorism in the Gaza 
Strip; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

121. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Georgia, relative to Senate Resolu-
tion 156 opposing the federal ‘‘Freedom of 
Choice Act;’’ and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

122. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Georgia, relative to Senate Resolu-
tion 632 affirming states’ rights based on Jef-
fersonian principles; and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

123. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Michigan, relative to Senate Reso-
lution No. 59 MEMORIALIZING THE CON-
GRESS OF THE UNITED STATES TO AU-
THORIZE THE USE OF FEDERAL STIM-
ULUS DOLLARS TO OFFSET THE LOOM-
ING FUTA FEDERAL UNEMPLOYMENT 
TAX INCREASE AND TO URGE THE GOV-
ERNOR TO USE HER INFLUENCE IN THE 
CURRENT ADMINISTRATION TO ZEAL-
OUSLY ADVOCATE FOR SUCH RELIEF 
FOR MICHIGAN JOB PROVIDERS; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

124. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Georgia, relative to Senate Resolu-
tion 505 urging the United States Congress to 
reduce the 24 month waiting period for par-
ticipants in Social Security Disability Insur-
ance; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

125. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Montana, relative to Senate 
Joint Resolution 13 COMMEMORATING THE 
CENTENNIAL OF GLACIER NATIONAL 
PARK; jointly to the Committees on Natural 
Resources and Foreign Affairs. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 22: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 197: Mr. SULLIVAN. 
H.R. 333: Ms. MARKEY of Colorado. 
H.R. 343: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 614: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 653: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H.R. 682: Mr. HODES. 
H.R. 690: Ms. MARKEY of Colorado. 
H.R. 718: Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 816: Mr. MASSA. 
H.R. 881: Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. GRAVES, 

and Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 916: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 953: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
H.R. 1024: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1051: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 1074: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama and Ms. 

GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. 
H.R. 1086: Mr. ROYCE. 
H.R. 1205: Mr. MCCARTHY of California, Ms. 

TSONGAS, and Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 1207: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 1215: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 1269: Mr. HERGER. 
H.R. 1283: Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 1392: Mr. RADANOVICH. 
H.R. 1428: Mr. KILDEE and Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 1458: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 1551: Mr. MEEK of Florida. 
H.R. 1584: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 1670: Mr. SESSIONS and Mr. TIM MUR-

PHY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1677: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington and 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 1695: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, 

Mr. CARNEY, and Mr. WALDEN. 
H.R. 1700: Mr. GUTIERREZ. 
H.R. 1708: Ms. FUDGE, Mr. SESTAK, and Mr. 

ROTHMAN of New Jersey. 
H.R. 1771: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. 
H.R. 1800: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1846: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H.R. 1868: Mr. GOODLATTE and Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 1908: Ms. BALDWIN. 
H.R. 1990: Mr. BOREN and Mr. WU. 
H.R. 2000: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. 

WOOLSEY, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. BISHOP of New 
York, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Mr. 
PERRIELLO, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. RAHALL, Ms. 
HARMAN, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 2017: Mr. DRIEHAUS. 
H.R. 2054: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN and Mr. CAR-

SON of Indiana. 
H.R. 2139: Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. 

NORTON, and Mr. REHBERG. 
H.R. 2149: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN and Mr. 

GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 2194: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, and Mr. HUNTER. 

H.R. 2213: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2215: Mr. HOEKSTRA. 
H.R. 2246: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2254: Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. SPACE, Mr. SMITH 

of Washington, Mr. REHBERG, and Mr. 
BOCCIERI. 

H.R. 2266: Mr. ADLER of New Jersey, Mr. 
MINNICK, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 

H.R. 2267: Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
LOBIONDO, Mr. ADLER of New Jersey, and Mr. 
MINNICK. 

H.R. 2269: Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 2296: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. 

HERGER, and Mr. DUNCAN. 
H.R. 2324: Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 2406: Mr. HERGER. 
H.R. 2443: Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsyl-

vania. 
H.R. 2478: Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 2523: Mr. ABERCROMBIE and Mrs. 

NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 2529: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 2534: Mr. BOOZMAN. 

H.R. 2560: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 2563: Mr. CARTER, Mr. CHILDERS, Mr. 

NEUGEBAUER, Ms. GRANGER, and Mr. HALL of 
Texas. 

H.R. 2564: Mr. SHERMAN and Ms. LEE of 
California. 

H.R. 2579: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts and 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 

H.R. 2632: Mr. MEEKS of New York, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
HELLER, Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, Mr. SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. BOCCIERI, and Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey. 

H.R. 2669: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 2681: Mr. REYES, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. 

SIRES, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
RODRIGUEZ, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. ROYBAL-AL-
LARD, and Mr. SERRANO. 

H.R. 2709: Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 2733: Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 2746: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. PALLONE, 

Mr. SCHIFF, and Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. 
H.R. 2766: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
H.R. 2770: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 2799: Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. BOREN, Ms. 

JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, and Mr. SHULER. 

H.R. 2819: Mr. SCHAUER. 
H.R. 2846: Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 2866: Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 2909: Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 2943: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 2964: Mr. BOOZMAN. 
H.R. 2969: Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. 
H.R. 3001: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 3017: Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 3047: Mr. CARSON of Indiana and Mr. 

GRAYSON. 
H.R. 3116: Mr. MICHAUD and Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 3127: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R. 3131: Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. PAUL, and 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. 
H.R. 3140: Mr. CARTER, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 

CHAFFETZ, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Mr. INGLIS, Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. CAMPBELL, 
Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee, Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado, 
Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. LATTA, Mr. PITTS, 
Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. FLEMING, Mr. LINDER, Mr. 
KING of Iowa, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. PENCE, Mr. 
SHADEGG, Mr. ISSA, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. 
POSEY, Mr. FLAKE, and Mr. MARCHANT. 

H.R. 3144: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. CAPPS, 
Mr. MURTHA, Mr. WAMP, and Mrs. BONO 
MACK. 

H.R. 3147: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. 
PASCRELL. 

H.R. 3178: Mr. NYE. 
H.R. 3200: Mrs. MALONEY. 
H.R. 3218: Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 

RADANOVICH, Mr. ISSA, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. 
LAMBORN, and Mr. SHIMKUS. 

H.R. 3221: Ms. CLARKE, Mr. PIERLUISI, and 
Mr. BERMAN. 

H.R. 3225: Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, Mr. SERRANO, 
and Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 

H.J. Res. 12: Mr. TONKO, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. 
COHEN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. HODES, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. GENE GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. REYES, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. POLIS of Colo-
rado, Mr. BARROW, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Mr. OLVER, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, Ms. 
WATSON, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. JACKSON 
of Illinois, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. WATT, 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 
WILSON of Ohio, Ms. KILROY, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
BARTLETT, Mr. JONES, Mr. KRATOVIL, Mr. 
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FORTENBERRY, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. SHADEGG, 
Mrs. BONO MACK, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. HALL 
of Texas, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mrs. 
MYRICK, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
FORBES, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Ms. 
CLARKE, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Ms. MATSUI, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. CONYERS, and Ms. KAPTUR. 

H. Con. Res. 51: Mr. WU, Mr. LIPINSKI, and 
Mrs. SCHMIDT. 

H. Con. Res. 74: Ms. CORRINE BROWN of 
Florida. 

H. Con. Res. 154: Mr. BERMAN. 
H. Con. Res. 163: Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. 

HEINRICH, Mr. BLUMENAUER, and Mr. MASSA. 
H. Res. 267: Mr. BILBRAY. 
H. Res. 291: Mr. GALLEGLY and Mr. TANNER. 
H. Res. 333: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. 

HONDA. 
H. Res. 363: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY Mr. OLVER, 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, and Mr. FILNER. 
H. Res. 383: Mr. HOLT. 
H. Res. 397: Mr. SCALISE. 
H. Res. 433: Mr. WU. 
H. Res. 445: Mr. TURNER. 
H. Res. 494: Mr. INGLIS. 
H. Res. 536: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H. Res. 554: Mr. MELANCON. 
H. Res. 611: Mr. BERRY, Mr. MITCHELL, Ms. 

ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. 
KIRK, Mr. MCCARTHY of California, Mr. JOR-
DAN of Ohio, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. 

COFFMAN of Colorado, Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. AUSTRIA, Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. PRICE of 
Georgia, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. PENCE, Mr. GRAY-
SON, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Ms. JENKINS, Mrs. 
LUMMIS, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. ROG-
ERS of Michigan, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. MILLER 
of Florida, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. 
CASSIDY, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. HALL of 
Texas, Mr. AKIN, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. OLSON, 
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. CHAFFETZ, 
Mr. FLEMING, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 
CASTLE, Mr. BONNER, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. 
MCKEON, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. CHILDERS, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr. POSEY. 

H. Res. 613: Ms. GIFFORDS. 
H. Res. 615: Mr. PAUL, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. 

SESSIONS, and Mrs. BLACKBURN. 
H. Res. 619: Mr. BLUNT, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, 

and Mr. LAMBORN. 
H. Res. 624: Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. ELLISON, 

and Mr. WOLF. 
H. Res. 630: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H. Res. 639: Mr. LAMBORN. 

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 amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative HASTINGS of Washington, or a 
designee, to H.R. 1018, the Restore Our Amer-
ican Mustangs Act, does not contain any 
congressional earmarks, limited tax bene-
fits, or limited tariff benefits as defined in 
clause 9(d), 9(e), or 9(f) or rule XXI. 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XV, the fol-
lowing discharge petition was filed: 

Petition 4, July 15, 2009, by Mr. DAN BUR-
TON on House Resolution 460, was signed by 
the following Members: DAN BURTON and 
STEVE SCALISE 

f 

DISCHARGE PETITIONS— 
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS 

The following Members added their 
names to the following discharge peti-
tion: 

Petition 1, by Mr. LATTA on H.R. 581: DEAN 
HELLER and MARY FALLIN. 
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EARMARK DECLARATION 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, pursu-
ant to the Republican Leadership standards 
on earmarks, I am submitting the following in-
formation regarding earmarks I received as 
part of H.R. 3183, Energy and Water Develop-
ment and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2010: 

Requesting Member: Congressman TED 
POE 

Bill Number: H.R. 3183, Energy and Water 
Development and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2010 

Account: Corps of Engineers, Operations 
and Maintenance 

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Sabine 
Neches Navigation District 

Address of Requesting Entity: P.O. Box 778, 
Nederland, TX 77627 

Description of Request: I, and President 
Obama, have jointly secured $13,399,000 in 
funding to help maintain the Sabine-Neches 
Waterway at its current authorized dimensions 
of a 40-foot channel depth for inland channels 
to Port Arthur and Beaumont and a 500-foot 
width in the Port Arthur Canal and a 400-foot 
width in the Neches River Channel to Beau-
mont. 

Requesting Member: Congressman TED 
POE 

Bill Number: H.R. 3183, Energy and Water 
Development and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2010 

Account: Corps of Engineers, Operations 
and Maintenance 

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Cham-
bers Liberty Counties Navigation District 

Address of Requesting Entity: P.O. Box 857, 
Liberty, TX 77575 

Description of Request: I have secured 
$1,996,000 in funding to help maintain the 
Trinity River Project which is a 47 mile shallow 
draft waterway beginning at the Anahuac 
Channel to the Port of Liberty. The Navigation 
District needs shallow draft barge access to 
support the current industrial residents at the 
Port of Liberty and to attract new business. 

f 

100TH ANNIVERSARY HOBART 
ELKS LODGE 1152 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Madam Speaker, it is with 
great admiration and enthusiasm that I call at-
tention to Hobart Elks Lodge 1152 in recogni-
tion of their 100th anniversary. Having served 
their Northwest Indiana surroundings with their 
charitable efforts, Lodge 1152 is to be com-
mended. The always-prospering establishment 

will be commemorating this magnificent mile-
stone on July 25, 2009. Not only will this small 
community be celebrating the longstanding 
history of their lodge, but they will be cele-
brating the spirit of Elkdom everywhere. 

Since its humble beginning in 1909, the Elks 
of Gary have been an ambitious bunch and 
have grown considerably since the time of 
their first establishment. Beginning with the 
meeting of thirty-four pioneers, the Gary 
Lodge 1152 was founded under its first Ex-
alted Ruler, William P. Gleason. After hosting 
their gatherings in the Feuer building for more 
than a year, the Gary Elks felt it was time to 
expand and began construction of a building 
at 610 Washington Street, which would be-
come home to the Lodge’s meetings for the 
next seventeen years. 

They remained there until 1928 when a new 
three story lodge was built at 8th Avenue and 
Broadway, which was necessary to com-
fortably accommodate their increasing civic 
activities. Among the perks of this new loca-
tion was the WJKS radio station that very 
quickly became a tenant of the new establish-
ment, based on an agreement that the broad-
casting company would air an eleven o’clock 
toast nationally and nightly. Elks from as far 
as Alaska would begin gathering around local 
turrets to pay respect to their Absent Brothers, 
thankful to the Gary Lodge for its commitment 
to sustaining the National Elk community. Due 
to woes of the Great Depression, the Elks of 
Gary sold their building and relocated to 633 
Washington Street until 1942, when they again 
moved to a more convenient location at 5th 
and Jefferson. Assisted by some of the Elks’ 
skilled craftsmen and volunteers, the new 
building was refurbished to reflect the glory of 
the Gary Elks. 

After 60 years in Gary, members of Lodge 
1152 were relocated to the City of Hobart. It 
was there that they claimed their sanctuary on 
61st Avenue. After about a year of construc-
tion, the first initiation was held on December 
4, 1970. As an improved Hobart Lodge 1152, 
the Elks flourished so dramatically that they 
grew too large for the walls of their current 
structure, and henceforth built their latest addi-
tion, the Jubilee Room. 

As the Elks of Hobart grew in number, so 
did their charitable contributions to the city. 
Such support was allocated to Boy Scout 
troops, Soccer Shoot and Hoop Shoot pro-
grams, and scholarship-worthy students 
throughout the region. This philanthropy was 
also expressed through contributions to orga-
nizations such as the Elks National Founda-
tion, Cancer Fund, and Parade of Nickels. Ad-
ditionally, the Hobart Elks have been actively 
involved with the veterans of Northwest Indi-
ana, namely through their annual Flag Day 
Celebration. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that you and my 
other distinguished colleagues join me in hon-
oring and congratulating the Hobart Elks 
Lodge 1152 on its centennial celebration. 
Through the years, the establishment’s mem-
bers have graced us with their patriotism and 
benevolence, and I am truly honored to rep-
resent them in Washington, D.C. 

TRIBUTE TO CORPORAL RYAN C. 
MCGHEE, U.S. ARMY, OF FRED-
ERICKSBURG, VA 

HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. WITTMAN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to remember and honor Corporal Ryan 
C. McGhee of Fredericksburg, Virginia for his 
service and selfless sacrifice to his country. 

Ryan McGhee’s interest in the military dated 
back to his days playing soldier as a child. By 
the time he was ready to graduate from high 
school, football had become his passion. Pat 
Tillman, a famous football player turned sol-
dier was among those that Ryan held in high 
regard. Like Pat Tillman, Ryan was killed in 
service to his country, like Pat Tillman, Ryan 
was a fine football player with a bright future. 
The parallels between these two men are un-
mistakable. Two athletes, two patriots, two 
men who chose to forego a life of relative 
comfort for a life of service to a cause greater 
than themselves. Nothing captures the spirit of 
our nation’s warriors better than the illustration 
of selfless service provided by Ryan C. 
McGhee. 

Ryan was born in Pittsburg and lived in 
Springfield, Vermont before moving to Fred-
ericksburg, Virginia just prior to his sophomore 
year of high school. He and his brother 
Zachary grew up as active youths, enjoying 
snowboarding, skateboarding, and trick bike 
riding. Ryan and Zachary loved playing sol-
dier. These two brothers progressed from 
playing soldier as boys to wearing the uniform 
as men. 

An exceptional athlete, Ryan was the cap-
tain of the football team at Massaponax High 
School in Fredericksburg. This captain of the 
football team met his future fiance not long 
after arriving in Virginia. Ashleigh Mitchell and 
Ryan McGhee were engaged to be married in 
the spring of 2010. The picture perfect love 
story of the captain of the football team and 
the cheerleader had jumped from the pages of 
the story book into reality. 

Ryan’s dedication to the service of his na-
tion had called him to service in the United 
States Army. His competitive nature led him to 
the 3rd Battalion 75th Ranger Regiment at Ft. 
Benning, Georgia where he served as a rifle-
man and grenadier before serving as a weap-
ons squad team leader with Company D. Prior 
to his deployment to Iraq, he had already dis-
tinguished himself as a seasoned combat vet-
eran, serving three tours in Afghanistan. 

Ryan C. McGhee was called home on May 
13, 2009 after being wounded when his unit 
came in contact with enemy forces while con-
ducting combat operations in Central Iraq. He 
brightened the lives of his Fiance: Ashleigh 
Mitchell of Fredericksburg, Virginia; Father: 
Steven M. McGhee, and stepmother Kristie J. 
McGhee of Myrtle Beach, South Carolina; 
Mother: Sherrie Battle-McGhee, of Knoxville, 
Tennessee; Brothers: Sgt. Zachary McGhee, 
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Noah, and Gabriel; Sisters: Jasmine and Elsie 
McGhee; Paternal Grandparents: Mike and 
Roberta McGhee of Newport News, Virginia; 
Maternal Grandparents: Dr. and Mrs. William 
C. Battle of Knoxville, Tennessee; and count-
less others. 

