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House of Representatives
The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.
f

PRAYER
The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:
O God, at times it seems You have rejected us. Our defenses have broken
down, and we feel vulnerable. Come and
renew us with Your spirit.
You have rocked the whole country,
and it is split open. You have let some
of our people suffer hardships. Others
seem drunken on fine wine.
But, You have warned those who fear
You, there is no escape before the judgment falls.
Deliver those who are dear to You.
Save them with Your powerful right
hand. Answer with the word spoken
from Your holy sanctuary.
The memorials built on the past
speak of Your victories. Now, You need
the cooperation of Your people. So
once again with Your help, they may
do valiantly. And You, our God, will
prove victorious and receive the glory,
both now and forever.
Amen.
f

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER. 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 Journal stands approved.
f
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PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. KRATOVIL) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.
Mr. KRATOVIL led the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:
I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Republic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain up to five requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.
f

HONORING
SALISBURY
ALUMNI
CHAPTER OF KAPPA ALPHA PSI
FRATERNITY
(Mr. KRATOVIL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. KRATOVIL. Madam Speaker,
today I ask my colleagues to join me in
celebrating the accomplishments of the
Salisbury Alumni Chapter of Kappa
Alpha Psi Fraternity for their outstanding service to the community.
This year marks 20 years of dedication
to the youth of Salisbury, Maryland,
by providing them with a positive outlet through their summer basketball
league.
The co-directors are Bruce Wharton
and Tom Vanlandingham. With support
from friends, they created a program
that keeps children off the streets
when schools are closed. The league
started for kids on the west side of
Salisbury and over the years has shown
numerous children what possibilities
life has to offer.
While basketball is the hook, Kappa
Alpha Psi brothers also strive to show
kids the positive side of life by surrounding them with examples of positive male and female role models.
Bruce and Tom plan seminars on everything from avoiding the temptations of
joining a gang to good eating habits.
Their league is free to all children
and includes children from ages 10 to
18. They play Monday through Thursday evenings, four games per night. A
recent expansion has allowed students
from nearby cities and States to form
teams and play in the league as well.
Kappa Alpha Psi Fraternity is a
prime example of how to give kids the
support guidance they need through
sports. I commend them on this milestone anniversary.

EXTEND TAX CUTS FOR JOBS
(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to address the House for 1 minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, on Wednesday I highlighted
the significant tax increases that are
heading toward hardworking Americans at the beginning of next year.
Families, married couples, and parents
are going to be paying more taxes.
Washington liberals are planning to reinstate the marriage penalties and cut
the child tax credit in half.
Cutting the child tax credit in half
from $1,000 to $500 per child will cost
the average American family around
$1,033 in higher taxes in 2011.
Reinstating the marriage penalty
will cost an average of $595 for each
family in 2011. In these tough economic
times, raising taxes will eliminate
jobs. It is time for Washington liberals
to stop passing policies that penalize
families and start passing incentives
that promote job creation.
In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the Global War on Terrorism.
f

AMERICAN BUSINESS
COMPETITIVENESS ACT
(Mr. MAFFEI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. MAFFEI. Mr. Speaker, our current Tax Code is riddled with loopholes
for big multinational corporations.
Many industries, especially those with
high-paid lobbyists, get special tax
breaks, many of which actually reward
companies for sending jobs overseas.
The Syracuse Post-Standard pointed
out these breaks cost us up to $123 billion a year. Now, most businesses employ hardworking citizens and keep the
economy afloat. Where are the tax
breaks for them? Instead, they pay one
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of the highest tax rates, 35 percent,
simply because they are American
businesses.
We are putting our entire business
community at a competitive disadvantage in the worldwide market while rewarding corporations that build factories in China and Mexico.
Mr. Speaker, the bill that I have introduced this week will eliminate the
irresponsible tax loopholes that move
our jobs overseas and use the money
saved from that to lower the corporate
tax rate by a third. That would help
create millions of manufacturing jobs
and other jobs here in America.
f

SPECIAL TREATMENT FOR
SPECIAL PEOPLE
(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute).
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
Federal Government has decided some
people are more special than others.
The administration thinks the Wall
Street elites are special. The big banks
and the big auto industries, well, they
are really special and too big to fail,
but the administration has decided the
blue-collar workers who do the rough
work on the oil rigs and provide American energy—just aren’t special.
The blue-collar guys don’t want
handouts like the special interest big
shots got. They just want their jobs
back.
But the administration not only
won’t treat these workers special, the
administration just took their jobs
away because of the offshore drilling
moratorium. Now these American jobs
are headed to Brazil, Libya and to
Egypt.
The drilling moratorium is not based
on science, it’s arbitrary. Two courts
have so ruled. Five Americans are
killed on highways every hour. I don’t
see anyone wanting to close all the
roads down.
The deep-water moratorium should
end. The offshore workers should get
their jobs back, but that’s not going to
happen any time soon because it’s only
special treatment for special folks, and
they are just not that special.
And that’s just the way it is.
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f

SOCIAL SECURITY
(Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)
Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to join all of
America in celebrating 75 years of a
bedrock promise to our seniors, to our
retirees, of Social Security. That’s
right, 75 years of Social Security, a
promise from one generation to the
next generation.
In this country, 6 in 10 seniors rely
on Social Security for more than half
of their income. Over 6 million children, nearly 1 in 10, receive part of
their income from Social Security.
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I was one of those young people when
my father was disabled. I and my siblings received Social Security to help
us continue to support our family in a
real time of need. It really is one promise from one generation to the next.
Now, there are some on the other
side of the aisle who want to privatize
Social Security. They would put Social
Security into the stock market, and
maybe we would face a year like we
have faced in the last couple of years,
and retirees would lose a third or more
of their income.
But that’s not the promise that we
make from one generation to another.
So this summer I and my colleagues
are going to be talking about Social
Security. I will be doing it this weekend at a senior forum out in Prince
George’s County, Maryland. A promise
from one generation to the next generation, it’s a promise that Democrats
plan to honor. It’s a promise that we
make to the American people, and we
will keep that promise no matter what
our Republican colleagues try to do.
f

b 0910
DEMOCRATIC AGENDA IS TO
SCARE SENIORS
(Mr. SESSIONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, once
again this morning my Democratic colleagues are trying to scare this country. The facts of the case are that, as a
result of the economic downturn of this
country because of high taxes and more
rules and regulations, more people are
unemployed in America today than
since the Great Depression. That is
what will kill Social Security.
Republicans are not interested in
killing Social Security. They are interested in America having a vibrant economic output. They are interested in
people being employed and being able
to take care of their families. And so
perhaps the Democratic message will
be to scare seniors and scare people
about what Republicans would do to
Social Security. Let’s get it right: Republicans want to make sure that we
have a vibrant economy. We are for Social Security. We support Social Security. I am disappointed that the Democratic agenda is going to be—that we
heard about today—to scare seniors
about their future.
f

SOCIAL SECURITY
(Ms. SHEA-PORTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Speaker,
some of my friends on the other side of
the aisle are always warning the young
people of this country that Social Security won’t be there for them, so we
should just scrap it now, raise the retirement age, and privatize Social Security. They are wrong.
Social Security is critical for those
who depend on it. It is essential for the
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family who has a loved one who needs
disability insurance. It’s essential for
our senior citizens who paid their
whole lives into a system so they
would have a safety net when they
need it most. However, Social Security
is not just a retirement benefit; it’s
also an insurance program. If a spouse
or parent of a child dies, Social Security is there for his or her widow, widower or child. This is not just a retirement program for seniors. It’s a social
safety net for all of us.
The young people of this country
need to know Social Security is there
for them and that it can be there in the
future, just as it was for generations
and for our seniors today. However, we
must fiercely defend Social Security
from some Republican efforts to privatize funds and gamble it on Wall
Street. We must protect and strengthen Social Security, not dismantle it.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF
H.R.
3534,
CONSOLIDATED
LAND, ENERGY, AND AQUATIC
RESOURCES ACT OF 2010; AND
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5851, OFFSHORE OIL AND
GAS WORKER WHISTLEBLOWER
PROTECTION ACT OF 2010
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
by direction of the Committee on
Rules, I call up House Resolution 1574
and ask for its immediate consideration.
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:
H. RES. 1574
Resolved, That at any time after the adoption of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3534) to provide greater efficiencies, transparency, returns, and accountability in the administration of Federal mineral and energy resources
by consolidating administration of various
Federal energy minerals management and
leasing programs into one entity to be
known as the Office of Federal Energy and
Minerals Leasing of the Department of the
Interior, 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. General debate shall be confined to the bill and amendments specified in this section and shall not
exceed one hour, with 40 minutes equally divided and controlled by the chair and ranking minority member of the Committee on
Natural Resources and 20 minutes equally divided and controlled by the chair and ranking minority member of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.
In lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee
on Natural Resources now printed in the bill,
it shall be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule the amendment in the nature of a substitute printed in part A of the
report of the Committee on Rules accompanying this resolution. That amendment in
the nature of a substitute shall be considered
as read. All points of order against that
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amendment in the nature of a substitute are
waived except those arising under clause 10
of rule XXI. Notwithstanding clause 11 of
rule XVIII, no amendment to that amendment in the nature of a substitute shall be in
order except those printed in part B of the
report of the Committee on Rules. Each
amendment may be offered only in the order
printed in the report, may be offered only by
a Member designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an opponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for division of the question. All points of order
against such amendments are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. The
previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and amendments thereto to
final passage without intervening motion except one motion to recommit with or without instructions.
SEC. 2. The Chair may entertain a motion
that the Committee rise only if offered by
the chair of the Committee on Natural Resources or his designee. The Chair may not
entertain a motion to strike out the enacting words of the bill (as described in clause
9 of rule XVIII).
SEC. 3. Upon the adoption of this resolution
it shall be in order to consider in the House
the bill (H.R. 5851) to provide whistleblower
protections to certain workers in the offshore oil and gas industry. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived except those arising under clause 9 or
10 of rule XXI. The amendment printed in
part C of the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution shall be
considered as adopted. The 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 without intervening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Committee on Education and Labor; and (2) one
motion to recommit with or without instructions.
SEC. 4. (a) In the engrossment of H.R. 3534,
the Clerk shall—
(1) add the text of H.R. 5851, as passed by
the House, as new matter at the end of H.R.
3534;
(2) assign appropriate designations to provisions within the engrossment; and
(3) conform provisions for short titles within the engrossment.
(b) Upon the addition of the text of H.R.
5851 to the engrossment of H.R. 3534, H.R.
5851 shall be laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CUELLAR). The gentlewoman from
Maine is recognized for 1 hour.
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
for the purposes of debate only, I yield
the customary 30 minutes to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). All
time yielded during consideration of
the rule is for debate only.
GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Members have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their remarks and insert extraneous materials
into the RECORD.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentlewoman from Maine?

VerDate Mar 15 2010

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

H6463

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 089060

There was no objection.
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1574
provides for consideration of H.R. 3534,
the Consolidated Land, Energy, and
Aquatic Resources Act of 2010, under a
structured rule; and H.R. 5851, the Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower Protection Act of 2010, under a
closed rule.
Mr. Speaker, April 20, 2010, became a
day that will live in history as one of
the worst environmental disasters in
decades. When explosion and fire ripped
through the Deepwater Horizon, the
first priority was saving the lives of
the crew. Sadly, for 11 men it was too
late.
b 0920
As the oil flowed out of the well and
as BP unsuccessfully tried to stop it,
the Nation watched, captivated by the
story and by the untold damage to gulf
coast communities. We learned a new
language, the language of the offshore
oil and gas industry. Terms like ‘‘blowout preventer’’ and ‘‘top kill’’ became
common words to the American people,
to news shows and on the House floor.
The evening news was soon filled with
pictures of oil-coated beaches, dead
pelicans, and fishermen who were
afraid that their way of life was slipping away.
Today, as we debate these two very
important bills, I wonder why it has
taken us, Congress, so many years to
act on the issues we are taking up
today. The problems and challenges
facing the management of our resources, like offshore oil and gas, are
not new. In 2007, before I was elected to
this body, Chairman RAHALL recognized that we needed to reform the dysfunctional system that allowed BP to
run the Deepwater Horizon rig without
regard to the safety of their workers or
to the health of the environment. Additionally, the ideas behind the CLEAR
Act are not new. They are commonsense reforms that should have happened years ago. Maybe, if they had
happened, the workers on the Deepwater Horizon would still be alive and
the gulf would not be soaked in oil.
Mr. Speaker, we need to continue responding to the disaster in the gulf and
not forget that catastrophic environmental damage has been done. We need
to clean up and repair the gulf, to hold
BP accountable for its oil spill, to
enact stronger environmental, technological, and spill response standards, to
conserve our natural resources, and to
invest in an American clean energy future.
We must also remember that, in addition to cleaning up the mess, repairing
the damage, and cracking down on big
oil companies, we also have to get serious about ending our dependence on oil
and creating new sources of clean energy. If we had a clean energy economy, powered by wind and solar and
tidal power, we probably wouldn’t be
here having this discussion today.
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Frankly, it is almost impossible for
me to imagine what would have happened if my State, the State of Maine,
had experienced a massive oil spill that
had polluted the Gulf of Maine. It is almost impossible for me to imagine the
devastation to our fishing families, to
our tourism, and to our beautiful
coastline if millions of gallons of crude
oil were to begin washing offshore, but
it is possible for me to imagine the
same Gulf of Maine dotted with floating offshore wind turbines, wind turbines which would create good-paying
jobs and provide an endless source of
clean energy without the risk of environmental disaster.
Today, we are considering two bills
that will help address some of our most
egregious problems. This bill will provide protection for whistleblowers who
alert the government to dangerous violations of Federal law. Nobody should
be forced to choose between his or her
job and reporting unsafe conditions. It
will also improve the leasing process,
making sure all companies follow the
environmental and safety rules, and it
will ensure royalties are paid on all oil
drilled or spilled.
The CLEAR Act reorganizes the Department of the Interior to provide better management of the Nation’s energy
resources located on Federal lands and
water. The act eliminates conflicts
that arise when the same agency which
is in charge of the environmental reviews of leases, of issuing leases, and of
making sure the leaseholders and rig
operators are in compliance with safety and environmental laws, then turns
around and collects royalties from
these same companies.
The disaster in the gulf makes it
clear that we should be working to
transition our economy to a clean energy future. Investments in clean energy will help in the recovery of our
economy, and supporting renewable energy projects, like offshore wind, will
strengthen the economy and help create good jobs that can’t be shipped
overseas.
I am glad that language is included
in the bill that will reform royalty collection. I am proud of the work that we
have done on this issue, and I thank
Chairman RAHALL for working with me
on language included in this manager’s
amendment that will guarantee that
BP pays royalties on every drop of oil
spilled in the gulf.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentlewoman for yielding
time to me, and I yield myself such
time as I may consume.
Here we are, Mr. Speaker, today, a
brand new day. It is the 35th time this
Congress that I have handled a rule.
Once again, it is another closed rule. In
fact, as we aim for our 6-week recess,
we recognize how important it is for
Members of this body to go back home
and to receive feedback about what a
great job we are doing here in Congress, to have the American people be
very supportive of increasing taxes and
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of more rules and regulations. Today,
we are sticking it to the consumer
again at the gas pump because we are
going to take it out on energy companies. It is going to be a very interesting
recess.
Mr. Speaker, as I talk about this
being my 35th time during this session
to handle a closed rule, in fact, the
Democratic majority has not allowed
one open rule, not for me and not for
my colleagues. There has not been one
open rule this entire Congress. Yet,
this week, we are passing two appropriations bills, which, under normal
rules and regulations, at least before
the Democrats took over, would have
been open to all Members to have come
in and to have not only openly debated
but to have shown up on the floor and
to have offered their ideas about appropriations bills.
I just don’t believe that closing down
debate, limiting Members’ abilities to
come talk, having limited amendments, and really shutting out Republicans and Democrats—that is, unless
you are in the leadership of the Democratic Party—is really the way that we
should run this ship. Once again, during the break, I think the American
people are going to have a chance to
provide some feedback to Members. It
is my hope that we will listen.
Today, we are discussing two bills
that are reactions to the gulf oil spill
crisis. While reforms are clearly needed
to make the American offshore drilling
safer and cleaner, today’s legislation
requires new blanket regulations without a good sense of, I think, what the
problem was and what the facts say.
The investigation of events should be
completed so that Congress can act intelligently and correctly. The focus
should be on permanently stopping the
leak, on cleaning up the oil, on assisting gulf coast communities, on holding
BP accountable, and on finding the
cause of the disaster. We ought to wait
until we get that.
What we are doing is trying to put
through a bill here where we already
assume that we understand what the
problem is, and, of course, if you are in
Washington, you understand these energy companies just need to be taxed
more. We need to raise taxes on them
to discourage the drilling in the gulf.
There was a comment made a few
minutes ago that the Democrat majority wants to save jobs from going overseas. In fact, that is exactly what this
will do. It will keep America continually reliant on energy from other nations around the globe, nations that
not only do not like America but, perhaps, even worse than that, will use
those resources that we give them
against America. It is a bad deal. Anybody who listens to this debate can figure out in half a heartbeat that using
American resources, keeping American
jobs and more fully working with the
industry instead of trying to punish
the industry would be what any rational American would do.
Once again, we are not rational in
this town. It is about punishing people.
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It’s just like President Obama, who
wants to pick a fight with everybody in
town in order to go and ruin the free
enterprise system. Well, that is what
we are doing again today. We are on
record. We are going to have the vote
today. We are going to lose thousands
of jobs.
Yesterday,
the
gentleman
Mr.
SCALISE from Louisiana and the gentleman Mr. CASSIDY from Louisiana
came forward to the Rules Committee.
They talked about this moratorium in
the gulf and that, if it continues, thousands of jobs will be lost in their home
State. Thousands of middle class Americans who need to have work, once
again, will be in trouble.
The Obama moratorium on deepwater drilling has already cost tens of
thousands of jobs. This bill will eliminate even more American energy jobs,
making it harder and more expensive
to produce both energy on- and offshore. Additionally, this legislation
will only further enhance our economic
troubles in the gulf region and
throughout the Nation because it will
create a diminished supply of energy
which will be available at a higher
cost, and the American consumers will
be the people who will be paying for
this—I’m sorry—the taxpayers, also,
because they will be the people who
will be unemployed.
b 0930
Mr. Speaker, my good friends on that
side of the aisle are using H.R. 3534 to
exploit this oil spill tragedy as a political opportunity to rush to Washington
and put energy items on their agenda.
The underlying bill imposes job-killing changes and higher taxes. This underlying
bill
imposes
job-killing
charges and higher taxes for both onshore natural gas and oil production
and offshore. The bill creates over $30
billion in new mandatory spending, $30
billion in new mandatory spending for
two new government bureaucracies
that have absolutely nothing to do
with the oil spill. It raises taxes over
$22 billion in 10 years. This is a direct
tax on natural gas and oil that will
raise energy prices for American families, businesses, hurt domestic job creation, and increase our dependence on
foreign oil. But don’t worry, I’m sure
we can blame George Bush for the passage of this bill and the outcome that
will come from that.
Additionally, H.R. 3534 requires a
Federal takeover of State authority to
permit in State waters which reverses
60 years of precedence of law in this
country. Why are we rewarding the
mismanagement, corruption and oversight failures of the Federal Government and giving them expanded authority now? They were a joint partner
down in the gulf, and they failed too.
We should not empower them even
more.
The bill includes unlimited spill liability for offshore operators, which
could effectively eliminate all independent producers from offshore drill-
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ing if they cannot obtain insurance
policies to cover their operations. However, this does not mean that drilling
up and down our coasts will stop. Nope.
Countries like China and Russia are in
the process of negotiating with Cuba
for access to these same oil fields right
now, which means that others will
come and reap the benefits, sell it to us
at an exorbitant price, and we will be
shipping American jobs overseas.
According to an independent study
from IHS Global Insight: ‘‘By 2020, an
exclusion of the independents from the
Gulf of Mexico would eliminate 300,000
jobs and result in a loss of $147 billion
in Federal, State and local taxes from
the gulf region over 10 years.’’
The gulf region has suffered enough,
Mr. Speaker. Our consumers and businesses need an adequate supply of natural gas and energy. What this Congress does is only going to diminish
jobs, lower local revenue in areas, and
cause our businesses to be noncompetitive because we will pay more for the
energy to supply the needs to business.
Week after week, Mr. Speaker, I
come down to this floor to debate the
importance of economic growth and job
opportunities, and my friends on the
other side of the aisle continue this
same agenda, the same agenda that
does not work. And then they question,
Why don’t you Republicans—at least
one of you—come vote for this? Well,
the answer is, We’re not going to vote
for what’s not going to work. And what
does not work, Mr. Speaker, is the taxing, the borrowing, the spending policies that week after week after week
diminish jobs and push our economy
into further debt.
Unemployment is the highest it’s
been. More people are unemployed in
this country than since the time of the
Great Depression and for a longer period of time. That is not a record of
success, Mr. Speaker. It’s one that I
would be embarrassed about. Americans want solutions. They want Congress to produce results, and this bill
does not do that. It’s my hope that
when we go home for the August break
once again that the American people
say what’s on their mind, and I think
it’s up to us, as Members of Congress,
to listen.
Additionally, in the Natural Resources
Committee,
Congressman
CASSIDY from Louisiana offered an
amendment that passed the committee
without any objections for Congress to
establish a bipartisan independent
commission to investigate the oil spill,
yet it has been stripped from the bill,
and that amendment was not made in
order last night in the Rules Committee. This Democrat majority continues to use their power to shut out
bipartisan solutions to everyday issues
that are here on the floor.
Under this rule, we’re also providing
consideration for H.R. 5749, the Offshore Whistleblower Protection Act.
While providing whistleblower protections for offshore workers is essential
to the safety of those workers and others, I remain concerned that H.R. 5749,
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which was just introduced on Monday
evening of this week, should have gone
through regular order review, allowing
Members the appropriate time not only
to read the bill—I’m sorry, did I say
read the bill? Yes, Members need to be
able to read the bill, understand the
content, have some dialogue, and then
it would allow them an opportunity to
provide feedback. Of course, I know and
you know, Mr. Speaker, that in the
Rules Committee, anything that deals
with common sense, bipartisanship, or
that might be a position taken by some
part of the free enterprise system is
shut out of the Rules Committee week
after week, day after day.
So with the current fiscal crisis our
government faces and record unemployment, why do we have this bill on
the floor today? To make unemployment even worse—in particular, in
Louisiana and Mississippi—increase
taxes, further implode the debt and the
deficit. Mr. Speaker, it makes no sense
why week after week this Democrat
majority does that. We should be doing
job-saving and job-creation bills, not
job-killing bills. But once again, this is
the agenda of the Democratic Party.
Mr. Speaker, the voices of the American public have been clear. Americans
need this Congress to get it. We need
pro-growth solutions that will encourage job creation and keep America
competitive with the world. This legislation further diminishes private sector jobs while adding billions to our national debt.
So I don’t know when my friends on
the other side of the aisle are going to
catch on; but it is my hope that at the
August break, they will have an opportunity to hear from Americans who are
unemployed, seeking an opportunity to
find a job who look to this Congress to
do something about the jobs.
Mr. Speaker, the question once again
today, Where are the jobs? Where is the
agenda on this floor that will be about
saving jobs? And, Mr. Speaker, perhaps
more pointedly, when will we quit killing jobs in this country with an agenda
by the Democratic Party that the
Democratic Members vote for that diminishes America’s ability to compete?
Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on
the rule.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I very happily yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), my colleague on the Rules
Committee.
Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gentlelady for yielding to me and for her
leadership on this issue.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the rule, and I rise in strong support
of the underlying bill. And to my friend
from Texas who talks about listening
to our constituents, let me assure him,
I listen to my constituents every week
when I go home. And what I hear from
them is that they are sick and they are
tired of my friends on the other side of
the aisle continuing to rise on this
floor to be apologists for Big Oil. What
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my constituents want and I think what
the American people want is smart regulation, better safety standards, whistleblower protection. They want to
make sure that a repeat of what we
just saw in the gulf never happens
again.
My friend talks about jobs. How
many jobs have been lost because of
this oil spill? How many fishermen are
out of business? How many hotels and
restaurants have lost business because
of this terrible crisis? You know, this
crisis has had such a negative impact
on jobs that I can’t even begin to quantify. So my friend talks about jobs, it
is because of the recklessness and the
lack of oversight by the Bush administration that got us here, and we don’t
want to see this repeated again and
again and again.
So this is a good bill, and it’s a smart
bill. If you want to apologize for Big
Oil, go right ahead. But the American
people are not on your side on this one.
Mr. Speaker, I also rise to express my
strong support for the Land and Water
Conservation Fund program and particularly for the Stateside program.
The Stateside program provides matching Federal grants to States and local
communities to develop outdoor recreation facilities and parks and conserves
brilliant natural spaces throughout the
country. Since the creation of the Land
and Water Conservation Fund program
in the 1960s, funding levels for the
Stateside program have fluctuated
widely.
b 0940
This is especially evident over the
past decade. Between fiscal years 2002
and 2005, between $91 million and $140
million per year was appropriated for
the Stateside program. Unfortunately,
in sharp contrast, only $19 million to
$40 million has been appropriated between fiscal years 2006 and 2007, representing less than 10 percent of the
total land and water conservation
funding per year. The Stateside program is a good program that benefits
communities across the country. It is a
good, strong program that deserves
adequate funding.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
enter into a colloquy with the chairman of the Natural Resources Committee, the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL).
Mr. Chairman, as you know, I have
serious concerns about the funding levels for the Stateside LWCF program. I
am pleased that that the CLEAR Act
provides for permanent funding for the
entire LWCF program, but I remain
concerned that there is no statutory
program supporting equitable funding
for the Stateside program.
As you know, unfortunately, the
Stateside program has been chronically underfunded. I think we can all
agree that these programs positively
contribute to the vibrancy of our communities, and actually create jobs.
Stateside funding has widespread support, and I seek your assurance that we
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can find a way to provide increased
funding for the Stateside LWCF program.
I yield to the gentleman from West
Virginia.
Mr. RAHALL. I appreciate the gentleman from Massachusetts yielding.
The Stateside LWCF program does
provide vital support for States and
local communities for access to outdoor recreation. My home State of
West Virginia, for example, has benefited greatly from these formula-driven
matching grants, and I am pleased that
the CLEAR Act will provide stable,
permanent funding for the Stateside
program.
I agree with the gentleman that the
funding levels for Stateside in recent
years have been completely inadequate, and I look forward to working
with you, our colleagues on the Appropriations Committee, the administration, and others who support this critical program to ensure it receives adequate and equitable funding going forward.
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I have
a letter from Interior Secretary
Salazar that acknowledges the Stateside program needs additional funding
to carry out its work.
U.S. DEPT. OF THE INTERIOR,
SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, DC, July 29, 2010.
Hon. JAMES P. MCGOVERN,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MCGOVERN: Thank
you for your interest and support for the
Stateside Assistance portion of the Land and
Water Conservation Fund (LWCF). President
Obama has committed to fully fund LWCF
by 2014 through the budget process. If Congress decides to include a full funding provision in the CLEAR Act and full funding occurs in 2014 or earlier, there will be excellent
opportunities to develop a vibrant Stateside
Assistance program that will help us to meet
the conservation needs of the 21st century.
As the Executive Director of the Colorado
Department of Natural Resources and as a
U.S. Senator from Colorado, I have demonstrated my commitment to local and state
parks and the State-side program. While in
the U.S. Senate, I was a principal sponsor of
the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act of
2006, which created additional funding for
State-side LWCF programs.
The Department of the Interior is committed to finding the best ways to improve
and strategically invest LWCF funds. I also
understand that States need additional funding in order to expand outdoor recreational
opportunities and to conserve important
places. If we are to accomplish these goals
and achieve the full potential of the Stateside LWCF program in challenging economic
times we must work together.
We have an opportunity with the growth of
LWCF funds to build a program that will address these needs. Through the President’s
America’s Great Outdoors Initiative, we are
hearing from state and local governments,
recreation advocates, nonprofit organizations, and other supporters about ways to enhance the State-side Grant program. In addition to the great projects now funded by the
State-side program, there is strong support
for investments in (1) the creation and expansion of urban parks and river greenways
close to where people live, (2) providing rural
communities with better recreational opportunities, and (3) connecting our local and
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state public recreation lands with Federal
lands throughout the Country.
It’s important that we chose our projects
carefully to ensure that these funds make a
big difference in our states and communities.
We need to remind the American people of
the value that outdoor recreation and land
conservation offers everyone and how it
makes our society a richer place in which to
live and raise our families.
As we do this, I look forward to working
with you on the best ways to protect our
treasured landscapes.
Sincerely,
KEN SALAZAR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I yield the
gentleman 1 additional minute.
Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank
Chairman RAHALL for allowing me the
opportunity to address my concerns,
and for working with me toward ensuring the Stateside program receives the
funding it deserves.
Again, I want to thank the gentlelady from Maine for the time. I will
close by urging my colleagues to support the rule, support the CLEAR Act,
and let this Congress go on record as
standing with the people of this country and not standing with Big Oil.
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I am
delighted to hear back from my colleagues about how this change is doing
such a great job for their constituents
back home. Robust, I am sure, economic times in Massachusetts to where
they don’t have to worry about an adequate supply of energy or the costs associated with that.
But, Mr. Speaker, today I received a
copy of a Key Vote Alert from the U.S.
Chamber. The U.S. Chamber represents
employers and employees all across
this country. They have some things to
say about this bill, too, which every
single Member of Congress has a
chance to receive. That doesn’t mean
they agree with it or want to read it.
But it says this: ‘‘There’s a bright
line between increasing safety and creating a regulatory environment so
unfit for business that oil and gas companies that operate in the United
States will take their business elsewhere. That line is crossed repeatedly
throughout H.R. 3534.’’
I continue from this Key Alert, U.S.
Chamber. ‘‘At this time, it is premature for Congress to legislate prescriptive solutions when the causes of
the well blowout and any associated
failures that led to the catastrophe
have not yet been conclusively determined.’’
Mr. Speaker, once again it’s a ready,
aim, fire by our friends the Democrats,
who bring bills to the floor, once again
a mundane bill that really nobody
knew was going to be here on the floor,
and here it is. I continue, ‘‘The bill
would make it economically nonviable
to lease or explore offshore for energy
resources, and the offshore energy industry would be driven largely out of
U.S. waters. This outcome would increase U.S. dependence on foreign oil
at higher costs in the short-and long-
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term, and could cripple the gulf coast
economy by jeopardizing the 46,000
jobs’’—they should say that remain—
‘‘the 46,000 jobs that the oil and natural
gas industry supports in the gulf coast
region.’’
Mr. Speaker, they’ve got it right.
They’ve got it exactly right what this
bill does. What they fail to talk about
is the reason why. The reason why is
it’s an assault on the free enterprise
system. It’s a continued assault on people who are workers in this country, a
continued assault to raise the price at
the pump and to raise the price of heating and fuel that fuel our businesses.
Mr. Speaker, as we already understand, and we know this, the cost of energy now exceeds the cost of employees. And if we keep this dangerous
trend up, rather than providing reliable
sources of energy at a cost-effective
price, it means that America will continue to be noncompetitive. Once
again, a direct result of this Congress,
a direct result of the votes that take
place in this body.
The facts of the case are the Chamber
also strongly opposes new energy
taxes, which will cost consumers $25
billion at the pump and in their homes.
It’s a continued assault on America.
And I am disappointed. The Chamber
nailed it. They got it right, Mr. Speaker.
CONGRESSIONAL AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS,
U.S. CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
Washington, DC, July 29, 2010.
TO THE MEMBERS OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES: The U.S. Chamber of
Commerce, the world’s largest business federation representing the interests of more
than three million businesses and organizations of every size, sector, and region,
strongly opposes H.R. 3534, the ‘‘Consolidated Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources
Act of 2010,’’ in its current form. There is a
bright line between increasing safety and
creating a regulatory environment so unfit
for business that oil and gas companies that
operate in the United States will take their
business elsewhere. That line is crossed repeatedly throughout H.R. 3534.
As the Chamber has stated in prior communications, Congress should resist the rush
to act on legislation in the midst of the ongoing catastrophe in the Gulf; priority number one must remain permanently sealing
the well and mitigating the extensive environmental damage. At this time, it is premature for Congress to legislate prescriptive
solutions when the causes of the well blowout and any associated failures that led to
the catastrophe have not yet been conclusively determined. The Obama Administration’s National Commission on the BP Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill and Offshore Drilling
has not yet reported its findings, and the
Chamber believes that an independent commission, similar to the one included in bipartisan legislation reported by the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee,
would inform the legislative process by providing important data, technical analysis,
and expertise.
H.R. 3534 would have serious and negative
impacts on U.S. energy and economic security. The bill would make it economically
nonviable to lease or explore offshore for energy resources, and the offshore energy industry would be driven largely out of U.S.
waters. This outcome would increase U.S. dependence on foreign oil at higher costs in the
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short- and long-term, and could cripple the
Gulf Coast economy by jeopardizing the
46,000 jobs that the oil and natural gas industry supports in the Gulf Coast region.
Provisions eliminating the cap on liability
provided in the Oil Pollution Act of 1990
could discourage major integrated oil companies as well as independent producers from
exploring in domestic waters, as they would
be unable to afford adequate insurance to
cover the potential liability risk, if they
could obtain insurance coverage at all. Independent producers, which hold approximately 90 percent of Gulf leases and produce
approximately 30 percent of the oil and 60
percent of natural gas in the Gulf, would be
particularly hard hit. Moreover, the retroactive application of the liability cap raises
serious constitutional issues that may, if
stricken down by the courts, force Congress
to readdress the issue in the future.
H.R. 3534 would force the CEOs of energy
companies to attest personally that their
systems will never, ever fail and that their
companies are in strict compliance with all
environmental and natural resource laws.
Violations would subject CEOs to civil penalties, through citizen suits and enforcement
actions, and criminal liability, which could
include imprisonment. In practice, these provisions in H.R. 3534 are unworkable, and
few—if any—companies could meet them.
The intent of this provision appears to be political demagoguery of energy company
CEOs. However, the real impact of these provisions would be severe; few domestic or foreign energy companies would be willing to
explore for energy in U.S. waters.
The Chamber strongly opposes the new energy taxes included in H.R. 3534, which Congressional Budget Office analysis indicates
would ultimately cost consumers $25 billion.
Termed a ‘‘conservation tax,’’ it would do
nothing of the sort; all monies raised by this
tax would go directly to the federal treasury
for Congress to appropriate. Congress should
not exploit the tragedy in the Gulf as a rationale to levy excessive new energy taxes on
American consumers and producers. The nascent economic recovery cannot afford additional extreme taxes on domestically produced commodities that the entire United
States depends on every day. Ultimately,
such new taxes could encourage American
operators to move investments elsewhere.
Excessive taxes levied exclusively on domestically produced energy would also increase
U.S. dependence on imported energy as it did
in the 1980s, further increasing the risks to
U.S. energy security.
The Environmental Diligence provisions,
purportedly intended to ban BP leases, would
set conditions so that virtually no firm could
develop Gulf energy resources. H.R. 3534
would create a ‘‘doomed to fail’’ policy, making certain isolated violations of safety,
health and environmental statutes punishable by a ban on leasing or exploration on
federal land. When viewed in conjunction
with the CEO liability provisions, the Environmental Diligence provisions would create, in essence, a system whereby making
even one mistake could bar future access to
leasing. Rather than enduring the hostile
and risky relationship with federal regulators that this legislation would force upon
both regulators and the regulated community, firms would likely forgo further investments in U.S. waters.
H.R. 3534 would expand dramatically the
reach and scope of federal environmental law
by imposing unnecessary layers of duplicative environmental reviews, prolonging decisions on permits, and changing the criteria
agencies must consider when issuing a lease
or permit. Furthermore, the legislation
would minimize the ability of federal regulators to consider the economic benefits of
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energy exploration projects. As a result, the
economic growth of communities along the
Gulf Coast and U.S. energy security would
become much less relevant to federal regulators under H.R. 3534.
The provisions of H.R. 3534 that would expand the scope of the Outer Continental
Shelf (OCS) Lands Act and establish a massive new regulatory framework for shallow
water energy exploration would essentially
eliminate this industry in its current form.
Shallow water drilling does not present the
same risks as deepwater exploration and has
operated with an exceedingly high level of
environmental performance for more than 50
years.
Even in the area of renewable energy, H.R.
3534 would pose new challenges to domestic
energy security. By expanding the scope of
the OCS Lands Act to offshore renewables,
H.R. 3534 would subject the deployment of
new offshore technologies to the same plethora of unworkable requirements for oil and
gas exploration. As a result, not only would
oil and gas energy production be forced from
American waters, but renewables would not
necessarily be erected in their place.
The Chamber opposes the ‘‘Build America’’
provisions in the bill, which would require
that offshore facilities be built in the United
States with only limited exceptions. Similar
Build and Buy American provisions have
been proven to be counterproductive. Not
only would such provisions harm United
States’ global standing, it could inhibit the
ability of companies to adopt the best technology from around the world. Moreover, the
U.S. shipbuilding industry does not have the
domestic capacity to build large mobile
drilling rigs. Ultimately, this provision
would increase costs and be very difficult to
implement given the complexity of offshore
platform supply chains.
The Chamber strongly opposes H.R. 3534 in
its current form because of its negative impact on energy and economic security. The
Chamber urges Congress to take the time
necessary to understand the causes of the
Gulf spill before proceeding with legislation
to purportedly ‘‘fix’’ the problem. The Chamber may include votes on, or in relation to,
this issue in our annual How They Voted
scorecard.
Sincerely,
R. BRUCE JOSTEN.