Ryan was truly an exceptional man, athlete, 
and soldier. His short but impactful life will for-
ever highlight the virtue of those service men 
and women with whom Ryan now shares a 
common bond. He leaves behind a family 
proud of all that he had accomplished through-
out his life and service in the military. His valor 
and service cost him his life, but his sacrifice 
will live on forever among the many dedicated 
heroes this nation has sent abroad to defend 
freedom. We can only thank his loved ones for 
sharing the company of this remarkable young 
man. 

My condolences and prayers go out to 
Ryan’s family, and I offer them my deepest 
sympathies and most heartfelt thanks for the 
service, sacrifice, and example of their soldier, 
Corporal Ryan C. McGhee. He was respected 
and admired by those around him, and contin-
ually performed above and beyond all expec-
tations while serving his country. Because of 
his efforts, the liberty of this country is made 
more secure. 

f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010 

SPEECH OF 

HON. PAUL RYAN 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 16, 2009 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 3170) making ap-
propriations for financial services and gen-
eral government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2010, and for other purposes: 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair, after 
careful consideration of H.R. 3170, it is with 
great regret that I announce my opposition to 
this bill as a result of its careless disregard for 
human life. 

Historically, there has been a restriction on 
government-funded abortion in Washington, 
DC. Language known as the Dornan Amend-
ment, which prohibited both federally and lo-
cally appropriated funds from being used to 
pay for abortions, has always been adopted in 
prior-year versions of H.R. 3170. However, in 
a break from this longstanding tradition, the 
majority chose instead to include language 
that does not prohibit local taxpayer funding 
for abortion services. In effect, Congress is 
breaking with history and allowing taxpayer 
funded abortions where they were previously 
prohibited. 

I was extremely disappointed that H.R. 3170 
included this language, especially since it also 
contains provisions that I strongly support. For 
example, I applaud bipartisan efforts to include 
language protecting the state franchise rights 
of GM and Chrysler auto dealers. Over 3,000 
of these small business owners will ultimately 
be left behind as a result of the restructuring 
plans supported by the Obama Administration 
and recently approved in hasty federal bank-
ruptcy court proceedings. Given that the rights 
of these auto dealers were not fairly rep-

resented in GM and Chrysler’s bankruptcy 
proceedings, I support providing some kind of 
legislative remedy to these stakeholders. 

Unfortunately, the Majority blocked consider-
ation of an amendment that would have elimi-
nated the language allowing taxpayer funding 
of abortion services in H.R. 3170 and allowing 
Members to vote for the bill on its merits. This 
cynical political move forced those of us op-
posed to taxpayer-funded abortions to vote 
against this bill, also implying opposition to 
helping our auto dealers. Let me be clear that 
my vote against this bill in no way implies my 
opposition to protecting the rights of the auto 
dealers left behind in GM and Chrysler’s bank-
ruptcy proceedings. 

In short, I really hoped to take this oppor-
tunity to support our nation’s auto dealers. Be-
cause H.R. 3170 effectively legalized tax-
payer-funded abortion services, I could not 
support it. 

f 

HONORING THE ROLE OF AMER-
ICAN WORKERS IN PUTTING MAN 
ON THE MOON 

HON. STEVE ISRAEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. ISRAEL. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to acknowledge the key role American workers 
played in putting man on the moon and to 
honor their respective contributions to man-
kind. 

On September 12, 1962 President John F. 
Kennedy challenged America to ‘‘go to the 
moon in this decade . . . not because it is 
easy but because it is hard.’’ Long Islanders 
heard this call, rolled up their sleeves and 
made that dream a reality. I am proud of the 
Long Islanders who produced the Grumman- 
built Lunar Module nicknamed ‘‘the Eagle’’ 
which achieved its rightful fame when astro-
naut Neil Armstrong announced to the world 
that, ‘‘the Eagle has landed.’’ 

America landed on the moon on July 20, 
1969 and the men and women of Long Island 
got us there. 

July 2009 is the 40th anniversary of man-
kind landing on the moon, an eternal tribute to 
America’s engineering genius that sits some 
235,000 miles away on the lunar surface. The 
Grumman-built Lunar Module is a permanent 
symbol of the collective efforts of the hard- 
working American men and women who met 
President Kennedy’s call to achieve the im-
possible. 

During the height of the Cold War, a signifi-
cant portion of the Nation’s scientific and tech-
nological genius was turned not to weapons 
but to space exploration. 

Forty years later, we honor the ingenuity 
and tenacity of all Americans that answered 
President Kennedy’s call to reach to the heav-
ens and thank them for their historic contribu-
tions to mankind. 

IN RECOGNITION OF JOHN G. 
FULLER 

HON. DON YOUNG 
OF ALASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate a great Alaskan, Mr. 
John (Jack) G. Fuller, an outstanding soldier, 
legislator and Alaskan. Mr. Fuller served our 
country in the Marine Corps, the Michigan Na-
tional Guard, the Alaskan National Guard and 
as a Representative to the Alaskan Legisla-
ture. His abilities and dedication have been 
recognized by all who have served with him, 
and earned him the opinion of others as irre-
placeable. 

Jack Fuller began his military career with 
the 21st Regiment of the Third Marine Division 
in the Pacific Theatre of World War II, in 
Guam and at Iwo Jima. It was at Iwo Jima that 
he was awarded the Silver Star for con-
spicuous gallantry and intrepidity. Whilst serv-
ing as a Sergeant on February 23, 1945, Mr. 
Fuller took command of his unit when all its 
officers were dead or wounded and enabled 
his platoon to continue the attack. Following 
this he was promoted to Second Lieutenant. 

Following World War II, Mr. Fuller returned 
to Michigan and joined the Michigan National 
Guard. During this period he excelled and suc-
cessfully graduated from the Armor Officer 
Basic and Advanced courses and the Com-
mand and General Staff College. He was 
eventually granted a permanent commission. 

In 1964, Jack Fuller moved to Alaska, with 
the intention of teaching at the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs schools on St. Lawrence Island. 
He also enlisted in the First Scout Battalion, 
an Eskimo division of the Alaskan National 
Guard, based in Nome. Jack worked his way 
up, reaching the rank of Battalion Com-
mander. While under his command, the unit 
was evaluated as excellent during JACK 
FROST 1977. Mr. Fuller was further awarded 
the Legion of Merit, the third highest award of 
the Army for the outstanding skill, initiative and 
professionalism he displayed as a Com-
mander. He was the first officer of the Alaskan 
National Guard to achieve this honor and his 
dedication to the battalion earned him the ad-
miration of those he served with. 

Upon retirement from the Alaskan National 
Guard in 1978, Mr. Fuller turned to a new 
challenge and was elected to the Alaskan 
Legislature as a Representative for District 22, 
where he served for eight years. In 1986, Mr. 
Fuller was one of the first to be recruited for 
the Alaska Defense Force upon its creation, 
where he used his many skills to aid the State 
in times of emergency. He also contributed to 
the State through his work as Chairman of the 
Board of Directors of Norton. Sound Health 
Corporation. In recent times Mr. Fuller has 
also served as President of the Wasilla Senior 
Center. Regardless of the task at hand, Jack 
Fuller has committed himself fully to serving 
others. 

On behalf of The United States of America, 
I extend my thanks and appreciation to Jack 
Fuller, for his dedication and service to the 
Great State of Alaska and the entire country. 
His achievements in both military and civilian 
life are remarkable and deserve our recogni-
tion here, today. 
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COMMUNIST CHINA MUST END THE 

RUTHLESS PERSECUTION OF 
FALUN GONG 

HON. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida. 
Madam Speaker, through their annual rally 
this week, Falun Gong practitioners and sym-
pathizers have focused international attention 
on the horrible suffering of so many Falun 
Gong practitioners in Communist China. At 
that rally, I stood in warm, heartfelt solidarity 
with them and I will continue to do so until the 
Chinese people are free. On the occasion of 
this rally denouncing 10 years of persecution 
against the Falun Gong, I would like to take 
this opportunity to highlight the names of sev-
eral students, professors and lawyers who 
have suffered for their opposition to Com-
munist China’s brutal tyranny. 

Currently, twelve professors and students 
from the prestigious Tsinghua University are 
known to be detained in Communist China 
under deplorable conditions due to their Falun 
Gong beliefs: 

1. Mr. Bai Rongchun 
2. Ms. Zhu Tong 
3. Ms. Cong Dayang 
4. Ms. Liu Zhimei 
5. Ms. Yao Yue 
6. Mr. Meng Jun 
7. Mr. Wang Xin 
8. Mr. Wang Weiyu 
9. Mr. Yu Chao 
10. Mr. Zang Lianjun 
11. Mr. Yuping 
12. Mr. Bao Weizhong 
I would also like to commend and thank the 

handful of brave human rights lawyers who 
have accepted the challenge of representing 
Falun Gong adherents, as well as other op-
pressed citizens, and who themselves have 
been subjected to harassment, disbarment, 
detention and even torture as a result. Madam 
Speaker, these attorneys have taken an enor-
mous risk for their fellow countrymen and I 
commend and admire their honorable efforts: 

1. Zhang Kai 
2. Li Chunfu 
3. Wei Liangyue 
4. Tang Jitian 
5. Lan Zhixue 
6. Jiang Tianyong 
7. Li Heping 
8. Li Xiongbing 
9. Li Fangping 
10. Pu Zhiqiang 
11. Zhang Kai 
12. Jiang Tianyong 
13. Li Heping 
14. Li Xiongbing 
15. Li Chunfu 
16. Wang Yajun of Globe-Law in Beijing 
17. Cheng Hai 
18. Tang Jitian 
19. Yang Huiwen of Anhui Law Firm in Bei-

jing 
20. Xie Yanyi 
21. Li Dunyong of Gongxin Law Firm in Bei-

jing 
22. Wen Haibo 
23. Liu Wei of Shunhe Law Firm in Beijing 
24. Zhang Lihui of Beijing G&G (Giant and 

Goal) Law Firm in Beijing 

25. Li Jinglin of Jiurui Law Firm in Beijing 
26. Wei Liangyue of Jiaodian Law Firm in 

Heilongjiang 
27. Yang Zaixin of Baijuming Law Firm in 

Guangxi 
28. Sun Wenbing of Xinhe Law Firm 
Most recently, sometime between July 2 

and July 8, these three brave lawyers were ar-
rested for their efforts to defend Falun Gong 
practitioners: 

29. Ruping Liu 
30. Wang 
31. Wang Ping Yonghang 
Madam Speaker, the ruthless, despicable 

persecution against Falun Gong practioners 
and other oppressed minorities must end and 
these brave prisoners of conscience must be 
released immediately. 

f 

EARMARK DECLARATION 

HON. TIMOTHY V. JOHNSON 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Madam Speaker, 
pursuant to the Republican Leadership stand-
ards on project funding, I am submitting the 
following information regarding project funding 
I requested as part of Fiscal Year 2010 En-
ergy and Water Appropriations bill—H.R. 
3183: 

Requesting Member: TIMOTHY V. JOHNSON 
Bill Number: H.R. 3183—Fiscal Year 2010 

Energy and Water Appropriations bill 
Account: Department of Energy—EERE 
Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Eastern 

Illinois University 
Address of Requesting Entity: 600 Lincoln 

Avenue, Charleston, Illinois 61920 
Description of Request: $1,000,000 for East-

ern Illinois University to replace the campus 
central thermal plant with a biomass-fired 
combined heat and power center. Of this 
amount $1,000,000 will purchase equipment 
for the new plant. 

Requesting Member: TIMOTHY V. JOHNSON 
Bill Number: H.R. 3183—Fiscal Year 2010 

Energy and Water Appropriations bill Account: 
Department of Energy—EERE 

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Heartland 
Community College 

Address of Requesting Entity: 1500 West 
Raab Road, Normal, Illinois 61761 

Description of Request: $250,000 for the Illi-
nois Community College Sustainability Net-
work which will strengthen Illinois community 
colleges’ capacity to promote and provide en-
ergy education and sustainable practices 
across Illinois. Of this amount, $173,040 is for 
energy efficiency and green job training per-
sonnel; $77,040 is for supplies and material 
support. 

Requesting Member: TIMOTHY V. JOHNSON 
Bill Number: H.R. 3183—Fiscal Year 2010 

Energy and Water Appropriations bill 
Account: Department of Energy—EERE 
Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Richland 

Community College 
Address of Requesting Entity: One College 

Park, Decatur, Illinois 62521 
Description of Request: $500,000 for Rich-

land Community College to expand on the ex-
isting biofuels degree program in an effort to 
provide a more comprehensive bioenergy pro-
gram to include biodiesel, bioethanol, and 

other bioenergies in coordination with renew-
able energy programs. Of this amount 
$500,000 is for equipment. 

f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010 

SPEECH OF 

HON. DONALD A. MANZULLO 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 16, 2009 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 3170) making ap-
propriations for financial services and gen-
eral government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2010, and for other purposes: 

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Chair, as with many 
bills debated in Congress, the Financial Serv-
ices and General Government Appropriations 
Act, 2010 (H.R. 3170) contained some good 
and some bad provisions. This spending bill 
funds many important functions of the federal 
government, including the Department of the 
Treasury (one of the first four original Cabinet 
agencies created by the new U.S. government 
in 1789) and various smaller agencies that are 
involved in the financial services industry such 
as the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
(FDIC), the National Credit Union Administra-
tion (NCUA), the Securities and Exchange 
Commission (SEC), and the Small Business 
Administration (SBA). In addition, H.R. 3170 
funds the Executive Office of the President, 
the Judiciary (the Third Branch of federal gov-
ernment), and the District of Columbia. 

As an original co-sponsor of the Automobile 
Dealer Economic Rights Restoration Act of 
2009 (H.R. 2743), I was extremely pleased 
that House Committee Appropriations Com-
mittee Chairman, DAVID OBEY, and the House 
Democratic leadership agreed, in a bipartisan 
fashion, to adopt and protect an amendment 
offered by my good friend and colleague, Rep-
resentative STEVE LATOURETTE of Ohio. The 
LaTourette amendment essentially inserted 
the language contained in H.R. 2743 into H.R. 
3170. The LaTourette amendment would re-
store the status quo ante for automobile deal-
erships that were callously terminated by Gen-
eral Motors and Chrysler during their bank-
ruptcy proceedings in blatant disregard to the 
dealership’s contractual rights, state franchise 
laws, and just plain human decency. Normally, 
the Rules of the House prohibit the inclusion 
of language that changes statutory law on 
spending bills. But because the situation faces 
automobile dealers is such an exigent cir-
cumstance, I agreed with the House leader-
ship that the LaTourette provision should be 
an exception to the regular rules governing the 
debate on appropriations bills. I strongly sup-
port the retention of the LaTourette amend-
ment throughout the rest of the legislative 
process. 

However, when confronted with many other 
provisions in H.R. 3170, I could not vote in 
support of the overall bill. Unfortunately, the 
House Democratic leadership prevented the 
consideration of other amendments that could 
have corrected the major flaws in other parts 
of this legislation. H.R. 3170 continues the 
pattern in almost every other appropriations 
bill in spending well over the rate of inflation. 
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The rest of the nation is expected to reign in 
their pocketbooks during times of economic 
uncertainty; yet the federal government keeps 
on spending. Specifically, H.R. 3170 proposes 
to spend $1.5 billion in Fiscal Year (FY) 2010 
or 6.4 percent over the FY 2009 funding level. 

One of those new spending priorities in H.R. 
3170 is to restore a federal loan subsidy in the 
SBA’s 7(a) guaranteed business lending pro-
gram, costing $80 million a year. When I was 
Chairman of the House Small Business Com-
mittee, I was proud of my work to finally re-
store stability and predictability to the 7(a) pro-
gram by removing it from the uncertainties of 
the annual appropriations process. In the past, 
the 7(a) program temporarily closed and then 
re-opened with severe restrictions on several 
occasions because Congress did not pass the 
annual spending bill covering the SBA account 
by the start of the new fiscal year (October 
1st). The funding from the previous fiscal year 
simply ran out. After the annual federal sub-
sidy was removed in 2004, more small busi-
nesses were helped by the 7(a) program, 
growing from a $9.5 billion loan program serv-
ing 72,000 small businesses a year in 2004 to 
a $13.5 billion program serving nearly 93,000 
small businesses a year by the time I left the 
chairmanship in 2007. This was accomplished 
by a slight adjustment in the fees charged to 
the users of the 7(a) program. This fee adjust-
ment resulted in an average additional $10 a 
month increase in the loan repayment. In addi-
tion, the SBA received $375 million in the so- 
called ‘‘economic stimulus’’ package last Feb-
ruary for a federal small business loan subsidy 
in order to lower fees and increase the gov-
ernment guarantee rate. These funds have yet 
to be fully expended and are expected to last 
well into FY 2010. There was no need to pile 
another $80 million on top of the money the 
SBA already has received for this purpose. 

In addition, H.R. 3170 reverses a decade- 
old policy that restricts all public funds to pay 
for abortions in the District of Colombia. I am 
amazed that in spite all the rhetoric to encour-
age people who are pro-choice and pro-life to 
work together in a spirit of cooperation to 
lower the number of abortions in this nation, 
the Democratic-controlled House reinstates a 
public subsidy that will only encourage more 
abortions to be performed in the nation’s cap-
ital. H.R. 3170 also removes ban on legalizing 
medical marijuana in the District of Colombia. 
It also gradually eliminates the D.C. school 
voucher experiment by prohibiting new enroll-
ees from participating in a school choice op-
tion in one of the worst public school systems 
in the nation. 

Thus, I regretfully decided to vote against 
H.R. 3170, notwithstanding my strong support 
for the LaTourette provision to restore the 
rights of terminated automobile dealers, be-
cause of the overspending in the bill and the 
new publicly-financed incentive to encourage 
more abortions in the nation’s capital. 

f 

EARMARK DECLARATION 

HON. SHELLEY MOORE CAPITO 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Speaker, pursuant to 
the House Republican standards on earmarks, 
I am submitting the following information re-

garding earmarks I received as part of H.R. 
2638 Consolidated Security, Disaster Assist-
ance, And Continuing Appropriations Act, 
2009 (109th Congress) 

Requesting Member: SHELLEY MOORE 
CAPITO 

Bill Number: H.R. 2638—Consolidated Se-
curity, Disaster Assistance, And Continuing 
Appropriations Act, 2009 

Account: Defense O&M Army 
Legal Name of Requesting Entity: HMS 

Technologies 
Address of Requesting Entity: 206 West 

Burke St., Martinsburg, WV 25401 
Description of Request: Provide an earmark 

of $1,200,000: The National Veterans Tech-
nology Consortium (NVTC) is comprised of 
Veterans and business leaders who have 
joined to create careers in information tech-
nology (IT) for Service Disabled and other Vet-
erans. NVTC has teamed with the Army Pub-
lishing Directorate (APD) to develop a proof- 
of-concept program to digitize, tag, and data-
base Army records and operational material in 
order to meet Army regulatory requirements 
and achieve APD’s mission. 

f 

EARMARK DECLARATION 

HON. ROBERT E. LATTA 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. LATTA. Madam Speaker, pursuant to 
the Republican Leadership standards on ear-
marks, I am submitting the following informa-
tion regarding earmarks I received as part of 
H.R. 3183, the Energy and Water Develop-
ment and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2010. 

Requesting Member: Congressman ROBERT 
E. LATTA 

Bill Number: H.R. 3183, the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2010 

Account: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; 
Section 205 

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: The Vil-
lage of Ottawa 

Address of Requesting Entity: 136 North 
Oak Street, Ottawa, OH 45875 

Description of Request: $217,000 for the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for funding re-
garding the Village of Ottawa Flood Control 
and Mitigation Reconnaissance and Feasibility 
Studies. Funding would be used to complete 
the Section 205 Feasibility Study of flood risk 
management plans for the Blanchard River at 
Ottawa, Ohio. The funding would fulfill the 
Federal share needed to complete the Feasi-
bility Study. In addition, the funds would be 
used to begin the design and implementation 
following the Section 205 Feasibility Study of 
flood risk management plans for the Blanchard 
River at Village of Ottawa, Ohio. I certify that 
neither I nor my spouse has any financial in-
terest in this project. 

Requesting Member: Congressman ROBERT 
E. LATTA 

Bill Number: H.R. 3183, the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2010 

Account: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; 
Section 205 

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: The Vil-
lage of Findlay 

Address of Requesting Entity: 518 Dorney 
Plaza, Room 310, Findlay, OH 45840 

Description of Request: $248,000 for the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for funding re-
garding the Village of Findlay Flood Control 
and Mitigation Reconnaissance and Feasibility 
Studies. Funding would be used to complete 
the Section 205 Feasibility Study of flood risk 
management plans for the Blanchard River at 
Findlay, Ohio. The funding would fulfill the 
Federal share needed to complete the Feasi-
bility Study. In addition, the funds would be 
used to begin the design and implementation 
following the Section 205 Feasibility Study of 
flood risk management plans for the Blanchard 
River at Findlay, Ohio. I certify that neither I 
nor my spouse has any financial interest in 
this project. 

Requesting Member: Congressman ROBERT 
E. LATTA 

Bill Number: H.R. 3183, the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2010 

Account: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; 
Construction; Ohio Environmental Infrastruc-
ture OH 

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Village of 
Polk, Ashland County, Ohio 

Address of Requesting Entity: 200 East 
Congress Street, P.O. Box 206, Polk, OH 
44866 

Description of Request: $400,000 for the de-
sign, construction, and operation of a central-
ized collection and treatment system. The Vil-
lage is under Ohio EPA Findings and Orders 
to address a large number of failing household 
septic systems in the Village. The collection 
will consist of a combination gravity/pressure 
sewer system, potentially two (2) lift stations, 
50,000 gallons per day (gpd) average daily 
design flow (ADF) package extended aeration 
wastewater treatment plant suitable for direct 
discharge to Katotawa Creek. The existing on- 
lot systems will be demolished when the re-
placement system is available. The Village 
has 357 residents, with 129 homes and busi-
nesses. A recent income survey conducted by 
the Ohio Rural Community Assistance Pro-
gram confirmed that the Village’s Median 
Household Income has dropped significantly 
since the last census, and is now only 
$35,000. An earlier survey conducted in 2007 
also showed that the Village qualifies for 
CDBG funding with a Low–to–Moderate–In-
come (LMI) percentage over 60%. USDA 
Rural Development has advised the Village it 
needs to obtain additional grants in order to 
be funded by their program. Design engineer-
ing is underway. I certify that neither I nor my 
spouse has any financial interest in this 
project. 

Requesting Member: Congressman ROBERT 
E. LATTA 

Bill Number: H.R. 3183, the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2010 

Account: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; 
Construction; Ohio Environmental Infrastruc-
ture OH 

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Village of 
Risingsun, Northwestern Water and Sewer 
District, Wood County, Ohio 

Address of Requesting Entity: 12560 Mid-
dleton Pike, Bowling Green, Ohio 43402 

Description of Request: $400,000 for exten-
sion of a public water main to provide fire pro-
tection and drinking water to the residents of 
Risingsun, Ohio. The Village of Risingsun & 
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US 23 corridor, including Lakota School, relies 
on private wells for water supply. Recent test-
ing of groundwater indicates petroleum hydro-
carbon contamination in several area wells. 
This project will greatly impact the environ-
ment by improving drinking water and fire pro-
tection in the Village and surrounding area. I 
certify that neither I nor my spouse has any fi-
nancial interest in this project. 

Requesting Member: Congressman ROBERT 
E. LATTA 

Bill Number: H.R. 3183, the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2010 

Account: U.S. Department of Energy; En-
ergy Efficiency and Renewable Energy 

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Bowling 
Green State University 

Address of Requesting Entity: 106 Univer-
sity Hall, Bowling Green, OH 43403 

Description of Request: $1,000,000 for the 
Coastal Ohio Wind Project: Removing Barriers 
to Great Lakes Offshore Wind Energy Devel-
opment. Funding would be used to support a 
workforce for Bowling Green State University 
to undertake the design parameter data gath-
ering while the University of Toledo under-
takes development of the advanced concept 
offshore Wind Turbine Generators (WTG). The 
long term goal is to reduce the cost of installa-
tion, operation and maintenance of WTG’s on 
Lake Erie, in order to jumpstart offshore devel-
opment of the Great Lakes and to support the 
transition from rust-belt to green-belt manufac-
turing. The project will build on a proven two 
bladed, teetered hub WTG design. This phase 
of the project will design a foundation and 
tower structure capable of surviving the severe 
wind, wave and ice loading conditions on Lake 
Erie. I certify that neither I nor my spouse has 
any financial interest in this project. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SAI YANG 

HON. KEITH ELLISON 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. ELLISON. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to commemorate the life of Sai Yang, a pas-
sionate and determined woman, a wife, moth-
er, grandmother and great grandmother. Sai 
was the matriarch of the Chang family and in-
fluential in the lives of not only her own chil-
dren and grandchildren, but that of her entire 
community. Sai was also the mother-in-law of 
my good friend, Senator Mee Moua of St. 
Paul. 

Sai was born in 1934 to Cha Doua Yang 
and Ying Kue in the remote jungle village of 
Nhu Ka in Laos. 

After the United States left Laos in May of 
1975, Sai and her family sought refuge in the 
jungles and remote villages of Laos for several 
years before finally arriving on freedom’s 
shore in Thailand in 1979. 

After six months in a Thai refugee camp, 
Sai’s family was granted political asylum to the 
United States and arrived in Honolulu, Hawaii 
on February 1, 1980. A year later, her family 
moved to Minnesota. 

In her new life in the U.S., Sai learned how 
to read and write in her native Hmong lan-
guage and in conversational English. In 1997, 
she became a U.S. Citizen. She subsequently 
voted in five presidential elections and helped 

to elect her daughter-in-law Mee Moua to the 
Minnesota State Senate; the highest among 
elected officials in the United States. 

In 1995, Sai was chosen as part of the dele-
gation of Hmong American women who at-
tended the United Nation’s Fourth World Con-
ference on Women in Beijing, China. 

Sai Yang passed away on July 7, 2009 in 
St. Paul and is survived by five sons, three 
daughters, 39 grandchildren, 27 great grand-
children, a brother, a sister, and the extended 
Chang and Yang families in Minnesota, across 
the U.S. and other countries. 

Sai Yang enriched many lives and she will 
be missed dearly by all who knew her. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT COLO-
NEL MARK E. STRATTON, 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE, OF 
STAFFORD, VIRGINIA 

HON. ROBERT J. WITTMAN 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. WITTMAN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Lieutenant Colonel Mark E. 
Stratton, United States Air Force, of Stafford, 
Virginia, for his service and supreme sacrifice 
for our nation. 

Lieutenant Colonel Stratton graduated from 
Foley High School in Foley, Alabama, and 
then went on to attend Texas A&M University. 
There, he served as a member of the Corps 
of Cadets and graduated with a degree in Po-
litical Science. Following graduation, he was 
commissioned as a Second Lieutenant in the 
U.S. Air Force. 

Throughout his remarkable career, Lieuten-
ant Colonel Stratton served with honor and 
distinction as a communications officer, pilot, 
senior navigator, and staff officer. Some of 
Lieutenant Colonel Stratton’s duty assign-
ments include executive assistant to the 55th 
Wing commander in Offutt Air Force Base, 
Nebraska, student at the Joint Advanced 
Warfighting School, Taiwan desk officer on the 
Joint Staff, and executive assistant to the dep-
uty director for Asia. In addition to his profes-
sional military career, Lieutenant Colonel 
Stratton was an active member of Stafford 
Baptist Church in Stafford Virginia, where he 
served as a beloved Sunday school teacher. 

Tragically, on May 26, 2009, Lieutenant 
Colonel Stratton made the ultimate sacrifice 
for this great nation while serving as the Com-
manding Officer of the Panjshir Provincial Re-
construction Team in Afghanistan. Just as 
many of America’s heroes have taken up arms 
when the nation needed them, Lieutenant 
Colonel Stratton dedicated himself to the 
cause of our values, freedoms, and way of 
life. His valor and determination cost him his 
life, but his sacrifice will endure forever among 
the many dedicated heroes the United States 
has sent abroad to preserve liberty and free-
dom. 

Lieutenant Colonel Stratton is remembered 
by his friends and family as a man of unques-
tionable character and loyalty. He was excited 
about the initiative he was leading in Afghani-
stan. In an e-mail to a friend he described the 
work of building roads, schools, canals and 
clinics as the best job of his Air Force career. 
It is easy to see why his friends describe him 
as someone who loved God, his family, his 

friends, and his country fervently. This is the 
caliber of a man that truly leads our nation’s 
men and women in uniform with passion and 
purpose. 

Lieutenant Colonel Stratton is survived by 
his wife, Jennifer Stratton and his children, 
Delaney, Jake and A.J. My condolences and 
prayers go out to Mark’s family, and I offer 
them my deepest sympathies and most heart-
felt thanks for the service, sacrifice, and exam-
ple of their hero, Lieutenant Colonel Mark 
Stratton. 

f 

LAKEWOOD, COLORADO 40TH 
ANNIVERSARY 

HON. ED PERLMUTTER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and applaud the city of 
Lakewood, Colorado on their fortieth birthday. 

For forty years, the city of Lakewood has 
celebrated its birthday in an arts and music 
celebration appropriately named Lakewood on 
Parade. Families from all parts of the city and 
surrounding areas come together with their 
friends and neighbors to enjoy this celebration. 
I, myself, along with my family, have attended 
Lakewood on Parade for many years. I am 
honored to recognize the Lakewood on Pa-
rade birthday celebration for helping Lake-
wood bring families together to enjoy this 
beautiful city. 

Lakewood is the fourth largest city in Colo-
rado and is located just west of Denver, in the 
foothills of the Rocky Mountains. It is home to 
many historical sites of the old West making it 
a city rich in history. Families, friends, and 
neighbors truly live in a special place in Colo-
rado and it is reflected in the Lakewood on 
Parade birthday celebration. 

I extend my deepest congratulations to the 
city of Lakewood for achieving their fortieth 
birthday. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE EXTRAOR-
DINARY SERVICE OF THE HON-
ORABLE PETE GEREN 

HON. JANE HARMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, July 17, 2009 

Ms. HARMAN. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the distinguished service of our 
former colleague Pete Geren as he steps 
down as Secretary of the Army. 

Secretary Geren, a quiet and thoughtful 
leader, fulfilled the duties of his office with su-
perb competence and compassion. Of his 
many achievements, his initiative to combat 
military sexual trauma deserves particular rec-
ognition. Secretary Geren called the epidemic 
of rape and sexual assault within the ranks of 
the Army ‘‘fratricide.’’ He viewed its elimination 
as of equal consequence to the challenge of 
racially integrating the armed forces. 

Last year, Secretary Geren launched the I. 
A.M. Strong campaign, a five-year program 
designed to eradicate rape and sexual assault 
in the Army. Secretary Geren was unwavering 
in his efforts to tackle this important issue. As 
he explained, ‘‘we’re the United States Army 
and we live our values.’’ 
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Prior to joining the Defense Department, 

Secretary Geren represented Texas’ 12th Dis-
trict for four terms. During that time, we 
worked together on the Armed Services com-
mittee, where he served with distinction. He 
also served on the Science & Technology and 
the Public Works & Transportation Commit-
tees. 

Secretary Geren’s strength of character and 
visionary leadership has resulted in a better 
Army and a safer nation. I thank him for his 
extraordinary service to country, and look for-
ward to applauding whatever new and exciting 
chapter he now begins. 

f 

HONORING GERALD GAW 

HON. JAMES P. McGOVERN 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a remarkable leader in 
the Clinton Community, Gerald Gaw. 

Gerald Gaw, Superintendent of Clinton. 
Public Schools, will be retiring this week after 
32 years of service to the children of the Clin-
ton Public School District. Gerald dedicated 
his career to serving his community, beginning 
as a middle school math teacher at the age of 
27. Throughout the past thirty years, Gerald 
nurtured students as both a middle and high 
school teacher before serving as principal of 
first the Clinton middle school and then Clinton 
High School. In 2004, Gerald was recognized 
for his outstanding work when he was se-
lected for the position of Superintendent of 
Schools, where he has helped the school dis-
trict thrive. 

Gerald was born and raised in the small 
Clinton community. Throughout his many 
years in the school district, he would often find 
himself teaching children whose parents had 
been his students or interacting with school 
committee members who had cared for him as 
a child. Gerald was committed to playing his 
part in the small community too, nurturing the 
children of Clinton for the futures that lay 
ahead of them. Educating children is Gerald’s 
passion, a passion that thousands have bene-
fited from during their time in Clinton schools. 

Gerald was one of the first principals to 
work in the new Clinton High School and was 
largely responsible for the transformation of 
the new building into a state-of-the-art edu-
cational facility. As the MCAS standardized 
testing was initiated across Massachusetts, 
Gerald promoted high achievement throughout 
the school, implementing new programs in-
tended to prepare students for success. 

Among Gerald’s many talents, foremost was 
his compassion and his ability to connect with 
students. Reaching out to students from dif-
ficult backgrounds or those who needed just a 
little extra help was a mission Gerald added 
on to his already long list of responsibilities as 
an administrator. Whether it was talking with 
students during lunch hour, encouraging them 
in the classroom, or working out with them in 
the gym, Gerald was known for befriending 
children who needed a positive presence in 
their lives. As principal, Gerald coached a Pop 
Warner football team, and even as super-
intendent he tried to spend as much time as 
possible with the children. As he enters retire-
ment, Gerald is looking forward to going back 

to the classroom as a math teacher at a col-
lege. 

Gerald will be missed by the faculty and 
thousands of students whose lives he shaped 
in a multitude of ways. I wish him and his wife 
Carol, along with their three sons, many happy 
years in a well deserved retirement. 

Madam Speaker, I know all of my col-
leagues join me in thanking this remarkable 
man for his many years of dedication to the 
people of the Clinton. 

f 

INTRODUCING A CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION EXPRESSING SUP-
PORT FOR TEMPORARY PRO-
TECTED STATUS FOR HAITIAN 
NATIONALS CURRENTLY RESID-
ING IN THE UNITED STATES, 
AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to introduce a concurrent resolu-
tion expressing support for temporary pro-
tected status for Haitian nationals currently re-
siding in the United States, and for other pur-
poses. 

The creation of TPS was intended to serve 
as the statutory embodiment of a safe haven 
for those who are fleeing—or reluctant to re-
turn to—a potentially dangerous situation in 
their country of origin. 

According to section 244(A) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act of 1990, TPS may be 
granted when: there is ongoing armed conflict 
posing a serious threat to personal safety; it is 
requested by a foreign state that temporarily 
cannot handle the return of nationals due to 
environmental disaster; or extraordinary and 
temporary conditions in a foreign state exist 
which prevent aliens from returning. 