I reserve the balance of my time.
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I inquire if my colleague has any remaining speakers. I am the last speaker for my side, and I am going to reserve my time until the gentleman has
closed.
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
I thank the gentlewoman for letting
me know that she is through with her
speakers.
Mr. Speaker, here we are on the floor
talking about raising energy prices, diminishment of jobs, further debt, a
Federal Government that’s going to be
empowered to do more in the gulf with
regulation, and yet we haven’t even
taken time to find out what really happened, what needs to be corrected, and
how that needs to take place.
Secondly, we learned very clearly
that a bipartisan idea about us making
sure that we do look into this, to give
the American people the confidence
that we can work together in Washington that went through the Natural
Resources Committee without objection on a bipartisan basis, goes up to
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the Rules Committee, rejected. Rejected straight up.
We learned again today, no open rule
in this entire Congress. My 35th time
to come to the floor leading the charge
for Republicans on a rule, not an open
rule. Today we had an opportunity just
a minute ago to provide the information from the U.S. Chamber. What’s
the impact of this bill? Diminishment
of American jobs. More taxation on
consumers at the pump. And perhaps
worst of all, people who will lose their
jobs. Tremendous job loss.
And in the long run, we learned that
what happens is that it’s not an unintended consequence when these jobs
move overseas; it is a direct result of
the pressure, the taxation, the rules,
the regulations, the absolute meaning
of the bill to diminish American jobs
and to push our reliance on foreign oil
and jobs overseas. That is the agenda
of the Democratic Party: higher taxes,
higher spending, more debt, pushing
jobs overseas. We don’t need those jobs
here. Higher prices for consumers and
incredible unemployment and debt.
You would think, Mr. Speaker, that
instead of us being on the floor to diminish and kill jobs, which is what this
Democratic majority does, we should
be enhancing jobs. I am disappointed to
know that, as the gentleman from Louisiana came to talk about people who
they represent, those ideas were tossed
out of hand. It’s a real shame.
We do not have a body that’s interested in encouraging economic development, investment, or the creation of
jobs. In fact, what we are for is a political agenda that we are working
through now, about two-tenths through
this agenda, that will net lose 10 million American jobs, the continued assault against employers and certainly
the workers of this country.
b 0950
Mr. Speaker, I think it’s, once again,
another sad day. I know it’s another
new day in Washington, but a sad way
to look at this.
Mr. Speaker, I have a letter from the
National Association of Manufacturers,
and what they say is, ‘‘While we appreciate efforts made earlier this week to
improve H.R. 3534,’’ meaning their
members lobbied, I assume, Speaker
PELOSI, ‘‘NAM members continue to
oppose this bill, as it would, in its current form,’’ the form that we have here
on the floor, ‘‘drive up energy costs,
create uncertainties in the availability
of supply and adversity affect U.S.
jobs.’’
Once again, these are people that are
job creators and people that are trying
to hang on at a time of continued assault against the American worker by
the Democratic Party. I think Mr. Jay
Timmons, executive vice president of
the National Association of Manufacturers, has it right. They are asking all
Members of Congress, regardless of
party, please oppose this job-killing,
tax-increasing, consumer-higher-payments-at-the-pump bill that will result
in more unemployment, higher costs.
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF
MANUFACTURERS,
Washington, DC, July 29, 2010.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.
DEAR REPRESENTATIVES: The National Association of Manufacturers (NAM), the nation’s largest industrial trade association
representing small and large manufacturers
in every industrial sector and in all 50 states,
urges you to oppose H.R. 3534, the Consolidated Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources
Act of 2010.
Our nation continues to face a setback in
energy security and independence every day
the drilling moratorium remains in place.
Thousands of jobs in the oil and gas industry
have been lost. Companies that make and
supply equipment, services, engines, boats
and materials such as steel and concrete will
soon feel massive economic consequences
from the moratorium.
Manufacturers believe it is critically important to understand the causes of the Gulf
of Mexico accident and its long-term environmental impacts before enacting policies
that could make a serious problem much
worse. While we appreciate efforts made earlier this week to improve H.R. 3534, NAM
members continue to oppose the bill, as it
would, in its current form, drive up energy
costs, create uncertainties in the availability of supply and adversely affect U.S.
jobs.
While there appears widespread agreement
in the industry and on Capitol Hill that the
$75 million liability cap needs to be updated,
requiring an unattainable level of insurance
coverage for domestic energy producers on
the Outer Continental Shelf is not the solution. By eliminating the cap, H.R. 3534 would
effectively retain the moratorium on offshore drilling for all but a handful of the
world’s largest international companies,
forcing the vast majority of American companies out of U.S. waters.
NAM members support energy policies
that: (1) expand domestic supplies in an environmentally safe way; and (2) lower costs for
U.S. consumers and for manufacturers,
which use one-third of our nation’s energy.
Access to competitively priced energy helps
U.S. companies compete in the global economy and preserves high-paying jobs here at
home.
The NAM’s Key Vote Advisory Committee
has indicated that votes related to H.R. 3534,
including votes on procedural motions, may
be considered for designation as Key Manufacturing Votes in the 111th Congress. Thank
you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
JAY TIMMONS,
Executive Vice President.

Mr. Speaker, Republicans continue to
offer commonsense solutions to rein in
the current spending spree, and the
best way to do it is not to tax and not
to lose jobs. The creation of jobs is how
you go about turning this economy
around.
There was talk about Social Security
earlier. It is the Democratic Party that
is losing the jobs in this country, and
that is why Social Security is in trouble. I think blaming someone else is a
sad way to go through life.
Republicans, like the American people, would like some transparency and
accountability. They should expect it.
American people should expect it from
their leaders, Members of Congress,
and I don’t think they’re getting it.
Democrats are using the oil spill as an
excuse to raise $22 billion worth of new
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taxes and over $300 billion in new, unrelated mandatory Federal spending.
I don’t see a lot of people down here
who are exactly worried about this on
the Democratic side. I hear people who
are down here talking about that it’s
the right thing to do, and that is what
the Democratic majority will get credit for with this bill: more taxing, more
spending, more rules and regulations,
more unemployment, more high debt,
pushing jobs offshore.
Mr. Speaker, reforms are needed to
make America more competitive. The
reforms should be about making sure
that the drilling that takes place in
the gulf or anywhere else is done safely
and that we do follow best practices
and rules and regulations. It should be
done to encourage the government to
work successfully with business, with
industry, with the American worker,
but that’s not what we have here. What
we have is a bill designed to kill the industry, to diminish its effectiveness, to
increase costs for consumers, and to
make pump costs and costs on natural
gas more expensive.
I think that this economic plan by
the Democratic majority they should
get full credit for: higher taxes, more
spending, assault on the free enterprise
system, more unemployment, more
debt, more things that are not working.
I’m going to give the Democratic majority credit today. Good for you. Now
we know what that is. I know you’re
two-tenths through this agenda of killing 10 million American jobs, but you
need to know this. You’re going to get
credit for this, and I hope the American people, in just a few days, when we
go home, talk to their Members of Congress about changing that, because we
ought to have a jobs bill on this floor
to create jobs, not kill jobs.
The Republican Party is for the creation of jobs. We are for balancing the
budget. We are for stopping the assault
on employers, and we’re for empowering the American people to have a
brighter future, not one that simply
empowers Washington, DC.
Mr. Speaker, the numbers are stunning. Over the time that President
Obama has been in office, we have lost
2.5 million free enterprise system jobs,
and yet 500,000 Federal Government
jobs have been added in that period of
time. The assault on the common man
of this country is unrelenting by the
Democratic majority.
For that reason, I encourage a ‘‘no’’
vote on the previous question to bring
some fiscal sanity and sense and restraint to this body, and I’m going to
offer a ‘‘no’’ vote on the rule.
Mr. Speaker, the facts of the case are
simple. The American people have got
it. It is time for a real change.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
throughout the spring and summer, the
public outrage has been palpable—in
Washington, among the pundits and
talking heads, in my own State of
Maine and, truly, everywhere in this
country.
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In Maine, we have a special understanding about the impact the BP oil
spill is having on the people of the gulf
coast. Just like them, our lives and
livelihoods are closely linked to the
ocean. Off the Maine coast, there is an
amazing renewable resource—strong
winds and tides that can power our
economy and create good-paying jobs
and reduce greenhouse gas pollution. I
think it’s time for us to start using it.
As someone from a community who
relies on its working waterfront, I am
asking that we stand with the hardworking men and women of the gulf
coast in their time of need and make
sure that those responsible are the
ones that pay for the spill and that we
strive to ensure that a spill like this
never happens again.
I urge my fellow Members to vote for
the rule and the underlying bill. I urge
a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous question
and on the rule.
Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of the rule for the CLEAR Act which
would, among other provisions, provide full
and dedicated funding for the Land and Water
Conservation Fund.
Congress created LWCF in 1965 on the
principle that some funds from the sale and
extraction of oil and gas from federal lands be
used for the protection of important lands and
waters; so they remain available for the enjoyment of all Americans. Only once in 45 years
has LWCF received its full funding.
My colleagues on the other side of the aisle
say that the $2.00 per barrel conservation fee
will be an undue burden on consumers. One
fourth of a cent per gallon at the pump, 2
cents per tank, is well worth it for preserving
Yellowstone, the Everglades, a battlefield, or
building a local park in Shrewsbury or a playground in Lawrence Township.
This bill ensures that $900 million will be
provided annually for LWCF without appropriation and achieve a long-awaited, much-needed
balance between resource extraction and resource conservation. I urge my colleagues to
support it.
Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
opposition to the rule allowing for consideration of H.R. 3534, the Consolidated Land,
Energy, and Aquatic Resources Act of 2010.
Congress has a responsibility to take action
to respond to the terrible tragedy in the Gulf
region and work to ensure that such an event
never happens again. However, in doing so,
we must also be careful to only advance legislation that is narrowly focused on responding
to the root causes of the Gulf Oil Spill. Unfortunately, that is not the case with H.R. 3534,
which I believe is overreaching and will have
negative effects on domestic onshore production and on independent oil producers’ ability
to continue operating offshore. Among my
concerns is subjecting oil and gas wells to
new and unnecessary Environmental Protection Agency, EPA, storm water discharge permitting requirements. A report from the Department of Energy has shown that should the
storm water provisions pass, it could result in
the loss of up to 10 percent of domestic oil
and gas production.
My colleagues, Congressman HARRY
TEAGUE and Congressman JASON ALTMIRE, offered amendment to this legislation in the
Rules Committee to remove these problematic
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provisions. However, it was not made in order.
I believe that the inclusion of this amendment
would have improved this bill by helping to
more limit its scope towards responding to the
oil spill and not place new unnecessary burdens on onshore development. Without this
amendment, and because of my concerns
about the impact these provisions will have on
North Dakota’s growing energy sector, I am
voting against this rule.
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I yield back
the balance of my time, and I move the
previous question on the resolution.
The previous question was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, further proceedings on this question will be postponed.
f

b 1000
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.
Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.
f

INCREASING
FLEXIBILITY
IN
AMOUNT
OF
PREMIUMS
CHARGED FOR FHA SINGLE FAMILY HOUSING MORTGAGE INSURANCE
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5981) to increase
the flexibility of the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development with
respect to the amount of premiums
charged for FHA single family housing
mortgage insurance, and for other purposes.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 5981
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. MORTGAGE INSURANCE PREMIUMS.
(a) FLEXIBILITY.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-

tion 203(c)(2) of the National Housing Act (12
U.S.C. 1709(c)(2)(B)) is amended—
(1) in the matter preceding clause (i)—
(A) by striking ‘‘shall’’ and inserting
‘‘may’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘0.50 percent’’ and inserting
‘‘1.5 percent’’; and
(2) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘shall be in an
amount not exceeding 0.55 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘may be in an amount not exceeding
1.55 percent’’.
(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary may
adjust the amount of any initial or annual
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premium charged pursuant to subsection (a)
through notice published in the Federal Register or mortgagee letter. Such notice or
mortgagee letter shall establish the effective
date of any premium adjustment therein.
SEC. 2. CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY.
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The Assistant Secretary of the Department
of Housing and Urban Development who is
the Federal Housing Commissioner shall appear before the Committee on Banking,
Housing and Urban Affairs of the Senate and
the Committee on Financial Services of the
House of Representatives within 270 days
after the enactment of this Act to discuss
the finances, including premiums, of the
Federal Housing Administration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to the rule, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK) and the
gentlewoman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO) each will control 20 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.
We have for these couple of years
now had a bipartisan effort that began
in the Bush administration and has
been continued in the Obama administration—and it’s been bipartisan on the
Committee of Financial Services—to
make sure that the FHA is both an effective and an efficient means for housing finance. Having a reliable way to
provide the funding needed for housing
finance in its various aspects is important both for the citizens who benefit
from it and for the economy.
The FHA had not been in a great
shape. We have a package of measures
and we have had administrations—and
as I say it’s been bipartisan on the two
administrations in our committee—to
improve the FHA’s capacity, to increase its capacity, but also to provide
that it will be done in a reasonable
way.
This House passed earlier this year
overwhelmingly, by a bipartisan vote,
a comprehensive reform of the FHA. It
may shock the Members to know, Mr.
Speaker, that the United States Senate
has not acted expeditiously on this
noncontroversial measure, and there
are a couple of pieces of it that cannot
wait.
It is my intention—and I want to assure the gentlewoman from West Virginia, the ranking member of the subcommittee who put a lot of good work
in this bill and who was responsible for
some of its most important provisions
and safeguards—that we do not intend
to let those die. We will continue to
press the Senate for the rest of this
bill; and we will also, in accordance
with what we have said, have the administrator of the FHA before us to
talk about how this is being done.
But what we need to do now is to
take the authority we gave the FHA to
raise the fees—this is a bill when it had
the CBO certification they say doesn’t
result in any direct spending. In fact, it
will save money. It will price the FHA
appropriately. People have been worried about the FHA’s fiscal solvency.
This helps it.
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So it’s a bill—and I will say finally,
it’s taken from the larger bill we have
passed. We are reenacting today a
small piece of a comprehensive bill because while I am still fully committed
and I know others are to the comprehensive bill, it’s important we do
this now. We’re about to be without
legislative capacity for 6 weeks.
So I urge that the House pass the
bill.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
I’m rising today in support of this
bill, H.R. 5981, and as our chairman
said, we have been working diligently,
I think, to bring forth solid FHA reform. We passed that bill almost unanimously—I think it was 406–4—probably
about a month ago, and so the majority, the large majority of this House is
in agreement with a lot of the provisions in that bill.
One of the provisions, as he said, is
raising the annual premium on FHA,
and I think this is right and proper;
and I think it’s something we need to
do because, as we know and as has been
brought forth in our committee, the
capital reserve fund has fallen, I believe, dangerously low. And what we’re
trying to avoid is a situation where we
may be asked to bail or at least to help
the FHA in some sort of infusion of
dollars from the Treasury.
So I wholeheartedly will support this
bill, but I do want to reemphasize, as
the chairman said, we had a whole host
of reforms in our original bill. We cannot forget the other important reforms
that were in the original H.R. 5072, and
we need to move forward with those
after our district work period and recess. We need to move forward with
this as expeditiously as we did before
we left.
One thing in the short bill we’re considering today, it does say that the
commissioner has to come before the
committee within 270 days. I would
like to ask the chairman if we could
have a hearing in September on this
very topic so that we can see what the
status, at least interim status, of the
fund is.
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Will
the gentlewoman yield?
Mrs. CAPITO. I yield to the gentleman.
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. My answer is absolutely, we will have the
commissioner. I have to say HUD, the
Secretary and the commissioner have
been very cooperative, and we will have
such a hearing in September.
Mrs. CAPITO. I thank the chairman
for that.
I have no requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their remarks and include extraneous material
with regard to this bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Massachusetts?
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There was no objection.
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. FRANK) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5981.
The question was taken; and (twothirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

b 1025
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY
Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.
Mr. CAMP. Is the House in session at
this time?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House is in session. Does the gentleman have an inquiry?
Mr. CAMP. Thank you.
Is it in order to ask the Speaker the
next order of business?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can consult with the leadership.
Mr. CAMP. Does the Speaker have an
agenda with the next order of business
before him?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
a matter of scheduling. The gentleman
can consult with the leadership.
Mr. CAMP. I understand there will be
a suspension under the committee of
jurisdiction of which I am ranking
member. I have no information on
that.
Does the Chair have any information
on that?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair cannot speak to matters of
scheduling.
Mr. CAMP. We understand that the
measure may involve tax implications,
which are, of course, of great importance to the American people.
Does this legislation have a bill number?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Again,
the Chair cannot speak to matters of
scheduling.
Mr. CAMP. I am not asking about a
matter of scheduling, Mr. Speaker. I
am asking about a bill number for tax
legislation of great importance to the
American people which I understand
may be up momentarily. However, we
have no information on this side about
that. And as the minority, I do believe
we are entitled to some notice and understanding of the business that will be
coming before the House.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may speak with the clerks at
the hopper——
Mr. CAMP. I’m sorry. Could the
Speaker repeat that?
The SPEAKER pro tempore: The gentleman may speak to the bill clerk regarding a particular bill’s number.
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Mr. CAMP. Is the Speaker aware that
the clerks have a bill number that I
could speak to and obtain?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may consult with the bill clerk
at the hopper.
Mr. CAMP. I understand there is no
bill number for the clerks to give me.
Is there text available on the legislation?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Again,
matters of scheduling are not within
the purview of the Chair.
Mr. CAMP. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am
not asking about a scheduling matter.
I am asking, is the text of the bill
available at the desk at which you are
standing?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair is preparing to entertain a motion from the gentleman from Michigan. (Mr. LEVIN).
Mr. CAMP. Well, I am asking a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. My
inquiries are, I think, a fairly basic one
for the American people, and that is, as
we conduct the people’s business in
what used to be the people’s House, is
there text of the legislation we may
consider at the desk at which you are
standing?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair is ready to entertain a motion.
Mr. CAMP. I have another parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. I didn’t receive an answer to my last question. I
think that’s regrettable.
But I would ask, is any legislative
text posted online? Has any legislative
text for the bill we are about to consider been put online in bill form for
the American people to read?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend.
The Chair will receive a message.
f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE
A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill and concurrent resolution of the House of the following titles:
H.R. 5874. An act making supplemental appropriations for the United States Patent
and Trademark Office for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and for other purposes.
H. Con. Res. 308. Concurrent resolution
providing for a conditional adjournment of
the House of Representatives.
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The message also announced that the
Senate has passed with an amendment
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested, a bill of the House of the
following title:
H.R. 1454. An act to provide for the
issuance of a Multinational Species Conservation Funds Semipostal Stamp.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed a bill of the following title in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:
S. 258. An act to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to provide enhanced penalties for marketing controlled substances to
minors.
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SMALL BUSINESS TAX RELIEF
ACT OF 2010
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5982) to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the expansion of certain information reporting
requirements to corporations and to
payments for property, to eliminate
loopholes which encourage companies
to move operations offshore, and for
other purposes.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 5982
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; AMENDMENT OF 1986
CODE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘‘Small Business Tax Relief Act of 2010’’.
(b) AMENDMENT OF 1986 CODE.—Except as
otherwise expressly provided, whenever in
this Act an amendment or repeal is expressed 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 Internal
Revenue Code of 1986.
(c) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of contents for this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title; amendment of 1986 Code;
table of contents.
TITLE I—REPEAL OF CERTAIN INFORMATION REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
Sec. 101. Repeal of expansion of certain information reporting requirements to corporations and to
payments for property.
TITLE II—REVENUE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Foreign Provisions
Sec. 201. Rules to prevent splitting foreign
tax credits from the income to
which they relate.
Sec. 202. Denial of foreign tax credit with respect to foreign income not
subject to United States taxation by reason of covered asset
acquisitions.
Sec. 203. Separate application of foreign tax
credit limitation, etc., to items
resourced under treaties.
Sec. 204. Limitation on the amount of foreign taxes deemed paid with respect to section 956 inclusions.
Sec. 205. Special rule with respect to certain
redemptions by foreign subsidiaries.
Sec. 206. Modification of affiliation rules for
purposes of rules allocating interest expense.
Sec. 207. Termination of special rules for interest and dividends received
from persons meeting the 80percent foreign business requirements.
Sec. 208. Source rules for income on guarantees.
Sec. 209. Limitation on extension of statute
of limitations for failure to notify Secretary of certain foreign transfers.
Subtitle B—Other Revenue Provisions
Sec. 211. Required minimum 10-year term,
etc., for grantor retained annuity trusts.
Sec. 212. Crude tall oil ineligible for cellulosic biofuel producer credit.
Sec. 213. Increase in information return penalties.
Sec. 214. Treatment of securities of a controlled corporation exchanged
for assets in certain reorganizations.
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TITLE III—PAYGO COMPLIANCE
Sec. 301. Paygo compliance.
TITLE I—REPEAL OF CERTAIN INFORMATION REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
SEC. 101. REPEAL OF EXPANSION OF CERTAIN INFORMATION REPORTING REQUIREMENTS TO CORPORATIONS AND TO
PAYMENTS FOR PROPERTY.