Haiti has continued to meet all three of 
these requirements, and yet, not once have 
Haitian nationals been granted TPS. 

Last summer, only a few months after dead-
ly food riots led to the removal of the country’s 
Prime Minister, Haiti was ravaged by four 
back-to-back natural disasters. Thousands lost 
their homes, many were left starving and iso-
lated from humanitarian assistance, nearly 800 
lives were taken, and over 300 people remain 
missing. 

How dire must the situation in Haiti become 
before the United States is willing to extend 
this helping hand to Haiti as it has done for 
other nations under similar circumstances? 

The Haitian government’s ability to provide 
basic governmental services—clean water, 
education, passable roads and basic health 
care—remains severely compromised by 
these natural disasters. Repatriating Haitians 
at this time imposes an additional burden on 
government resources that are already 
stretched too thin and poses a serious danger 
to deportees’ personal safety. Further, with 
hurricane season well underway, the Haitian 
people will only slip further into despair when 
another storm inevitably hits their nation. 

Concerning stability and overall safety, Haiti 
is still in dire need of an adequate policing 
force to maintain order and halt the escalation 
in kidnappings that are plaguing the nation. 

As of today, the Department of State’s cur-
rent travel warning advises Americans that 

current conditions in Haiti make it unsafe to 
travel due to the potential for looting, the pos-
sibility of random violent crime, and the seri-
ous threat of kidnapping for ransom. 

Madam Speaker, if it is unsafe for our citi-
zens to travel to Haiti, then those same condi-
tions should make it much too dangerous and 
inappropriate to forcibly repatriate Haitians at 
this time. It is unfortunate and appalling that 
our current immigration policies hold such 
harmful double standards. 

I want to make it very clear that I acknowl-
edge and heartily congratulate Haiti’s efforts 
toward recovery and to a stable democratic 
government. However, President Prival’s nas-
cent democratic government still faces im-
mense challenges with regards to rebuilding 
Haiti’s police and judicial institutions to 
achieve the fair and prompt tackling of the on-
going political and criminal violence. 

In addition to safety and human rights con-
siderations, halting the deportation of Haitians 
is also an economic matter. 

Under the law, TPS beneficiaries are eligible 
to obtain work authorization permits. The abil-
ity for Haitian nationals to legally work in the 
United States puts them in a position to con-
tribute to their country’s recovery and develop-
ment until such time when it is safe for them 
to return to Haiti. 

Madam Speaker, the Haitian Diaspora has 
always played a pivotal role in assisting Haiti. 
It is widely known that Haitians residing in the 
United States often work three jobs to send 
money back to Haiti each month. Many Hai-
tians in the United States often send remit-
tances to support family members, and others 
travel home to lend their expertise toward re-
building and humanitarian efforts. 

Designating Haiti under TPS status would 
preserve and increase remittances—totaling 
approximately a third of Haiti’s GDP—from the 
Haitian Diaspora to relatives and communities 
in Haiti that are key for welfare, survival, and 
recovery. 

Haiti is more dependent than any other 
country on remittances with nearly a billion 
dollars a year sent home by Haitians in the 
United States. In fact, remittances to Haiti far 
exceed foreign aid. 

Now, many Haitian nationals in the United 
States who previously sustained relatives in 
Haiti through remittances are being deported, 
further depriving Haiti of an important source 
of financial aid that is well-positioned to assist 
when based here in the United States. 

Madam Speaker, there are currently five 
countries that are protected under the TPS 
provision: Nicaragua, Honduras, El Salvador, 
Somalia, and Sudan. By refusing to give Haiti 
the TPS designation, our inequitable immigra-
tion policies continue to send the message 
that the safety of Haitian lives is not a priority 
compared to that of Salvadoran, Honduran, or 
Sudanese lives. 

We must act to change this perception. Our 
immigration policies have to change. They 
must reflect fairness and treat Haitians equally 
to Nicaraguans, Hondurans, and Salvadorans 
whose deportations are suspended and who 
are allowed to work and support their families 
back home. 

Granting Haitians TPS is necessary to 
achieve fundamental fairness in our treatment 
of Haitian immigrants and remedy the accu-
rate and widespread perception that U.S. pol-
icy has discriminated against them. 
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Madam Speaker, we cannot deny Haiti this 

opportunity to help stabilize its economy, re-
cover from devastating natural disasters, re-
build its political and economic institutions, 
and provide a future of hope for Haiti’s people. 

I ask my colleagues to support this concur-
rent resolution and urge the House Leadership 
to bring it swiftly to the House floor for consid-
eration. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE CONSUMER 
PRODUCT AND FOOD SAFETY IN-
FORMATION ACT OF 2009 

HON. JOHN LEWIS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
am proud to reintroduce the Consumer Prod-
uct and Food Safety Information Act. 

This very simple bill creates a comprehen-
sive information process to notify American 
consumers about food and product recalls. It 
seems that practically every week there is an-
other product or food recall, but there’s no sin-
gle, comprehensive, federal resource to relay 
this information to consumers. As a result, 
many Americans are rightfully concerned and 
confused about what products might endanger 
the lives of their loved ones. 

In the 110th Congress after a steady stream 
of countless food and product recalls, I co- 
chaired a Ways and Means joint Oversight 
and Trade subcommittee hearing on Import 
Safety. In that hearing, we learned that there 
is no collective federal public information proc-
ess to inform Americans about food and prod-
uct safety recalls. Instead there is an expecta-
tion that press releases and Internet an-
nouncements with moderate outreach efforts 
are sufficient communication tools. 

This legislation is not about creating a new 
bureaucracy; the sole purpose is to establish 
a process. We must provide consumers with 
single resources—through various media 
phone, print, Internet, and radio—to learn ex-
actly what toys are safe for their children, what 
food is safe to eat, what beds are safe to 
sleep in, and what medicines won’t com-
promise their health. The Consumer Product 
and Food Safety Information Act of 2009 pre-
sents a clear plan to relay accurate and timely 
information to all consumers—regardless of 
age, income or location. 

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my colleagues 
to support this basic, common-sense legisla-
tion. I want to make sure that my constitu-
ents—parents, senior citizens, those who have 
access to the Internet, those who prefer news-
papers and libraries—are provided with uni-
versal, consistent information about what 
foods and products are harmful to themselves 
and their loved ones. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MIKE PENCE 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, I rise to state 
that I was on an official leave of absence from 
the U.S. House of Representatives on account 

of the funeral of a close personal friend and 
unable to vote on rollcall votes Nos. 548 
through 572. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye’’ on Nos. 548 through 551, 554 
through 569, and 572, and ‘‘nay’’ on Nos. 552, 
553, 570, and 571. 

f 

EARMARK DECLARATION 

HON. JIM JORDAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Madam Speaker, pur-
suant to House Republican Conference stand-
ards on earmarks, I submit the following infor-
mation regarding a project included at my re-
quest in H.R. 3183, the Fiscal Year 2010 En-
ergy and Water Development Appropriations 
Act: 

Requesting Member: Congressman JIM JOR-
DAN (OH–04) Bill: H.R. 3183 

Account: United States Army Corps of Engi-
neers, Section 205 (Flood Damage Reduction) 

Requesting entity: United States Army 
Corps of Engineers, Buffalo District (1776 Ni-
agara Street, Buffalo, New York 14207) 

Description: The City of Findlay, Ohio, saw 
three of its worst floods in history in just a 13- 
month period in 2007–08. These floods dev-
astated the city, causing significant damage to 
the downtown business district and displacing 
hundreds of residents. The Army Corps of En-
gineers has worked diligently since the Janu-
ary 2007 flood toward developing flood dam-
age reduction plans. I requested $248,000 to 
complete the Section 205 feasibility study and 
begin design and implementation work. 

I certify that neither I nor my spouse has 
any financial interest in this project. 

f 

NORTH BEND 

HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. REICHERT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of the City North Bend, 
Washington, for reaching its centennial year in 
2009. 

North Bend, located in the north end of the 
Eighth District of Washington State, is beau-
tifully situated near the entrance of the Cas-
cade Mountains with majestic Mount Si pro-
viding a stunning backdrop. Residents and 
tourists of all ages enjoy the many outdoor ac-
tivities this natural, rural setting has to offer, 
including skiing, hiking, camping, hunting, fish-
ing and swimming. The residents of North 
Bend are truly caring people who will continue 
to lead North Bend in protecting their unique 
rural setting while encouraging residential and 
business development. I commend Mayor Ken 
Hearing for his leadership of this town of 
4,700. 

The Eighth District is a more vibrant area 
because of North Bend and I rise today to 
commend the citizens past and present on 
their success in reaching this milestone. 

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2010 

SPEECH OF 

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday July 15, 2009 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 3183) making ap-
propriations for energy and water develop-
ment and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2010, and for other pur-
poses: 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I join my 
colleagues in opposition to the Flake Amend-
ment to H.R. 3183, the Energy and Water Ap-
propriations bill for Fiscal Year 2010. 

As a member of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, I believe it is our duty to work with our 
colleagues across the aisle in crafting a bill 
that helps our country in times of economic 
peril. In a political climate where energy 
sources and technology have become a cen-
tral focal point, we must do everything in our 
power to do what is in the best interest of the 
constituents in our respective districts, and in-
deed, the nation as well. This amendment, 
however, is not in the best interest of our con-
stituents. 

The Consortium for Plant Biotechnology Re-
search (CPBR), Inc., which is based in the 
State of Georgia, is an organization which 
specializes in the transfer of plant biotech-
nologies from the research laboratory to the 
marketplace, and in the process, provides ex-
panded economic opportunities through uni-
versity research. CPBR’s research programs 
and activities are undertaken cooperatively 
with major colleges and universities around 
the nation, including Albany State University, 
which is located in my Congressional district. 

In its short history, the CPBR has produced 
over 2.5 U.S. Patents with every $1 million 
dollars of federal funding provided. Through 
CPBR, every federal dollar is matched at a 
rate of 130% with non-federal funds. Addition-
ally, the organization has a commercialization 
rate on successful projects which is over 
210% higher than what universities get on 
their own. 

The amendment offered by Congressman 
FLAKE frankly represents a gross lack of judg-
ment, particularly given the enormous benefits 
we are continuing to gain as a result of the 
CPBR’s research activities and tangible results 
being put in practice. 

The CPBR has successfully worked with a 
number of historically black colleges and uni-
versities (HBCU) through its HBCU and Minor-
ity Institutions Research Fellowship Program. 
This program provides peer reviewed projects 
at these colleges and universities which, has 
in turn, sparked development and growth be-
tween the faculty and students. 

This also broadens its interaction with its 
private sector partners, who work closely with 
the CPBR and its researchers, to carry out the 
transfer research and technology into the pro-
duction of new and improved agricultural and 
manufacturing processes and products. Keep 
in mind, these are new products which were 
created and developed by students and re-
searchers at Universities around the country. 

These industrial innovations create thou-
sands of new jobs and strengthen our national 
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economy. One example of CPBR’s research is 
the current use of Miscanthus as a feedstock 
for bio-ethanol and other industrial chemi-
cals—a discovery which is currently used to 
reduce pollution from petroleum-based prod-
ucts throughout the energy industry. This is a 
clear example of the contributions which this 
group has made in moving our nation toward 
energy independence and improved techno-
logical efficiency. 

We are all aware that advancing energy 
technology is one of the most important issues 
we face today. It is an issue that many feel 
very passionate about and affects the pockets 
of all of us and our constituents. 

So it is essential that we continue to support 
activities of worthy organizations such as 
CPBR. 

Mr. Chair, in closing, the enormity and size 
of the challenges facing communities impacted 
by the energy crisis is overwhelming. Funding 
for the work of the CPBR is worthy of continu-
ation, and I would urge my colleagues to op-
pose the Flake amendment. 

f 

HONORING TEXAS COACH NEAL 
QUILLIN 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, every 
day America’s youth are guided, counseled 
and taught life lessons by their school coach-
es. These kids learn what it means to per-
severe through the tough times and the dif-
ference between right and wrong from these 
revered advisors. 

Coach Neal Quillin is one such coach. He 
has any been a pillar of the Houston area 
community for years and has pushed many 
young men and women to be the best and 
never take losing for an answer. A true Texan 
Hero, Coach Quillin grew up in the Lone Star 
State and received his BA and Masters from 
Stephen F. Austin University. He has a list of 
honors and awards that any coach would 
dream of including a 4A State Football Cham-
pionship, multiple state football tournament ap-
pearances, and has won 11 district champion-
ships. He has received the honor of Coach of 
the year multiple times by the Houston Chron-
icle, the Houston Post, and the Houston 
Touchdown Club. The most outstanding thing 
about this man is not his own accomplish-
ments—it is what he has done for his players 
and students. Coach Quillin has coached ten 
NFL players and has served as a mentor to 
Texas’ students for 44 years. Coach Quillin 
has served 12 Texas schools as a Coach and 
was at Humble High School for 15 years. He 
is currently the defensive line coach at 
Atascocita High School. 

Today, July 22, Coach Quillin will receive 
one of the biggest honors a coach can—he 
will be inducted into the Texas High School 
Coaches Association. I would like to congratu-
late Coach Neal Quillin on his lifetime of com-
munity service and thank him for helping to 
make Texas a great place for students to 
learn and athletes to excel. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

EARMARK DECLARATION 

HON. CONNIE MACK 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. MACK. Madam Speaker, pursuant to 
the Republican Leadership standards on ear-
marks, I am submitting the following informa-
tion regarding earmarks I received as part of 
H.R. 3183, the Energy and Water Develop-
ment and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2010. 

Project Name: Naples to Big Marco Pass 
Requesting Member: Congressman CONNIE 

MACK 
Bill Number: H.R. 3183—the Energy and 

Water Development and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2010. 

Account: Corps of Engineers; O&M 
Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Collier 

County, FL 
Address of Requesting Entity: 3301 East 

Tamiami Trail, Naples, Florida 34112 
Description of Request/Justification of Fed-

eral Funding: $1,500,000; The Gordon River 
and Naples Bay flow into Gordon Pass. This 
is the most significant Pass in the county and 
supports the commercial fishing, stone crab 
harvesting, sport fishing and tourism indus-
tries. The Pass also supports the County’s 
marinas and is used by residential boaters. 
Typically, the Pass is dredged every four or 
five years. It was last dredged in 2002 and 
needs to be dredged this year because 
shoaling diminishes the water depth in the 
channel. 

Project Name: Gulf Intracoastal Waterway 
Caloosahatchee R to Anclote R, Florida 

Requesting Member: Congressman CONNIE 
MACK, Congressman VERN BUCHANAN, Con-
gressman C.W. BILL YOUNG 

Bill Number: H.R. 3183—the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act, 2010. 

Account: Corps of Engineers; O&M 
Legal Name of Requesting Entity: Lee 

County, FL 
Address of Requesting Entity: 2115 Second 

Street, Fort Myers, FL 33901 
Description of Request/Justification of Fed-

eral Funding: $780,000; This project would 
provide for maintenance dredging in four 
areas of the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway 
(GICW). The areas in need of maintenance 
dredging include the mouth of Caloosahatchee 
River (Miserable Mile in Lee County) and the 
Boca Grande Bayou area (Miller’s Marina in 
Lee County) of the GICW. 

f 

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE 
REUNIFICATION OF CYPRUS 

HON. ED WHITFIELD 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Madam Speaker, there is 
no doubt that a historic opportunity to unify the 
island Cyprus was missed on April 24, 2004 
when 76 percent of Greek Cypriots in sepa-
rate simultaneous referenda in both sides of 
the island rejected the U.N. comprehensive 
settlement plan, known as the Annan Plan. 

After the referenda, the Greek Cypriots be-
came a full member of the European Union, 

while the social, economic and political isola-
tion of the Turkish Cypriots still continues de-
spite their affirmative vote in the referenda 
with a 65 percent majority. 

Until the recent change in leadership in 
South Cyprus in February 2008 the issue was 
at a virtual standstill; however, in September 
2008, Greek Cypriot leader Demetris 
Christofias and Turkish Cypriot leader Mehmet 
Ali Talat, launched full-fledged negotiations to 
find a comprehensive settlement to the Cyprus 
problem. The negotiations which were revived 
thanks to the insistence of the Turkish Cypriot 
side have been welcomed by the international 
community, including the United States, the 
European Union and others. 

Hopes are high among the international 
community that a mutually acceptable settle-
ment might be reached. In order to promote 
the spirit of goodwill generated during the re-
cent meetings, I encourage this body to sup-
port the two Cypriot leaders as they work to-
ward reunification. 

On July 20th the Turkish Cypriots com-
memorate the 35th anniversary of the Turkish 
peace operation which prevented an attempt 
by Greece to annex the island. Although 
peace prevails in Cyprus today, the social, 
economic and political development of the 
Turkish Cypriots have been restricted for more 
than four decades. 

Despite their continued commitment to 
achieving a just and lasting settlement that re-
spects the political equality of the two peoples 
on the island, the Turkish Cypriot people are 
still waiting for the international community to 
honor the promises it made to them that their 
isolation would be lifted. 

Madam Speaker, if the process is to move 
forward toward a lasting settlement it is impor-
tant that the United States Congress recog-
nize the unwavering commitment of the Turk-
ish Cypriot people to unify the island and en-
courage the lifting of the isolation. 

f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010 

SPEECH OF 

HON. SOLOMON P. ORTIZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 16, 2009 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 3170) making ap-
propriations for financial services and gen-
eral government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2010, and for other purposes: 

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Chair, I rise in support of 
H.R. 3170, the FY 10 Financial Services and 
General Government Appropriations Act. This 
bill provides much-needed funding for key fi-
nancial institutions and many other important 
priorities, and includes appropriations that will 
directly benefit my district’s economic develop-
ment. 

I would like to thank my colleagues for their 
leadership on this bill, and particularly Rep-
resentative JOSÉ SERRANO for his guidance 
and support for the University of Texas at 
Brownsville’s International Trade Center. 

Brownsville’s strategic proximity to Mexico 
and its multiple seaports has endowed it with 
unique potential for international trade and de-
velopment that will have far-reaching benefits 
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for my district and beyond. For this reason, I 
have consistently advocated for funding, which 
has been included in this appropriations act, to 
operate the International Trade Center at the 
UTB International Technology Education and 
Commerce Campus (ITECC) which houses all 
of the services required to conduct inter-
national trade including: international law, ac-
counting, banking, insurance, logistics serv-
ices, export-import marketing services, U.S. 
customs, government trade services and in-
dustry showrooms for specific target sectors 
such as medical, communications, and com-
puter technology. 

I am very supportive of this initiative as well 
as provisions included in the bill to strengthen 
America’s financial institutions through more 
robust regulatory enforcement and fraud de-
tection capabilities, investment in economic 
development programs for underserved com-
munities and small businesses, and many 
other important programs. 

Among the most important provisions of the 
bill is funding that supports $28 billion in new 
lending to help small businesses in South 
Texas and throughout the nation that have 
been unable to obtain credit and much-needed 
business loans due to the economic downturn. 
Small businesses are the backbone of our 
economy, and we owe it to them to make this 
lending available. 

I want to make clear that my vote for this bill 
reflects solely my support for the aforemen-
tioned priorities. I have consistently voted 
against using federal funds to support abortion 
services and am pleased that this bill upholds 
those limitations so that my constituents’ tax 
dollars are not used in a way inconsistent with 
their moral beliefs. 

My vote in favor of H.R. 3170 reflects my 
commitment to fund this nation’s economic pri-
orities and help our South Texas communities 
and small businesses in the midst of a deep 
recession. 

f 

REPRESENTATIVE GWYN GREEN 

HON. ED PERLMUTTER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and applaud the services 
of Colorado State Representative Gwyn Green 
who will retire this year from Colorado’s State 
Legislature. 

Representative Green has been in Colo-
rado’s State Legislature since 2004, and in 
that time has fought hard for the protection of 
children from sexual predators, as well as, for 
the prevention of abuse of disabled adults. 
Her passionate speeches and constant dedi-
cation to service have earned her the reputa-
tion of ‘‘The Fighting Granny,’’ on Colorado’s 
Capital Hill. It was with this commitment and 
drive that her work ethic and passion for the 
people of Colorado will be most remembered. 

In addition to her service in the Colorado 
State Legislature, Representative Green has 
earned such awards as the Colorado Associa-
tion of Public Health’s Distinguished Legislator 
of the Year, the Colorado Society of Clinical 
Social Workers Advocate of the Year, and was 

the Distinguished Legislator for the National 
Association of Social Workers. These accom-
plishments display her passion and commit-
ment in serving the people of Colorado. 

I extend my deepest thanks once again to 
Representative Green for her time and service 
to Colorado. I have no doubt her efforts within 
the Colorado State Legislature have made im-
pacts on the State of Colorado and on our 
country. 

f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010 

SPEECH OF 

HON. JIM JORDAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 16, 2009 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 3170) making ap-
propriations for financial services and gen-
eral government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2010, and for other purposes: 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Mr. Chair, I rise in op-
position to yet another Appropriations bill that 
we are forced to debate under a structured 
rule. Had important amendments been per-
mitted to come to the Floor, Members would 
have had an opportunity to change the de-
structive policies this bill contains. Most impor-
tantly, for the first time in over a decade, this 
Congress will lift the ban on funding abortions 
in the District of Columbia. We will now have 
tax dollars from across this nation flowing into 
our nation’s capital for ending the life of un-
born children. Simply put, a vote for this bill is 
a vote for the destruction of innocent life. 

I am also concerned that this bill is silent on 
the issue of marriage. After unprecedented ac-
tion by the DC City Council to redefine mar-
riage, this Congress has neglected its respon-
sibility to protect traditional marriage. 

Finally Mr. Chair, this bill continues the run-
away federal spending that more than any-
thing else has characterized this Appropria-
tions process, and frankly, this entire Con-
gress. At a time when Americans are facing 
extraordinary challenges, the federal govern-
ment is running up record deficits and accu-
mulating debt that our kids and grandkids may 
never be able to repay. Substantive amend-
ments that would have given Members a real 
choice in spending priorities and funding levels 
have been prohibited. The American people 
deserve better. It is time for this Congress to 
start putting our fiscal house back in order and 
to protect the timeless values that millions of 
Americans hold dear; namely, life and family. 
This bill falls far short and I encourage a ‘‘no’’ 
vote. 

f 

REMEMBERING THE VICTIMS OF 
THE AMIA ATTACK 

HON. RON KLEIN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of H. Con. Res 156, a 

resolution condemning the attack on the AMIA 
center in Buenos Aires, Argentina in 1994. 

Let me begin by thanking the gentlelady 
from Florida, the ranking member of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, for her steadfast leadership on this 
issue. 

I am proud that we have worked together in 
a bipartisan manner on issues in the Western 
Hemisphere and on anti-terrorism issues, such 
as this resolution. 

Fifteen years ago, Hezbollah terrorists affili-
ated with Iran killed 85 people and wounded 
300 others in the bombing of the Argentine 
Jewish Mutual Association, known in Argen-
tina as AMIA. 

And, for the past fifteen years, the people of 
Argentina have been waiting for justice to be 
served. Though the international police, 
Interpol, has issued warrants for several indi-
viduals, these individuals remain at large in 
places such as Iran, Saudi Arabia and Syria. 

While holding the perpetrators accountable 
will not bring back their loved ones, it could 
give some closure of justice to the victims’ 
families. 

On this anniversary, I would urge the gov-
ernment of Argentina to remain committed to 
seeing justice for this horrible tragedy and 
moreover, I would urge those countries who 
are holding the perpetrators of these attacks 
to hand over these individuals immediately 
and let justice be served. 

The timing of this resolution is crucial. For 
the past several years, in my opinion, we have 
not been as engaged as we could have been 
in issues in Latin America. 

During that time period, other countries 
have come in to fill the void. Iran’s growing re-
lationship with some countries in the region, 
including multilateral agreements on energy 
and industry worth billions of dollars, could be 
dangerous because of Iran’s ominous history 
in the area, including their involvement in the 
AMIA attack. 

Eliminating the threat of terrorism and its 
state sponsors is not just in the best interest 
of the United States. The United States and 
Central and Latin America have an aligned in-
terest to make our hemisphere safer. 

For that reason, I believe it is important to 
highlight one crucial provision of this legisla-
tion. Currently, very few countries in the West-
ern Hemisphere have acknowledged the dan-
ger that Hezbollah poses to our region. Ac-
cording to the New York Police Department 
and several anti-terrorism experts, Hezbollah 
could pose a bigger threat than Al Qaeda. I 
join the gentlelady from Florida, Ms. Ros- 
Lehtinen in urging governments in the West-
ern Hemisphere to adopt legislation desig-
nating Hezbollah as a terrorist organization 
and punishing those who provide support for 
their terrorist activities. 

I hope that this resolution serves as a signal 
to our friends and neighbors in Central and 
Latin America that the United States is com-
mitted to a safer hemisphere, free from the 
mutual threat of terrorism. 

I congratulate the ranking member of the 
Committee, Ms. Ros-Lehtinen for her commit-
ment to a safer hemisphere, and of course, I 
send my condolences to the Argentine people 
and those who lost loved ones fifteen years 
ago in the AMIA bombing. 
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TRIBUTE TO BOB MORRISON 

HON. JAMES P. MORAN 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Madam Speaker, I 
rise in tribute to an old friend and long-time 
public servant, Hugh Robert ‘‘Bob’’ Morrison, 
who served as the elected Treasurer of the 
City of Falls Church, Virginia from 1993–2006. 
In the cause of full dislosure, Bob was also 
the Treasurer of my election campaign. Bob 
was the epitome of a public citizen, a husband 
and father who served his community in public 
office, but also helped to create his and our 
community of Falls Church through his profes-
sional and volunteer services and commit-
ments—despite multiple battles with cancer to 
which he finally succumbed this week. 

One of the attributes of this remarkable 
leader was how he used the skills he learned 
in his youth and his service to our country to 
benefit our community in Northern Virginia. 

In his freshman year in high school, Bob 
took a course in printing. He gained a skill that 
he applied throughout his life and made him 
instrumental in the planning and establishment 
of the Falls Church News-Press in 1991. Bob 
worked closely with editor and owner Nicholas 
F. Benton to create the first successful news-
paper to serve Falls Church. Similarly, it was 
about this time that he discovered photog-
raphy, a passion that never left him, but has 
surely enriched all the rest of us. 

In 1961, Bob enlisted in the U.S. Army. 
After training, he was assigned to a NATO 
support base in Fontainebleau, France, where 
his duties included post photographer. It was 
in France that Bob met a fellow American 
whom he married; they had a son before they 
divorced. 

After his honorable discharge in 1964, Bob 
moved to this region, Takoma Park in Wash-
ington, D.C., where he enrolled at Howard 
University and, to help support his child and 
pay his tuition, answered an ad in The Wash-
ington Post for a night job as a page layout 
technician with the National Geographic Soci-
ety—a position where he worked full time from 
5 p.m. until 1:30 a.m. in page layout then as 
proofreader for five years, going to classes 
during the day. 

He graduated from Howard University with a 
Bachelor of Arts degree, majoring in English 
and minoring in philosophy, in June of 1969. 
Armed with his degree, he successfully ap-
plied to an opening as a writer for National 
Geographic. Bob’s first byline came two years 
later with an essay on the urban environment 
for an ecology book. It was followed by seven 
more National Geographic books for which 
Bob was a contributing author. He also co-au-
thored America’s Atlantic Isles. His assign-
ments took him to the Caribbean, several Eu-
ropean countries, and 48 states. (He missed 
Alaska and South Dakota, which he later vis-
ited.) 

Bob’s achievements and tenacity were rec-
ognized with his name on the National Geo-
graphic Society’s masthead. He was said to 
have been one of the youngest ever to 
achieve such an honor. He also served as 
managing editor for Educational Filmstrips, 
edited the questions for the first National Ge-
ography Bee, and brought the first IBM-PCs 

and Macs to National Geographic word proc-
essing, layout, and other editorial uses. 

In 1971 Morrison sold a photo to the Society 
that ran as a full page in a book. He decided 
to use the unexpected windfall toward buying 
a kilt and looked for places to wear it, so hap-
pening onto Scottish Country Dancing. That 
soon became a hobby, with lasting con-
sequences. It was through this new hobby that 
he met Meredith. Their friendship deepened, 
and they were married in 1979. 

Bob and Meredith went from country Scot-
tish dancing to foster parenting training, after 
which they began providing temporary care for 
infants. In 1988 a little rascal arrived who 
grabbed their hearts, and they adopted Justin 
in 1991. Justin needed a sister. Elizabeth was 
a bundle of joy with a will of iron, and she was 
adopted in 1992. One of the great blessings 
that came from their adoption was being led to 
Galloway United Methodist Church, where 
Morrison served on the Finance Committee for 
many years and learned the skills that made 
him such a successful public elected official 
later on. Bob also became active with Falls 
Church Community TV, in recognition of which 
he was appointed to the Board of Directors of 
The Falls Church Cable Access Corporation 
and served there for 19 years. 

All these activities whetted his interest in 
serving in public office. He had been active in 
Democratic politics and began to look for an 
entry to public service. He defeated three 
other candidates in his first campaign, and he 
was unopposed in the next three—so appre-
ciated was his service. 

He continued his longtime hobby of photog-
raphy after he retired from the Treasurer’s Of-
fice in 2006, taking the time to take thousands 
of pictures in his community. He especially en-
joyed shooting sports; his Web site has more 
than 10,000 pictures of George Mason High 
School activities, mostly of football and bas-
ketball. He served as an official photographer 
for The National Catholic Prayer Breakfast, the 
Capital Fringe Festival, and the DC Divas. 
Some of these jobs came from friends made 
at TIVA, an area association of independent 
video and film professionals, where he served 
on the Board of Directors for several years. 
He volunteered often at DC Central Kitchen, 
photographing their Capital Food Fight, and 
received their Volunteer of the Year award in 
2005. Morrison was especially proud of his 
contributions to their cookbook, Feeding the 
Soul of the City. He also worked as a publicity 
agent and set photographer. After he finished 
photography on Come What May, the pro-
ducer asked him to play the role of a retired 
Supreme Court Justice, for which he received 
his first and only screen acting credits. 

In 2006, he was diagnosed with colon can-
cer, which prompted his retirement as Falls 
Church’s Treasurer and this week took him 
from us. But he has left a legacy which, like 
his tens of thousands of photographs, will 
keep him in our hearts forever. His multiple 
talents and convictions made him a servant to 
the people of our region, and he left us all 
richer for many, many contributions. 

HONORING LAURA COHEN 
APELBAUM 

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to commend my constituent Laura 
Cohen Apelbaum on her 15 outstanding years 
as Executive Director of the Jewish Historical 
Society of Greater Washington. 

Laura’s leadership, creativity and vision 
have profoundly benefitted the Jewish Histor-
ical Society. Under her guidance, the organi-
zation has grown in numerous ways, from the 
size of its staff and facilities to the breadth of 
its educational programming, to the resources 
of its extraordinary archive—making it the pre-
mier source in our region for Washington Jew-
ish history. 

Laura has a passion that distinguished her 
among her colleagues early on in her career. 
Within a short time of assuming her position 
with the Jewish Historical Society, she be-
came President of the Council of American 
Jewish Museums—the first national President 
of this Council to come from an institution of 
such limited size and resources. 

In addition to leading the growth and suc-
cess of the Jewish Historical Society, Laura 
championed the preservation campaign of the 
historic synagogue at 6th & I Streets, N.W. 
The synagogue’s restoration has enabled the 
Society to complete a Historic Structures Re-
port and an Interpretive Plan to implement a 
permanent installation in the synagogue. 
Laura also guided the development of the 
award-winning exhibition and companion guide 
Jewish Washington: Scrapbook of an Amer-
ican Community. This work, and the 22 other 
exhibitions developed under her tenure, have 
reawakened pride in our community’s past and 
provided countless individuals in our area and 
across the country with a new and deeper un-
derstanding of Jewish life throughout the cen-
turies in Washington. 

Laura’s commitment to the Jewish commu-
nity goes beyond activities in the Washington, 
D.C. area. In 2006 she worked with Congress 
to establish the first Jewish American Heritage 
Month to acknowledge the contributions of 
Jewish Americans. 

Madam Speaker, please join me in thanking 
Laura Cohen Apelbaum for her 15 years of 
accomplishments. My appreciation extends as 
well to her husband, Perry Apelbaum, to her 
children Benjy and Sara, and to her parents, 
Faye and Sheldon Cohen. I am proud to rep-
resent Laura and her family in the U.S. Con-
gress and am honored to extend my congratu-
lations and appreciation to her today. 

f 

CONGRATULATING AND THANKING 
APPALACHIAN CHRISTIAN VIL-
LAGE IN JOHNSON CITY TEN-
NESSEE 

HON. DAVID P. ROE 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate and thank Appa-
lachian Christian Village for 55 years of excel-
lence and care. As the first retirement commu-
nity in Johnson City, I applaud all the amazing 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:08 Jul 18, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\CR\FM\A17JY8.023 E17JYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E1837 July 17, 2009 
things they’ve accomplished throughout these 
very special years. 

Life at the communities of Appalachian 
Christian Village offers exceptional opportuni-
ties for new experiences, new friendships, and 
a new way of life. 

Madam Speaker, this community has be-
come one of the most favorable places to re-
tire in the country in terms of the crime rate, 
cost-of-living, and access to excellent medical 
services, among other components. 

I am so thankful to have this wonderful com-
munity in Washington County. Their presence 
is a tremendous contribution. I wish all of 
those at Appalachian Christian Village another 
successful 55 years. 

I am proud to represent all at Appalachian 
Christian Village in Congress, and I will con-
tinue to protect the values of the constituency 
while I am in office. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. KURT SCHRADER 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. SCHRADER. Madam Speaker, I regret-
fully missed the following rollcall votes on July 
13–16, 2009 due to a prior family commitment. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ 
on rollcall votes 533, 534, 535, 536, 538, 539, 
540, 541, 542, 543, 544, 545, 546, 547, 548, 
549, 550, 551, 552, 553, 554, and ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall votes 530, 531, 532, & 537. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. HOWARD COBLE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. COBLE. Madam Speaker, this afternoon 
I had to miss rollcall votes on account of a 
dinner that I was attending in honor of a long-
time friend, Dr. Norm Mayer. Dr. Mayer is the 
former Emergency Room Director for the 
Moses H. Cone Memorial Hospital in Greens-
boro, North Carolina. He is unfortunately bat-
tling Lou Gehrig’s disease (Amyotrophic Lat-
eral Sclerosis), and tonight’s dinner is in honor 
of Dr. Mayer and his relentless battle against 
this debilitating disease. In addition, the dinner 
will also raise funds to help others in the 
Greensboro area, who are also battling 
against Lou Gehrig’s disease. 

f 

WILKESON CENTENNIAL 

HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. REICHERT. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in recognition of the City of Wilkeson, 
Washington, for reaching its centennial year in 
2009. 