Section 9006 of the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act is repealed. Each provision of law amended by such section is
amended to read as such provision would
read if such section had never been enacted.
TITLE II—REVENUE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Foreign Provisions
SEC. 201. RULES TO PREVENT SPLITTING FOREIGN TAX CREDITS FROM THE INCOME TO WHICH THEY RELATE.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subpart A of part III of

subchapter N of chapter 1 is amended by adding at the end the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 909. SUSPENSION OF TAXES AND CREDITS
UNTIL RELATED INCOME TAKEN
INTO ACCOUNT.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—If there is a foreign tax

credit splitting event with respect to a foreign income tax paid or accrued by the taxpayer, such tax shall not be taken into account for purposes of this title before the
taxable year in which the related income is
taken into account under this chapter by the
taxpayer.
‘‘(b) SPECIAL RULES WITH RESPECT TO SECTION 902 CORPORATIONS.—If there is a foreign
tax credit splitting event with respect to a
foreign income tax paid or accrued by a section 902 corporation, such tax shall not be
taken into account—
‘‘(1) for purposes of section 902 or 960, or
‘‘(2) for purposes of determining earnings
and profits under section 964(a),
before the taxable year in which the related
income is taken into account under this
chapter by such section 902 corporation or a
domestic corporation which meets the ownership requirements of subsection (a) or (b)
of section 902 with respect to such section 902
corporation.
‘‘(c) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this
section—
‘‘(1) APPLICATION TO PARTNERSHIPS, ETC.—
In the case of a partnership, subsections (a)
and (b) shall be applied at the partner level.
Except as otherwise provided by the Secretary, a rule similar to the rule of the preceding sentence shall apply in the case of
any S corporation or trust.
‘‘(2) TREATMENT OF FOREIGN TAXES AFTER
SUSPENSION.—In the case of any foreign income tax not taken into account by reason
of subsection (a) or (b), except as otherwise
provided by the Secretary, such tax shall be
so taken into account in the taxable year referred to in such subsection (other than for
purposes of section 986(a)) as a foreign income tax paid or accrued in such taxable
year.
‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section—
TAX
CREDIT
SPLITTING
‘‘(1)
FOREIGN
EVENT.—There is a foreign tax credit splitting event with respect to a foreign income
tax if the related income is (or will be) taken
into account under this chapter by a covered
person.
‘‘(2) FOREIGN INCOME TAX.—The term ‘foreign income tax’ means any income, war
profits, or excess profits tax paid or accrued
to any foreign country or to any possession
of the United States.
‘‘(3) RELATED INCOME.—The term ‘related
income’ means, with respect to any portion
of any foreign income tax, the income (or, as
appropriate, earnings and profits) to which
such portion of foreign income tax relates.
‘‘(4) COVERED PERSON.—The term ‘covered
person’ means, with respect to any person
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who pays or accrues a foreign income tax
(hereafter in this paragraph referred to as
the ‘payor’)—
‘‘(A) any entity in which the payor holds,
directly or indirectly, at least a 10 percent
ownership interest (determined by vote or
value),
‘‘(B) any person which holds, directly or indirectly, at least a 10 percent ownership interest (determined by vote or value) in the
payor,
‘‘(C) any person which bears a relationship
to the payor described in section 267(b) or
707(b), and
‘‘(D) any other person specified by the Secretary for purposes of this paragraph.
‘‘(5) SECTION 902 CORPORATION.—The term
‘section 902 corporation’ means any foreign
corporation with respect to which one or
more domestic corporations meets the ownership requirements of subsection (a) or (b)
of section 902.
‘‘(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may
issue such regulations or other guidance as
is necessary or appropriate to carry out the
purposes of this section, including regulations or other guidance which provides—
‘‘(1) appropriate exceptions from the provisions of this section, and
‘‘(2) for the proper application of this section with respect to hybrid instruments.’’.
(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for subpart A of part III of subchapter N of chapter 1 is amended by adding
at the end the following new item:
‘‘Sec. 909. Suspension of taxes and credits
until related income taken into
account.’’.
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to—
(1) foreign income taxes (as defined in section 909(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986, as added by this section) paid or accrued after December 31, 2010; and
(2) foreign income taxes (as so defined)
paid or accrued by a section 902 corporation
(as so defined) on or before such date (and
not deemed paid under section 902(a) or 960 of
such Code on or before such date), but only
for purposes of applying sections 902 and 960
with respect to periods after such date.
Section 909(b)(2) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986, as added by this section, shall
not apply to foreign income taxes described
in paragraph (2).
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SEC. 202. DENIAL OF FOREIGN TAX CREDIT WITH
RESPECT TO FOREIGN INCOME NOT
SUBJECT TO UNITED STATES TAXATION BY REASON OF COVERED
ASSET ACQUISITIONS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 901 is amended by

redesignating subsection (m) as subsection
(n) and by inserting after subsection (l) the
following new subsection:
‘‘(m) DENIAL OF FOREIGN TAX CREDIT WITH
RESPECT TO FOREIGN INCOME NOT SUBJECT TO
UNITED STATES TAXATION BY REASON OF COVERED ASSET ACQUISITIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a covered
asset acquisition, the disqualified portion of
any foreign income tax determined with respect to the income or gain attributable to
the relevant foreign assets—
‘‘(A) shall not be taken into account in determining the credit allowed under subsection (a), and
‘‘(B) in the case of a foreign income tax
paid by a section 902 corporation (as defined
in section 909(d)(5)), shall not be taken into
account for purposes of section 902 or 960.
‘‘(2) COVERED ASSET ACQUISITION.—For purposes of this section, the term ‘covered asset
acquisition’ means—
‘‘(A) a qualified stock purchase (as defined
in section 338(d)(3)) to which section 338(a)
applies,
‘‘(B) any transaction which—
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‘‘(i) is treated as an acquisition of assets
for purposes of this chapter, and
‘‘(ii) is treated as the acquisition of stock
of a corporation (or is disregarded) for purposes of the foreign income taxes of the relevant jurisdiction,
‘‘(C) any acquisition of an interest in a
partnership which has an election in effect
under section 754, and
‘‘(D) to the extent provided by the Secretary, any other similar transaction.
‘‘(3) DISQUALIFIED PORTION.—For purposes
of this section—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘disqualified
portion’ means, with respect to any covered
asset acquisition, for any taxable year, the
ratio (expressed as a percentage) of—
‘‘(i) the aggregate basis differences (but
not below zero) allocable to such taxable
year under subparagraph (B) with respect to
all relevant foreign assets, divided by
‘‘(ii) the income on which the foreign income tax referred to in paragraph (1) is determined (or, if the taxpayer fails to substantiate such income to the satisfaction of
the Secretary, such income shall be determined by dividing the amount of such foreign income tax by the highest marginal tax
rate applicable to such income in the relevant jurisdiction).
‘‘(B) ALLOCATION OF BASIS DIFFERENCE.—
For purposes of subparagraph (A)(i)—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The basis difference with
respect to any relevant foreign asset shall be
allocated to taxable years using the applicable cost recovery method under this chapter.
‘‘(ii) SPECIAL RULE FOR DISPOSITION OF ASSETS.—Except as otherwise provided by the
Secretary, in the case of the disposition of
any relevant foreign asset—
‘‘(I) the basis difference allocated to the
taxable year which includes the date of such
disposition shall be the excess of the basis
difference with respect to such asset over the
aggregate basis difference with respect to
such asset which has been allocated under
clause (i) to all prior taxable years, and
‘‘(II) no basis difference with respect to
such asset shall be allocated under clause (i)
to any taxable year thereafter.
‘‘(C) BASIS DIFFERENCE.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘basis difference’ means, with respect to any relevant
foreign asset, the excess of—
‘‘(I) the adjusted basis of such asset immediately after the covered asset acquisition,
over
‘‘(II) the adjusted basis of such asset immediately before the covered asset acquisition.
‘‘(ii) BUILT-IN LOSS ASSETS.—In the case of
a relevant foreign asset with respect to
which the amount described in clause (i)(II)
exceeds the amount described in clause (i)(I),
such excess shall be taken into account
under this subsection as a basis difference of
a negative amount.
‘‘(iii) SPECIAL RULE FOR SECTION 338 ELECTIONS.—In the case of a covered asset acquisition described in paragraph (2)(A), the covered asset acquisition shall be treated for
purposes of this subparagraph as occurring
at the close of the acquisition date (as defined in section 338(h)(2)).
‘‘(4) RELEVANT FOREIGN ASSETS.—For purposes of this section, the term ‘relevant foreign asset’ means, with respect to any covered asset acquisition, any asset (including
any goodwill, going concern value, or other
intangible) with respect to such acquisition
if income, deduction, gain, or loss attributable to such asset is taken into account in
determining the foreign income tax referred
to in paragraph (1).
‘‘(5) FOREIGN INCOME TAX.—For purposes of
this section, the term ‘foreign income tax’
means any income, war profits, or excess
profits tax paid or accrued to any foreign
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country or to any possession of the United
States.
‘‘(6) TAXES ALLOWED AS A DEDUCTION, ETC.—
Sections 275 and 78 shall not apply to any tax
which is not allowable as a credit under subsection (a) by reason of this subsection.
‘‘(7) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may
issue such regulations or other guidance as
is necessary or appropriate to carry out the
purposes of this subsection, including to exempt from the application of this subsection
certain covered asset acquisitions, and relevant foreign assets with respect to which
the basis difference is de minimis.’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this
section shall apply to covered asset acquisitions (as defined in section 901(m)(2) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as added by
this section) after December 31, 2010.
(2) TRANSITION RULE.—The amendments
made by this section shall not apply to any
covered asset acquisition (as so defined) with
respect to which the transferor and the
transferee are not related if such acquisition
is—
(A) made pursuant to a written agreement
which was binding on May 20, 2010, and at all
times thereafter,
(B) described in a ruling request submitted
to the Internal Revenue Service on or before
such date; or
(C) described on or before such date in a
public announcement or in a filing with the
Securities and Exchange Commission.
(3) RELATED PERSONS.—For purposes of this
subsection, a person shall be treated as related to another person if the relationship
between such persons is described in section
267 or 707(b) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986.
SEC. 203. SEPARATE APPLICATION OF FOREIGN
TAX CREDIT LIMITATION, ETC., TO
ITEMS RESOURCED UNDER TREATIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (d) of section
904 is amended by redesignating paragraph
(6) as paragraph (7) and by inserting after
paragraph (5) the following new paragraph:
‘‘(6) SEPARATE APPLICATION TO ITEMS
RESOURCED UNDER TREATIES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If—
‘‘(i) without regard to any treaty obligation of the United States, any item of income would be treated as derived from
sources within the United States,
‘‘(ii) under a treaty obligation of the
United States, such item would be treated as
arising from sources outside the United
States, and
‘‘(iii) the taxpayer chooses the benefits of
such treaty obligation,
subsections (a), (b), and (c) of this section
and sections 902, 907, and 960 shall be applied
separately with respect to each such item.
‘‘(B) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PROVISIONS.—This paragraph shall not apply to
any item of income to which subsection
(h)(10) or section 865(h) applies.
‘‘(C) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may
issue such regulations or other guidance as
is necessary or appropriate to carry out the
purposes of this paragraph, including regulations or other guidance which provides that
related items of income may be aggregated
for purposes of this paragraph.’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 204. LIMITATION ON THE AMOUNT OF FOREIGN TAXES DEEMED PAID WITH RESPECT TO SECTION 956 INCLUSIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 960 is amended by
adding at the end the following new subsection:
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‘‘(c) LIMITATION WITH RESPECT TO SECTION
956 INCLUSIONS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If there is included under
section 951(a)(1)(B) in the gross income of a
domestic corporation any amount attributable to the earnings and profits of a foreign corporation which is a member of a
qualified group (as defined in section 902(b))
with respect to the domestic corporation,
the amount of any foreign income taxes
deemed to have been paid during the taxable
year by such domestic corporation under section 902 by reason of subsection (a) with respect to such inclusion in gross income shall
not exceed the amount of the foreign income
taxes which would have been deemed to have
been paid during the taxable year by such
domestic corporation if cash in an amount
equal to the amount of such inclusion in
gross income were distributed as a series of
distributions (determined without regard to
any foreign taxes which would be imposed on
an actual distribution) through the chain of
ownership which begins with such foreign
corporation and ends with such domestic
corporation.
‘‘(2) AUTHORITY TO PREVENT ABUSE.—The
Secretary shall issue such regulations or
other guidance as is necessary or appropriate
to carry out the purposes of this subsection,
including regulations or other guidance
which prevent the inappropriate use of the
foreign corporation’s foreign income taxes
not deemed paid by reason of paragraph (1).’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to acquisitions of United States property (as defined in
section 956(c) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986) after December 31, 2010.
SEC. 205. SPECIAL RULE WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN REDEMPTIONS BY FOREIGN
SUBSIDIARIES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (5) of section

304(b) is amended by redesignating subparagraph (B) as subparagraph (C) and by inserting after subparagraph (A) the following new
subparagraph:
‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE IN CASE OF FOREIGN ACQUIRING CORPORATION.—In the case of any acquisition to which subsection (a) applies in
which the acquiring corporation is a foreign
corporation, no earnings and profits shall be
taken into account under paragraph (2)(A)
(and subparagraph (A) shall not apply) if
more than 50 percent of the dividends arising
from such acquisition (determined without
regard to this subparagraph) would neither—
‘‘(i) be subject to tax under this chapter for
the taxable year in which the dividends
arise, nor
‘‘(ii) be includible in the earnings and profits of a controlled foreign corporation (as defined in section 957 and without regard to
section 953(c)).’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to acquisitions after December 31, 2010.
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SEC. 206. MODIFICATION OF AFFILIATION RULES
FOR PURPOSES OF RULES ALLOCATING INTEREST EXPENSE.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of sec-

tion 864(e)(5) is amended by adding at the end
the following: ‘‘Notwithstanding the preceding sentence, a foreign corporation shall
be treated as a member of the affiliated
group if—
‘‘(i) more than 50 percent of the gross income of such foreign corporation for the taxable year is effectively connected with the
conduct of a trade or business within the
United States, and
‘‘(ii) at least 80 percent of either the vote
or value of all outstanding stock of such foreign corporation is owned directly or indirectly by members of the affiliated group
(determined with regard to this sentence).’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to taxable
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years beginning after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 207. TERMINATION OF SPECIAL RULES FOR
INTEREST
AND
DIVIDENDS
RECEIVED FROM PERSONS MEETING
THE 80-PERCENT FOREIGN BUSINESS REQUIREMENTS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section

861(a) is amended by striking subparagraph
(A) and by redesignating subparagraphs (B)
and (C) as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively.
(b) GRANDFATHER RULE WITH RESPECT TO
WITHHOLDING ON INTEREST AND DIVIDENDS RECEIVED FROM PERSONS MEETING THE 80-PERCENT FOREIGN BUSINESS REQUIREMENTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of section 871(i)(2) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(B) The active foreign business percentage of—
‘‘(i) any dividend paid by an existing 80/20
company, and
‘‘(ii) any interest paid by an existing 80/20
company.’’.
(2) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—Section 871 is amended by redesignating subsections (l) and (m) as subsections (m) and
(n), respectively, and by inserting after subsection (k) the following new subsection:
‘‘(l) RULES RELATING TO EXISTING 80/20 COMPANIES.—For purposes of this subsection and
subsection (i)(2)(B)—
‘‘(1) EXISTING 80/20 COMPANY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘existing 80/20
company’ means any corporation if—
‘‘(i) such corporation met the 80-percent
foreign business requirements of section
861(c)(1) (as in effect before the date of the
enactment of this subsection) for such corporation’s last taxable year beginning before
January 1, 2011,
‘‘(ii) such corporation meets the 80-percent
foreign business requirements of subparagraph (B) with respect to each taxable year
after the taxable year referred to in clause
(i), and
‘‘(iii) there has not been an addition of a
substantial line of business with respect to
such corporation after the date of the enactment of this subsection.
‘‘(B) FOREIGN BUSINESS REQUIREMENTS.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (iv), a corporation meets the 80-percent foreign business requirements of this
subparagraph if it is shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary that at least 80 percent
of the gross income from all sources of such
corporation for the testing period is active
foreign business income.
‘‘(ii) ACTIVE FOREIGN BUSINESS INCOME.—
For purposes of clause (i), the term ‘active
foreign business income’ means gross income
which—
‘‘(I) is derived from sources outside the
United States (as determined under this subchapter), and
‘‘(II) is attributable to the active conduct
of a trade or business in a foreign country or
possession of the United States.
‘‘(iii) TESTING PERIOD.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘testing period’
means the 3-year period ending with the
close of the taxable year of the corporation
preceding the payment (or such part of such
period as may be applicable). If the corporation has no gross income for such 3-year period (or part thereof), the testing period
shall be the taxable year in which the payment is made.
‘‘(iv) TRANSITION RULE.—In the case of a
taxable year for which the testing period includes 1 or more taxable years beginning before January 1, 2011—
‘‘(I) a corporation meets the 80-percent foreign business requirements of this subparagraph if and only if the weighted average
of—
‘‘(aa) the percentage of the corporation’s
gross income from all sources that is active
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foreign business income (as defined in subparagraph (B) of section 861(c)(1) (as in effect
before the date of the enactment of this subsection)) for the portion of the testing period
that includes taxable years beginning before
January 1, 2011, and
‘‘(bb) the percentage of the corporation’s
gross income from all sources that is active
foreign business income (as defined in clause
(ii) of this subparagraph) for the portion of
the testing period, if any, that includes taxable years beginning on or after January 1,
2011,
is at least 80 percent, and
‘‘(II) the active foreign business percentage
for such taxable year shall equal the weighted average percentage determined under subclause (I).
‘‘(2) ACTIVE FOREIGN BUSINESS PERCENTas provided in paragraph
AGE.—Except
(1)(B)(iv), the term ‘active foreign business
percentage’ means, with respect to any existing 80/20 company, the percentage which—
‘‘(A) the active foreign business income of
such company for the testing period, is of
‘‘(B) the gross income of such company for
the testing period from all sources.
‘‘(3) AGGREGATION RULES.—For purposes of
applying paragraph (1) (other than subparagraphs (A)(i) and (B)(iv) thereof) and paragraph (2)—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The corporation referred
to in paragraph (1)(A) and all of such corporation’s subsidiaries shall be treated as
one corporation.
‘‘(B) SUBSIDIARIES.—For purposes of subparagraph (A), the term ‘subsidiary’ means
any corporation in which the corporation referred to in subparagraph (A) owns (directly
or indirectly) stock meeting the requirements of section 1504(a)(2) (determined by
substituting ‘50 percent’ for ‘80 percent’ each
place it appears and without regard to section 1504(b)(3)).
‘‘(4) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may
issue such regulations or other guidance as
is necessary or appropriate to carry out the
purposes of this section, including regulations or other guidance which provide for the
proper application of the aggregation rules
described in paragraph (3).’’.
(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) Section 861 is amended by striking subsection (c) and by redesignating subsections
(d), (e), and (f) as subsections (c), (d), and (e),
respectively.
(2) Paragraph (9) of section 904(h) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(9) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN DOMESTIC CORPORATIONS.—In the case of any dividend
treated as not from sources within the
United States under section 861(a)(2)(A), the
corporation paying such dividend shall be
treated for purposes of this subsection as a
United States-owned foreign corporation.’’.
(3) Subsection (c) of section 2104 is amended in the last sentence by striking ‘‘or to a
debt obligation of a domestic corporation’’
and all that follows and inserting a period.
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this
section shall apply to taxable years beginning after December 31, 2010.
(2) GRANDFATHER RULE FOR OUTSTANDING
DEBT OBLIGATIONS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made
by this section shall not apply to payments
of interest on obligations issued before the
date of the enactment of this Act.
(B) EXCEPTION FOR RELATED PARTY DEBT.—
Subparagraph (A) shall not apply to any interest which is payable to a related person
(determined under rules similar to the rules
of section 954(d)(3)).
(C) SIGNIFICANT MODIFICATIONS TREATED AS
NEW ISSUES.—For purposes of subparagraph
(A), a significant modification of the terms
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of any obligation (including any extension of
the term of such obligation) shall be treated
as a new issue.
SEC. 208. SOURCE RULES FOR INCOME ON GUARANTEES.
(a) AMOUNTS SOURCED WITHIN THE UNITED
STATES.—Subsection (a) of section 861 is

amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:
‘‘(9) GUARANTEES.—Amounts received, directly or indirectly, from—
‘‘(A) a noncorporate resident or domestic
corporation for the provision of a guarantee
of any indebtedness of such resident or corporation, or
‘‘(B) any foreign person for the provision of
a guarantee of any indebtedness of such person, if such amount is connected with income which is effectively connected (or
treated as effectively connected) with the
conduct of a trade or business in the United
States.’’.
(b) AMOUNTS SOURCED WITHOUT THE UNITED
STATES.—Subsection (a) of section 862 is
amended by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of
paragraph (7), by striking the period at the
end of paragraph (8) and inserting ‘‘; and’’,
and by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:
‘‘(9) amounts received, directly or indirectly, from a foreign person for the provision of a guarantee of indebtedness of such
person other than amounts which are derived
from sources within the United States as
provided in section 861(a)(9).’’.
(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Clause (ii) of
section 864(c)(4)(B) is amended by striking
‘‘dividends or interest’’ and inserting ‘‘dividends, interest, or amounts received for the
provision of guarantees of indebtedness’’.
(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to guarantees issued after the date of the enactment of
this Act.
SEC. 209. LIMITATION ON EXTENSION OF STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS FOR FAILURE
TO NOTIFY SECRETARY OF CERTAIN
FOREIGN TRANSFERS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (8) of section

6501(c) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘In the case of any information’’ and inserting the following:
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any information’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(B) APPLICATION TO FAILURES DUE TO REASONABLE CAUSE.—If the failure to furnish the
information referred to in subparagraph (A)
is due to reasonable cause and not willful neglect, subparagraph (A) shall apply only to
the item or items related to such failure.’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in section 513 of the Hiring Incentives to Restore Employment Act.
Subtitle B—Other Revenue Provisions
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SEC. 211. REQUIRED MINIMUM 10-YEAR TERM,
ETC., FOR GRANTOR RETAINED ANNUITY TRUSTS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section

2702 is amended—
(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2) and
(3) as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), respectively, and by moving such subparagraphs
(as so redesignated) 2 ems to the right,
(2) by striking ‘‘For purposes of’’ and inserting the following:
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of’’, and
(3) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1) or (2)’’ in
paragraph (1)(C) (as so redesignated) and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A) or (B)’’, and
(4) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:
‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS WITH RESPECT TO GRANTOR RETAINED ANNUITIES.—For
purposes of subsection (a), in the case of an
interest described in paragraph (1)(A) (deter-
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mined without regard to this paragraph)
which is retained by the transferor, such interest shall be treated as described in such
paragraph only if—
‘‘(A) the right to receive the fixed amounts
referred to in such paragraph is for a term of
not less than 10 years,
‘‘(B) such fixed amounts, when determined
on an annual basis, do not decrease relative
to any prior year during the first 10 years of
the term referred to in subparagraph (A), and
‘‘(C) the remainder interest has a value
greater than zero determined as of the time
of the transfer.’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to transfers
made after the date of the enactment of this
Act.
SEC. 212. CRUDE TALL OIL INELIGIBLE FOR CELLULOSIC
BIOFUEL
PRODUCER
CREDIT.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (iii) of section

40(b)(6)(E) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of subclause
(I),
(2) by striking the period at the end of subclause (II) and inserting ‘‘, or’’,
(3) by adding at the end the following new
subclause:
‘‘(III) such fuel has an acid number greater
than 25.’’, and
(4) by striking ‘‘UNPROCESSED’’ in the heading and inserting ‘‘CERTAIN’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to fuels sold
or used on or after January 1, 2010.
SEC. 213. INCREASE IN INFORMATION RETURN
PENALTIES.
(a) FAILURE TO FILE CORRECT INFORMATION
RETURNS.—
GENERAL.—Subsections
(a)(1),
(1)
IN

(b)(1)(A), and (b)(2)(A) of section 6721 are
each amended by striking ‘‘$50’’ and inserting ‘‘$100’’.
(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Subsections (a)(1), (d)(1)(A), and (e)(3)(A) of section 6721 are each amended by striking
‘‘$250,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$1,500,000’’.
(b) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION WITHIN
30 DAYS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of section 6721(b)(1) is amended by striking ‘‘$15’’
and inserting ‘‘$30’’.
(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Subsections (b)(1)(B) and (d)(1)(B) of section 6721
are each amended by striking ‘‘$75,000’’ and
inserting ‘‘$250,000’’.
(c) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION ON OR
BEFORE AUGUST 1.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (A) of section 6721(b)(2) is amended by striking ‘‘$30’’
and inserting ‘‘$60’’.
(2) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATION.—Subsections (b)(2)(B) and (d)(1)(C) of section 6721
are each amended by striking ‘‘$150,000’’ and
inserting ‘‘$500,000’’.
(d) AGGREGATE ANNUAL LIMITATIONS FOR
PERSONS WITH GROSS RECEIPTS OF NOT MORE
THAN $5,000,000.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (1) of section
6721(d) is amended—
(A) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ in subparagraph
(A) and inserting ‘‘$500,000’’,
(B) by striking ‘‘$25,000’’ in subparagraph
(B) and inserting ‘‘$75,000’’, and
(C) by striking ‘‘$50,000’’ in subparagraph
(C) and inserting ‘‘$200,000’’.
(2) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Paragraph (1)
of section 6721(d) is amended by striking
‘‘such taxable year’’ and inserting ‘‘such calendar year’’.
(e) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DISREGARD.—Paragraph (2) of section 6721(e) is
amended by striking ‘‘$100’’ and inserting
‘‘$250’’.
(f) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.—Section
6721 is amended by adding at the end the following new subsection:
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‘‘(f) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any calendar year beginning after 2014, each of the
dollar amounts under subsections (a), (b), (d)
(other than paragraph (2)(A) thereof), and (e)
shall be increased by such dollar amount
multiplied by the cost-of-living adjustment
determined under section 1(f)(3) determined
by substituting ‘calendar year 2011’ for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subparagraph (B) thereof.
‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL ADJUSTMENTS MADE ONLY
EVERY FIFTH YEAR.—Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in the case of any calendar year
beginning after 2015 (other than every fifth
calendar after 2015), each increase determined under paragraph (1) shall not exceed
the amount of such increase determined for
the preceding year.
‘‘(3) ROUNDING.—If any amount adjusted
under paragraph (1)—
‘‘(A) is not less than $75,000 and is not a
multiple of $500, such amount shall be rounded to the next lowest multiple of $500, and
‘‘(B) is not described in subparagraph (A)
and is not a multiple of $10, such amount
shall be rounded to the next lowest multiple
of $10.’’.
(g) FAILURE TO FURNISH CORRECT PAYEE
STATEMENTS.—Section 6722 is amended to
read as follows:
‘‘SEC.

6722.

FAILURE TO FURNISH
PAYEE STATEMENTS.

CORRECT

‘‘(a) IMPOSITION OF PENALTY.—
‘‘(1) GENERAL RULE.—In the case of each
failure described in paragraph (2) by any person with respect to a payee statement, such
person shall pay a penalty of $100 for each
statement with respect to which such a failure occurs, but the total amount imposed on
such person for all such failures during any
calendar year shall not exceed $1,500,000.
‘‘(2) FAILURES SUBJECT TO PENALTY.—For
purposes of paragraph (1), the failures described in this paragraph are—
‘‘(A) any failure to furnish a payee statement on or before the date prescribed therefor to the person to whom such statement is
required to be furnished, and
‘‘(B) any failure to include all of the information required to be shown on a payee
statement or the inclusion of incorrect information.
‘‘(b) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION IN
SPECIFIED PERIOD.—
‘‘(1) CORRECTION WITHIN 30 DAYS.—If any
failure described in subsection (a)(2) is corrected on or before the day 30 days after the
required filing date—
‘‘(A) the penalty imposed by subsection (a)
shall be $30 in lieu of $100, and
‘‘(B) the total amount imposed on the person for all such failures during any calendar
year which are so corrected shall not exceed
$250,000.
‘‘(2) FAILURES CORRECTED ON OR BEFORE AUGUST 1.—If any failure described in subsection (a)(2) is corrected after the 30th day
referred to in paragraph (1) but on or before
August 1 of the calendar year in which the
required filing date occurs—
‘‘(A) the penalty imposed by subsection (a)
shall be $60 in lieu of $100, and
‘‘(B) the total amount imposed on the person for all such failures during the calendar
year which are so corrected shall not exceed
$500,000.
‘‘(c) EXCEPTION FOR DE MINIMIS FAILURES.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If—
‘‘(A) a payee statement is furnished to the
person to whom such statement is required
to be furnished,
‘‘(B) there is a failure described in subsection (a)(2)(B) (determined after the application of section 6724(a)) with respect to such
statement, and
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‘‘(C) such failure is corrected on or before
August 1 of the calendar year in which the
required filing date occurs,
for purposes of this section, such statement
shall be treated as having been furnished
with all of the correct required information.
‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—The number of payee
statements to which paragraph (1) applies for
any calendar year shall not exceed the greater of—
‘‘(A) 10, or
‘‘(B) one-half of 1 percent of the total number of payee statements required to be filed
by the person during the calendar year.
‘‘(d) LOWER LIMITATIONS FOR PERSONS WITH
GROSS RECEIPTS OF NOT MORE THAN
$5,000,000.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If any person meets the
gross receipts test of paragraph (2) with respect to any calendar year, with respect to
failures during such calendar year—
‘‘(A) subsection (a)(1) shall be applied by
substituting ‘$500,000’ for ‘$1,500,000’,
‘‘(B) subsection (b)(1)(B) shall be applied by
substituting ‘$75,000’ for ‘$250,000’, and
‘‘(C) subsection (b)(2)(B) shall be applied by
substituting ‘$200,000’ for ‘$500,000’.
‘‘(2) GROSS RECEIPTS TEST.—A person meets
the gross receipts test of this paragraph if
such person meets the gross receipts test of
section 6721(d)(2).
‘‘(e) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DISREGARD.—If 1 or more failures to which subsection (a) applies are due to intentional disregard of the requirement to furnish a payee
statement (or the correct information reporting requirement), then, with respect to
each such failure—
‘‘(1) subsections (b), (c), and (d) shall not
apply,
‘‘(2) the penalty imposed under subsection
(a)(1) shall be $250, or, if greater—
‘‘(A) in the case of a payee statement other
than a statement required under section
6045(b), 6041A(e) (in respect of a return required under section 6041A(b)), 6050H(d),
6050J(e), 6050K(b), or 6050L(c), 10 percent of
the aggregate amount of the items required
to be reported correctly, or
‘‘(B) in the case of a payee statement required under section 6045(b), 6050K(b), or
6050L(c), 5 percent of the aggregate amount
of the items required to be reported correctly, and
‘‘(3) in the case of any penalty determined
under paragraph (2)—
‘‘(A) the $1,500,000 limitation under subsection (a) shall not apply, and
‘‘(B) such penalty shall not be taken into
account in applying such limitation to penalties not determined under paragraph (2).
‘‘(f) ADJUSTMENT FOR INFLATION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any calendar year beginning after 2014, each of the
dollar amounts under subsections (a), (b),
(d)(1), and (e) shall be increased by such dollar amount multiplied by the cost-of-living
adjustment determined under section 1(f)(3)
determined by substituting ‘calendar year
2011’ for ‘calendar year 1992’ in subparagraph
(B) thereof.
‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL ADJUSTMENTS MADE ONLY
EVERY FIFTH YEAR.—Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in the case of any calendar year
beginning after 2015 (other than every fifth
calendar after 2015), each increase determined under paragraph (1) shall not exceed
the amount of such increase determined for
the preceding year.
‘‘(3) ROUNDING.—If any amount adjusted
under paragraph (1)—
‘‘(A) is not less than $75,000 and is not a
multiple of $500, such amount shall be rounded to the next lowest multiple of $500, and
‘‘(B) is not described in subparagraph (A)
and is not a multiple of $10, such amount
shall be rounded to the next lowest multiple
of $10.’’.