Wilkeson is located on the timber-lined Car-
bon River at the doorstep of Mount Rainier. 
This small town of 450 residents has a rich 
economic history in timber and sandstone min-
ing. In fact, the sandstone used to build the 

Washington State Capitol came from 
Wilkeson. Samuel Wilkeson, a railroad pioneer 
and the City’s namesake, called the forests of 
Mount Rainier and the Cascade Mountains the 
‘‘most enchanting forests on the globe.’’ Most 
tellingly, the City’s rich history is still visible: 
five properties in Wilkeson can be found on 
Washington’s historical register. Mayor Janet 
Kepka should be proud of the City she leads. 

I am proud to represent such a community 
and sincerely congratulate the City of 
Wilkeson on this tremendous achievement. 

f 

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010 

SPEECH OF 

HON. JERRY MORAN 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 16, 2009 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 3170) making ap-
propriations for financial services and gen-
eral government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2010, and for other purposes: 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Chair, I rise in 
opposition to H.R. 3170, the Financial Serv-
ices and General Government Appropriations 
Act for 2010. This bill passed the House of 
Representatives on July 16, 2009, over my 
objection, by a vote of 219–208. 

I opposed H.R. 3170 because the bill 
adopts the Obama Administration’s proposal 
to allow publically funded abortion in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. The ‘‘Dornan Amendment,’’ 
which has been included annually in this ap-
propriations bill since 1996, prevents the use 
of any congressionally appropriated funds for 
elective abortions in the District. H.R. 3170 re-
peals this prohibition and replaces it with a 
meaningless watered-down restriction that ap-
plies only to funds specifically contributed for 
‘‘federal’’ program purposes. Because ‘‘fed-
eral’’ and ‘‘local’’ funds are commingled in the 
District, separating them is a mere book-
keeping exercise. By simply designating the 
funds that pay for abortions as ‘‘local’’ funds, 
D.C. will be able to fund abortion on demand. 

Stripping the Dornan Amendment from fi-
nancial services appropriations bill is unac-
ceptable. Our nation’s capital already has one 
of the highest abortion rates in the country. 
Removing the Dornan Amendment from the 
bill will certainly increase those numbers, es-
pecially among teenagers. 

President Obama has repeatedly vowed that 
his goal is to reduce the number of abortions 
in our country. I question how providing tax-
payer funding for abortions will somehow re-
duce the number of abortions. More than 40% 
of all pregnancies in the District already end in 
abortion. Even the Guttmacher Institute, an or-
ganization founded by a division of Planned 
Parenthood, reports that when public funding 
is not available, 30% fewer women in the cov-
ered population have abortions. This means 
that 30% of babies whose mothers receive 
government subsidized health care survive be-
cause of abortion funding restrictions. No ad-
ministration or lawmaker can support this pol-
icy change and still claim to support reducing 
abortions. 

Washington, D.C. has a troubled history 
when it comes to abortion funding. In the 

1980s, when D.C. funded abortion, the District 
had one of the most permissive policies in the 
nation. A full D.C. abortion funding ban was 
enacted in 1989. In 1994, when the funding 
ban was lifted, D.C. took $1 million away from 
the Medical Charities fund, which was created 
to help AIDS patients, to instead pay for abor-
tion. Then, the District needed additional funds 
to make up for the funds lost to abortion. After 
that, when the abortion funding ban was rein-
stated in 1996, the city continued to fund abor-
tions in violation of the law for two more years. 

Including the Dornan Amendment in the Fi-
nancial Services appropriations bill is a logical 
means to help reduce abortions, a common 
cause of both the Republican and Democratic 
parties, and protect our most vulnerable citi-
zens. Directing taxpayer dollars to fund abor-
tions is a clear violation of many Americans’ 
deeply held beliefs and is simply bad public 
policy. For this reason, I stand in opposition to 
H.R. 3170. 

f 

REINTRODUCTION OF THE 
NATIONAL PARENTS CORPS ACT 

HON. JOHN LEWIS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
am proud to reintroduce the National Parents 
Corps Act of 2009. Just as it takes a village 
to raise a child, it takes a community to pro-
tect a family. 

Unfortunately today, American families in 
every corner of our country are working harder 
and longer hours to just make ends meet. 
They labor frantically to keep food on the 
table, gas in the tank, and a roof over their 
heads. As you can imagine the troubled econ-
omy makes it especially hard for parents to 
fully shepherd their children through those crit-
ical formative years. Study after study shows 
how vulnerable pre-teen and teenage young 
people are to developing life-long, harmful be-
haviors such as smoking and drug abuse. 

The National Parents Corps Act of 2009 
helps address this problem, by providing par-
ents with the resources necessary to organize 
and protect their children in unique but proven 
methods. This legislation will create a national 
network of parent leaders who will educate 
and mobilize other parents in their children’s 
schools. These full-time, professional parents 
will serve as liaisons between teachers, par-
ents, and administrators to build much-needed 
safety nets among police, social workers and 
community based organizations in schools 
across our country. 

The program has proven successful in both 
identifying and preventing dangerous behav-
iors and trends among their middle and high 
school children. Thousands of parents were 
recruited, and their collective efforts resulted in 
significant decreases in criminal activity, drop- 
outs, and disciplinary problems in their schools 
and communities. 

Madam Speaker, we must adapt our meth-
ods to better address the challenges facing 
American families. This legislation is a com-
mon-sense, modern way of building families 
and communities to support our most vital as-
sets—our youth. I urge all of my colleagues to 
join me in supporting the National Parents 
Corps Act of 2009. It is an investment in the 
core of our society. 
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40TH WHEAT RIDGE CARNATION 

FESTIVAL 

HON. ED PERLMUTTER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and applaud the Wheat 
Ridge Carnation Festival on their 40th Anni-
versary. 

For forty years, the city of Wheat Ridge, 
Colorado, has celebrated their rich heritage 
with this three day event. Families from all 
parts of the city and surrounding areas come 
together with their friends and neighbors to 
enjoy this festival. I, myself, along with my 
family, have taken part in all aspects of this 
festival including the pancake breakfast, the 
parade and the amazing fireworks display. I 
am honored to recognize the Wheat Ridge 
Carnation Festival on achieving this long 
standing tradition for forty years. 

The city of Wheat Ridge, Colorado, is a true 
gem in the metro area as it is home to several 
national historical sites including the Richards- 
Hart Estate and the Old Soddy building. Fami-
lies, friends, and neighbors truly live in a spe-
cial place in Colorado and it is reflected in this 
Festival as it is rich in history and strong in 
purpose of bringing families in the community 
together. 

I extend my deepest congratulations to the 
Wheat Ridge Carnation Festival on their 40th 
Anniversary. 

f 

EARMARK DECLARATION 

HON. JIM JORDAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Mr. JORDAN of Ohio. Madam Speaker, pur-
suant to House Republican Conference stand-
ards on earmarks, I submit the following infor-
mation regarding a project included at my re-
quest in H.R. 3082, the Fiscal Year 2010 Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs Appro-
priations Act: 

Requesting Member: Congressman JIM JOR-
DAN (OH–04) 

Bill: H.R. 3082 
Account: Air National Guard 
Requesting entity: Ohio Air National Guard/ 

Mansfield Lahm Air National Guard Base 
Project title: Ohio Air National Guard RED 

HORSE Beddown 
Description: In 2008, a 200-person detach-

ment of the 200th RED HORSE (Rapid Engi-
neer Deployable Heavy Operational Repair 
Squadron Engineers) Squadron was activated 

at Mansfield Lahm Airport (1947 Harrington 
Memorial Road, Mansfield, Ohio). The detach-
ment currently operates out of facilities that 
are too small and not configured for its mis-
sion; as a result, important training missions 
are often postponed, resulting in a reduced 
level of readiness. 

$11.4 million in funding for RED HORSE 
beddown facilities at the airport has already 
been programmed by the Pentagon for fund-
ing in fiscal year 2010. These facilities will pro-
vide the detachment with the space and facili-
ties it needs for proper readiness training. 

I certify that neither I nor my spouse has 
any financial interest in this project. 

f 

REPORT REGARDING THE ACTIVI-
TIES OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CON-
DUCT FOR THE FIRST HALF OF 
THE FIRST SESSION OF THE 
111TH CONGRESS 

HON. ZOE LOFGREN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, July 17, 2009 

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Madam 
Speaker, I rise along with my colleague Con-
gressman BONNER to update you about the 
activities of the Committee on Standards of 
Official Conduct through the end of June 
2009. Below we have included a table sum-
marizing statistics relating to the Committee’s 
work through June 30, 2009, along with a brief 
summary of the Committee’s accomplishments 
through the end of June 2009. 

ABOUT THE COMMITTEE 

The Committee on Standards of Official 
Conduct is tasked with interpreting and en-
forcing the House’s ethics rules. The Com-
mittee has sole jurisdiction over the inter-
pretation of the Code of Official Conduct, 
which governs the acts of Members and staff. 
The Committee is the only standing House 
committee with equal numbers of Demo-
cratic and Republican members. The Com-
mittee’s staff is required by rule to be—and 
it is—professional and nonpartisan. 

Much, if not most, of the Committee’s 
work is conducted confidentially. Members 
and staff are, by and large, prohibited from 
discussing the Committee’s work. Confiden-
tiality promotes compliance with the rules 
and, in the investigative context, permits 
the Committee to independently investigate 
matters fully without interference or undue 
influence. 

Nevertheless, the Committee’s duty to 
maintain confidentiality can make the Com-
mittee appear insufficiently accountable or 
transparent. The Committee, to the extent 
our confidentiality obligations permit, in-
tends to be transparent, and it will be ac-
countable. To that end, we are submitting 
the Committee’s first semi-annual report on 
its activities. 

THE COMMITTEE’S RESPONSIBILITIES 

The Committee manages five critical re-
sponsibilities: 

1. Training. The Committee provides man-
datory annual ethics training to over 10,000 
employees of the House. In addition, the 
Committee provides additional, mandatory 
training for senior staff. Trainings take the 
form of in-person and computer-based semi-
nars, briefings and interactive presentations. 
The Committee is in the process of updating 
its online training materials and has put 
into place systems for monitoring and en-
forcing compliance with the House’s training 
requirements. 

2. Advice and Education. The Committee 
provides both formal and informal guidance 
to Members and employees of the House. 
Through published guidance, the Committee 
updates the House on the ethical standards 
regulating the conduct of Members and staff. 
It also provides confidential written guid-
ance to Members and staff on specific ques-
tions. In addition, the Committee’s staff 
gives informal, confidential advice to Mem-
bers, staff and the public every day. The 
Committee has recently set a goal of com-
pleting responses to written requests for ad-
vice within two weeks of submission and has 
made significant progress toward improving 
the timeliness of responses to requests for 
formal advice. 

3. Travel. The Committee is responsible for 
reviewing and approving all privately-spon-
sored travel related to official duties offered 
to Members and staff. The Committee is in 
the process of reviewing its travel regula-
tions. Exercising its oversight jurisdiction, 
the Committee, with the benefit of two 
years’ experience implementing the House’s 
travel rules, expects to revise its travel regu-
lations in the near future. 

4. Financial Disclosure. The Committee re-
views and certifies all financial disclosure 
reports Members, candidates and senior staff 
are required to file. These are time-intensive 
reviews, which require the dedication of sub-
stantial staff resources to complete. The 
Committee is putting into place systems for 
monitoring and enforcing compliance with 
the House’s financial disclosure rules. 

5. Investigations. The Committee inves-
tigates and adjudicates allegations of impro-
priety and violations of House ethics rules 
by Members and staff. The Committee ac-
tively investigates allegations against Mem-
bers and staff, using a mix of informal and 
formal investigative techniques to determine 
the validity of factual allegations, explore 
potential rules violations and recommend 
appropriate sanctions and corrective actions. 
Where appropriate, the Committee refers 
matters to federal and state law enforcement 
authorities. 

In addition, the Committee performs other 
critical functions to ensure compliance with 
House ethics rules. Several of these func-
tions are noted in the table below, which 
summarizes the Committee’s activities for 
the first half this year. 
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SIGNIFICANT ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

Conforming Revisions to Committee Rules 
Revisions to House rules over the past few 

years required conforming amendments to 
the Committee’s rules. The Committee did 
the revisions in two steps. First, the Com-
mittee adopted interim rules at its organiza-
tional meeting on February 10, 2009. The in-
terim rules conformed the Committee’s rules 
to the more gender-neutral language adopted 
in the House rules for the 111th Congress. At 
that time, the Committee announced that it 
would be conducting a more thorough review 
of its rules to incorporate new provisions in 
House Rule 11 regarding the newly estab-
lished Office of Congressional Ethics (OCE). 

In April 2009, the Committee formed a bi-
partisan working group led by Representa-
tive BEN CHANDLER and Representative JOHN 
KLINE to review and make recommendations 
for further, more substantive conforming 
amendments to the Committee’s rules. The 
working group met formally three times to 
discuss proposed amendments to the rules. It 
also consulted with the Office of the Parlia-
mentarian, House Office of Legislative Coun-
sel, and the House General Counsel to ensure 
the Committee’s rules revisions conform to 
the provisions of the House rules, applicable 
legislation and the Constitution. The work-
ing group’s recommended revisions were ul-
timately adopted by Committee vote on 
June 9, 2009. 

The revisions incorporated House Rule 11 
and H. Res. 895 (110th Congress), which estab-
lished the OCE and created the process by 
which matters are referred to the Committee 
from the OCE and eventually subjected to 
public disclosure. The Committee’s rules ad-
dress the three pillars underlying the cre-
ation of the OCE: promoting accountability 
of the Committee; increasing the trans-
parency of the Committee; and ensuring the 
independence of both the Committee and the 
OCE. 

A section-by-section summary of the con-
forming amendments to the Committee’s 
rules is included immediately below. 

SUMMARY OF RULES CHANGES 
Rule 2—Definitions. Conforms the Commit-

tee’s rules to extant House rules governing 
the Committee’s role as an investigative au-
thority. Incorporates definitions relevant to 
the OCE. 

Rule 3—Advisory Opinions and Waivers. 
Clarifies that the privately-sponsored travel 
approval process is part of the Committee’s 
Advisory Opinion process. Permits a Mem-
ber, officer or House employee to request a 
copy of his or her own travel approval or ad-
visory opinion request, along with the Com-
mittee’s response to the request. 

Rule 4—Financial Disclosure. Establishes 
that the Committee has declined to exercise 
jurisdiction over review of the timeliness 
and completeness of financial disclosure re-
ports filed by the Board of the OCE with the 
Clerk of the House. This provision promotes 
OCE’s independence. 

Rule 7—Confidentiality. Conforms the 
Committee’s confidentiality provisions to 
the public disclosure requirements for refer-
rals from the OCE and permits limited dis-
closures of Committee investigative infor-
mation to the Board of the OCE when the 
Committee requests a referral. 

Rule 9—Quorums and Member Disqualifica-
tion. Conforms the Committee’s member dis-
qualification rule to changes made in the 
House Rules for the 111th Congress. 

Rule 12—Broadcasts of Committee and 
Subcommittee Proceedings. Removes the 
provision allowing witnesses to terminate 
audio and video coverage consistent with the 
elimination of this provision in the House 
rules. 

Rule 14—Committee Authority to Inves-
tigate—General Policy. Conforms the Com-

mittee’s rules to extant House rules gov-
erning the Committee’s role as an investiga-
tive authority. Incorporates authority to in-
vestigate, consistent with new House rules, 
based on referrals from the OCE. 

Rule 17—Processing of Complaints. Re-
moves the provision regarding member dis-
qualification to clarify its broader applica-
tion to all investigative subcommittees. 

Rule 17A—Referrals from the Board of the 
Office of Congressional Ethics. Incorporates 
provisions from new House rules detailing 
the Committee’s process for processing refer-
rals from the OCE, including the timeframes 
for required public disclosure of OCE refer-
rals. Establishes the process the Committee 
will follow when it receives an OCE referral 
pursuant to House Rule 11, clause 3. Provides 
that the Committee must, in virtually all 
cases, make public OCE’s reports and find-
ings regarding referred matters, as well as 
make public statements regarding the status 
of the Committee’s reviews of referred mat-
ters. The public disclosures follow strict 
timelines. The rule sets out the basic disclo-
sure process and timeframes for disclosure in 
detail. 

Provides that public disclosures required 
under the rule will be released by the Com-
mittee on the Committee’s Web site. 

Provides that the Committee may receive 
OCE referrals in two ways that trigger the 
disclosure process described in Committee 
Rule 17A. First, OCE’s Board may vote to 
refer a matter to the Committee after com-
pletion of OCE’s second-phase review. Sec-
ond, the Committee may request a referral 
after receiving notice that OCE is reviewing 
a matter, provided the Committee is already 
investigating, or has already investigated, 
the matter pursuant to House Rule 11, clause 
3(r). Under that House Rule, as codified in 
Committee Rule 17A(k), the Committee has 
the authority to request that OCE refer a 
matter to the Committee at any stage of an 
OCE investigation. Because a request for a 
referral may only come from the Committee, 
it requires a vote of the full Committee. 