VerDate Mar 15 2010

July 30, 2010

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

Jkt 089060

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to information returns required to be filed
on or after January 1, 2011.
SEC. 214. TREATMENT OF SECURITIES OF A CONTROLLED
CORPORATION
EXCHANGED FOR ASSETS IN CERTAIN
REORGANIZATIONS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 361 is amended by

adding at the end the following new subsection:
‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULES FOR TRANSACTIONS INVOLVING SECTION 355 DISTRIBUTIONS.—In the
case of a reorganization described in section
368(a)(1)(D) with respect to which stock or
securities of the corporation to which the assets are transferred are distributed in a
transaction which qualifies under section
355—
‘‘(1) this section shall be applied by substituting ‘stock other than nonqualified preferred stock (as defined in section 351(g)(2))’
for ‘stock or securities’ in subsections (a)
and (b)(1), and
‘‘(2) the first sentence of subsection (b)(3)
shall apply only to the extent that the sum
of the money and the fair market value of
the other property transferred to such creditors does not exceed the adjusted bases of
such assets transferred (reduced by the
amount of the liabilities assumed (within the
meaning of section 357(c))).’’.
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph
(3) of section 361(b) is amended by striking
the last sentence.
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this
section shall apply to exchanges after the
date of the enactment of this Act.
(2) TRANSITION RULE.—The amendments
made by this section shall not apply to any
exchange pursuant to a transaction which
is—
(A) made pursuant to an agreement which
was binding on March 15, 2010, and at all
times thereafter;
(B) described in a ruling request submitted
to the Internal Revenue Service on or before
such date; or
(C) described on or before such date in a
public announcement or in a filing with the
Securities and Exchange Commission.
TITLE III—PAYGO COMPLIANCE
SEC. 301. PAYGO COMPLIANCE.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be determined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legislation’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

b 1030
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) and the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CAMP) each
will control 20 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, parliamentary inquiry.
As this bill was just introduced seconds ago, is it in order to ask that the
bill be read for the American people
and for Members who are going to be
required to understand and vote on this
legislation in a short time?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the Clerk reports the title of
the bill.
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Mr. CAMP. And so is it in order for
me to make a motion to ask that the
bill be read for understanding by the
American people?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That
would not be a proper motion.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I urge all
Members to support this legislation
that indeed has been posted online.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend.
Pursuant to the rule, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CAMP)
each will control 20 minutes.
Again, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN).
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, again I
urge all Members to support this legislation, which has indeed been posted
online. This bill would eliminate a reporting requirement which has been
identified as a potentially onerous burden for small businesses. The provision
itself is not currently in place—it does
not take effect until 2012—but recent
studies have indicated that it could
pose challenges for small businesses
throughout this country.
The Independent Taxpayer Advocate
recently stated the provision, ‘‘may
present
significant
administrative
challenges to taxpayers and the IRS.’’
The advocate is concerned that the reporting requirement for small business—and again I quote—‘‘may turn
out to be disproportionate as compared
with any resulting improvement in tax
compliance.’’
So here we are today to provide this
House with an up-or-down vote on
eliminating this requirement. This bill
is fiscally responsible, covering the
cost by reducing tax incentives that
encourage companies to ship jobs overseas. This is a win-win for American
jobs.
This bill both provides relief to small
businesses and reduces incentives for
some large, multinational corporations
to ship jobs overseas. It also closes an
egregious loophole in the gift tax, the
Grantor Retained Annuity Trust, that
is only available for extremely wealthy
individuals.
So in a few words, all Members on
both sides of the aisle have a choice
today—to stand up for millions of
American small businesses and their
workers, or keep a tax loophole and
side with those companies that ship
jobs overseas.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, in my 20 years in Congress, I don’t think I have seen a more
disappointing time for this House. I
had great hopes when my colleague
from Michigan, SANDER LEVIN, assumed the chairmanship of the Ways
and Means Committee after the ethical
charges against a man I worked closely
with, Mr. RANGEL, who was the chairman. I know it’s difficult to come into
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a leadership position partway through
a Congress, but I have to say to a fellow colleague from Michigan, the lack
of consultation, the lack of discussion,
the lack of attempts to bring things to
this Congress in a bipartisan way,
which I believe has more balance than
bills written alone, in secret by the
Democratic Party late at night than
are brought to this floor with maybe
moments notice—I think this bill was
given to us less than 10 minutes ago. I
think that is regrettable. I think it is
unfortunate. I don’t think it needed to
be that way. We have always had a
great working relationship. Many delegation meetings over the years in
working on behalf of issues common to
Michigan, now I had hoped we would
work together on behalf of issues important to America.
It is unfortunate that the leaders of
this Congress on the Democrat side
have really taken control and not
given the chairman the latitude he
needs to really draft bills in a bipartisan way. I think it’s unfortunate that
control has been ceded to the leaders in
such a way that make it impossible for
us to work together on issues that I
think the American people are crying
out for to be worked on in a bipartisan
manner.
This was supposed to be the most
open, the most transparent, the most
ethical Congress. I think we have seen
events of this week prove that otherwise. And I don’t mean just the publicity events. I mean events on the way
these bills are brought to the floor
without any discussions or consultation.
We have great staffs on both sides in
the Ways and Means Committee. Our
staffs do tremendous work. They are
capable of working together if given
the opportunity. And I think we could
resolve these issues in a way that
would benefit all Americans.
Last night, I intended to offer a motion to recommit that we gave full notice to the other side about—unlike
what we are seeing today—that would
have eliminated the new onerous jobkilling 1099 requirement that’s in the
health care law. In addition to helping
small business, the motion to recommit would have better protected taxpayers from erroneously paying too
much in health insurance subsidies.
And the motion would have cut taxes,
cut spending, protected taxpayers, and
reduced the deficit. But as we saw last
night, because Democrat leaders were
too afraid to let their Members vote on
a pro-jobs, pro-small business, pro-tax-
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payer, pro-deficit reduction bill, they
canceled the vote and pulled the bill
from consideration by the House.
Instead, we are here today, as we
have been so often under the heavyhanded tactics of the majority, voting
on a bill that has not been reviewed by
committee, that has not been posted
online for 72 hours, has not been reviewed by the employers this bill will
affect, and most importantly, has not
been reviewed by the American public
in any way. The result? The Democrats
have created a bill that pits American
employers against other American employers, worker against worker, neighbor against neighbor. With unemployment stuck at nearly 10 percent, Democrats are again playing politics with
American jobs. This is not the time for
politics; this is a time to get serious
about the economy and helping businesses create jobs. Frankly, it didn’t
have to be this way, and it should not
have been this way. There is a way to
pay for the repeal of the 1099 requirement without punishing job providers
and their workers and their families.
Additionally, we would have protected taxpayers by cracking down on
fraud and abuse. And if someone received an erroneous or excessive benefit that they were not entitled to,
they would have been required to repay
it. The bill before us leaves that very
important flaw in place. I have in my
hands a way to do this without raising
taxes and killing jobs: It is the motion
to recommit I intended to offer last
night but was not given the opportunity to do so. I will have it inserted
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD so
that everyone can see that we can save
jobs without raising taxes.
Small businesses supported the measure, Republicans supported the measure, and it’s clear that rank-and-file
Democrats would have supported the
measure. Somehow, Democrat leaders
are so opposed to helping small businesses—the real job creators in this
country—that they wouldn’t even
allow a vote on a full repeal of the 1099
requirement that also didn’t include a
massive job-killing tax increase.
Why are Democrats so afraid to work
with Republicans to help America’s job
creators? Why don’t Democrats allow
Republicans to offer amendments on
behalf of small businesses? And why
are they so bent on raising taxes?
b 1040
Isn’t $670 billion alone in tax increases in this Congress enough? Why?
It is because Democrats are more interested in protecting their $1 trillion
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health care law than solving legitimate
problems being expressed by the American people and American employers.
So, while it is clear that Democrats
have admitted that the burden imposed
by their health care law is a job killer,
they are offering no solution today, because the bill before us will undoubtedly have the effect of killing jobs.
Frankly, this is a missed opportunity. It is a missed opportunity to fix
a fundamental flaw in the health care
law, and it is a missed opportunity to
truly help American employers in the
jobs they provide. A job is a job is a
job.
I urge my colleagues to stand up for
job providers by demanding a full repeal of the 1099 requirement that does
not impose other job-killing tax increases.
MOTION TO RECOMMIT WITH INSTRUCTIONS
OFFERED BY MR. CAMP OF MICHIGAN
Mr. Camp moves to recommit the bill H.R.
5893 to the Committee on Ways and Means
with instructions to report the same back to
the House forthwith with the following
amendment:
Strike all after the enacting clause and insert the following:
SECTION 1. INCREASE IN AMOUNT OF OVERPAYMENT OF HEALTH CARE CREDIT
WHICH CAN BE RECAPTURED.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (i) of section
36B(f)(2)(B) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘$400 ($250’’ and
inserting ‘‘$2,000 ($1,000’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall apply to taxable
years ending after December 31, 2013.
SEC. 2. REPEAL OF EXPANSION OF CERTAIN INFORMATION REPORTING REQUIREMENTS TO CORPORATIONS AND TO
PAYMENTS FOR PROPERTY.

Section 9006 of the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act is repealed. Each provision of law amended by such section is
amended to read as such provision would
read if such section had never been enacted.
SEC. 3. BUDGETARY PROVISIONS.

(a) TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ESTITAXES.—The percentage under paragraph (2) of section 561 of the Hiring Incentives to Restore Employment Act in effect
on the date of the enactment of this Act is
increased by 7.25 percentage points.
(b) PAYGO COMPLIANCE.—The budgetary effects of this Act, for the purpose of complying with the Statutory Pay-As-You-GoAct of 2010, shall be determined by reference
to the latest statement titled ‘‘Budgetary
Effects of PAYGO Legislation’’ for this Act,
submitted for printing in the Congressional
Record by the Chairman of the House Budget
Committee, provided that such statement
has been submitted prior to the vote on passage.
MATED
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume.
Number one, you received more notice about this than we did about your
motion to recommit.
Mr. CAMP. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. LEVIN. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.
Mr. CAMP. That is just simply an untrue statement, and it is beneath the
dignity of the chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee to assert that.
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I reclaim
my time.
Mr. CAMP, you may not like the
bill——
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All
Members will suspend.
The gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN) controls the time.
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. CAMP, abide by the
rules of the House. I did not yield to
you to rant and rave.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemen will direct all remarks to the
Chair.
Mr. LEVIN. We received a coupleminutes’ notice of the motion to recommit.
Mr. BOUSTANY. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. LEVIN. I will continue and then
I will yield.
Mr. BOUSTANY. Thank you.
Mr. LEVIN. It was handed to us as it
was being submitted. So, if there is an
effort for bipartisanship, then a motion
to recommit can be submitted early on,
without any effort to surprise, and we
can see if we can work it out. That’s
the fact.
Number two, in terms of worker
against worker, what you don’t like
about our proposal is that we protect
and safeguard the workers of the
United States of America, and we make
sure that jobs are not shipped overseas
that may help workers in other countries but not workers in the United
States of America. That is what our
bill provides.
Number three, in terms of added
taxes, the taxes on the very wealthy,
closing the loophole is something that
should be done. You are not protecting
the typical taxpayers in this country.
They don’t use these annuity provisions. They don’t try to escape gift
taxes through this device. The administration has pleaded with this Congress
to close this loophole, and you, today,
are essentially saying you don’t want
to vote for this bill because it addresses outsourcing and because it addresses
a tax loophole. You don’t like that. All
right. Then vote ‘‘no.’’
We find a way to eliminate the 1099
requirement and pay for it by making
sure companies don’t have an inducement to ship jobs overseas and the
very, very wealthy to escape gift taxation. So that is really what this is all
about. Everybody here has a choice:
eliminate the 1099 and not use a hammer on millions of families in this
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country and eliminate it in a way that
saves jobs in this country.
Mr. BOUSTANY. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. LEVIN. I yield to the gentleman
from Louisiana.
Mr. BOUSTANY. I thank the gentleman.
Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
committee and as the ranking member
on Oversight, I was sitting in my office. This debate began, and the bill
was not even in electronic form for us
to review.
Mr. LEVIN. Okay. I reclaim my time.
I told you that it was placed on the
Internet, number one. Number two,
every provision in this bill in terms of
the pay-for has been before this Congress before—every single provision. So
don’t say you’re surprised by these provisions.
I reserve the balance of my time.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Again,
Members are reminded that all remarks must be addressed to the Chair.
Mr. CAMP. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, to correct the RECORD, I
would just say the motion to recommit
that I tried to offer last night was
available for several hours to the majority. They pulled the bill and didn’t
allow me to ultimately offer it. That’s
why I introduced it in the RECORD
today.
At this time, I yield such time as he
may consume to a distinguished member of the Ways and Means Committee,
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
BOUSTANY).
Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, again,
I am in my office. This debate begins,
and we can’t find the actual bill language in electronic form. I understand
it is now available, but to have the debate begin I don’t think is very fair to
Members of this House, and it is not
what the American people would expect of us.
I think it is entirely regrettable
that—we are dealing with an issue of
national importance. This body can
act. This body can act in the national
interest if we work together, but these
kinds of trust-destroying measures are
not in the interest of this body or in
the interest of the American people.
My objection to the bill still stands.
Even though there is a move to incorporate the repeal of the 1099 provisions,
I still have a significant objection because we are talking about some very
complicated international tax provisions for which we really have not had
the kind of hearings necessary to understand the consequences. We should
not be doing this type of ad hoc tax
tinkering.
We ought to be taking a more comprehensive approach in understanding
the economic consequences. These tax
provisions, from what I am hearing
from those who are trying to engage in
international business to create American jobs, will be a job killer. They will
destroy American jobs. What we need
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to do is look at this in a more comprehensive way.
Now, if we haven’t had the kind of
hearings to vet this, to explore this,
how can we expect the American people
to understand the complexity of the
nature of these tax provisions?
What we ought to be doing is creating jobs. What we ought to be doing
is promoting American competitiveness. What we ought to be doing is promoting economic growth and private
sector job growth. That is the problem
with the bill.
Now, if you have U.S. companies that
are trying to compete against foreignowned companies in a very complex
economic environment and if U.S. companies are subject to double taxation,
you can call it a loophole. I call it
hurting American competitiveness.
The bottom line is we want a Tax
Code that promotes private sector job
growth. We want a Tax Code that promotes American corporations and businesses that are going to be competitive
worldwide to create jobs at the highest
standards possible, and we want to see
economic growth, which we know will
lead to private sector job growth.
b 1050
So my objection to the bill still
stands based on the policy. But I am
deeply, deeply regretful and distressed
at the way this bill has been taken to
the floor of the House this morning.
Mr. LEVIN. I now yield 3 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from New
York (Mr. MURPHY).
Mr. MURPHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today supporting House
bill 5982, the Small Business Tax Relief
Act of 2010. This bill is incredibly important for us to pass. As I travel
around my district in upstate New
York, I hear consistently, all the time
from my small business owners that
they need regulatory relief, and they
need support if they’re going to invest
and expand our economic recovery that
we have going on.
As somebody who has been a small
business owner, who has started small
businesses and has been building them
up all of my life, I know what a burden
regulatory hurdles can be for small
businesses. This bill is going to repeal
what could potentially be a huge hassle
for a lot of small businesses. This 1099
reporting was a well-intentioned provision to try to catch people who were
cheating on their taxes; but it has
some unintended consequences, in my
opinion, that will create a lot of extra
work and hassle for our small businesses.
This is something I hear about every
day when I travel my district. I am
sure that our colleagues across the
aisle hear this from their small business owners as well. And everyone in
this body who knows what’s going on
with our economy will know how important it is to stimulate activity and
to get people back to work. The best
way we do that is to support our small
businesses. They’re the ones who create new jobs. Sixty to 80 percent of the
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new jobs are created by small businesses—in particular, new small businesses. That’s where the economic activity comes from in our country.
That’s who we have got to be supporting. This bill does a great job of
doing that.
I know that many of my colleagues
on the other side know that this hurdle
that we have out there, with this 1099
reporting, needs to be repealed.
They’ve been talking about it. We’ve
been talking about it. There’s bipartisan consensus there, but this bill does
something else that’s very valuable for
the American public as well. It closes
some foreign tax loopholes. Some of
these are very egregious. Companies
are getting the United States Government to refund foreign tax credits
they’re paying on income that they
had never reported in the United
States. This is something that should
be fixed. We need to make sure our corporations have incentives to invest
here, not incentives to invest overseas
based on complex tax schemes that
keep them from paying taxes.
I want to be building stuff in America. I want to be making stuff in America. I want our tax policy to encourage
corporations to make stuff here in
America. That’s what I hear from big
companies. They want to build it here,
but our tax rules make it so that it’s
better for them to build it somewhere
else. This is how we solve that. This
will bring American jobs back here. It
will bring American investment back
from American corporations, and it
will help our small businesses get some
regulatory relief. This is a win on both
sides. This is a bipartisan kind of solution because we’re helping our small
businesses by getting government out
of the way. We’re fixing our Tax Code
to make it so that American companies
will have incentives to invest here in
America, not in China and not anyplace else around the world.
This is the kind of policy that will
help get our economy moving. This will
put Americans back to work. This will
help our middle class folks who are
struggling all over this country, looking for good jobs. This is the way that
we do that. I think this is a great piece
of legislation. I expect we’ll have good
bipartisan support for it.
Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may consume.
I would just say I agree with a portion of what the previous speaker said.
I agree, there is a serious flaw in this
health care bill. This is one of many,
and this serious flaw is a job-killer. So
I commend the majority for their recognition of these serious flaws in the
health care bill and that there are jobkilling provisions in it that many of us
warned them about before the bill
came to the floor but weren’t really allowed to be part of the process to try
to correct those before they came. And,
frankly, not many people here were
able to do that either, as it was just
rolled out.
But the answer isn’t to hurt other job
providers. We’re in a recession. Unem-
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ployment isn’t getting better. We know
the stimulus didn’t work. We’re still at
a national rate of about 10 percent. But
let’s look at what job providers say
about the way that they pay for this
fix. The fix we’re for—and we had a legitimate way to do it, as I said, without raising taxes, without hurting
other job providers, and by actually
helping to prevent the potentially
fraudulent way this provision was
drafted.
And let me just tell you what an association of employers that promotes
America’s Competitive Edge Group
said. They represent more than 63 million American jobs, and they say the
$12 billion imposed in the proposed
international tax increases would further disadvantage U.S. companies,
harming their competitiveness. We are
competing around the world, like it or
not, and that would reduce U.S. earnings. That would reduce U.S. earnings
and thereby reduce investment in U.S.
plant and equipment research and expanding U.S. payrolls.
Let me read to you what the National Association of Manufacturers
says about the way they pay for this
bill. Why not use the anti-fraud corrections that we had in the motion to recommit last night? They represent
about 22 million people in the United
States, U.S. workers. Manufacturers
feel strongly that imposing this $11.5
billion tax increase on these companies
will jeopardize the jobs of American
manufacturers. We’ve already lost
700,000 American manufacturing jobs.
Why impose a greater burden on them?
It’s not necessary, and it would stifle
our fragile economy.
The United States Chamber of Commerce, they represent more than 3 million businesses and millions more U.S.
employees. They say this legislation
would impose Draconian tax increases
on American worldwide companies,
would hinder job creation, decrease the
competitiveness of American businesses, and deter economic growth. If
there’s one thing this country needs,
it’s economic growth and the jobs that
provides.
I don’t know why they’re so bent on
increasing taxes when we could fix this
flaw in the health care bill—which I
commend my colleagues on the other
side for recognizing the flaw in the
health care bill, and there are others
that we need to fix as well—but it is
not a fix when we have these reputable
employers and businesses say that this
is going to hurt our recovery, hurt job
creation; and, frankly, the record on
job creation in the last year has not
been a good one. We need to do better.
We can do better, and I would urge a
‘‘no’’ vote.
With that, I yield 1 minute to my distinguished colleague from Louisiana
(Mr. BOUSTANY).
Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend, the ranking member
of the full committee.
I want to respond to a couple of
things the gentleman from New York

PO 00000

Frm 00019

Fmt 4634

Sfmt 0634

brought up. This 1099 provision, we
agree on it. It’s an egregious issue. It
needs to be repealed. We need to do it
in the right way, along with many of
these other issues in the health care
bill.
But with regard to small businesses,
the President himself has said that he
wants to double exports in 5 years, and
the best way to do that is to expand export opportunities. And if we’re going
to do that for small businesses and
mid-sized companies, we have to do
this in a way that allows them to partner with large corporations and have
the infrastructure. These tax provisions in the bill will subject our companies, who are doing this type of work,
to double taxation, making us less
competitive,
inhibiting
economic
growth, and reducing our ability to export. It’s clear.
Secondly, we haven’t had the hearings to actually flesh all this out. I
think it’s critical that we really look
at this if we’re going to promote American competitiveness. My fear is that,
yes, we might double exports in 5
years, but it will be the export of
American jobs.
Mr. LEVIN. I now yield 3 minutes to
a very distinguished colleague of ours
from New York (Mr. OWENS).
Mr. OWENS. I thank the gentleman
from Michigan, Chairman LEVIN.
I rise today in support of H.R. 5982,
the Small Business Tax Relief Act.
This legislation repeals the new 1099 reporting requirements that impose a
flood of new tax paperwork on small
businesses. This bill evidences our
commitment to listening to our constituents and acting to resolve their legitimate concerns. We, on our side of
the aisle, are listening. We are acting.
I have heard from numerous constituents, farmers, manufacturers and
other small businesses, about this
issue. Repealing these requirements is
critical to protecting small businesses
and family farms from having to mail
hundreds of forms to vendors each
year. H.R. 5982 is fully paid for by
eliminating $11.6 billion in tax breaks
for companies that ship jobs overseas.
b 1100
We hear constantly about the need
for regulatory reform. This bill provides regulatory relief. Foreign tax
credits do not incentivize production or
manufacturing in the United States, as
my colleague, Mr. MURPHY, amply and
adequately pointed out. We need to
focus on incentivizing U.S.-based production by focusing on appropriate tax
incentives and reduction in regulatory
activity by the government.
We have an opportunity today to
continue to improve on the health reform law by passing this bill, by helping to create U.S. jobs, and focusing
and incentivizing companies to grow
the American economy.
I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
5982.
Mr. LEVIN. I yield 2 minutes to the
very vigorous gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. PERRIELLO).
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Mr. PERRIELLO. Give America a
chance and America will outcompete
the world. Give American business a
chance, and it will outcompete China
and the world. Give American workers
a chance, a level playing field, and we
will outcompete the world. We can
build things, make things, and grow
things better in this country than anywhere in the world if we give a level
playing field. We have a chance once
again today to level that playing field
and let America win again.
We can do that by closing this outsourcing loophole that rewards companies for sending jobs overseas. And we
can do it in a way that also provides
relief to our small business owners,
who are trying to work hard and play
by the rules. Well-intentioned efforts
to make sure people were not cheating
on their taxes, to make sure people
were paying their burden, can also be
done in a way that doesn’t cost those
who have been working hard and playing by the rules.
We have a chance to do two great
things today. We have a chance to level
that playing field so that America can
win in manufacturing, in agriculture,
in forestry, in farming. These are
things we can do better than anyone
when we don’t have the trade deals and
the tax code that rewards all the worst
things of sending those much-needed
American jobs overseas. And we can do
so at the same time by reducing that
regulatory pressure on small business.
We worked hard this year to support
our small businesses, with the Small
Business Lending Fund that is dying in
the Senate, with tax credits for small
business, too many of which have died
in the Senate. Here is a chance today
to provide relief to small business, and
most importantly, to level that playing
field so that we can make it in America
again, so that we can have those good
jobs that make the middle class and
working class in this country thrive,
that reward entrepreneurship and innovation, that reward people who work
hard and play by the rules. This is an
opportunity today that is beyond Democrat and Republican. It’s just about
common sense and making a difference
in the economy.
Washington should have the same
sense of urgency I feel back home every
weekend when we talk to small business owners. This is a chance for us to
come together, to do good things to let
America win again. This is important
for American business, for American
workers, and for American families.
I urge all of my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to be part of the solution.
Mr. CAMP. I yield 2 minutes to a distinguished member of the Ways and
Means Committee, the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. GINNY BROWNWAITE).
Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
Madam Speaker, this bill never went
through committee, never was marked
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up in committee. And you know what,
it’s awfully good to hear the other side
finally admit that they messed up in
the health care bill, that it is going to
have a tremendous impact on small
businesses. You know, you can’t raise
taxes on small businesses in the health
care bill, use that revenue to say
ObamaCare will reduce the deficit, and
then turn around and remove those
same business tax increases and tell
small businesses that you are doing
them a favor. That’s known as a shell
game in a carnival. That’s shameful.
You know what, you are not doing
them a favor.
Representative LUNGREN introduced
the Small Business Paperwork Mandate Elimination Act to remove that
huge burden on entrepreneurs that was
found in the health care bill. That language was here yesterday, and it was
not allowed to be voted on. Rather, the
majority pulled the bill so that we
could not have that very meaningful
vote. This morning it was turned
around and added to language that
raises taxes elsewhere. And ironically,
it’s called the Small Business Tax Relief bill. And Members are going to be
forced to vote on that. This is totally
unacceptable.
The majority first needs to make up
its mind whether or not it really wants
to help small businesses. Then I think
that the majority needs to be honest
about that decision. There is a reason,
Madam Speaker, why Members on the
opposite side of the aisle are afraid to
go home and face election, and it’s exactly this kind of chicanery that
causes that fear.
Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, could
you please give us the time remaining
on both sides?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr.
LEVIN of Michigan has 7 minutes remaining, and Mr. CAMP of Michigan has
31⁄2 minutes.
Mr. LEVIN. I now yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
MURPHY).
Mr. MURPHY of New York. Madam
Speaker, this bill is very simple. It
does two things. There has been a lot of
talk here to confuse people, but it’s
very simple. One, it provides regulatory reform to our small businesses
so they can get busy putting Americans back to work. And two, very important, it closes a tax loophole that
encourages businesses to invest overseas. The other side is claiming somehow that’s a bad thing. It’s exactly
what we should do.
I want the tax code to be set up to
encourage businesses to invest in
America. Because if we do that, we will
see more investment in America. We
will see American workers back to
work. We will see our middle class
back to work and feeling their incomes
rising, and we will see the greatness
that has made this country, the innovation, the forward thinking. It comes
from doing our manufacturing, our agriculture, our mining here in the
United States. But we’ve let our tax
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code incent businesses to go away. So
this does two things. One, it helps our
small businesses with relief. Two, it
turns our tax code in the right direction so that businesses have incentives
to be here.
Mr. CAMP. I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. LEVIN. It is now my pleasure to
yield 2 minutes to a very distinguished
member of our committee, Mr. XAVIER
BECERRA from California.
Mr. BECERRA. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
My friends, when was the last time
you picked up a product that you just
purchased at a store, turned it over,
and took a look at where it was made?
When was the last time you saw that
product say ‘‘Made in America’’? Well,
this legislation is all about making
sure the next time you buy something
in a store in America that product will
have been made in America. Because
guess what? Not only do we have to
face unfair competition by some of our
very fierce competitors who are using
tactics that are unreasonable to somehow defeat American business and
American workers, but we even have
things in our tax code that encourage
American companies to ship jobs
abroad and get paid by the taxpayers
through tax credits for doing so.
This legislation is all about getting
rid of that unfair competition for
America’s workers so we can make it
in America. That’s what this is all
about. This is also about making sure
that small businesses have a chance to
compete without bureaucratic regulation. And so there is bipartisan agreement on removing the burden under
1099 tax return filings that would make
it difficult for small businesses to compete. And that’s in this bill as well.
What is not in this bill is the process,
is the frustration that American workers are feeling. Some people it sounds
like in this Chamber would like you to
vote ‘‘no’’ on a good bill because they
are complaining about a process. The
only folks in America who have a right
to complain about process right now
are Americans who are trying to pay
their mortgage and keep their jobs.
And they are sick and tired of a process
where people say ‘‘no’’ to good legislation. It is time for us to say ‘‘yes’’ to
good legislation.
Let us once again make things in
America and make them by Americans.
Pass H.R. 5982 and make sure that we
can tell Americans when they turn
over that product that they just
bought it was made in America.
b 1110
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LEVIN. I ask that all Members
have leave to enter extraneous material into the RECORD.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California). Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Michigan?
There was no objection.
Mr. CAMP. Madam Speaker, I yield
the balance of my time to the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM), a
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distinguished member of the Ways and
Means Committee.
Mr. ROSKAM. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.
If you’re Peyton Manning, the football great for the Indianapolis Colts,
and you come to the line of scrimmage,
you have the right to do an audible call
at the line of scrimmage. I mean, Peyton’s a champion. Time and time and
time again he’s come out, he sees the
play, he recognizes that the play has to
change, he shouts out the play to the
team, and they score and they’re famous and they’re successful.
Unfortunately, Madam Speaker, we
don’t have any Peyton Manning’s on
the other side of the aisle who are driving this process. In other words, there
is nobody that has the breadth and the
depth and the comprehensive understanding—there’s, frankly, nobody in
this Chamber that has that—to come
in and say, You know what? New plan.
We’re going to do something completely different.
Last night, ironically, the chairman
of the Ways and Means Committee was
on this very floor in that very seat and
said, There are no excuses to vote
against this bill. He said that once or
twice or three times. I jotted it down.
And I reminded him of that during the
debate last night, and yet, ironically,
within that very short period of time,
it’s my understanding that the chairman, himself, found that there was a
reason to vote against the very bill
that moments before he was arguing
for.
And why is that? Because the Founders have a process in place that is a
process of deliberation. The Founders
understood that this process is one
that is made better by robust participation.
Now, the majority has known about
this 1099 requirement since November
of last year, and what have they done?
They have stifled the minority. They
have said, No, no, no, no. We’ve got
this all figured out. You Republicans,
you just continue to press your nose up
against the glass and look in and
mouth suggestions, but we’re really
not interested in what you have to say.
All right.
Then there’s a revelation. The public
gets to see this 1099 requirement, and
they recognize this is a disaster. We
had friends on the other side of the
aisle minutes ago recounting about
how bad this is going to be for farmers
and small businesses. And you know
what? They’re right.
The 1099 requirement is absurd. The
1099 requirement, I would submit to
you, is the result of line of scrimmage
audible calls by the majority.
Now, it doesn’t have to be this way.
Mr. CAMP laid out a very articulate
process moments ago about how best to
improve this. And this is an underperformance. The chairman said that
we shouldn’t be surprised by things
that are in this bill. And, frankly, I’m
not surprised by anything the majority
does. I’ve seen the majority run rough-
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shod over process in the name of a better product, and time and again, it has
fallen short.
So here we are basically with an admission that ObamaCare is fundamentally flawed in this sense, a mandate
on business. I promise you there will be
efforts in the future to revisit other
parts of ObamaCare—the individual
mandate,
the
employer
mandate,
health savings account taxes, and on
and on and on, all things that the
American public has been speaking
out—they’re even calling right now,
they’re so upset about it.
Madam Speaker, the reason Republicans are opposed to this is process,
but, fundamentally, bad process yields
a bad product. This is a bad product. It
creates a Hobson’s choice. It says we’re
going to remove the 1099 requirement
and, instead, we’re going to jeopardize
job producers in exchange. We should
vote ‘‘no.’’
Mr. LEVIN. First, I yield 30 seconds
to the gentleman from New York (Mr.
MURPHY).
Mr. MURPHY of New York. I just
wanted to add one thing that didn’t
come out in the debate yet. There’s a
lot of talk about this being a bill from
our side, and the Republicans seem to
disagree that it’s going to be helpful
for business. The National Federation
of Independent Business has endorsed
this bill and is asking people to vote in
favor of it. I wanted to make sure all
the Members knew that.
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. Madam Speaker, parliamentary
inquiry.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his inquiry.
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. Is there any rule, under the
House, that requires notice being given
to the author of a bill when it is being
brought up without any notice whatsoever, since I am the author of the 1099
repeal bill and have had it before this
House since April of this year and
given no notice? Is there any requirement under the rules that this be notified that this bill is going to come up?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair notes that the motion before the
House is a motion to suspend the rules.
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. Further parliamentary inquiry,
Madam Speaker.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his inquiry.
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. The Speaker has just told us
that because this is a bill being
brought up under suspension of the
rules that all rules are, therefore, suspended. My parliamentary inquiry is
under regular rules.
Is there any requirement that the author of a bill be at least given notice
that that bill is to be brought up to the
floor for consideration before it is considered?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is
no such rule.
The gentleman from Michigan is recognized.
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Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, there’s
obvious discomfort on the side of the
minority. There’s a claim about procedure.
What I said before about our notice
to motion on the motion to recommit
is exactly correct. Now, you say we
should act on elimination of 1099?
That’s exactly what we’re doing, exactly what we’re doing. Then you say
you don’t like the pay-fors. You act as
if this is a new issue. We have debated
these provisions time and time and
time and time again, and you know it.
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California. Will the gentleman yield on
that?
Mr. LEVIN. No. I’m going to finish
my statement.
The outsourcing provision has been
before us a number of times.
And you keep talking about workers.
We talk about having workers in the
United States having work. That’s
what this is all about. And essentially
what the provision does in the Tax
Code is to help those companies that
ship jobs overseas, and what we’re saying is that that should be prevented,
period. We’ve been saying it time and
time and time again.
We’ve also discussed another loophole that’s here that you don’t seem to
discuss, and that is for a relatively few
very wealthy people taking a loophole
in the Code and setting up a gift to
others in the family, taking back the
money, hoping that there will be an increase and no gift tax paid. That is a
grievous loophole that should be
closed, and we provide payment for this
bill by closing it.
Now, I want to finish about outsourcing.
We have lost so many jobs in this
country. If it comes through competition that’s fair, so be it. If it comes,
however, from companies using a provision that says you get a foreign tax
credit on income, you’re supposed to
bring that income back here and not
use the foreign tax credit to avoid taxation.
b 1120
It’s not an issue of double taxation.
It is an issue of companies avoiding
any taxation.
So essentially everybody who comes
to the floor to vote on this has the opportunity to eliminate the 1099 provision and to close loopholes and to stop
some of the outsourcing of American
jobs. There could not be stronger reasons to vote for a bill.
So I close: Vote for it.
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I and Ways and
Means Committee Ranking Member CAMP
have asked the nonpartisan Joint Committee
on Taxation to make available to the public a
technical explanation of H.R. 5982, the ‘‘Small
Business Tax Relief Act of 2010’’. This technical explanation provides information on the
Committee’s understanding and legislative intent behind the legislation. It is available on
the Joint Committee’s website at www.jct.gov
and is listed under document number JCX–
43–10.
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Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker, I rise
in strong support of the Small Business Tax
Relief Act of 2010, and I commend my colleagues Representative SCOTT MURPHY and
Representative BILL OWENS for bringing it to
the floor today.
Simply put, this bill does two things: It provides information reporting relief to small businesses—and it closes loopholes in current law
that encourage U.S. multinationals to invest
overseas.
The question members must ask themselves is this: Do we want jobs in America, or
do we want a tax code that rewards companies for shipping jobs overseas?
For every small business seeking to expand
and create jobs, and for every American looking for work, I urge a yes vote.
Mr. LEVIN. I yield back the balance
of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5982.
The question was taken.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.
Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.
Votes will be taken in the following
order:
H. Res. 1574, by the yeas and nays;
H. Res. 1558, by the yeas and nays;
H.R. 5901, by the yeas and nays;
H. Res. 1566, by the yeas and nays;
H.R. 5414, by the yeas and nays.
The first electronic vote will be conducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5minute votes.
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f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF
H.R.
3534,
CONSOLIDATED
LAND, ENERGY, AND AQUATIC
RESOURCES ACT OF 2010; AND
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 5851, OFFSHORE OIL AND
GAS WORKER WHISTLEBLOWER
PROTECTION ACT OF 2010
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on adoption of House Resolution 1574, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the resolution.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 220, nays
194, not voting 18, as follows:
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[Roll No. 500]
YEAS—220
Ackerman
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Boswell
Boucher
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Grijalva

Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Hinchey
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar

Aderholt
Adler (NJ)
Alexander
Altmire
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner

Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor

Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
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
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

NAYS—194
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Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Djou

Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Ellsworth
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Hill
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)

Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
Matheson
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Minnick
Mitchell
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Olson
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Peterson
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pomeroy

Posey
Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Space
Stearns
Sullivan
Teague
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—18
Akin
Buyer
Carney
Griffith
Himes
Hinojosa

Hoekstra
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Radanovich

Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
b 1151
Messrs. ALTMIRE, BARRETT of
South Carolina, BOYD, BERRY, MARSHALL, GOHMERT, AUSTRIA and
CULBERSON changed their vote from
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’
Mr. RANGEL 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.
Stated for:
Mr. HINOJOSA. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 500, had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘yes.’’
f

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE
A further message from the Senate
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate has passed
without amendment bills of the House
of the following titles:
H.R. 5278. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 405 West Second Street in Dixon, Illinois,
as the ‘‘President Ronald W. Reagan Post Office Building’’.
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H.R. 5395. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 151 North Maitland Avenue in Maitland,
Florida, as the ‘‘Paula Hawkins Post Office
Building’’.
H.R. 5900. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Airport and
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend airport improvement
program project grant authority and to improve airline safety, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed a bill of the following title in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:
S. 3567. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
100 Broadway in Lynbrook, New York, as the
‘‘Navy Corpsman Jeffrey L. Wiener Post Office Building’’.
f

GROWN IN AMERICA ACT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will resume.
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on the motion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H.Res 1558) expressing
the sense of the House of Representatives that fruit and vegetable and commodity producers are encouraged to
display the American flag on labels of
products grown in the United States,
reminding us all to take pride in the
healthy bounty produced by American
farmers and workers, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the resolution.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
CARDOZA) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1558.
This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 403, nays 1,
not voting 28, as follows:
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[Roll No. 501]
YEAS—403
Ackerman
Aderholt
Adler (NJ)
Alexander
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Austria
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baldwin
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bean
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boccieri
Boehner
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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)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
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Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Connolly (VA)
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
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Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
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
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Kaptur
Kildee
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)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
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Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shea-Porter
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
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky

Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman

Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman

Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)

NAYS—1
Paul

NOT VOTING—28
Akin
Bachmann
Becerra
Butterfield
Buyer
Carney
Conaway
Conyers
Delahunt
Edwards (TX)

Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra
Kennedy
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
Luján
McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Peterson

Radanovich
Rodriguez
Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
b 1159
So (two-thirds being in the affirmative) the rules were suspended and 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

REAL ESTATE JOBS AND
INVESTMENT ACT OF 2010
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5901) to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt certain
stock of real estate investment trusts
from the tax on foreign investment in
United States real property interests,
and for other purposes, on which the
yeas and nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
CROWLEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.
This is a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 402, nays 11,
not voting 19, as follows:
[Roll No. 502]
YEAS—402
Ackerman
Aderholt
Adler (NJ)
Alexander
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Austria
Baca
Bachmann
Bachus
Baird
Baldwin
Barrett (SC)
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
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
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Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
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Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
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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
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)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
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Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shea-Porter
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
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Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas

Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman

Broun (GA)
Campbell
Duncan
Flake

Garrett (NJ)
McClintock
Paul
Petri

Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)

NAYS—11
Rohrabacher
Royce
Taylor

NOT VOTING—19
Akin
Buyer
Carney
Delahunt
Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra

Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
Melancon
Moran (KS)
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)

Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes remaining to vote.
b 1209
Messrs. MCCLINTOCK, BROUN of
Georgia, and ROHRABACHER changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’
So (two-thirds being in the affirmative) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
Stated for:
Mr. MELANCON. Madam Speaker, on rollcall No. 502, had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘yes.’’
f

RECOGNIZING 50TH ANNIVERSARY
OF STUDENT NONVIOLENT COORDINATING COMMITTEE AND
THE NATIONAL SIT-IN MOVEMENT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on the motion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 1566) recognizing the 50th anniversary of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC) and the pioneering of
college students whose determination
and nonviolent resistance led to the desegregation of lunch counters and
places of public accommodation over a
5-year period, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the resolution.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
COHEN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution.
This is a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 410, nays 0,
not voting 22, as follows:
[Roll No. 503]
YEAS—410
Ackerman
Aderholt
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Adler (NJ)
Alexander
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Altmire
Andrews

Arcuri
Austria
Baca
Bachmann
Bachus
Baird
Baldwin
Barrett (SC)
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
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch

Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
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
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
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
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
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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)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson

July 30, 2010
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes

Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—22
Akin
Buyer
Carney
Delahunt
Gohmert
Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra

Inglis
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
McMorris
Rodgers
Moran (KS)
Price (GA)

Radanovich
Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois) (during the vote).
Two minutes remain in this vote.
b 1216
So (two-thirds being in the affirmative) the rules were suspended and 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
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FRANCIS MARION NATIONAL
FOREST LAND CONVEYANCE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5414) to provide for the conveyance of a small parcel of National
Forest System land in the Francis
Marion National Forest in South Carolina, and for other purposes, as amended, on which the yeas and nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
SCOTT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.
This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 408, nays 0,
not voting 24, as follows:
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Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shea-Porter
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
Taylor
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[Roll No. 504]
YEAS—408
Aderholt
Adler (NJ)
Alexander
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Austria
Baca
Bachmann
Bachus
Baird
Baldwin
Barrett (SC)
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
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
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Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
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
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Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
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
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver

Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard

Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shea-Porter
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
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—24
Ackerman
Akin
Buyer
Carney
Delahunt
Ellison
Gohmert
Griffith

Himes
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick (MI)
LaTourette
Linder
Mack
McCarthy (CA)
Miller (NC)

Moran (KS)
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Two minutes remain in this
vote.
b 1223
So (two-thirds being in the affirmative) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, on July 30, 2010, I
was absent from the House and missed rollcall votes 500, 501, 502, 503 and 504.
Had I been present, I would have voted
‘‘no’’ on rollcall 500, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 501,
‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 502, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 503 and
‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 504.
f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 5081
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I request
that my name be removed as a cosponsor on H.R. 5081.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Texas?
There was no objection.
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OFFSHORE OIL AND GAS WORKER
WHISTLEBLOWER
PROTECTION
ACT OF 2010
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, pursuant to House Resolution 1574, I call up the bill (H.R. 5851)
to provide whistleblower protections to
certain workers in the offshore oil and
gas industry, and ask for its immediate
consideration in the House.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 5851
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Offshore Oil
and Gas Worker Whistleblower Protection
Act of 2010’’.
WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTIONS; EMPLOYEE PROTECTION FROM OTHER
RETALIATION.
(a) PROHIBITION AGAINST RETALIATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—No employer may dis-
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charge or otherwise discriminate against a
covered employee because the covered employee, whether at the covered employee’s
initiative or in the ordinary course of the
covered employee’s duties—
(A) provided, caused to be provided, or is
about to provide or cause to be provided to
the employer or to a Federal or State Government official, information relating to any
violation of, or any act or omission the covered employee reasonably believes to be a
violation of, any provision of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1301 et
seq.), or any order, rule, regulation, standard, or prohibition under that Act, or exercised any rights provided to employees under
that Act;
(B) testified or is about to testify in a proceeding concerning such violation;
(C) assisted or participated or is about to
assist or participate in such a proceeding;
(D) testified or is about to testify before
Congress on any matter covered by such Act;
(E) objected to, or refused to participate in
any activity, policy, practice, or assigned
task that the covered employee reasonably
believed to be in violation of any provision
of such Act, or any order, rule, regulation,
standard, or ban under such Act;
(F) reported to the employer or a State or
Federal Government official any of the following related to the employer’s activities
described in section 3(1): an illness, injury,
unsafe condition, or information regarding
the adequacy of any oil spill response plan
required by law; or
(G) refused to perform the covered employee’s duties, or exercised top work authority,
related to the employer’s activities described
in section 3(1) if the covered employee had a
good faith belief that performing such duties
could result in injury to or impairment of
the health of the covered employee or other
employees, or cause an oil spill to the environment.
(2) GOOD FAITH BELIEF.—For purposes of
paragraph (1)(E), the circumstances causing
the covered employee’s good faith belief that
performing such duties would pose a health
and safety hazard shall be of such a nature
that a reasonable person under circumstances confronting the covered employee would conclude there is such a hazard.
(b) PROCESS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—A covered employee who
believes that he or she has been discharged
or otherwise discriminated against (hereafter referred to as the ‘‘complainant’’) by
any employer in violation of subsection
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(a)(1) may, not later than 180 days after the
date on which such alleged violation occurs
or the date on which the covered employee
knows or should reasonably have known that
such alleged violation occurred, file (or have
any person file on his or her behalf) a complaint with the Secretary of Labor (referred
to in this section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) alleging such discharge or discrimination and
identifying employer or employers responsible for such act. Upon receipt of such a
complaint, the Secretary shall notify, in
writing, the employer or employers named in
the complaint of the filing of the complaint,
of the allegations contained in the complaint, of the substance of evidence supporting the complaint, and of the opportunities that will be afforded to such person
under paragraph (2).
(2) INVESTIGATION.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of receipt of a complaint filed
under paragraph (1) the Secretary shall initiate an investigation and determine whether there is reasonable cause to believe that
the complaint has merit and notify, in writing, the complainant and the employer or
employers alleged to have committed a violation of subsection (a)(1) of the Secretary’s
findings. The Secretary shall, during such investigation afford the complainant and the
employer or employers named in the complaint an opportunity to submit to the Secretary a written response to the complaint
and an opportunity to meet with a representative of the Secretary to present statements
from witnesses. The complainant shall be
provided with an opportunity to review the
information and evidence provided by employer or employers to the Secretary, and to
review any response or rebuttal by such the
complaint, as part of such investigation.
(B) REASONABLE CAUSE FOUND; PRELIMINARY
ORDER.—If the Secretary concludes that
there is reasonable cause to believe that a
violation of subsection (a)(1) has occurred,
the Secretary shall accompany the Secretary’s findings with a preliminary order
providing the relief prescribed by paragraph
(3)(B). Not later than 30 days after the date
of notification of findings under this paragraph, the employer or employers alleged to
have committed the violation or the complainant may file objections to the findings
or preliminary order, or both, and request a
hearing on the record before an administrative law judge of the Department of Labor.
The filing of such objections shall not operate to stay any reinstatement remedy contained in the preliminary order. Any such
hearing shall be conducted expeditiously. If
a hearing is not requested in such 30-day period, the preliminary order shall be deemed a
final order that is not subject to judicial review. The Secretary of Labor is authorized
to enforce preliminary reinstatement orders
in the United States district court for the
district in which the violation was found to
occur, or in the United States district court
for the District of Columbia.
(C) DISMISSAL OF COMPLAINT.—
(i) STANDARD FOR COMPLAINANT.—The Secretary shall dismiss a complaint filed under
this subsection and shall not conduct an investigation otherwise required under subparagraph (A) unless the complainant makes
a prima facie showing that any behavior described in subparagraphs (A) through (F) of
subsection (a)(1) was a contributing factor in
the adverse action alleged in the complaint.
(ii) STANDARD FOR EMPLOYER.—Notwithstanding a finding by the Secretary that the
complainant has made the showing required
under clause (i), no investigation otherwise
required under subparagraph (A) shall be
conducted if the employer demonstrates, by
clear and convincing evidence, that the em-
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ployer would have taken the same adverse
action in the absence of that behavior.
(iii) VIOLATION STANDARD.—The Secretary
may determine that a violation of subsection
(a)(1) has occurred only if the complainant
demonstrates that any behavior described in
subparagraphs (A) through (F) of such subsection was a contributing factor in the adverse action alleged in the complaint.
(iv) RELIEF STANDARD.—Relief may not be
ordered under subparagraph (A) if the employer demonstrates by clear and convincing
evidence that the employer would have
taken the same adverse action in the absence
of that behavior.
(3) ORDERS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the receipt of a request for a hearing
under subsection (b)(2)(B), the administrative law judge shall issue findings of fact and
order the relief provided under this paragraph or deny the complaint. At any time
before issuance of an order, a proceeding
under this subsection may be terminated on
the basis of a settlement agreement entered
into by the Secretary, the complainant, and
the person alleged to have committed the
violation. Such a settlement may not be
agreed by such parties if it contains conditions which conflict with rights protected
under this Act, are contrary to public policy,
or include a restriction on a complainant’s
right to future employment with employers
other than the specific employers named in
the complaint.
(B) CONTENT OF ORDER.—If, in response to a
complaint filed under paragraph (1), the administrative law judge determines that a
violation of subsection (a)(1) has occurred,
the administrative law judge shall order the
employer or employers who committed such
violation—
(i) to take affirmative action to abate the
violation;
(ii) to reinstate the complainant to his or
her former position together with compensation (including back pay and prejudgment interest) and restore the terms, conditions,
and privileges associated with his or her employment; and
(iii) to provide compensatory and consequential damages, and, as appropriate, exemplary damages to the complainant.
(C) ATTORNEY FEES.—If such an order is
issued under this paragraph, the Secretary,
at the request of the complainant, shall assess against the employer or employers a
sum equal to the aggregate amount of all
costs and expenses (including attorneys’ and
expert witness fees) reasonably incurred by
the complainant for, or in connection with,
the bringing of the complaint upon which
the order was issued at the conclusion of any
stage of the proceeding.
(D) BAD FAITH CLAIM.—If the Secretary
finds that a complaint under paragraph (1) is
frivolous or has been brought in bad faith,
the Secretary may award to the prevailing
employer reasonable attorneys’ fees, not exceeding $1,000, to be paid by the complainant.
(E) ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL.—Not later
than 30 days after the receipt of findings of
fact or an order under subparagraph (B), the
employer or employers alleged to have committed the violation or the complainant may
file, with objections, an administrative appeal with the Secretary, who may designate
such appeal to a review board. In reviewing
a decision and order of the administrative
law judge, the Secretary shall affirm the decision and order if it is determined that the
factual findings set forth therein are supported by substantial evidence and the decision and order are made in accordance with
applicable law. The Secretary shall issue a
final decision and order affirming, or reversing, in whole or in part, the decision under
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review within 90 days after receipt of the administrative appeal under this subparagraph.
If it is determined that a violation of subsection (a)(1) has occurred, the Secretary
shall order relief provided under subparagraphs (B) and (C). Such decision shall constitute a final agency action with respect to
the matter appealed.
(4) ACTION IN COURT.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary has not
issued a final decision within 300 days after
the filing of the complaint, the complainant
may bring an action at law or equity for de
novo review in the appropriate district court
of the United States, which action shall, at
the request of either party to such action, be
tried by the court with a jury. The proceedings shall be governed by the same legal
burdens of proof specified in paragraph
(2)(C).
(B) RELIEF.—The court may award all appropriate relief including injunctive relief,
compensatory and consequential damages,
including—
(i) reinstatement with the same seniority
status that the covered employee would have
had, but for the discharge or discrimination;
(ii) the amount of back pay sufficient to
make the covered employee whole, with prejudgment interest;
(iii) exemplary damages, as appropriate;
and
(iv) litigation costs, including reasonable
attorney fees and expert witness fees.
(5) REVIEW.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Any person aggrieved by
a final order issued under paragraph (3) or a
judgment or order under paragraph (4) may
obtain review of the order in the appropriate
United States Court of Appeals. The petition
for review must be filed not later than 60
days after the date of the issuance of the
final order of the Secretary. Review shall be
accordance with chapter 7 of title 5, United
States Code. The commencement of proceedings under this subparagraph shall not,
unless ordered by the court, operate as a
stay of the order.
(B) NO OTHER JUDICIAL REVIEW.—An order
of the Secretary with respect to which review could have been obtained under subparagraph (A) shall not be subject to judicial
review in any other proceeding.
(6) FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH ORDER.—Whenever any employer has failed to comply with
an order issued under paragraph (3), the Secretary may obtain in a civil action in the
United States district court for the district
in which the violation was found to occur, or
in the United States district court for the
District of Columbia, all appropriate relief
including, but not limited to, injunctive relief and compensatory damages.
(7) CIVIL ACTION TO REQUIRE COMPLIANCE.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Whenever an employer
has failed to comply with an order issued
under paragraph (3), the complainant on
whose behalf the order was issued may obtain in a civil action in an appropriate
United States district court against the employer to whom the order was issued, all appropriate relief.
(B) AWARD.—The court, in issuing any final
order under this paragraph, may award costs
of litigation (including reasonable attorneys’
and expert witness fees) to any party whenever the court determines such award is appropriate.
(c) CONSTRUCTION.—
(1) EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS.—Nothing in
this section preempts or diminishes any
other safeguards against discrimination, demotion, discharge, suspension, threats, harassment, reprimand, retaliation, or any
other manner of discrimination provided by
Federal or State law.
(2) RIGHTS OF EMPLOYEES.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed to diminish the
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rights, privileges, or remedies of any employee under any Federal or State law or
under any collective bargaining agreement.
The rights and remedies in this section may
not be waived by any agreement, policy,
form, or condition of employment.
(d) ENFORCEMENT OF NONDISCRETIONARY
DUTIES.—Any nondiscretionary duty imposed
by this section shall be enforceable in a mandamus proceeding brought under section 1361
of title 28, United States Code.
(e) POSTING OF NOTICE AND TRAINING.—All
employers shall post a notice which has been
approved as to form and content by the Secretary of Labor in a conspicuous location in
the place of employment where covered employees frequent which explains employee
rights and remedies under this section. Each
employer shall provide training to covered
employees of their rights under this section
within 30 days of employment, and at not
less than once every 12 months thereafter,
and provide covered employees with a card
which contains a toll free telephone number
at the Department of Labor which covered
employees can call to get information or file
a complaint under this section.
(f) DESIGNATION BY THE SECRETARY.—The
Secretary of Labor shall, within 30 days of
the date of enactment of this Act, designate
by order the appropriate agency officials to
receive, investigate, and adjudicate complaints of violations of subsection (a)(1).
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

As used in this Act the following definitions apply:
(1) The term ‘‘covered employee’’—
(A) means an individual performing services on behalf of an employer that is engaged
in activities on or in waters above the Outer
Continental Shelf related to—
(i) supporting, or carrying out exploration,
development, production, processing, or
transportation of oil or gas; or
(ii) oil spill cleanup, emergency response,
environmental surveillance, protection, or
restoration, or other oil spill activities related to occupational safety and health; and
(B) includes an applicant for such employment.
(2) The term ‘‘employer’’ means one or
more individuals, partnerships, associations,
corporations, trusts, unincorporated organizations, nongovernmental organizations, or
trustees, and includes any agent, contractor,
subcontractor, grantee or consultant of such
employer.
(3) The term ‘‘Outer Continental Shelf’’
has the meaning that the term ‘‘outer Continental Shelf’’ has in the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574, the
amendment printed in part C of House
Report 111–582 is adopted, and the bill,
as amended, is considered read.
The gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER) and the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE) each will
control 30 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that Members have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their remarks and submit extraneous material
for the RECORD.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from California?
There was no objection.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, the legislation before the
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House today closes a loophole in current law regarding the rights of workers to blow the whistle over unsafe conditions on offshore oil rigs.
As the Obama administration told
Congress, individuals working on the
Outer Continental Shelf, like on the
Deepwater Horizon, shockingly have
zero whistleblower protections. This is
unconscionable. There is no good policy reason for treating onshore and offshore workers differently. This is because the whistleblower may be the
only thing that’s standing between a
safe workplace and a catastrophe.
H.R. 5851, the Offshore Oil and Gas
Worker Whistleblower Protection Act,
will fix this glaring omission. Whether
it is refineries, underground coal
mines, or oil drilling rigs, our enforcement agencies cannot be at all workplaces at all times. That’s why it’s up
to workers to be the eyes and the ears
when these agencies can’t.
While the precise cause of the British
Petroleum Deepwater Horizon tragedy
is still under investigation, two things
are clear from the media reports and
from the congressional hearings. First,
workers on the rig had safety concerns
prior to the tragedy. And second, workers believed that they would lose their
job if they raised these safety concerns
with management.
Not long before the Deepwater Horizon explosion, rig worker Jason Anderson told his wife that working conditions on the rig were not safe. He
talked to her about getting his will and
getting his affairs in order. But he
wouldn’t talk about his safety concerns
when he was on the rig. He once told
his wife he couldn’t talk about the
safety concerns because ‘‘the walls are
too thin.’’ Jason did not survive the explosion. He perished, along with 10 others. He left behind a wife and two
young children.
No worker should ever have to choose
between his or her life and their livelihood, but that’s a decision these workers face. As Deepwater Horizon worker
Daniel Barron said, safety is only convenient for employers when they needed it. There was a lot of rhetoric that
everybody had the right to call a timeout for safety, but when push comes to
shove, if you called that timeout, Daniel Barron said, you’re going to get
fired.
Mr. Speaker, this bill is narrowly tailored and will protect offshore workers
who call for a timeout for safety. It
simply extends the whistleblower protections to workers engaged in oil and
gas exploration, drilling, production,
and oil spill cleanup on the Outer Continental Shelf. It mirrors other recently enacted whistleblower laws contained in the Consumer Product Safety
Improvement Act and the Federal Railroad Safety Act.
Specifically, H.R. 5851 will prohibit
discrimination against employees who
report violations of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act. It protects
workers who report injuries or unsafe
conditions to an employer or the government, and protects workers who
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refuse to perform on the assigned task
when there is a reasonable belief of injury or spill. The bill will also require
employers to post notice and provide
training that explains these rights.
Finally, like other modern whistleblowing statutes, the bill provides for a
fair process for resolving whistleblower
complaints at the Department of Labor
or through the courts if necessary. The
Education and Labor Committee recently approved strong mine safety and
OSHA reform bills that include nearly
identical whistleblower protections.
I want to thank my colleague, Congressman MARKEY, and his staff for
their work on this legislation, and Mr.
CONYERS and the Judiciary Committee
for their constructive advice and suggestions.
I again want to thank Mr. MARKEY.
He offered very similar whistleblower
language in the Energy and Commerce
Committee, and they reported that language out as part of a larger oil spill
response bill 48–0.
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I urge my colleagues to support the
closing of this dangerous loophole and
provide the protections for these workers. Workers in the oil and gas industry
deserve a voice on safety issues regardless of whether or not they work onshore or offshore.
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 29, 2010.
Hon. GEORGE MILLER,
Chairman, Committee on Education and Labor,
U.S. House of Representatives, Washington,
DC.
DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: This is to advise
you that, as a result of your having consulted with us on provisions in H.R. 5851, the
Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower
Protection Act of 2010, that fall within the
rule X jurisdiction of the Committee on the
Judiciary, we are able to agree to waive
seeking a formal referral of the bill, in order
that it may proceed without delay to the
House floor for consideration.
The Judiciary Committee takes this action
with our mutual understanding that by foregoing consideration of H.R. 5851 at this time,
we do not waive any jurisdiction over subject
matter contained in this or similar legislation, and that our Committee will be appropriately consulted and involved as the bill or
similar legislation moves forward, so that we
may address any remaining issues in our jurisdiction. Our Committee also reserves the
right to seek appointment of an appropriate
number of conferees to any House-Senate
conference involving this or similar legislation, and requests your support for any such
request.
I would appreciate your including this letter in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD during
consideration of the bill on the House floor.
Thank you for your attention to this request, and for the cooperative relationship
between our two committees.
Sincerely,
JOHN CONYERS, Jr.
Chairman.
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION & LABOR,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 29, 2010.
Hon. JOHN CONYERS,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, U.S.
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.
DEAR CHAIRMAN CONYERS: I am writing in
response to your letter of July 29, 2010, con-
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cerning the Committee on the Judiciary’s jurisdictional interest in H.R. 5851, the Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower Protection Act of 2010.
Acknowledging your jurisdictional interest
in matters being considered in H.R. 5851, we
have consulted with your Committee on several provisions and appreciate the contributions you have made in crafting the legislation. Thank you for your willingness to
allow the bill to proceed to the floor expeditiously by waiving any referral.
We will continue to appropriately consult
and involve your Committee as the bill
moves forward and will support your request
to have Judiciary conferees appointed during
any House-Senate conference. I will submit a
copy of your July 29, 2010, letter and this response to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD during
floor consideration.
Thank you for your cooperation in this
matter.
Sincerely,
GEORGE MILLER,
Chairman.