Provides that the Committee may not re-
quest a matter and then allow it to languish 
in secret. Treats an early referral as iden-
tical to an OCE referral made at the end of 
a second-stage review. Provides that, if the 
Committee requests a referral from the OCE, 
the OCE will issue a report to the Committee 
when it makes its referral. In early referral 
cases, the rule applies the same strict 
timelines and public disclosure requirements 
applicable to all other OCE referrals. The 
Committee must act on the matter and re-
lease a copy of OCE’s report, typically with-
in 45 days, with the possibility of one 45-day 
extension. Consequently, if the Committee 
votes to dismiss a matter after requesting an 
early referral from OCE, the OCE’s report 
will become public, along with a statement 
from the Committee announcing dismissal of 
the matter. The rule fosters accountability 
and ensures that the actions of both the 
Committee and the OCE are transparent to 
the House and to the public. (The Committee 
understands that the OCE, in such cases, 
would not be precluded from continuing its 
review based on new information made avail-
able to the OCE.) 

Provides that, if the Committee is unable 
to resolve a matter before the public disclo-
sure timeframes run (for example, by 
empanelling an investigative subcommittee), 
referred matters will revert back to the OCE 
for second-phase review and possible referral 
of the matter to the Committee. Provides 
that the Committee may only request one 
referral of the same matter from the OCE. 

Rule 18—Committee-Initiated Inquiry or 
Investigation. Conforms the Committee’s 
rules to House rules and long-standing Com-
mittee practice. Incorporates recent House 

resolutions requiring action by the Com-
mittee when a Member, officer or House em-
ployee is charged with criminal conduct. 

Rule 19—Investigative Subcommittee. 
Adds a provision regarding member disquali-
fication from investigative subcommittees 
to clarify its broader application to all in-
vestigative subcommittees. 

Rule 23—Adjudicatory Hearings. Clarifies 
that member disqualification from adjudica-
tory subcommittees is also governed by the 
general member disqualification rule, con-
sistent with the House rule revisions in the 
111th Congress. 
Staffing 

Effective May 1, 2009, the Committee ap-
pointed a permanent staff director and chief 
counsel. In addition, the Committee has 
hired four additional staff members, includ-
ing two attorneys and two investigators, 
three of whom will start with the Committee 
during July 2009. The Committee continues 
to actively interview additional candidates 
for numerous open staff positions. The addi-
tion of a permanent staff director has helped 
the Committee establish several significant 
policies (described below) that will enhance 
compliance with the ethical standards of the 
House. The addition of new staff will permit 
the Committee to fulfill its responsibilities 
in a more timely and effective manner. 
Reduction in Advisory Opinion Backlog 

At the beginning of this Congress, there 
was a substantial backlog of advisory opin-
ion requests to which the Committee had yet 
to respond. Many of those requests were 
months delayed. In some cases, responses 
were delayed by as much as a year or more. 
The Committee has cleared the backlog and 
has established policies to improve its re-
sponsiveness to advisory opinion requests. 

On May 1, 2009, the Committee established 
a target of responding to advisory opinion 
requests, where possible, within two weeks. 
From the beginning of the year through 
April 30, 2009, the Committee responded 
within two weeks to advisory opinion re-
quests about 39% of the time. Since May 1, 
2009, the Committee’s response rate has 
jumped to over 80%. The policy change has 
greatly increased the turnaround time for re-
sponses, leading to more timely and effective 
advice to Members and staff on issues of con-
cern to them. The policy also has encouraged 
Members and staff to seek confidential ad-
vice from the Committee before acting, pro-
moting greater compliance with the House’s 
ethics rules. 
Improved Data Collection and Case Manage-

ment 
The Committee has significantly improved 

its data collection and case management. 
Data is being collected and monitored in 
ways it has not been before. For example, 
the Committee has for the first time started 
collecting much of the data included in the 
report above on an ongoing basis. The Com-
mittee has started tracking the length of 
time it takes to review advisory opinion and 
travel requests, allowing it to set targets for 
processing cases. In addition, the Committee 
is exploring ways to improve its processes 
and to expand its data collection. 
Improved Compliance Controls 

The Committee has significantly improved 
its processes for monitoring compliance with 
House rules, including the certification of 
mandated training for staff and the filing of 
financial disclosure reports. Specifically, the 
Committee has, since May 1, 2009, estab-
lished specific policies to identify employees 
who, and offices that, have failed to properly 
certify compliance with the House’s manda-
tory training requirements for staff. In addi-
tion, the Committee has put into place poli-
cies to identify Members and senior staff 
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who have failed to file financial disclosure 
reports. These policies will allow the Com-
mittee to notify noncompliant individuals 
and offices, seek corrective measures and 
take appropriate remedial actions. 
Annual Review of Travel Regulations 

The Committee has started its required an-
nual review of its regulations governing pri-

vately-sponsored travel. It expects to report 
its findings to the House by the end of 2009. 
Investigations 

The Committee has been conscientiously 
fulfilling its mission to investigate alleged 
violations of the House’s ethics rules. As can 
be seen from the report above, the Com-
mittee opened 15 new investigative matters 

from the beginning of the year through June 
30, 2009. During that time, the Committee re-
ceived six referrals from the OCE. In addi-
tion, the Committee continued investigating 
11 matters held over from the 110th Congress. 
The Committee completed four investigative 
matters. The resolutions in two of those 
matters were publicly disclosed. 
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Friday, July 17, 2009 

Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

The House passed H.R. 3183, Energy and Water Development and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 

The Senate was not in session today. It will next 
meet at 1 p.m., on Monday, July 20, 2009. 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

NATIONAL MANUFACTURING STRATEGY 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
Subcommittee on Economic Policy concluded a hear-

ing to examine the elements of a national manufac-
turing strategy, after receiving testimony from Mark 
Zandi, Moody’s Economy.com, West Chester, Penn-
sylvania; Leo Hindrey, Jr., InterMedia Partners, New 
York, New York; and Scott N. Paul, Alliance for 
American Manufacturing, Silver Spring, Maryland. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 12 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 3246–3257; and 6 resolutions, H. 
Con. Res. 165–166; and H. Res. 657–660 were in-
troduced.                                                                 Pages H8355–60 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H8356–57 

Reports Filed: There were no reports filed today. 
Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein she 
appointed Representative Jackson-Lee (TX) to act as 
Speaker Pro Tempore for today.                         Page H8305 

Question of Privilege: The Chair ruled that the res-
olution offered by Representative Walden did not 
constitute a question of the privileges of the House. 
Agreed to the motion to table the appeal of the rul-
ing of the Chair by a yea-and-nay vote of 238 yeas 
to 174 nays, Roll No. 573.                          Pages H8313–15 

Restore Our American Mustangs Act: The House 
passed H.R. 1018, to amend the Wild Free-Roam-
ing Horses and Burros Act to improve the manage-
ment and long-term health of wild free-roaming 

horses and burros, by a recorded vote of 239 ayes to 
185 noes, Roll No. 577.             Pages H8306–13, H8315–28 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the Committee 
on Natural Resources now printed in the bill shall 
be considered as adopted.                                       Page H8306 

Agreed to: 
Rahall manager’s amendment (printed in part A 

of H. Rept. 111–212) that broadens the types of fer-
tility controls authorized under the bill, narrows the 
definition of prohibited ‘‘commercial’’ uses for wild 
horses and burros and clarifies the membership of 
the Wild Horse and Burro Advisory Council; relaxes 
the requirement that the acreage available to wild 
horses and burros never be less than when the origi-
nal Act passed in 1971; and the amendment makes 
restoration of the acreage a goal, rather than a re-
quirement.                                                                     Page H8324 

Rejected: 
Hastings (WA) amendment in the nature of a 

substitute (printed in part B of H. Rept. 111–212), 
which is identical to the text of the wild horses and 
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burros bill as passed by the House in the 110th 
Congress, that sought to prohibit the commercial 
slaughter of horses and was estimated by CBO to 
cost less than $500,000 a year to implement (by a 
yea-and-nay vote of 74 yeas to 348 nays, Roll No. 
576).                                                                         Pages H8324–27 

H. Res. 653, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to by a yea-and-nay vote of 
236 yeas to 186 nays, Roll No. 575, after agreeing 
to order the previous question by a yea-and-nay vote 
of 232 yeas to 188 nays, Roll No. 574. 
                                                                Pages H8306–07, H8315–16 

Energy and Water Development and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 2010: The House 
passed H.R. 3183, making appropriations for energy 
and water development and related agencies for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, by a yea-and- 
nay vote of 320 yeas to 97 nays, Roll No. 592. Con-
sideration of the measure began on Wednesday, July 
15th.                                                                         Pages H8328–40 

Rejected the Simpson motion to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Appropriations with instruc-
tions to report the same back to the House forthwith 
with an amendment, by a recorded vote of 30 ayes 
to 388 noes, Roll No. 591.                          Pages H8338–39 

Agreed to: 
Heinrich amendment (No. 9 printed in part A of 

H. Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th 
that allows national security laboratories to dedicate 
an additional 1% (total of 7%) of each lab’s annual 
budget to Laboratory Directed Research and Devel-
opment (LDRD). LDRD allows laboratories to pur-
sue high-risk, high-reward research and develop in-
novative technologies to support energy and home-
land security priorities (by a recorded vote 424 ayes 
with none voting ‘‘no’’ and 1 voting ‘‘present’’, Roll 
No. 578) and                                                        Pages H8328–29 

Cao amendment (No. 10 printed in part A of H. 
Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th that 
reduces the time between preparation of reports and 
submissions to Congress from 90 days to 60 days (by 
a recorded vote of 423 ayes to 1 no, Roll No. 579). 
                                                                                    Pages H8329–30 

Rejected: 
Blackburn amendment (No. 11 printed in part A 

of H. Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th 
that sought to make an across-the-board cut of 5% 
to all funding accounts in the bill (by a recorded 
vote of 167 ayes to 259 noes, Roll No. 580); 
                                                                                            Page H8330 

Campbell amendment (No. 2 printed in part B of 
H. Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th 
that sought to strike the $1,000,000 earmark for the 
Housatonic River Net-Zero Energy Building and re-
duce the overall cost of the bill by $1,000,000 (by 

a recorded vote of 121 ayes to 303 noes, Roll No. 
581);                                                                         Pages H8330–31 

Flake amendment (No. 1 printed in part C of H. 
Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th that 
sought to strike $1.5 million in funding for the 
‘‘Maret Center’’ and reduce the overall cost of the 
bill (by a recorded vote of 89 ayes to 338 noes, Roll 
No. 582);                                                                Pages H8331–32 

Flake amendment (No. 3 printed in part C of H. 
Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th that 
sought to strike $1 million in funding for the ‘‘Con-
sortium for Plant Biotechnology Research’’ and re-
duce the overall cost of the bill by a commensurate 
amount (by a recorded vote of 89 ayes to 335 noes, 
Roll No. 583);                                                             Page H8332 

Flake amendment (No. 4 printed in part C of H. 
Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th that 
sought to strike $500,000 in funding for ‘‘Ethanol 
from Agriculture’’ and reduce the overall cost of the 
bill by a commensurate amount (by a recorded vote 
of 102 ayes to 318 noes, Roll No. 584); 
                                                                                    Pages H8332–33 

Flake amendment (No. 5 printed in part C of H. 
Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th that 
sought to strike $2 million in funding for the ‘‘Fort 
Mason Center Pier 2 Project’’ and reduce the overall 
cost of the bill by a commensurate amount (by a re-
corded vote of 125 ayes to 301 noes, Roll No. 585); 
                                                                                    Pages H8333–34 

Flake amendment (No. 10 printed in part C of H. 
Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th that 
sought to strike $300,000 in funding for ‘‘Whit-
worth University Stem Equipment’’ and reduce the 
overall cost of the bill by a commensurate amount 
(by a recorded vote of 81 ayes to 341 noes, Roll No. 
586);                                                                         Pages H8334–35 

Flake amendment (No. 11 printed in part C of H. 
Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th that 
sought to strike $1.6 million in funding for ‘‘The 
Boston Architectural College’s Urban Sustainable 
Initiative’’ and reduce the overall cost of the bill by 
a commensurate amount (by a recorded vote of 111 
ayes to 316 noes, Roll No. 587);                       Page H8335 

Hensarling amendment (No. 1 printed in part D 
of H. Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th 
that sought to strike $500,000 for the Energy Con-
servation and Efficiency Upgrade of HVAC project 
in New York and reduce the overall cost of the bill 
(by a recorded vote of 133 ayes to 290 noes, Roll 
No. 588);                                                                Pages H8335–36 

Hensarling amendment (No. 2 printed in part D 
of H. Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th 
that sought to strike $6.22 million for the Pier 36 
removal project in California and reduce the overall 
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cost of the bill by a commensurate amount (by a re-
corded vote of 128 ayes to 299 noes, Roll No. 589); 
and                                                                             Pages H8336–37 

Hensarling amendment (No. 4 printed in part D 
of H. Rept. 111–209) that was debated on July 15th 
that sought to strike $500,000 for the Automated 
Remote Electric and Water Meters in South River 
project and reduce the overall cost of the bill by a 
commensurate amount (by a recorded vote of 119 
ayes to 308 noes, Roll No. 590).               Pages H8337–38 

H. Res. 645, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to on Wednesday, July 15th. 
Condemning the attack on the AMIA Jewish 
Community Center in Buenos Aires, Argentina, 
in July 1994: The House agreed to discharge from 
committee and agree to H. Con. Res. 156, to con-
demn the attack on the AMIA Jewish Community 
Center in Buenos Aires, Argentina, in July 1994. 
                                                                                    Pages H8340–42 

Agreed to the Berman amendment that replaces 
the preamble of the resolution.                   Pages H8341–42 

Permitting official photographs of the House of 
Representatives: The House agreed to H. Res. 658, 
to permit official photographs of the House of Rep-
resentatives to be taken while the House is in actual 
session on a date designated by the Speaker. 
                                                                                            Page H8342 

Meeting Hour: Agreed that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 12:30 p.m. on 
Monday, July 20th for morning hour debate, and 
further, when the House adjourns on that day, it ad-
journ to meet at 10:30 a.m. on Tuesday, July 21st 
for morning hour debate.                               Pages H8342–44 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Five yea-and-nay votes and 
15 recorded votes developed during the proceedings 
of today and appear on pages H8315, H8315–16, 
H8316, H8327, H8327–28, H8328–29, H8329–30, 
H8330, H8330–31, H8331–32, H8332, H8333, 
H8333–34, H8334–35, H8335, H8336, H8336–37, 
H8337–38, H8339 and H8340. There were no 
quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 9 a.m. and ad-
journed at 4:33 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
LABOR, HHS, EDUCATION, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS AND 
TRANSPORTATION, HUD, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS FY 2010 
Committee on Appropriations: Ordered reported the fol-
lowing: Labor, Health and Human Services, Edu-
cation, and Related Agencies appropriations for fiscal 

year 2010; and the Transportation, HUD, and Re-
lated Agencies appropriation for fiscal year 2010. 

AMERICA’S AFFORDABLE HEALTH CARE 
CHOICES ACT OF 2009 
Committee on Education and Labor: Ordered reported, 
as amended, H.R. 3200, America’s Affordable 
Health Care Choices Act of 2009. 

AMERICA’S AFFORDABLE HEALTH CARE 
CHOICES ACT OF 2009 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Continued markup 
of H.R. 3200, America’s Affordable Health Care 
Choices Act of 2009. 

Will continue July 20. 

RESOLUTION REQUESTING 
ADMINISTRATION’S COMMUNICATIONS 
WITH GMC AND CHRYSLER REGARDING 
ASSISTANCE; FINANCIAL REGULATORY 
REFORMS 
Committee on Financial Services: Ordered reported, as 
amended, H. Res. 591, Requesting that the Presi-
dent transmit to the House of Representatives all in-
formation in his possession relating to certain spe-
cific communications with and financial assistance 
provided to General Motors Corporation and Chrys-
ler. 

The Committee also held a hearing entitled ‘‘In-
dustry Perspectives on the Obama Administration’s 
Financial Regulatory Reform Proposals.’’ Testimony 
was heard from public witnesses. 

AMERICA’S AFFORDABLE HEALTH CHOICES 
ACT OF 2009 
Committee on Ways and Means: Ordered reported H.R. 
3200, America’s Affordable Health Choices Act of 
2009. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRAM AHEAD 

Week of July 20 through July 25, 2009 

Senate Chamber 
On Monday, 1 p.m., Senate will resume consider-

ation of S. 1390, National Defense Authorization 
Act. 

During the balance of the week, Senate may con-
sider any cleared legislative and executive business. 

Senate Committees 
(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry: July 22, 
to hold hearings to examine the role of agriculture and 
forestry in global warming legislation, 1 p.m., SR–325. 
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Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: July 
22, to hold hearings to examine the semiannual monetary 
policy report to the Congress, 10 a.m., S–106. 

July 23, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine 
the nomination of Deborah Matz, of Virginia, to be a 
Member of the National Credit Union Administration 
Board, 3 p.m., SD–538. 