I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
Mr. Speaker, whistleblower protections are a longstanding part of our
Federal safety and health laws. Simply
put, they protect workers’ ability to
speak freely about dangers in the
workplace. They allow working men
and women to protect themselves and
their coworkers. The ultimate goals of
our worker safety laws should be that
no worker ever needs to blow the whistle. We need a culture of safety in our
workplaces, a system in which employers have the information and resources
they need to comply with the law and
avoid unnecessary risks to workers’
health and safety.
But in those rare instances where
employers are not following the law
and workers’ safety is at risk, we offer
protections to those individuals who
speak up. These protections are widely
available to workers and enforced by
the Whistleblower Protection Program
at the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration.
However, we recently became aware
that a gap may exist in those protections. Safety on offshore oil rigs is
overseen by the Coast Guard and the
Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
unlike most workplaces where safety is
overseen by OSHA. As a result, it is not
clear whether these workers are covered by the OSH Act’s whistleblower
protections or any of the 17 other statutes enforced by OSHA’s Whistleblower
Protection Program. Some might
argue oil rig workers are covered by
the Maritime Transportation and Security Act, while others point to a 1983
agreement in which OSHA retained
whistleblower authority for these
workers.
In the few days since this legislation
was introduced, we have found confusion and conflicting information. This
confusion was illustrated in recent
news accounts detailing the experiences of workers on the Deepwater Horizon who were concerned about safety
practices on the rig but were afraid to
voice those concerns. If workers them-
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selves believe they can be fired or otherwise retaliated against for identifying safety concerns, we must create
or restate those protections. It is as
simple as that. Yet the bill before us is
not so simple.
H.R. 5851 creates a brand-new whistleblower framework for any individual
directly or indirectly involved with a
company that drills on the Outer Continental Shelf. We all agree on the need
to clarify protections for workers on
the rigs, but what about other workers,
those who are already covered by other
law?
H.R. 5851 adds a new layer of legal
processes, deadlines, and remedies for
workers who are already covered. It
creates legal confusion, particularly
for those workers who would now be
covered by parallel and possibly conflicting statutes.
I’m also troubled by the differences
between these new whistleblower protections and those existing under current law. This bill seems to prioritize
resolution by the Federal courts, adding costs and delaying results for workers who simply want to remain on the
job.
These are the types of questions normally addressed through hearings and
committee votes. Members weigh the
opinions of Federal regulatory officials, legal experts, industry personnel,
and workers themselves. We evaluate
which agency would be best suited to
enforce protections and remedies under
the law, and we prevent duplication
and confusion by clearly defining
which workers are covered.
Unfortunately, we did not use that
process for H.R. 5851. It was never given
a committee hearing. It was never
given a committee vote. Last month,
the committee held a hearing to examine broad jurisdictional questions
about which Federal agency is ultimately responsible for worker safety
on offshore oil rigs. We heard from the
Coast Guard, the National Institute for
Occupational
Safety
and
Health,
OSHA, and the Bureau of Ocean Energy
Management. Those agencies told us
they did not know which Federal whistleblower laws, if any, applied to workers on oil rigs on the Outer Continental
Shelf. There was confusion.
Since that time, the committee has
heard no further testimony, received
no further information, and considered
no legislation. Yet, on Monday of this
week, the majority introduced H.R.
5851 and promptly announced Members
of the full House would be asked to
cast a vote on whether these are the
best protections for workers on oil rigs.
And, as has become all too common, we
are here under a closed rule with no
amendments being considered.
Mr. Speaker, this is a serious issue
and it deserves a serious process, one it
has not been given.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY), the
subcommittee chair on the Education
and Labor Committee.
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Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 5851, the Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower Protection Act of 2010.
Chairman MILLER, I want to thank
you and commend you for the commitment to the health and safety of American workers. And Ranking Member
KLINE, thank you very much for outlining exactly the confusion that we
are faced with regarding employee
safety, particularly on our oil rigs.
Now, following the Gulf of Mexico
disaster, it is clearer than ever that
providing strong protections to offshore oil and gas workers would be a
positive step in encouraging workers to
speak out about work safety and
health issues at the worksite. Obviously, inspectors cannot be at all workplaces at all times, and so the system
relies on willingness of employees to
come forward, because these employees, these workers, know their worksite better than anyone else. Yet too
many workers fear doing so because
they fear repercussions. They don’t
fear imagined repercussions; they fear
real ones.
We heard this from the families of
the 29 miners who were killed at the
Upper Big Branch Mine in West Virginia and from the families of those
miners who died at the Crandall Canyon, Darby, Sago, and Aracoma mines.
We’ve heard this in the wake of other
workplace disasters as well.
And now we have discovered that before the BP disaster in the gulf which
took the lives of 11 workers, workers
did not come forward about safety hazards because they were afraid they
would lose their jobs. Sadly, their fears
were well-founded. Those brave souls
who blow the whistle often do lose
their jobs and suffer other indignities
such as harassment, intimidation, and
blacklisting. In this situation of the
BP disaster, they lost their lives.
In May of 2007, my Subcommittee on
Workforce Protections held a hearing
on the adequacy of whistleblower protections. The now famous whistleblower Jeffrey Wigand, who ‘‘blew the
whistle’’ on Big Tobacco, testified at
that hearing. He was not protected by
any antiretaliation law when he lost
his job. He was not protected when he
was threatened, harassed, and intimidated for his actions.
Like Mr. Wigand, offshore gas and oil
workers have no whistleblower protections. This is absolutely unacceptable,
and we know it.
In crafting H.R. 5851, we ensure workers are actually encouraged to come
forward to report unsafe conditions by
providing a meaningful process to adjudicate complaints that also comports
with due process, and by providing sufficient remedies to whistleblowers, including
temporary
reinstatement,
backpay, and other damages.
H.R. 5851’s provisions are similar to
the whistleblower provisions in the
Protecting America’s Workers Act,
which brings the Occupational Safety
and Health Act into the 21st century.
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H.R. 5851 also emulates other modern
whistleblower statutes, such as the
Consumer Product Safety Improvement Act.
I’m proud to be an original cosponsor
of the Offshore Oil and Gas Worker
Whistleblower Protection Act, and I
urge my colleagues to vote to protect
all vulnerable workers.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Members are reminded to not traffic the
well when other Members are under
recognition.
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield such time as
he may consume to the ranking member on the Health Subcommittee, the
gentleman from Georgia, Dr. PRICE.
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend, Colonel Kline, for the
wonderful leadership that he has provided on our committee and the focus
that he’s given to this issue.
Mr. Speaker, never let a crisis go to
waste. It’s the defining principle of how
this administration and how this Congress govern.
b 1240
We’re facing a devastating crisis
right now, an oil spill which has ravaged the Gulf of Mexico both economically and environmentally. Out of this
crisis there have been reports raising
the issue of worker safety on oil rigs.
Now, such reports raise very serious
questions, which should be dealt with
in a very serious manner, matters that
require probing and oversight by Congress so that workers are adequately
protected and free to report safety concerns.
However, what we’ve gotten from
this majority is an unserious response,
a political response more interested in
taking advantage of the latest crisis.
Remember, never let a crisis go to
waste.
The bill before us today was introduced just this week. There’s been no
hearing on it, no committee consideration, no input from members of the
committee, certainly on our side. Another rush to the floor, don’t read the
bill, don’t read the bill, don’t worry
about it. Remember, never let a crisis
go to waste.
And so what’s the result? Confusion.
With little time to review, we don’t
know what if any existing Federal
whistleblower laws already apply to
workers on offshore oil rigs and other
employees in these companies. We
don’t know which agency is best
equipped to enforce these new whistleblower protections. These are things
that would normally, Mr. Speaker, in
the course of activity come out during
a committee hearing, during a normal
open committee process. But no committee hearing, no committee hearing
here. Remember, never let a crisis go
to waste.
With this Congress, all the serious
policy issues are secondary to the politics. Instead, what we get is a bill that
establishes a whole new bureaucracy, a
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whole new whistleblower framework
for a specific class of workers. It’s an
expansive set of protections that applies to health and safety and environmental and any other standards under
the OCS Land Act; and yet it’s untested, without an explicit description of
which agency would even enforce the
program.
Digging into the language a little
deeper, it appears to favor resolution of
complaints in Federal court, adding
costs and inviting litigation. Remember, never let a crisis go to waste.
The Department of Labor only had
300 days to issue a final decision on a
complaint or it gets kicked to the U.S.
district court. Perhaps this wouldn’t be
a problem but there’s an incentive to
stretch out cases. Why, Mr. Speaker?
Because bad-faith claims are not deterred. Employers can only recoup
$1,000 total in attorneys’ fees, which for
some law firms—I know this won’t
come as any surprise to the Speaker—
for some law firms less than a day’s
work; and even if the Department of
Labor decides on a complaint before
that deadline and defines it to be nonmeritorious, the case could still move
on to court, creating a Federal right to
sue. Remember, never let a crisis go to
waste.
Now, later, Mr. Speaker, Republicans
are going to offer a motion to recommit which is a better solution. Our
positive solution gets to the heart of
the issue, ensuring that workers are
adequately protected and free to report
safety concerns. It’s not simply taking
advantage of the latest crisis or rewarding plaintiff’s trial lawyers for
their support of the Democrat Party.
So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to support the positive appropriate solution, the Republican motion
to recommit, and defeat the partisan
bill now before us.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 6 minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), a
coauthor of this legislation and the author of the whistleblower protection
provisions of the Energy and Commerce bill.
Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
thank the gentleman, and I thank
GEORGE MILLER for his decades of work
in ensuring that whistleblower protections are built into the laws of our
country in order to ensure that workers are not living in terror, that they
stand up for safety.
During the last 3 months, Congress
has conducted a vigorous investigation
into the causes and response of the BP
Deepwater Horizon disaster. What
we’ve found was that BP was woefully
unprepared for this kind of a spill.
From the beginning, BP has been making it up as they go along. BP said the
rig could not sink. It did. They said
they could handle an Exxon Valdez size
spill every day. They couldn’t.
Early on in the disaster, BP was
talking about using a junk shot where
they shoot golf balls into the well.
Well, when we heard that they were
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bringing in the best minds and that
they were working on this problem, we
thought they meant MIT, not the PGA.
BP also talked in the first 3 weeks
about deploying nylons and hair to
soak up the oil. The American people
expected a response on the par with the
Apollo Project, not ‘‘Project Runway.’’
And from the start, BP has been
more interested in protecting its own
liability than preserving the livability
of the Gulf of Mexico. BP started by
saying this spill was 1,000 barrels a day.
It wasn’t. They knew it. They said it
was 5,000 barrels per day; they knew
that it was not. And by now, we know
it was much, much larger, upwards of
60,000 barrels a day.
Our investigation uncovered that no
major oil company would have been
able to respond to this type of spill any
better than BP. In fact, the Gulf of
Mexico oil spill response plans from
Exxon Mobil, Chevron, ConocoPhillips
and Shell were 90 percent identical to
BP’s. They were such dead ringers for
each other that they listed the phone
number for the same long-deceased expert as the person to call. The response
plans also included plans to evacuate
walruses from the Gulf of Mexico, even
though walruses haven’t called the
Gulf of Mexico home for 3 million
years. It seems that the only spill response technology that the oil industry
had invested in is a Xerox machine. No
oil company took this responsibility
seriously.
The legislation that we will vote on
today will ensure that there will be accountability, stronger regulations, and
a requirement that before oil companies drill ultra-deep that they have the
technology necessary to make it ultrasafe and can respond to a spill ultrafast.
We need whistleblowers to make sure
that we never again see what has happened in the Gulf of Mexico, and that is
the important piece of legislation that
we are debating right now: whistleblower protection. In this legislation,
we are putting into place state-of-theart protections for oil and gas workers
who are retaliated against because
they report safety concerns or they report a failure on the part of their employer to have a good blowout response
plan.
We know from our investigation both
into this disaster and another BP rig
operating in the gulf, the Atlantis rig,
that BP has cut corners on safety, even
if it meant risking workers’ lives and
environmental calamity. For example,
an employee working on the BP
Atlantis rig warned in 2009 that BP was
failing to meet its requirement to
maintain accurate engineering drawings aboard the rig which would enable
an effective response to an accident.
The whistleblower was fired after making his disclosure. BP continues to
deny this problem on the Atlantis rig
exists, even though former Federal district court judge Stanley Sporkin who
was hired by BP to serve as an independent ombudsman has confirmed
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that the whistleblower’s allegations
are true.
And on the BP Deepwater Horizon,
workers were also fearful of the extent
of the problems aboard the Deepwater
Horizon. Jason Anderson told his wife
that he couldn’t discuss his concerns
because, quote, the walls are too thin.
Mr. Anderson died in the April explosion.
This bill will ensure that all workers
who report safety or blowout response
plan concerns who are then fired, demoted or otherwise retaliated against
by their employers will be protected.
These workers will be entitled to due
process at the Department of Labor;
and if the Department of Labor fails to
act, they will be entitled to a jury
trial. They will also be entitled to receive appropriate damages to ensure
that they are made whole.
b 1250
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield the gentleman 2 additional minutes.
Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
thank the gentleman.
In the wake of the Deepwater Horizon catastrophe, we have heard that
the workers aboard the rig had safety
concerns. But in the end, they were
powerless to stop the cascading string
of bad decisions by BP that led to the
disaster. They clearly feared for the
loss of their jobs and of their livelihoods.
Our legislation will protect these
brave Paul Reveres in the oil industry
who sound alarms in the future. I
thank Chairman MILLER for his historic work on this legislation. I thank
all of the Members who are focusing on
this issue, so that people who stand up
to protect the safety of workers do not
have to lose their jobs.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
yield to the gentleman from California.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I know how hard you worked to try to
get the accurate figures of what the
blowout meant in terms of volume of
oil going into the gulf.
I just wonder, if we had had whistleblower protections and one of the employees at BP who knew what the real
volume was as opposed to what the executives were telling the American
people and the rest of the world, we
might have had information sooner
which would have allowed us to respond in a different fashion than we did
when we had bad information because
of the concealment of the accuracy of
which we found when you finally got
the cameras turned on.
Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. The
gentleman put his finger right on it.
There would be a completely different
response if the spill were not 1,000 barrels or 5,000 barrels per day but, rather,
30,000 to 60,000 barrels per day. It delayed the response. Much more harm
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has been done to the people in the Gulf
of Mexico. There was a greater delay in
bringing in all of the skimmers, all of
the new technologies to be able to deal
with this spill. If a whistleblower knew
that it was not 1,000, knew that it was
not 5,000, they should not have to fear
that they would lose their job if they
wanted to protect the oceans of America and the workers in the Gulf of Mexico rather than being afraid that they
would lose their own job and their own
family’s livelihood. That is why this
legislation is so important.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I thank the gentleman.
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. ENGEL).
Mr. ENGEL. I thank the chairman
for yielding to me, and I rise in strong
support of H.R. 5851.
A couple of speakers before me, the
gentleman from Georgia on the other
side of the aisle kept repeating the
mantra of ‘‘never let a crisis go to
waste,’’ and he was deriding this side
because apparently he thinks that we
should always forget a crisis and we
should not take into account what
we’ve learned because of the crisis.
You know, it is because of this crisis
that we really need to redouble our efforts to protect people who live all
around the Gulf of Mexico, to protect
the workers, to protect the public from
companies that really couldn’t care
less about them; and this Whistleblower Protection Act is going to do
exactly that.
Now I’m on the Energy and Commerce Committee. I sat through every
hearing that we had with oil officials
and with the BP officials. And I’ll tell
you the truth; it was insulting the way
Mr. Hayward came and wouldn’t tell us
anything because he was obviously told
by his lawyers not to tell us, and the
arrogance dripping from his mouth
where he just seemed to not care at all
about the havoc that BP had put forward in the gulf and even with the people who were killed.
So today we are passing this Whistleblower Protection Act which will protect, as the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) said, people who
come forward and say, ‘‘Hey, you know
what? What’s going on isn’t right, and
it needs to stop, and I don’t want my
job to be in jeopardy because I’m telling the truth.’’
We’re also going to vote on the
CLEAR Act as well. And I want to remind my colleagues that we desperately also need comprehensive clean
energy and climate legislation after
this. The BP explosion in the gulf has
been disastrous. It has led to 11 deaths,
devastated the gulf economy, and just
polluted the environment.
We heard testimony in the Energy
and Commerce Committee from Tony
Hayward. We asked him serious questions, and he refused to answer our
questions. BP has not been truthful at
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all about what has been happening in
the gulf from the very beginning.
They’ve used and abused the system,
and we cannot allow that. We have to
work to ensure that oil companies like
BP are not permitted to treat the environment as their own private playground, or put at risk the livelihoods of
thousands upon thousands of hardworking Americans.
I want to be perfectly clear here—
this is BP’s spill and BP should pay for
it. There should be no taxpayer money
spent on cleanup. But BP had the gall
to announce this week that they’re
looking to cut their losses at the expense of the American people by claiming tax benefits for costs associated
with this oil spill. That is shameful,
and that’s wrong, and it ought to be
stopped.
That is why today I am introducing
the Denial of Tax Benefits to Offending
Oil Polluters Act of 2010. This legislation would prohibit oil polluters from
receiving tax benefits for costs associated with an oil spill.
I look forward to passing this legislation today, H.R. 5851, and debating my
bill in the future to be sure that we
hold bad actors like BP accountable for
their irresponsible decisions and their
devastating actions.
I thank the chairman for his strong
leadership in this regard.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I thank the gentleman.
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I continue
to reserve.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank
the distinguished chairman and I
thank you for your constant forward
thinking on the workers of America.
Coming from the gulf region, I don’t
know if any of you have ever seen an
oil rig, particularly one as large as
Deepwater Horizon. It is the home of
the workers. It is their home away
from home. They eat there, they sleep
there, they work very hard there, and
they recreate there. They’re there 24
hours a day. Some may be a cook.
Someone may be a sophisticated engineer. Some may be a seaman and that
is their profession. But they’re working
there; and, therefore, they are looking
to ensure that their home away from
home is safe.
As I’ve listened to administration officials who are now all about the gulf,
I can tell you that the workers who
love their industry and love their jobs
are excited about the call for transparency and protection and increased
safety for this industry. They’re excited about what is going on as it relates to those who would engage in
telling the truth. If you look at the
facts in some of the hearings that
we’ve been in, you will know that there
have been a lot of conversations with
subordinates trying to talk to supervisors. Something was awry, but no one
listened. We may have even heard that
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some companies left the rig early on
because they were disturbed. Or as my
colleague mentioned, the young man
by the name of Jason who even told his
wife, ‘‘Prepare my will.’’ And so it is
important today that we stand up for
the workers.
This is a concise, articulate, whistleblower language and legislation, prohibiting an employer from discharging
or otherwise discriminating against
anyone who talks to State or Federal
officials or anyone else; telling the
truth, saving lives. As well, it protects
them if they prepare or testify in front
of any governmental entity talking
about unsafe conditions. Imagine how
many lives that could save in any
other industry as well.
The bill establishes a process for an
employee to appeal, giving them the
justice of the Constitution that does
not deny you benefits without due
process. Is that a problem? They live
there. This is their home. It makes an
aggrieved employee eligible for reinstatement and back pay. Some of these
jobs are the only jobs these men or
women can secure to protect and provide for their family. We live in the
gulf. We’re shrimpers and fishermen
and oystermen; and yes, we work in
this industry. It requires employers to
post a notice that explains employee
rights and remedies under the act.
I look forward to working with the
chairman as we look at other ways of
helping these employees who are under
stress, providing mental health services and counseling after this terrible
devastation. It may have to continue
even after BP finishes their work. But
this is the right direction to go. This
speaks well of this Congress who will
stand alongside of workers and make a
difference in their lives and the lives of
their families.
I ask you to vote for this legislation.
Today, I rise in support of H.R. 5851—the
Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower
Protection Act. We are all well aware of the
disaster that occurred when the Deepwater
Horizon rig exploded, but it might have been
prevented if we had listened to voices expressing concern. The men and woman who
bravely come out and expose the injustices
and violations that take place at their place of
work are the eyes and ears for the American
public. These people should be able to speak
out freely with no fear of unfair repercussion.
In the aftermath of the disaster, it became
clear that workers on the Deepwater Horizon
rig harbored safety concerns prior to the explosion, but chose not to vocalize them over
fear of retribution. Take, for example, Jason
Anderson, who told both his wife and father
that working conditions were not safe on the
Deepwater Horizon. According to his wife
Shelley’s testimony before the Senate’s Commerce, Science and Transportation committee,
Jason was reluctant to talk about these concerns while on the rig and told her: ‘‘I can’t
talk about it now. The walls are too thin.’’ Another worker, Dewey Revette, reportedly had
concerns with BPs plans to begin shutting
down the well on the day it exploded. He continued to work despite his reluctance and lost
his life hours later.
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Workers on oil rigs, like the Deepwater Horizon, risk losing their jobs if they report dangerous workplace conditions. The workers performing clean-up activities on the Outer Continental Shelf similarly have no protections
against employer retaliation for raising health
and safety concerns. It is essential that workers be protected when they raise concerns
about unsafe working conditions, and they
must have the right to stop working if they fear
they could be injured or killed. All workers, especially those in dangerous jobs, are in the
best position to discover safety hazards. You
can’t have inspectors at all facilities at all
times—these workers are enforcement agencies’ eyes and ears when it comes to safety
compliance.
Currently, there is no Federal law that protects offshore workers for blowing the whistle
on workplace health and safety problems. This
bill extends whistleblower protections to workers regarding Outer Continental Shelf oil and
gas exploration, drilling, production, or cleanup, whose employers are engaged in those
activities.
Federal whistleblowers have attempted to
expose government actions that violate the
law or harm the environment for decades.
Their disclosures have helped the Federal
Government improve environmental protection,
nuclear safety, and national security, and their
claims have helped safeguard the welfare of
American citizens. Whistleblowers have
gained credibility in recent years thanks in
great part to organizations like the National
Whistleblower Center (NWC), the Liberty Coalition, and the Government Accountability
Project. The NWC is a non-profit, tax exempt
educational and advocacy organization dedicated to helping whistleblowers make their
case to lawmakers and other government
leaders—a modern day safe haven for those
who are willing to put their careers on the line
to improve their government.
The bill is modeled after other modern whistleblower statutes and would prohibit an employer from discharging or otherwise discriminating against an employee who reports to the
employer, or a Federal or State Government
official that he or she reasonably believes the
employer is violating the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (OCSLA). The legislation
would also protect covered employees who
prepare and/or testify about the alleged violation, report injuries or unsafe conditions related to the offshore work, refuse to work
based on a good faith belief that the offshore
work could cause injury or impairment or a
spill, or refuse to perform in a manner that
they believe violates the OCSLA.
Mr. Speaker, it is essential to protect workers with the courage to speak out when they
see life-threatening safety-hazards or shortcuts. If we do not, we risk dire consequences.
Whistleblowers are often forced to choose between remaining silent about a dangerous or
illegal situation and risking their careers by
telling the truth. We must reverse this unacceptable and unsustainable choice by passing
this legislation.
b 1300
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
Mr. Speaker, the best way to keep
our workers and our workplaces safe is
through compliance. We write workplace safety laws for a reason, and we
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expect employers to follow those laws.
This is true for factories and familyrun businesses, and it is true for offshore oil rigs.
We never want to see a workplace
where laws are not followed and worker
safety and health is put at risk. But if
that happens, workers must be able to
report those risks without fear of being
discriminated against or losing their
job. This is where whistleblower protections come.
The Occupational Safety and Health
Administration enforces 18 separate
Federal whistleblower statutes for
workers who report violations of worker safety, airline, commercial motor
carrier, consumer product, environmental, health care reform, nuclear energy, pipeline, public transportation
agency, railroad and securities laws.
Yet somehow, in this maze of whistleblower protections, it seems that
workers on offshore oil rigs may not be
fully protected. When we asked the
agencies responsible for overseeing rigs
on the Outer Continental Shelf, they
told us they did not know which statute might apply. This is unacceptable.
I fully support the effort to ensure
workers on offshore oil rigs have access
to whistleblower protections. But I
have concerns and questions about how
H.R. 5851 approaches this goal, and I
have serious objections to the manner
in which this legislation was brought
floor.
There has been no hearing, no markup, no committee report. There has,
quite simply, been no legislative process, and it’s no way to treat the oil rig
workers we are supposed to be protecting.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker and Members of the
House, I hope that all of our colleagues
on both sides of the aisle will support
this Whistleblower Protection Act.
I hope that they understand that
many, many thousands, millions of
American workers work in work sites
where every day they pose an inherent
danger to those workers. The question
of whether or not those workers will be
safe or not very often is decided by the
employer, who decides how they will
structure the work site, what the work
rules will be, and how the work and the
process will proceed.
But very often those employers
sometimes shortchange safety. They
choose to pick production over the
safety of their workers. They choose to
pick cost cutting over safety of their
workers.
They choose to pick hurrying up the
job over the safety of their workers.
They choose to pick getting certain
parts of the job done and get them offsite over the safety of their workers.
In today’s economy, and in every
economy, for many of these workers,
it’s a terrible choice to think about if
I raise my hand on behalf of safety,
will I lose my job? If I raise a question
about the process that we are about to
engage in here and how dangerous it is,
will I lose my job?
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I represent a district where people
work in these industries, in the chemical industry and the refining industry.
You know what? We lose workers in
those jobs all too often, and all too
often we find out the mistakes that
were made and we wonder. And even
those workers, who are covered by
whistleblower protection, know the
trade-off.
Because, don’t forget, all whistleblower protection does is give you a
right to try to proceed to get your job
back. Many times that’s delayed and
workers go months and months without pay because they had the courage
to invoke their rights.
This Whistleblower Protection Act is
consistent with the other Federal protections for workers throughout this
country, but these workers today on
the Outer Continental Shelf have no
protection at all with respect to their
personal safety, and we are simply filling that gap and making sure that they
will have that right.
Now, many companies—and I have
talked to the CEOs of some of these
companies—say, you know, we give you
the right at any time to pull the
switch, to shut down the job, to stop it,
if you think it’s unsafe. One company
gives out a card. You get a card and
you put the card down. It’s sort of like
in the World Cup—you get a time-out.
Do you know what the supervisors
tell the employees that card is? A getfired card. Play that card, get fired. So
the company says play this card any
time you want, but the supervisors
make it clear what the pressure is.
That’s why we need this whistleblower protection for the workers on
the Outer Continental Shelf. I have to
believe, given the concerns that are
documented in the hearings of this
Congress, that had these workers had
that kind of protection, there would
have been a far greater chance that
they would have said, wait a minute,
because they had concerns about the
procedure as they started to withdraw
from this drill site. They had concerns
about the condition of the rig. They
had concerns about the overriding of
safety alarms. Yet we saw the explosion and the tragedy and the loss of life
of these workers.
Let’s do something in their memory
that will protect their colleagues on
the Outer Continental Shelf. Let’s pass
this bill with large bipartisan support.
In the name of these workers, these
workers who fell into a gap in the protection laws of this Nation, let’s fill
that gap. Let’s provide them the protection, and let’s make their death not
be in vain with respect to their coworkers.
I ask for support of this legislation.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois). All time for debate has expired.
Pursuant to House Resolution 1574,
the previous question is ordered on the
bill, as amended.
The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further
consideration of H.R. 5851 is postponed.
f

b 1310
GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on H.R. 3534.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from West Virginia?
There was no objection.
f

POINT OF ORDER
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I raise a point of order.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his point of order.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I raise a point of order
against consideration of H.R. 3534 because it does not comply with clause
9(a) of rule XXI, because the committee
report to accompany the measure does
not contain a statement that this bill
contains no congressional earmarks,
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff
benefits.
I would point the Speaker to page 125
of the accompanying report. The report
contains a statement that H.R. 3435
does not contain any congressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited
tariff benefits. That is not the proposition that we are considering today.
Today we are considering H.R. 3534, the
Consolidated Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources Act of 2009. However, the
proposition identified in the committee
report is H.R. 3435, a bill making supplemental appropriations for fiscal
year 2009 for the Consumer Assistance
to Recycle and Save program. As it
happens, that measure was signed into
law on August 7, 2009, and is Public
Law 111–47. So it cannot be the proposition that we are considering today.
Clause 9(a) of rule XXI prohibits the
consideration of ‘‘a bill or joint resolution reported by a committee unless
the report includes a statement that
the proposition contains no congressional earmarks, limited tax benefits,
or limited tariff benefits.’’ The rule
specifies ‘‘the’’ proposition, not ‘‘a’’
proposition. Thus the statement in the
committee report fails to meet the test
because it describes a proposition rather than the one which is the subject of
the report.
Normally, clause 9(d) would preclude
the Chair from even entertaining this
point of order. However, it also specifies ‘‘the’’ proposition and not ‘‘a’’
proposition and thus is inapplicable in
this case.
I would also note that the rule providing for consideration of H.R. 3534
specifically exempts clause 9 of rule
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XXI from the waiver of all points of
order against consideration of the bill;
so the bill is exposed to this point of
order.
Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I insist on
my point of order.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from West Virginia seek to
argue the point of order?
Mr. RAHALL. No, Mr. Speaker.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair is prepared to rule.
The gentleman from Washington
makes a point of order that the bill
violates clause 9(a) of rule XXI. Under
clause 9(a) of rule XXI it is not in order
to consider a bill or a joint resolution
unless the committee report on the
measure includes a list of congressional earmarks, limited tax benefits,
or limited tariff benefits contained in
the measure, or a statement that the
measure contains no such earmarks or
benefits.
The Chair has examined the relevant
committee report, House Report 111–
575, and finds that it contains on page
125 a statement with regard to another
measure, H.R. 3435, but not a statement
with regard to this bill, H.R. 3534.
Accordingly, the point of order is
sustained. Consideration of the bill is
not in order.
f

PERMISSION TO REDUCE TIME
FOR ELECTRONIC VOTING DURING PROCEEDINGS TODAY
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that during proceedings today in the House and in the
Committee of the Whole, the Chair be
authorized to reduce to 2 minutes the
minimum time for electronic voting on
any question that otherwise could be
subjected to 5-minute voting under
clause 8 or 9 of Rule XX or under clause
6 of rule XVIII.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from West Virginia?
There was no objection.
f
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
OBEY). A supplemental report on H.R.
3534 has just been filed pursuant to the
authority granted by clause 3(a)(2) of
rule XIII. This supplemental report
contains a statement regarding congressional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits with regard to H.R. 3534 that now satisfies
clause 9 of rule XXI.
f

CONSOLIDATED
LAND,
ENERGY,
AND AQUATIC RESOURCES ACT
OF 2010
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, H.R. 3534.
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b 1315

b 1320

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

The explosion of the Deepwater Horizon took the lives of 11 brave workers,
unleashed up to 5 million barrels of oil
over nearly 100 days, wreaking havoc
on the gulf. It soiled over 600 miles of
pristine gulf coast shoreline, and enforced the largest fishery closure in
history. The souls of those 11 men cannot be recouped, but we, in part, can
redeem them by taking action on this
legislation.
Prior to this incident, I led the Committee on Natural Resources in the
vigorous oversight of America’s flawed
oil and gas program. We uncovered billions of dollars that were never paid to
the American people, countless examples of agency regulators sleeping
around with, instead of keeping an eye
on, the oil and gas industry, and the
flagrant mismanagement of America’s
public energy resources. We had
amassed a mountain of evidence that
something was wrong. The American
people were being cheated. The environment was being degraded, and Big
Oil was writing their own rules.
As a result of a decade of investigations by the inspector general and the
GAO, as well as holding countless oversight hearings held by my committee,
we crafted a comprehensive package to
completely overhaul and reform America’s oil and gas leasing program. The
CLEAR Act was introduced last September, and it seeks to make several
important changes to current law in an
effort to create greater efficiencies,
transparency, and accountability in
the development of our Federal energy
resources.
Since April 20, our Committee on
Natural Resources has led congressional efforts to investigate this tragedy, which was clearly a game changer
for the way we manage our public energy resources. Through the work of
the Natural Resources Committee and
other committees, it became obvious
that additional reasonable reforms
were necessary to protect and prevent
against such a catastrophe in the future.
While we may not know the exact
cause of the incident at this time, we
clearly know what contributed to it—a
culture of cozy relationships that had
regulators interviewing for jobs on the
same rigs they were supposed to be inspecting, drilling plans that were rubber-stamped in a matter of minutes
with only the most cursory environmental reviews, a ‘‘trust but don’t
verify’’ attitude towards safety standards, and an agency in charge that was
spending too much time on the sidelines as the oil and gas industry wrote
their own rules.
The CLEAR Act addresses these
issues. It directly responds to the Deepwater Horizon disaster while also looking forward and attempting to prevent
the next catastrophe. It will create
strong new safety standards for offshore drilling and the revolving door
between government and industry. It

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3534) to
provide greater efficiencies, transparency, returns, and accountability in
the administration of Federal mineral
and energy resources by consolidating
administration of various Federal energy minerals management and leasing
programs into one entity to be known
as the Office of Federal Energy and
Minerals Leasing of the Department of
the Interior, and for other purposes,
with Mr. JACKSON of Illinois in the
chair.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.
General debate shall not exceed 1
hour, with 40 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking minority member of the Committee
on Natural Resources and 20 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure.
The gentleman from West Virginia
(Mr. RAHALL) and the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) each will
control 20 minutes. The gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) and
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MICA)
each will control 10 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from West Virginia
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, I understand the typographical error made by somebody has
been corrected in the supplemental report just filed and we are now on line
for consideration of this bill.
Today the House is considering H.R.
3534, the Consolidated Land, Energy,
and Aquatic Resources Act of 2010, better known as the CLEAR Act. This legislation is aimed at shedding light on
longstanding inadequacies in the management of our Federal oil and gas resources and to address the lessons
learned in the aftermath of the Deepwater Horizon disaster.
On the afternoon of January 29, 1969,
an environmental nightmare began in
Santa Barbara, California. A Union Oil
platform stationed 6 miles off the coast
suffered a blowout. For 11 days, oil
workers struggled to cap the rupture.
During that time, around 5,000 barrels
of crude oil bubbled to the surface and
was spread into an 800-square-mile
slick by winds and swells. Incoming
tides brought thick tar to beaches,
marring 35 miles of coastline. At the
time, it was the worst environmental
disaster this country had experienced
and heralded the beginning of the environmental movement, but that paled in
comparison to the events in the aftermath of the tragic explosion that occurred in the Gulf of Mexico on the
evening of April 20, 2010.
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will require real environmental reviews, hold BP accountable, help restore the gulf coast, and ensure that
the American people get the best bang
for their buck for the use of their resources.
The CLEAR Act will dismantle and
reorganize a dysfunctional Minerals
Management Service so that conflicts
of interest between leasing, policing,
and review collecting are permanently
abolished. It establishes a new training
academy for Federal oil and gas inspectors who will be required to adhere to
strict new ethical guidelines. Thanks
to Chairman OBERSTAR and his Transportation and Infrastructure Committee, the bill before us today also ensures that oil companies are held fully
accountable and that drilling rigs meet
strict U.S. safety standards.
Finally, the CLEAR Act fulfills a 45year-old promise to the Land and
Water Conservation Fund, which was
based on the premise that money obtained from the sale of the public’s resources should be used to protect and
conserve our natural, historical, and
recreational resources. The bill establishes a new Ocean Restoration and
Conservation Assistance Fund, known
as ORCA, so that funds raised from
drilling in our oceans will also go toward protecting and improving our
oceans. We take so much from our
oceans, Mr. Chairman, that it is about
time we gave something back.
We will, undoubtedly, hear horror
stories today from the oil and gas industry about what they allege this bill
will do to them. It happens every time,
but this is sheer hyperventilation from
an industry that has had its way with
the public lands for 8 years. The industry should take a look at the spill in
the gulf to see how an overly permissive attitude can turn into a real horror story for the entire industry and
for the American people.
The Deepwater Horizon explosion and
the subsequent damage that has occurred over the past 102 days is, indeed,
a game changer. It is time that we act
to protect America’s families, America’s workers and businesses, to rebuild
the gulf coast, to hold oil companies
accountable, to work to ensure that a
spill of this kind never happens again,
and to secure our domestic energy resources.
In this day and age, in this America,
whether it is a coal mine in the congressional district that I am honored
to represent or an oil rig deep in the
Gulf of Mexico, there is no room for an
environment where working men and
women leave their homes in the morning and do not know if they will return
in the evening. This is what this legislation is about.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself such 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.
Chairman, this bill is being sold as the
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response to the ongoing gulf oil crisis.
Though what has not been mentioned
until right now is that it is stuffed
with page after page of provisions that
are totally unrelated to the spill. This
legislation, if passed, will kill jobs. It
will raise taxes, and it will increase
Federal spending and cause even greater economic pain to the gulf coast and
their families and communities.
Republicans believe the Federal Government should be focused on permanently stopping the leak, cleaning up
the oil, holding BP and those responsible for the spill fully accountable,
and then finding out, Mr. Chairman,
what went wrong. Republicans believe
educated reforms are needed to make
American deepwater energy production
the safest in the world, but these reforms must be based on the full facts of
what caused and contributed to this
tragedy.
Here in Washington, though, Democrats are exploiting the oil spill as an
excuse to impose a job-killing combination of tax increases, government
spending, and greater bureaucratic regulations. Democrats are pushing ahead
of the facts to enact unrelated policies
that wouldn’t stand on their own merits if they weren’t hitched to this vehicle and to this tragedy. They are not
even waiting for the results of the
many ongoing investigations, including
the President’s own hand-picked commission on this matter. This tragic oil
spill and the President’s arbitrary
deepwater drilling moratorium have already cost thousands of jobs in the gulf
and across the Nation.
Congress should not be passing a law
that will inflict deeper economic and
unemployment pain. The unlimited liability in this bill will devastate small
operators and lead to, it is estimated,
300,000 lost jobs. The budgets of States
and the Federal Government, because
of this action, could face a $147 billion
deficit in their budgets from lost revenue. The new $22 billion energy tax in
this bill will not only cause more lost
jobs; it will raise energy and gas prices
on American families and businesses.
Mr. Chairman, this is what is very interesting:
This tax is imposed on just American
oil and gas from Federal leases. Foreign countries won’t pay this tax. So
the argument can be made that this
tax actually hurts American workers
and gives advantages to foreign competitors.
Now, if what I have detailed is not
bad enough, this bill includes over $30
billion in new mandatory spending—
spending on programs totally unrelated
to the oil spill. To make matters
worse, Democrat leaders have inserted
specific language in the bill allowing
every single dollar to be earmarked.
This makes this bill a giant earmark
ATM that automatically hands out
over $1 billion a year from now until
the year 2040.
b 1330
This bill is supposed to be about the
gulf oil spill, yet it goes far, far beyond
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offshore drilling. It imposes taxes and
restrictions for onshore energy production. But the impact is not just on natural gas and oil onshore. It also affects
renewable energy like wind, solar and
geothermal; and I will say, it affects it
in a negative way.
But it doesn’t stop there. In response
to the Federal Government’s failure to
regulate Deepwater Horizon in Federal
waters, this bill requires a Federal
takeover of permitting in State waters.
In what bizarre world, Mr. Chairman,
does this make sense? It is a gross violation, in my view, of the Tenth
Amendment and is opposed by an association of 38 States who regulate energy production on their land and waters.
Now let’s take two steps back and
consider what the Democrats are doing
with this bill. I believe, and I think all
Americans believe, that BP is responsible for the gulf oil spill, and they
should be held 100 percent accountable
for paying the costs of the cleanup and
repairing the damages. I believe that
Chairman RAHALL agrees with that. I
believe everyone in the House agrees
that it is BP’s responsibility to pay for
this and not the taxpayers.
So, Mr. Chairman, why does this supposed ‘‘oil spill response bill’’ impose a
$22 billion energy tax on Americans
and increase unrelated spending by
over $30 billion? BP is supposed to pay,
not the taxpayers. There shouldn’t be a
new energy tax or billions in new
spending in this bill. The fact is, the
Democrats are using this oil spill tragedy as an excuse for unrelated tax and
spending increases.
While this bill will cost billions in
new taxes and higher spending, Mr.
Chairman, the real toll is the potential
lost jobs because of the actions of this
bill. American jobs will be lost, and
many will be sent overseas because of
this bill. Why is this being done, I wonder, to the people of the gulf coast? The
gulf coast has already taken a terrible
economic hit. By what measures, Mr.
Chairman, do they deserve this Democrat Congress taking action on a bill
that will inflict even greater economic
pain and suffering?
So, Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues to oppose the CLEAR Act and
insist on a bill which we can all agree
on regarding the safety and soundness
of drilling in the gulf.
With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mr. RAHALL. I reserve the balance
of my time.
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 4 minutes.
I rise in strong support of the amendment in the nature of a substitute to
the Consolidated Land, Energy, and
Aquatic Resources Act of 2010, and I
want to congratulate my good friend
and Transportation Committee colleague, Mr. RAHALL, the chairman of
the Natural Resources Committee, for
the splendid work that his committee
has done, for the bill that he, personally, has championed, and the hours of
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work put into this legislation in
crafting a true comprehensive response
to the oil spill in the gulf, the causes of
that failure and the cleanup that is
necessary.
I was going to be rather brief; but
after listening to the gentleman from
Washington, I didn’t recognize the bill
that is before us. I have never considered cleanup responsibilities to be a
tax. I don’t know where that confection has been created, but it is certainly not in my vocabulary.
The blowout from the mobile offshore
drilling unit, the Deepwater Horizon,
killed 11 people on the crew—at least
none of them have been found. They
are all presumed dead. There were 116
people injured in one way or another.
Millions of gallons, millions of barrels
of oil spilling from a source that is unknowable, a resource whose volume is
unknown, and it continued relentlessly
until just a few days ago. Our committee held three hearings to investigate the causes of this disaster, and I
particularly appreciate the splendid
work done by subcommittee Chairman
ELIJAH CUMMINGS, the chair of the
Coast Guard and Maritime Subcommittee.
While the causes of that disaster are
still under investigation, there are
some elements that are clearly known
and that we must and can deal with
and that we do deal with in this legislation that emerge also from our hearings. We received extensive testimony
on how the Deepwater Horizon was
built in South Korea, registered in that
great maritime nation of the Republican of the Marshall Islands, and the
registry is held by a foreign entity
maintained in Reston, Virginia. No accountability, no oversight, no responsibility, and no rigorous laws of the
country of registry to govern the
MODU, the drilling unit. And the vessel itself, because it was registered in
the Marshall Islands, was not subject
to the rigorous safety inspection standards of the U.S. Coast Guard that a
U.S. flagged vessel would be subject to.
We also learned that shortcuts were
taken in the development, approval,
and implementation of the oil spill response plans for the Deepwater Horizon
drilling operation. Those response
plans were totally inadequate to address the worst-case scenario. We also
learned that in May of 2008, the Minerals Management Service of the previous administration exempted BP
from filing an oil spill response plan—
exempted because they’re a big worldwide multibillion-dollar corporation
with experience in deep-water drilling.
In their permit, they filed a 52-page
document that said: In the unlikely
event of a surface or subsurface spill,
we are capable of handling with existing industry technology up to 175,000
barrels a day. They couldn’t handle
what came out of that, and they
couldn’t measure what came out of
that oil reservoir. That gulf has been
seriously injured and damaged for generations because of that failure.
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It also demonstrated the inadequacy
of the limits of liability, including financial responsibility for the responsible parties, inadequate, insufficient
to address a worst-case scenario for a
release of oil in an offshore operation.
The expected cost will be in the tens of
billions. And even though BP agreed to
set aside $20 billion in an agreement
with President Obama as an escrow to
cover potential costs, the $75 million
cap that exists in current law is grossly, grossly inadequate and must be repealed; and it is repealed in our version
of this legislation.
We also investigated the unprecedented use of 1.5 million gallons of
chemical dispersants. Our witnesses
called into question the potential
short-term and long-term impacts that
increased use of these dispersants, such
as COREXIT, would have on the waters, the water column and the aquatic
creatures and the plants in the Gulf of
Mexico. Dr. Sylvia Earle, a world-renowned ocean biologist who spent 50
years of her career studying and evaluating and understanding the Gulf of
Mexico, said, There never was any testing of COREXIT on underwater creatures in the water column, that
COREXIT itself was determined to be
toxic to the human respiratory system.
It had adverse effects on the kidney
and lungs and heart, and yet it was
used extensively, well over a million
gallons of it, as a dispersant in the response to the oil spill. We will have the
burden of decades to understand what
the effect of this chemical is on the
water column and on the creatures
whose livelihood depends on this water.
Our bill has several provisions to address liability, financial responsibility,
improvements in safety, increased
oversight of oil spill responses, improvements in environmental protection. We repeal or adjust existing liability limitations for offshore facilities to ensure that the responsible
party or parties will be responsible for
100 percent of the cleanup costs and
damage to third parties and will extend
the provisions of OPA ’90, the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, which has very rigorous provisions in it, to protect even
the migratory waterfowl which come
from northern regions, from Canada
and from northern Minnesota and
other northern-tier States and winter
in the gulf.
b 1340
Our State bird, the loon, winters in
those marshes that are now oil-infested. And I want to be sure that BP
pays for every oiled loon, which are the
joy of Minnesotans in the summer as
we recreate outside and enjoy our great
outdoors.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, before I yield to the gentleman from California, I would just
like to tell my friend, the chairman of
the Transportation Committee, that
the taxes that I referred to are on page
224 of the bill.
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Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 ⁄ minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCCLINTOCK).
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
Before we add more bureaucracies to
the equation, shouldn’t we be asking
how did the existing ones do? This administration ignored the oil spill contingency plan that NOAA’s former response coordinator says could have
burned off 95 percent of the oil spill
from day one. It took them 8 days just
to do a test burn.
In the 2 weeks after the spill, 13
countries offered the assistance of
their surface oil skimmers. The administration told them, ‘‘Thanks, but no
thanks.’’ As the oil approached shore,
the administration shut down oil skimming barges for lack of life jackets.
Apparently, it never occurred to them
to simply bring out more life jackets.
Skimmers that could have removed 95
percent of the surface oil were blocked
by the EPA for a month because they
didn’t remove 99.9985 percent. For more
than a month, the governors of the
States begged the administration for
permission to take emergency action
to protect their shorelines, to no avail.
And now we want more bureaucrats?
The problem is not a lack of bureaucracy. The problem is a tangled mess of
rigid regulations, political posturing,
contradictory edicts, and administrative incompetence that produced an
emergency response worthy of the Keystone Kops. More of the same is not the
answer.
My advice to this administration and
its congressional majority is this: If
you can’t lead and won’t follow, then
get out of the way.
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I inquire as
to how much time is remaining on each
side of the aisle.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Florida has 10 minutes remaining. The
gentleman from Washington has 12
minutes remaining. The gentleman
from West Virginia has 121⁄2 minutes remaining. The gentleman from Minnesota has 21⁄2 minutes remaining.
Mr. MICA. I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON).
(Mr. BARTON of Texas asked and
was given permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. BARTON of Texas. I rise in opposition to this bill. Obviously, I am not
opposed to improving safety and regulation in the OCS. But I do want OCS
drilling to continue.
I want to thank Chairman WAXMAN
and Subcommittee Chairman MARKEY.
The Energy and Commerce bill that
was reported out, I believe 48–0, did improve safety, but it did allow drilling
to continue domestically. In my opinion, with the taxes in this bill, with the
punitive nature of this bill, if it were
to pass and become law we would not
have OCS drilling, and it would lessen
the ability to develop our domestic resources, would increase costs to the
American consumer, and make us more
dependent, not less dependent, on foreign oil.
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There are some good things in the
bill. Some of the safety provisions from
the Energy and Commerce bill that are
included on CEO certification and
things of this sort are worthwhile. But
overall, it is a bad bill, and I would ask
for a ‘‘no’’ vote.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the distinguished chairman
of the Energy and Commerce Committee, a gentleman with whom we
have worked very closely in the development of this legislation, and who has
conducted a number of investigations
and hearings on his own, Mr. WAXMAN.
Mr. WAXMAN. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
Just over 3 months ago, the Macondo
well exploded in the Gulf of Mexico,
causing the largest environmental disaster in U.S. history. Eleven workers
on the oil rig died.
The Energy and Commerce Committee has held nine hearings into the
chain of events that caused the blowout of BP’s well and its impact on the
gulf coast. These hearings revealed
that BP and its partners made a series
of risky decisions that undermined well
safety. Our committee then passed the
Blowout Prevention Act, H.R. 5626, 48–
0, to strengthen Federal drilling regulations. This bill before us today contains key provisions from our legislation. I want to thank Natural Resources Committee Chairman RAHALL
for working with us to include these
provisions.
BP chose a risky well design on the
Macondo well that provided minimal
barriers to prevent dangerous gases
from flowing to the wellhead. They ignored their contractors’ urgent warnings about how to cement the well safely. This legislation will ban these dangerous practices. It’s too late to stop
the explosion, but this legislation can
hold the appropriate parties accountable and make sure this type of catastrophic blowout never happens again.
Just over three months ago, BP’s Macondo
well exploded in the Gulf of Mexico, causing
the largest environmental disaster in U.S. history. Eleven workers on the oil rig died. The
well poured thousands upon thousands of barrels of oil into the Gulf of Mexico, threatening
an entire way of life along the Gulf Coast.
While BP has capped the well, the well has
still not been permanently sealed.
The Committee on Energy and Commerce
has held nine hearings into the chain of
events that caused the blowout of BP’s
Macondo well and its impacts on the Gulf
Coast. The hearings revealed that BP and its
partners made a series of risky decisions that
undermined well safety. These decisions
saved time and money for BP, but increased
the risks of a catastrophic blowout.
And based on what we found in our investigation, it is time for Congress to act. Investigations are ongoing and will continue to provide more details about the causes of this accident. But we know enough already about the
weaknesses in the regulatory regime to craft
commonsense legislative solutions.
Building on our oversight, the Energy and
Commerce Committee developed the Blowout
Prevention Act of 2010 to establish new fed-
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eral regulatory requirements to prevent future
spills from oil and gas wells. The Committee
reported this bill by a bipartisan vote of 48 to
0. ED MARKEY and I worked with the Ranking
Member of our Committee, JOE BARTON, as
well as FRED UPTON, GENE GREEN, CHARLIE
MELANCON, and other members to craft the
Energy and Commerce bill. I want to thank
them for their constructive suggestions.
Key elements of the Energy and Commerce
Committee bill have been incorporated into the
legislation we are considering today. I want to
thank Natural Resources Committee Chairman
RAHALL for working with us to include these
provisions.
When BP’s CEO Tony Hayward appeared
before our Committee, we asked him to explain BP’s risky decisions. He tried to dodge
responsibility, telling us repeatedly that he was
not involved in the critical decisions. And he
tried to shift blame to others. It was clear that
Mr. Hayward and other top BP officials paid
virtually no attention to the risks the company
was taking. To ensure greater accountability,
this legislation requires oil company CEOs to
certify that their well designs and blowout preventers are safe and that the company can
promptly control and stop a blowout if these
well control measures fail.
BP chose a risky well design on the
Macondo well that provided minimal barriers to
prevent dangerous gases from flowing to the
wellhead. They ignored their contractor’s advice about how to properly cement the well.
They failed to conduct a critical cement test.
And they failed to properly circulate well fluids.
The legislation we are considering today will
set strict new requirements to ensure that
these basic well control practices cannot be
ignored at offshore wells.
BP says it relied on the well’s blowout preventer as the last line of defense. But we
know blowout preventers are not foolproof—
not even close. To increase the reliability of
this essential safety device, this legislation
sets minimum standards for blowout preventers, including the requirement that blowout
preventers have two sets of blind shear rams
and redundant emergency backup control systems that can activate when communications
from the rig are severed.
We were careful to provide regulatory flexibility so that the minimum requirements can
evolve as the technology improves.
To ensure compliance with these new requirements, the legislation requires that blowout preventers, well designs, and cementing
programs and procedures be certified as safe
by independent, third-party inspectors selected
by the federal regulator, not the oil companies.
But the costs of these independent certifications will be paid for by the oil companies.
BP also took advantage of a lack of resources and a failure in the regulatory culture
at the Minerals Management Service. This legislation puts an end to this culture of complacency. It requires the Department of the Interior to set tough standards and creates a committee of independent experts to check their
work and make sure they do their jobs. This
independent committee will review available
technologies, assess industry practices and
regulations, and provide the best, most up-todate technical and regulatory advice so that
we have the best possible set of rules for drilling offshore wells.
It is too late to stop the explosion and blowout on the Deepwater Horizon. But, with this
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legislation, we can hold the appropriate parties
accountable and make sure that this type of
catastrophic blowout never happens again.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the
gentleman
from
Colorado
(Mr.
LAMBORN), a member of the committee.
Mr. LAMBORN. I thank the gentleman from Washington.
There are many things about having
more safety and environmental protection in the gulf that we can all agree
on. Unfortunately, this bill goes way
beyond those agreement type of provisions. There is a $2-a-barrel tax increase in this bill. And there is a proportional tax increase on natural gas
production as well. And as was pointed
out earlier, it’s not just on offshore oil
and gas production, but on onshore
Federal lands. So it goes way beyond
the discussion we are having about the
gulf.
It’s going to add up to $22 billion.
And this is not the time to be raising
taxes on energy. We’re trying to come
out of a recession. Many of us are asking, Where are the jobs? And taxing energy and making the consumer and industry pay more for energy, it’s just
not the right time to do that. And
we’re putting this, if the bill takes effect, on existing oil and gas production.
That’s blatantly unconstitutional. The
nonpartisan Congressional Budget Office says that we as the Federal Government will have to refund about twothirds of that $22 billion, or $14 billion,
the proportion that applies to existing
oil and gas production, back to the producers because it’s unconstitutional.
It’s an impairment of contracts to
come in the middle of a contract and
say, by the way, we are adding a big
tax increase to your energy production.
So why are we taxing industry and
the consumer when we’re trying to
come out of a recession? This bill
doesn’t make sense, and I urge a ‘‘no’’
vote.
Mr. OBERSTAR. I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
very honored to yield 1 minute to the
distinguished Speaker of the House,
Speaker PELOSI.
Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the updated Consolidated
Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources
Act, the CLEAR Act, and thank the
gentleman for yielding time on this
important subject. I am very proud of
it and other legislation to ensure a
continued strong response to the BP oil
spill in the Gulf of Mexico.
In passing these bills today, we will
uphold our commitment to America’s
families and businesses to rebuild the
Gulf Coast and make families whole,
and to ensure that the size of this spill
and the scope of it never happen again.
The CLEAR Act responds to the BP
oil spill not simply with criticism. In
fact, we waited an amount of time so
we could get the facts, make the judgment, and write legislation that is responsible and targeted.
Visionary that he is, Mr. RAHALL 1
year ago began work on this legislation. We have benefited from the work
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that his committee, that of Energy and
Commerce and the leadership of Chairman WAXMAN, and Transportation and
Infrastructure under Mr. OBERSTAR,
have done in preparation for this, as
well as the work of Mr. MILLER on Education and Labor.
b 1350
This legislation is about safety,
about establishing new safety standards—safety for the workers on the
rigs, safety for those in the cleanup
have been a priority for us in all of the
legislation that has come to the floor
in response to the spill.
It’s about integrity. Integrity of the
representations made by BP, whether
it’s about the effectiveness of the drilling, whether it’s about the prevention
of a blowout, or whether it’s about the
integrity of their representations
about the integrity of the cleanup,
what would happen if such a spill were
to occur and do we have the technology
to clean up. It’s also about the integrity of the infrastructure, that the infrastructure would do what it was designed to do: drill, prevent blowouts,
and, of course, respond to it.
So there’s been a lack of integrity on
both parts in terms of representations
that were made and the integrity of infrastructure. This legislation addresses
that.
It’s about accountability. Reforming
the Minerals Management Service is
really a very important part of this
legislation. Some of this was addressed
by President Obama in having an Executive order to this effect or administrative policy to this effect. Now it is in
statute. Very, very important. Because
that accountability about who sets the
standards, who makes sure that those
standards are met is very, very important to us honoring our responsibility
to the American people.
And it’s about the families. And this
always comes down to people who have
suffered so much, by removing the cap
on economic damages paid by oil companies to residents and small businesses affected by the oil spills.
The CLEAR Act is good for families,
our environment, and the health of our
natural resources in many ways. This
week, we were informed that it was
also good for our budget, saving taxpayers more than $5 billion over the
next 5 years, according to the Congressional Budget Office, and up to $50 billion over the next 25 years, according
to the Government Accounting Office.
This measure is just one component
of a broader package of actions we are
taking to hold BP accountable, support
the families and businesses of the gulf
coast, and prevent and prepare for future disasters, hopefully avoiding
them.
Today, we will vote on the Offshore
Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower Protection Act, which was debated earlier,
managed by Mr. MILLER, to protect
workers who put the people’s interests
first, speak up and inform State and
Federal authorities of violations and
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practices that endanger the public and
the workers.
In recent weeks, we have passed the
Oil Pollution Research and Development Program Reauthorization Act to
develop new methods and technologies
to clean up oil spills. That was under
the leadership of Chairman BART GORDON of the Science and Technology
Committee. He also presented the
Safer Oil and Natural Gas Drilling
Technology Research and Development
Program to develop safer drilling technologies and prevent future oil spill
disasters. One of them was the Gordon
Act and one was the Woolsey Act.
The Spill Act. The Spill Act was one
we passed maybe a month ago amending the Death on the High Seas Act to
ensure fair compensation for the families of those killed or injured in the BP
spill.
Many of us were humbled and honored to receive the families of those
who lost their lives at the time of this
explosion, at the time of this disaster.
They came here. They talked about
their family members that they had
lost. They are the backbone of America. They worked hard. They played by
the rules. They came here, really,
using their suffering—and I say that in
the best possible way—to help others.
Their generosity of spirit insists that
we turn this into the law but also to
help those families and other families.
We passed legislation to give subpoena power to the President’s Oil
Spill Commission and permit the Coast
Guard to obtain needed resources from
the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to
help with cleanup costs. Thank you,
Mr. CUMMINGS.
I would like, again, to acknowledge
Chairman NICK RAHALL, JIM OBERSTAR,
HENRY WAXMAN, ED MARKEY, and
GEORGE MILLER for their leadership on
this package of bills that we have before us today, and Mr. GORDON, BART
GORDON, for what he had done before.
In the wake of the BP oil spill, Members from both parties should agree
that the current system is not working
for the American people. As their representatives and their leaders, we must
change course. We must do what we
can to help the gulf recover and rebuild.
I urge all of my colleagues to vote
‘‘aye’’ on this critical oil spill response
legislation.
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chair, I yield 2 minutes to a leader and member of the
Transportation
and
Infrastructure
Committee, which had part of this bill,
one of the leaders of crafting our particular portion, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN).
(Mr. DUNCAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. DUNCAN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.
Mr. Chair, just this morning, in an
article entitled, ‘‘Stop Spending, Start
Cutting,’’ columnist Cheri Jacobus
wrote in The Hill newspaper, ‘‘While
it’s one thing for Americans to be livid
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at their elected officials over of out-ofcontrol spending and unthinkable levels of debt that will be passed down to
children yet to be born, we now have
reason to be not only angry, but very,
very afraid.’’
The Congressional Budget Office just
told us the painful, unvarnished,
frightening truth this week that unless
Federal spending is reined in dramatically and/or revenues increased, we are
headed for certain sudden economic catastrophe that would make this current economic crisis seem like a day at
the beach.
Now we are about to pass a bill that
has $30 billion in just land purchases.
Then there are all the new taxes. This
bill creates a new tax on all existing
and new Federal onshore and offshore
leases. The Congressional Budget Office estimates that this tax on oil and
a new tax on natural gas will total $22
billion in 10 years, and eventually
these taxes will climb to $3 billion per
year. And the CBO also estimates that
the new energy taxes will create another $14 billion in litigation costs
alone. All of these costs, both direct
and indirect, will eventually be passed
on to the American consumers of energy—small businesses, families, and
farmers.
Of course, this new tax applies only
to American energy, giving a distinct
advantage to foreign oil and gas and
jeopardizing American energy jobs. A
professor at LSU said this in testimony
in front of the Natural Resources Committee, These provisions are simply job
killers for a large number of oil and gas
employees along the gulf. He said, Unfortunately, the proposed bill under
consideration today would eliminate
even emerging opportunities and shut
down tens of thousands of jobs for Louisiana oil and gas workers.
Dennis Stover, executive vice president of Uranium One, testified before
the committee that this bill will decrease U.S. exploration and development. And he said, ‘‘By introducing
great uncertainty regarding the lands
ultimately available for uranium exploration and development, a leasing
system will only serve to increase the
United States’ reliance on foreign
sources of uranium.’’
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
chair of the subcommittee, the gentlelady from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON).
b 1400
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Thank you very much, Mr.
Chairman.
I rise to speak strongly in support of
H.R. 3534, the Consolidated Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources Act of
2010. While this legislation cannot stem
the oil that continues to gush into the
Gulf of Mexico, it takes solid strides
forward to preventing such an event
from occurring in the future.
As a Congress, it is our duty to look
forward and ensure we have protections
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in place for future similar spills in
these deepwater areas. We also need to
review the current oil and gas regulations and ensure that we have safety
and environmental protections in place
for all types of onshore and offshore operations and facilities.
This legislation will help to make
sure we are better prepared going forward, and I ask my colleagues to join
me in supporting this legislation.
I am pleased that Title VII of this legislation,
the ‘‘Oil Spill Accountability and Environmental
Protection Act of 2010,’’ was largely taken
from the bill that the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure passed out of committee. This title covers a number of areas of
critical concern: liability provisions; safety
measures; and provisions to protect the environment.
The
legislation
makes
much-needed
changes to the liability caps for both offshore
oil facilities, as well as vessels. With regard to
oil facilities, liability caps for economic damages are removed. This is as it should be.
This provision eliminates future incentives
for oil companies to ignore the true impacts of
their activities and engage in riskier behavior
than they otherwise would. As a Congress, we
should not enable or subsidize risky behavior
on the part of companies simply because they
want to do something.
This legislation also includes a number of
other important safety and environmental provisions.
It requires that, going forward, there is one
individual in true control of the safety of the
vessel—and conflicting lines of authority will
not result in mishaps, as with the Deepwater
Horizon.
This legislation also forces EPA to take a
much more rigorous look at oil spill
dispersants than has been the case in the
past. It is my view that there is a time and a
place for the use of some dispersants.
However, it is altogether disturbing that such
large volumes of dispersants have been used
at the Deepwater site (1,843,786 gallons to
date), while so little is known about their impacts to human health, water quality, and marine life.
As a result, we are requiring that EPA study
the potential impacts of given dispersants to
human health and the environment, get independent verification of effectiveness and toxicity, and then allow for the public disclosure
of the chemical ingredients for any product
that is ‘‘pre-approved’’ for use. Finally, EPA
approval will be required for any use of a dispersant in relation to a future oil spill.
I urge all Members of the House to join with
me in supporting this well-considered legislation.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 1
minute to the gentlelady from Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS), a member of the
committee.
Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chairman, Americans want the spill cleaned up, BP to
pay for it, jobs to be restored, and the
Federal Government to do a better job
of inspecting for worker safety and environmental safety. To my colleagues
in the majority party, we agree. Take
‘‘yes’’ for an answer.
But what does this bill do? It raises
taxes, it removes the BLM land man-
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agers from doing land management and
over the objection of the Director of
the Bureau of Land Management. Only
Congress would view this bill as a response to what Americans want.
No wonder Congress has an approval
rating of 11 percent. This is nuts, Mr.
Chairman. This is nuts.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Washington State (Mr. HASTINGS) has
91⁄2 minutes remaining. The gentleman
from Florida (Mr. MICA) has 7 minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) has 11⁄2 minutes
remaining. The gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) has 101⁄2 minutes
remaining.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 15 seconds.
The other side is cherry-picking the
letter from the Congressional Budget
Office. The gentleman from Tennessee
was giving quotes from it, as far as
what this conservation fee does, et
cetera, and also nothing to do in this
legislation. We jettisoned the part related to uranium leasing.
But the bottom line is that CBO estimates that enacting H.R. 3534 would reduce future deficits by $5.3 billion.
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT).
Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chair, the huge
human and environmental catastrophe
has brought to light glaring deficiencies in the way we oversee, regulate, and hold accountable those who
produce oil and gas on our public lands.
This bill will accomplish several good
things such as imposing safety standards on drilling and strengthening the
Land and Water Conservation Fund
thanks to Chairman RAHALL. It is important that it will also clarify and improve liability laws thanks to Mr.
OBERSTAR.
Under the current law, BP is responsible for the removal costs of the spill.
They are liable only for $75 million,
however, for economic and natural resource damages. For a spill of this
magnitude, a limit as low as $75 million is laughable.
After the spill began, I led 85 of my
colleagues in introducing the Big Oil
Bailout Prevention Act, which would
raise the liability cap now and retroactively. Of course the polluters should
pay. The escrow account created by the
administration and BP will have a
short-term fix, but the CLEAR Act will
ensure that BP is legally liable for all
economic and natural resource damages it has caused. The public will
know the buck stops with the oil companies, that the costs will not spill
over to taxpayers.
I urge my colleagues to support this.
The CHAIR. The Committee will rise
informally.
The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. STUPAK) assumed the chair.
f