July 23, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine 
establishing a framework for systemic risk regulation, 
9:30 a.m., SD–538. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: July 
21, business meeting to consider S. 1274, to amend title 
46, United States Code, to ensure that the prohibition on 
disclosure of maritime transportation security information 
is not used inappropriately to shield certain other infor-
mation from public disclosure, S. 1451, to modernize the 
air traffic control system, improve the safety, reliability, 
and availability of transportation by air in the United 
States, provide for modernization of the air traffic control 
system, reauthorize the Federal Aviation Administration, 
and the nominations of Polly Trottenberg, of Maryland, 
to be Assistant Secretary, and Deborah A.P. Hersman, of 
Virginia, to be Chairman of the Safety Board, both of the 
Department of Transportation, Richard A. Lidinsky, Jr., 
of Maryland, to be a Federal Maritime Commissioner, 
Mignon L. Clyburn, of South Carolina, and Meredith 
Attwell Baker, of Virginia, both to be a Member of the 
Federal Communications Commission, and an original 
bill entitled ‘‘SAFETEA–LU’’, 2:30 p.m., SR–253. 

July 22, Subcommittee on Consumer Protection, Prod-
uct Safety, and Insurance, to hold hearings to examine ad-
vertising trends and consumer protection, 10 a.m., 
SR–253. 

July 22, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine 
the Children’s Television Act for a digital media age, 
2:30 p.m., SR–253. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: July 21, to 
hold hearings to examine S. 561 and H.R. 1404, bills to 
authorize a supplemental funding source for catastrophic 
emergency wildland fire suppression activities on Depart-
ment of the Interior and National Forest System lands, 
to require the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of Agriculture to develop a cohesive wildland fire man-
agement strategy, 10 a.m., SD–366. 

July 22, Subcommittee on National Parks, to hold 
hearings to examine S. 635, to amend the Wild and Sce-
nic Rivers Act to designate a segment of Illabot Creek 
in Skagit County, Washington, as a component of the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, S. 715, to es-
tablish a pilot program to provide for the preservation 
and rehabilitation of historic lighthouses, S. 742, to ex-
pand the boundary of the Jimmy Carter National Historic 
Site in the State of Georgia, to redesignate the unit as 
a National Historical Park, S. 1270, to modify the 
boundary of the Oregon Caves National Monument, S. 
1418 and H.R. 2330, bills to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to carry out a study to determine the suitability 
and feasibility of establishing Camp Hale as a unit of the 
National Park System, and H.R. 2430, to direct the Sec-
retary of the Interior to continue stocking fish in certain 
lakes in the North Cascades National Park, Ross Lake 

National Recreation Area, and Lake Cheland National 
Recreation Area, 2:30 p.m., SD–366. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Water and Power, to hold 
hearings to examine S. 637, to authorize the construction 
of the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority System 
in the State of Montana and a portion of McKenzie Coun-
ty, North Dakota, S. 789, to require the Secretary of the 
Interior to conduct a study on the feasibility and suit-
ability of constructing a storage reservoir, outlet works, 
and a delivery system for the Tule River Indian Tribe of 
the Tule River Reservation in the State of California to 
provide a water supply for domestic, municipal, indus-
trial, and agricultural purposes, S. 1080, to clarify the ju-
risdiction of the Secretary of the Interior with respect to 
the C.C. Cragin Dam and Reservoir, and S. 1453, to 
amend Public Law 106–392 to maintain annual base 
funding for the Bureau of Reclamation for the Upper 
Colorado River and San Juan fish recovery programs 
through fiscal year 2023, 2:30 p.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Environmental and Public Works: July 21, 
Subcommittee on Green Jobs and the New Economy, to 
hold hearings to examine state and local views on clean 
energy jobs, climate-related policies, and economic 
growth, 10 a.m., SD–406. 

July 22, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine 
the nomination of Samuel D. Hamilton, of Mississippi, to 
be Director of the United States Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice, Department of the Interior, 10 a.m., SD–406. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: July 21, business meeting 
to consider pending calendar business, 2:15 p.m., S–116, 
Capitol. 

July 22, Full Committee to hold hearings to examine 
foreign aid and development in a new era, 2:30 p.m., 
SD–419. 

July 23, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine 
the nominations of Jon M. Huntsman, Jr., of Utah, to be 
Ambassador to the People’s Republic of China, John Vic-
tor Roos, of California, to be Ambassador to Japan, Jona-
than S. Addleton, of Georgia, to be Ambassador to 
Monogolia, Teddy Bernard Taylor, of Maryland, to be 
Ambassador to Papua New Guinea, and to serve concur-
rently and without additional compensation as Ambas-
sador to the Solomon Islands and Ambassador to the Re-
public of Vanuatu, and Martha Larzelere Campbell, of 
Michigan, to be Ambassador to the Republic of the Mar-
shall Islands, all of the Department of State, 9:30 a.m., 
SD–419. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
July 21, to hold hearings to examine stimulus spending, 
transparency, and fraud prevention, 10 a.m., SD–342. 

July 21, Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, 
to hold hearings to examine the wheat market, 2:30 p.m., 
SD–342. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Oversight of Government 
Management, the Federal Workforce, and the District of 
Columbia, to hold hearings to examine D.C. public 
schools, focusing on education reform, 2:30 p.m., 
SD–342. 

Committee on the Judiciary: July 21, business meeting to 
consider the nomination of Sonia Sotomayor, of New 
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York, to be an Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, 10 a.m., SH–216. 

July 21, Subcommittee on Immigration, Refugees and 
Border Security, to hold hearings to examine the current 
employment verification system, 2 p.m. SD–226. 

July 22, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine 
job creation and foreign investment in the United States, 
focusing on assessing the EB–5 Regional Center Program, 
10 a.m. SD–226. 

July 22, Subcommittee on Crime and Drugs, to hold 
hearings to examine metal theft, focusing on law enforce-
ment challenges, 2:30 p.m., SD–226. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Administrative Oversight 
and the Courts, to hold hearings to examine the reconsid-
eration of bankruptcy reform, 10 a.m., SD–226. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Crime and Drugs, to hold 
hearings to examine S. 845, to amend chapter 44 of title 
18, United States Code, to allow citizens who have con-
cealed carry permits from the State in which they reside 
to carry concealed firearms in another State that grants 
concealed carry permits, if the individual complies with 
the laws of the State, 10:30 a.m., SD–226. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: July 22, to hold hearings 
to examine the nominations of Raymond M. Jefferson, of 
Hawaii, to be Assistant Secretary of Labor for Veterans’ 
Employment and Training, and Joan M. Evans, of Or-
egon, to be an Assistant Secretary of Veterans Affairs for 
Congressional and Legislative Affairs, 10 a.m., SR–418. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: July 21, to hold closed 
hearings to consider certain intelligence matters, 2:30 
p.m., S–407, Capitol. 

July 23, Full Committee, to hold closed hearings to 
consider certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., S–407, 
Capitol. 

House Committees 
Committee on Agriculture, July 21, Subcommittee on 

Livestock, Dairy and Poultry, to continue hearings to re-
view economic conditions facing the dairy industry, part 
two, 11 a.m., 1300 Longworth. 

Committee on Appropriations, July 22, to mark up De-
fense appropriations for fiscal year 2010, 9 a.m., 2359 
Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Legislative Branch, over-
sight hearing on the Capitol Visitor Center, 10 a.m., 
B–308 Rayburn. 

Committee on Armed Services, July 21, to mark up H. 
Res. 602, Requesting that the President and directing 
that the Secretary of Defense transmit to the House of 
Representatives all information in their possession relat-
ing to specific communications regarding detainees and 
foreign persons suspected of terrorism, 1 p.m., 2118 Ray-
burn. 

July 21, Defense Acquisition Reform Panel, hearing on 
shaping a workforce for today’s acquisition environment 
that can meet DOD’s needs, 8 a.m., 2212 Rayburn. 

July 22, Subcommittee on Military Personnel, hearing 
on oversight of family support programs, 2 p.m., 2212 
Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Readiness, hearing on pro-
posed reconfiguration of the National Defense Stockpile, 
9:30 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

July 24, full Committee, hearing on reforming the 
Military Commissions Act of 2006 and detainee policy, 
10 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Budget, July 24, hearing on the Recov-
ery Act: Strengthening Our Economy, 10 a.m., 210 Can-
non. 

Committee on Education and Labor, July 21, to mark up 
H.R. 3221, Student Aid and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 
2009, 11 a.m., 2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, July 20, 21 and 22, 
to continue markup of H.R. 3200, American’s Affordable 
Health Choices Act, 4 p.m., on July 20 and 10 a.m., on 
July 21 and 22, 2123 Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Communications, Tech-
nology and the Internet, hearing on Oversight of the 
FCC, 10 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Energy and the Environ-
ment, hearing on the following measures: H.R. 2868, 
Chemical Facility Anti-Terrorism Act of 2009; and 
Drinking Water System Security Act of 2009, 10 a.m., 
2322 Rayburn. 

Committee on Financial Services, July 21, hearing on the 
Chairman on monetary policy and the state of the econ-
omy, 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

July 21, hearing entitled ‘‘ Systemic Risk: Are Some 
Institutions Too Big To Fail and If So, What Should We 
Do About It?’’ 2 p.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

July 22, hearing entitled ‘‘Regulatory Perspectives on 
the Obama Administration’s Financial Regulatory Reform 
Proposals,’’ 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

July 22, Subcommittee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions, hearing entitled ‘‘TARP Oversight Warrant Repur-
chases and Protecting Taxpayers,’’ 2 p.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

July 24, full Committee, hearing entitled ‘‘Regulatory 
Perspectives on the Obama Administration’s Financial 
Regulatory Reform Proposals—Part Two,’’ 10:30 a.m., 
2128 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, July 22, hearing on IRAN: 
Recent Developments and Implications for U.S. Policy, 
10 a.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Asia, the Pacific and the 
Global Environment, hearing on From L’Aquila to Co-
penhagen: Change and Vulnerable Societies, 2 p.m., 2172 
Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Europe, hearing on Radio 
Free Europe/Radio Liberty and Voice of America: Soft 
Power and the Free Flow of Information, 10:30 a.m., 
2172 Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, July 21, Subcommittee 
on Emerging Threats, Cybersecurity, and Science and 
Technology, hearing ‘‘Securing the Modern Electric Grid 
from Physical and Cyber Attacks,’’ 2 p.m., 311 Cannon. 

July 21, Subcommittee on Intelligence, Information 
Sharing and Terrorism Risk Assessment, executive, brief-
ing on the National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency 
(NGA) satellite imagery, 10 a.m., 1539 Longworth. 

July 21, Subcommittee on Management, Investigations, 
and Oversight, executive, briefing on the DHS Civil 
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Rights and Civil Liberties Disability and Special Needs 
Policy Team, 11:30 a.m., 1539 Longworth. 

July 22, full Committee, executive, briefing on the 
Federal Protective Service’s ability to protect Federal fa-
cilities, 2 p.m., 302 HVC. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Management, Investigations 
and Oversight, executive, hearing entitled ‘‘Protecting the 
Protectors: Examining the Personnel Challenges Facing 
the Federal Air Marshal Service,’’ 10 a.m., 311 Cannon. 

Committee on House Administration, July 23, hearing on 
Engaging the Electorate—Strategies for Expanding Access 
to Democracy, 11 a.m., 1310 Longworth. 

Committee on the Judiciary, July 21 and 22, Sub-
committee on Commercial and Administrative Law, to 
continue hearings on Ramifications of the Auto Industry 
Bankruptcies, Part II and III, 11 a.m., p.m. July 21 and 
10 a.m., on July 23, 2141 Rayburn. 

July 21, Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism and 
Homeland Security, oversight hearing on Federal Bureau 
of Prisons, 10 a.m., 2237 Rayburn. 

July 22, Subcommittee on Courts and Competition 
Policy, hearing on Competition Concerns with Inter-
national Airline Alliances: Should DOJ Co-Pilot the Air-
line Antitrust Immunity Process? 2 p.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

July 22, Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism and 
Homeland Security, hearing on Over-Criminalization of 
Conduct/Over-Federalization of Criminal Law, 3 p.m., 
2237 Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on the Constitution, Civil 
Rights, and Civil Liberties, hearing on Continuity of 
Congress in the Wake of a Catastrophic Attack, 2 p.m., 
2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, July 21, Subcommittee 
on National Parks, Forests and Public Lands, hearing on 
H.R. 644, Grand Canyon Watersheds Protection Act of 
2009, 10 a.m., 1324 Longworth. 

July 21, Subcommittee on Water and Power, hearing 
on the following bills: H.R. 1738, Downey Regional 
Water Reclamation and Groundwater Augmentation 
Project of 2009; H.R. 2265, Magna Water District 
Water Reuse and Groundwater Recharge Act of 2009; 
H.R. 2442, Bay Area Regional Water Recycling Program 
Expansion Act of 2009; H.R. 2522, To raise the ceiling 
on the Federal share of the cost of the Calleguas Munic-
ipal Water District Recycling Project; H.R. 2741, To 
amend the Reclamation Wastewater and Goundwater 
Study and Facilities Act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to participate in the City of Hermiston, Oregon, 
water recycling and reuse project; H.R. 2950, To direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to allow for prepayment of 
repayment contracts between the United States and the 
Uintah Water Conservancy District; and H.R. 1065, 
White Mountain Apache Tribe Water Rights Quantifica-
tion Act of 2009, 10 a.m., 1334 Longworth. 

July 22, full Committee, to mark up H.R. 2499, Puer-
to Rico Democracy Act of 2009, 10 a.m., 1324 Long-
worth. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Energy and Mineral Re-
source, oversight hearing on Federal Geospatial Data 
Management, followed by a markup of H.R. 2489, Amer-

ica View Geospatial Imagery Mapping Program Act, 10 
a.m., 1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, July 21, 
hearing entitled ‘‘Following the Money: Report of the 
Special Inspector General for the Troubled Asset Relief 
Program (SIGTARP),’’ 10 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

July 22, Subcommittee on Domestic Policy, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Arbitration or ‘Arbitrary’: The Misuse of Man-
datory Arbitration to Collect Consumer Debts,’’ 2 p.m., 
2154 Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Government Management, 
Organization and Procurement, hearing entitled ‘‘E- 
Verify: Challenges and Opportunities,’’ 10 a.m., 2154 
Rayburn. 

Committee on Rules, July 21, to consider H.R. 2920, 
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2009, 3 p.m., H–313 
Capitol. 

Committee on Science and Technology, July 21, Sub-
committee on Energy and Environment to mark up the 
following bills: H.R. 3246, Advanced Vehicle Tech-
nology Act of 2009; H.R. 3165, Wind Energy Research 
and Development Act of 2009; H.R. 3029, to establish 
a research, development, and technology demonstration 
program to improve the efficiency of gas turbines used in 
combined cycle power general systems; and H.R. 3247, 
To establish a social and behavioral science research pro-
gram at the Department of Energy, 2 p.m., 2318 Ray-
burn. 

July 21, Subcommittee on Research and Science Edu-
cation, hearing on Encouraging the Participation of Fe-
male Students in STEM fields, 10 a.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Energy and Environment, 
hearing on Effective Transforming Our Electric Delivery 
System to a Smart Grid, 10 a.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

Committee on Small Business, July 22, hearing entitled 
‘‘Meeting the Needs of Small Businesses and Family 
Farmers in Regulating our Nation’s Waters,’’ 1 p.m., 
2360 Rayburn. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Finance and Tax, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Legislative Proposals to Reform the SBA’s Cap-
ital Access Programs,’’ 10 a.m., 2360 Rayburn. 

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, July 22, 
Subcommittee on Economic Development, Public Build-
ings and Emergency Management, hearing on The Con-
gressional Vision for a 21st Century Union Station: New 
Intermodal Uses and a New Union Station Livable Com-
munity, 2 p.m., 2167 Rayburn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, July 22, Subcommittee 
on Oversight and Investigations, hearing on Enforcement 
of VA’s Brachytherapy Program Safety Standards, 10 
a.m., 334 Cannon. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Disability Assistance and 
Memorial Affairs, hearing on Examining Quality of Life 
and Ancillary Benefits Issues, 10 a.m., 334 Cannon. 

Committee on Ways and Means, July 21, Subcommittee 
on Trade, hearing on Trade Advisory Committee System, 
10 a.m., 1100 Longworth. 

July 23, Subcommittee on Select Revenue Measures, 
hearing on possible Long-Term Financial Options for the 
Highway Trust Fund, including Member Proposals, 10 
a.m., 1100 Longworth. 
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Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, July 21, execu-
tive. briefing on Pakistan Nuclear Security, 3 p.m., 
304–HVC. 

July 22, executive, briefing on National Intelligence 
Strategy, 1:30 p.m., 304–HVC. 

July 22, Subcommittee on Terrorism, Human Intel-
ligence, Analysis and Counterintelligence, executive, 
briefing on Department of Defense Human Intelligence, 
4 p.m., 304–HVC. 

Joint Meetings 
Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe: July 21, 

to hold hearings to examine Cyprus’ religious cultural 
heritage, 2 p.m., B318, Rayburn Building. 

Joint Economic Committee: July 23, to hold hearings to 
examine balancing work and family in the recession, 10 
a.m., 210, Cannon Building. 

Joint Economic Committee: July 21, to hold hearings to 
examine the Federal Statistical System in the 21st cen-
tury, focusing on the role of the Census Bureau, 1 p.m., 
2203, Rayburn Building. 

Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe: July 23, 
to hold hearings to examine the future of the OSCE Med-
iterranean Partners for Cooperation, 2 p.m., 210, Cannon 
Building. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

1 p.m., Monday, July 20 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Monday: Senate will resume consideration 
of S. 1390, National Defense Authorization Act. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

12:30 p.m., Monday, July 20 

House Chamber 

Program for Monday: To be announced. 
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