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED
Ms. Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the
House, reported and found truly enrolled bills of the House of the fol-
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lowing titles, which were thereupon
signed by the Speaker:
H.R. 5874. An act making supplemental appropriations for the United States Patent
and Trademark Office for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and for other purposes.
H.R. 5900. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Airport and
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend airport improvement
program project grant authority and to improve airline safety, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Committee will resume its sitting.
f

CONSOLIDATED
LAND,
ENERGY,
AND AQUATIC RESOURCES ACT
OF 2010
The Committee resumed its sitting.
Mr. MICA. I am pleased to yield at
this time 2 minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE), another one of our leaders in the T&I
Committee.
Mr. COBLE. I want to thank the gentleman from Florida for yielding.
Mr. Chairman, the Deepwater Horizon oil spill is a horrific tragedy, as we
all know; and I want to make certain
the responsible parties are held accountable. I also want to ensure that
we understand what went wrong to prevent future tragedies. Although I support domestic energy exploration, we
need legislation that is focused and implements lessons learned, and the
CLEAR Act, in my opinion, does not
meet these principles.
Specifically, it adds yet another task
to the Coast Guard mission without
providing the tools necessary to get
the job done. I firmly believe the Coast
Guard can do its part, but it is our responsibility to make sure that they
have the personnel, command structure, and resources to meet its multifaceted mission.
The bill also diminishes intellectual
property rights. Its mandatory publication
requirements
for
chemical
dispersants will eviscerate a number of
trade secrets and undermine competitiveness in the chemical industry, it
seems to me. It makes no sense to discard trade secrets in the name of protecting the public when the EPA already has such authority and jurisdiction to test, inspect, and approve these
products.
Finally, this legislation will create
new impediments for tapping into our
domestic energy supply, make us more
reliant upon foreign sources of energy,
and compromise jobs.
Mr. Chairman, I reiterate, we must
address this catastrophe. The CLEAR
Act, however, is the wrong approach
for the gulf coast, our economy, and
my constituents’ wallets.
I thank the gentleman from Florida
again for yielding.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I’m pleased to yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING), a member of the
Natural Resources Committee.
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Mr. FLEMING. I thank the gentleman.
Mr. Chairman, on the CLEAR Act, in
my opinion, this is a textbook case on
how to kill jobs and raise energy
prices.
Reforms are needed to ensure American offshore drilling will be the safest
in the world, but this bill is extremely
premature. The investigations are still
ongoing, and we do not have the answers to the question, what went
wrong?
I am greatly concerned, too, that this
will further harm Louisiana. The State
of Louisiana has estimated that a moratorium like the one currently imposed
could result in a loss of more than
20,000 Louisiana jobs. Rigs are already
leaving the gulf for countries like
Egypt and the Congo. Yet today’s bill
imposes a permanent de facto moratorium by including provisions to delay
or block offshore drilling and imposing
taxes that will raise energy costs. Killing jobs and raising energy prices are
the wrong direction.
I urge my colleagues to vote against
the CLEAR Act.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, it is my
honor to yield 1 minute to the gentlelady from California (Mrs. CAPPS), who
has been so instrumental in development of this legislation and a valued
member of our Natural Resources Committee.
Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of the CLEAR Act, and
I say this as the Representative of the
Santa Barbara channel which Chairman RAHALL referred to as the scene of
the big blowout of platform A in 1969.
BP’s oil spill is an unprecedented
human, economic, and environmental
disaster. BP must do everything possible to clean up its damage and make
the people of the gulf whole. But this
catastrophe is also a sobering reminder
of the serious risks from drilling. We
can’t stop drilling overnight, but we
can do everything in our power to ensure that such a disaster never happens
again.
That’s why we must pass the CLEAR
Act. It breaks up the scandal-ridden
MMS, increases penalties for polluters,
places new safety and environmental
standards on oil companies, pays down
the deficit by closing loopholes that
allow oil companies to drill on the
public’s land without paying royalties,
creates a new trust fund to protect and
improve our oceans, provides the Presidential commission looking into the
accident with subpoena power.
Once again, this Congress is acting to
protect America’s families and businesses, rebuild the gulf coast, hold BP
accountable. Let’s vote to ensure that
a spill of this kind never happens
again. Vote ‘‘yes’’ on the CLEAR Act.
BP’s oil spill is an unprecedented environmental disaster that has tragically resulted in
the loss of human life and great economic
harm.
BP must do everything possible to clean up
the damage and make the people of the Gulf
whole.

VerDate Mar 15 2010

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

H6499

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 089060

But the catastrophe is also a sobering reminder of the serious risks from oil drilling.
We need a safer, cleaner, more economical
approach to energy development, one that
shifts us away from oil and toward renewable
sources that can’t destroy our coasts.
While we can’t stop drilling overnight, we
can do everything in our power to ensure that
such a disaster never happens again.
This Democratic-led Congress has vigorously investigated BP’s spill and offshore drilling.
We’ve exposed our broken regulatory system.
Always a dysfunctional agency, MMS management reached new lows during the Bush
Administration.
An Inspector General report, for example,
raised serious concerns about the, ‘‘ease with
which safety inspectors move between industry and government.’’
Oil companies were allowed to cut corners
on safety and environmental protection.
And virtually no effort was put into preventing accidents and improving spill response
technologies.
Basically, offshore drilling decisions were
being made by the oil companies for their benefit instead of the public’s.
Sadly, the people in the Gulf are now paying the price.
That’s why it’s time to pass the CLEAR Act.
The CLEAR Act breaks up the scandal-ridden MMS, increases penalties for polluters,
and places new standards on oil companies to
prevent another blowout.
It also pays down the deficit by closing loopholes that allow oil companies to drill on the
public’s land without paying royalties.
It creates a new trust fund to protect and
improve our ocean and coastal areas.
And it gives the Presidental Commission investigating the BP spill subpoena power to
make sure it can get to the bottom of what actually happened.
Mr. Chairman, there are lots of reasons for
us to pass this bill.
But my greatest hope is that some good can
come out of this tragedy.
Finally freeing ourselves from our costly oil
addiction is the only fitting tribute to the terrible tragedy being borne by the people of the
Gulf.
Vote ‘‘yes’’ on the CLEAR Act.
b 1410
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. OLSON), another one of our distinguished members
from T&I.
Mr. OLSON. I thank my colleague
from Florida for giving me a couple of
minutes to talk about the problems
with this energy bill.
Mr. Chairman, there are parts of this
bill that are well-intentioned, but they
miss the mark—particularly the language in this bill regarding the moratorium on offshore drilling. Thirtythree rigs were affected by this moratorium when it was imposed shortly
after the explosion on the Deepwater
Horizon rig. Since that time, these rigs
have been incurring somewhere upwards of $500,000 a day in expenses just
while they’re not doing any production. There are very few companies,
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very few entities in our economy, that
can incur over $90 million in expenses
if this moratorium runs out for the 6month period that it’s supposed to run.
And there’s no guarantee that it’s
going to end within 6 months.
Predictably—and I’ve been banging
this drum for almost 2 months now—
these rigs are going to move overseas
and it’s starting to happen. The first
rig went to Egypt. It was a rig from Diamond Offshore.
Let me read a quote from their CEO,
Larry Dickerson, as he talked about
why they were moving this rig overseas. Mr. Dickerson said, ‘‘As a result
of the uncertainties surrounding the
offshore drilling moratorium, we are
actively seeking opportunities to keep
our rigs fully employed internationally. We greatly regret the loss of U.S.
jobs that will result from this rig relocation.’’
Again let me read that last sentence:
‘‘We greatly regret the loss of U.S.
jobs that will result from this rig relocation.’’
Mr. Chairman, this is not what the
American economy needs right now.
We need to ensure we’re independent
from foreign oil. We can’t be exporting
jobs overseas. This is a job-killing bill
that’s coming before this House and I
oppose it.
Another problem I have with the bill
that has been introduced here is the
change in liability limits. By changing
the liability limits, this bill will effectively squeeze out all the small and
medium operators in the gulf, resulting
in the loss of thousands of jobs.
If you like Big Oil, this bill is your
bill. I am strongly opposed to that. We
need to create American jobs. Not ending this moratorium and this changing
liability limits is not in America’s best
interests.
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I
yield the balance of my time to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. NADLER).
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 11⁄2 minutes.
Mr. NADLER of New York. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of the
CLEAR Act of 2010 to respond to the
BP oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico.
Mr. Chairman, one of the many important provisions of this bill requires
the EPA to do a new rulemaking procedure to establish baseline levels of toxicity and effectiveness that takes into
account a study of the acute and
chronic risks posed by the use of toxic
dispersants. Quite simply, the EPA
must determine whether or not it’s
safe to use these dispersants. Not just
which dispersant is the safest, but
whether or not they’re safe at all.
I offered an amendment in the Transportation Committee to ban the use of
these toxic dispersants until the rulemaking and study in the bill determine
they are safe. I am very pleased that
my amendment is included in the final
bill before us today and I thank Chairman OBERSTAR for his support.
The fact is that nobody today can
guarantee that dispersants are safe.

E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H30JY0.REC

H30JY0

mmaher on DSK69SOYB1PROD with CONG-REC-ONLINE

H6500

The only thing dispersants seem to do
is push the oil below the surface, making it harder to see the damage and determine liability and making it harder
to boom and skim the oil off the surface. The only benefit seems to be for
PR purposes.
Dispersants simply shift the oil to
another part of the ecosystem while increasing the toxins in the gulf harming
marine life and contaminating the
water column. In fact, researchers have
recently found evidence of dispersants
in blue crab larvae from Louisiana to
Florida, indicating the dispersants
have already made their way into the
food chain.
Let us never again perform a large
uncontrolled experiment with a huge
population of people and an entire
ocean as the experimental test vehicle.
Let us be sure that the dispersants are
safe before we subject the marine life
and the human population to them.
Mr. Chair, I rise in support of the Consolidated Land, Energy and Aquatic Resources
(CLEAR) Act of 2010 to respond to the BP oil
spill in the Gulf of Mexico.
There are many important provisions in this
bill, such as the increased safety regulations
for offshore oil rigs, the elimination of the liability cap and the inclusion of damages for
human health in the Oil Pollution Act. In the
interest of time, I want to focus my comments
on the provisions dealing with the controversial use of toxic dispersants.
This bill requires the EPA to do a new rulemaking procedure to establish baseline levels
of toxicity and effectiveness that takes into account a study of the acute and chronic risks
posed by the use of dispersants. Quite simply,
the EPA should determine whether or not it’s
safe to use these dispersants. And not just
which one is the safest, but whether or not
they’re safe at all. This is what should have
been done in the first place, and it is important
that we make sure it is done moving forward.
I offered an amendment to the bill in the
Transportation Committee to impose a moratorium on the use of these toxic dispersants until
the rulemaking and study in the bill are complete. I am very pleased that my amendment
is included in the final bill before us today, and
I thank Chairman OBERSTAR for his support
and willingness to advance this critical public
health and environmental protection.
The fact is there is no scientific evidence
that dispersants can be effective in an oil spill
of this magnitude, and nobody can guarantee
they are safe. I have heard experts and agency officials argue the contrary. Well, if these
dispersants really are safe, then there should
be no problem proving so under the terms of
the bill. In the meantime, we should not presume these toxic dispersants are safe, and we
should not use the Gulf or anywhere else that
suffers an oil spill as an experimental laboratory.
The only thing dispersants seem to do is
push the oil below the surface making it harder to see the damage and determine liability,
and making it harder to boom and skim the oil
off the surface. The only benefit seems to be
for PR purposes.
Dispersants simply shift the oil to another
part of the ecosystem, while increasing the
toxins in the Gulf, harming marine life, and
contaminating the water column. In fact, re-
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searchers from Tulane and the University of
Southern Mississippi have found evidence of
dispersants in blue crab larvae from Louisiana
to Florida indicating that it has already made
its way into the food chain.
So far, over 1.8 million gallons of dispersant
have been used in the Gulf, and people are
getting sick—from the dispersants, from the
oil, or from some mixture of the two. There is
already a name for the illness that plagues
many of these people—toxicant-induced loss
of tolerance, or TILT—in which you can no
longer tolerate exposures to household chemical products, medication or even food. There
are numerous reports of people being hospitalized, and several health experts are concerned that this is just the beginning. A group
of fishermen has filed a class action lawsuit
against BP and the dispersant manufacturer,
and another personal injury lawsuit was just
filed by Gulf Coast residents who have suffered adverse health effects from exposure to
these toxins.
As many of you know, I have been greatly
concerned that we are repeating the same
mistakes of 9/11 where thousands of responders and area residents are now sick after the
failure of the Federal Government to provide
adequate oversight or enforcement to prevent
exposure to toxic chemicals. Luckily, in the
case of the Gulf Oil Spill, BP is the clearly responsible party. However, it is up to us to ensure that BP and the dispersant makers are
not allowed to evade liability or shift the cost
to the taxpayers for any potential health effects. But more importantly, we must do everything we can to prevent people from getting
sick in the first place.
This bill makes significant progress to protect the safety and wellbeing of public health
and the environment. I thank Chairman OBERSTAR and Chairman RAHALL for their hard work
and commitment to these issues. I urge all my
colleagues to support the bill.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana
(Mr. CASSIDY), a member of the Natural
Resources Committee.
Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Chairman, supposedly today we unite to bring relief
to gulf coast families. But I tell you, if
you vote for this bill, there is no unity
with gulf coast families. This bill actually prolongs the misery of the gulf
coast. It kills jobs.
How does it do so? It raises taxes on
domestic oil and gas but not on foreign. We’re going to prejudice towards
a foreign product. It’s a reverse tariff.
Call it a jobs program for OPEC.
Now the $22 billion that we raise, by
the way, isn’t to benefit the gulf. It’s
to buy parkland across the United
States. So when everybody says we’re
going to raise $22 billion for the gulf,
they’re raising $22 billion for parklands
across the United States.
And now we’re going to raise the liability caps because we’re going to
stick it to Big Oil. We’re not sticking
it to Big Oil. What we’re doing is we’re
sticking it to small and medium size
independent producers who control 90
percent of the leases and, by the way,
create 300,000 jobs. This bill kills jobs.
And what is most egregious is the
‘‘Buy American’’ provision. We’re not
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only helping the gulf; we’re patriotic.
Oh, my gosh. But let’s look at it.
We haven’t built a deepwater rig
from beginning to end in over 10 years
in the United States. By June of 2011,
we’ve got to create the infrastructure
and put out the rigs in order to drill.
Now what we do do here is the high
value-added, high-tech buildup on top
of the hull type job. Those are gone because we don’t have the capability to
build the hull.
This bill is supposed to help the Louisiana gulf coast. The Louisiana gulf
coast says, ‘‘Keep your help. We would
rather have our jobs.’’
Mr. RAHALL. May I have the time
on all sides, please, Mr. Chairman, and
who has the right to close.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
West Virginia has 81⁄4 minutes remaining and the right to close. The gentleman from Florida has 31⁄2 minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Washington has 7 minutes remaining.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND), a valued member of
our Committee on Natural Resources
and very helpful in our efforts to preserve the Land and Water Conservation
Fund.
(Mr. KIND asked and was given permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, our vote
today is a very simple choice. It’s a
choice of whether we’re going to stand
with the workers of the oil and gas industry, with the families of the gulf region, with the taxpayers of this country, or whether we choose to stand
with the powerful special interests
known as Big Oil. I choose to stand
with the American people. And here is
why.
This legislation is going to increase
safety standards to protect workers.
It’s going to increase the liability limits so that those responsible pay. It’s
going to reform the ethics standards to
end the revolving door between industry and oversight functions. And it’s
also going to live up to the promise of
funding the Land and Water Conservation Fund so that those companies extracting resources on our public lands
help conserve and protect our natural
resources.
In a little bit, I and others will offer
an amendment under the Land and
Water Conservation Fund so that a
dedicated portion of that increases access for hunters, fishermen and outdoor
recreationists to the 35 million acres
that are currently cut off and isolated
from our use.
This is a good bill. It’s necessary in
the shadow of the worst oil disaster in
our Nation’s history. I encourage my
colleagues to support it and the amendment that I will be offering.
b 1420
Mr. MICA. I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 1
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minute to the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE), a member of the
Energy and Commerce Committee.
Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Washington
for yielding.
I rise in opposition to the CLEAR
Act, and the only thing clear about
this legislation is that it’s going to
raise $22 billion in new taxes on American families and run more jobs overseas.
If you look at the bill, first of all,
when you talk about their $22 billion
tax, which, by the way, is yet one more
violation of President Obama’s pledge
that he won’t tax American families
that make below $250,000, because they
are going to pay the bulk of their new
tax. It also discriminates by only applying it to American energy producers.
As people’s heating bills are going to
be going up in the winter, and their gas
bills are going to be going up all
throughout the year, they are going to
be wondering, what is this liberal leadership running Congress doing? They
are raising taxes on American families
and running off more jobs when the
provisions in this bill actually make it
harder for our domestic energy producers to continue operating because
the bill preserves Big Oil’s ability to
bid on future leases. But it eliminates
70 percent of their competition, the
small domestic guys who are out there
doing the same kind of drilling in a
safe and environmentally friendly way.
It’s bad for jobs. It raises $22 billion in
new taxes. This isn’t the answer to help
the gulf. It only helps OPEC.
Mr. RAHALL. I reserve the balance
of my time.
Mr. MICA. I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from
Louisiana
(Mr.
BOUSTANY).
Mr. BOUSTANY. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
Mr. Chairman, we in Louisiana have
seen this tragedy firsthand, and we
know about it more than anybody else
in this Chamber.
I will say this, there is an even bigger
tragedy, it’s the moratorium that’s in
place today which is leading to a hemorrhage of jobs. Just a couple of days
ago, 300 jobs in my hometown gone, 300,
and each day it’s ratcheting up to a
thousand jobs a day.
This is a tragedy. It’s a man-made
tragedy. It’s awful policy. I will tell
you, this bill, on top of that tragedy, is
going to add to more woe on the gulf
coast, running up the cost of American
energy production, killing more jobs.
Let me just say this: the President
said he wanted to double exports in 5
years. Well, his policies and the policies of our friends across the aisle are
going to basically export American
jobs.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
very honored to yield 30 seconds to the
chairman of the Education and Labor
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Committee in honor of the Whistleblower Act, a member of our Natural
Resources Committee, the gentleman
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER).
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I thank the chairman for this legislation, and I am very happy that this legislation includes a responsible bidder
so that the American people will know
that those companies that bid on the
Outer Continental Shelf, those lands
that belong to all Americans, that the
companies will be responsible, that we
will check their safety records.
We will not once again have a company like BP, which is out there with
hundreds and hundreds of violations,
while so many of the other companies
that operate on the Outer Continental
Shelf have minimal violations, one and
two, and this company is completely
out of control. We’ve got to make sure
that the American taxpayer, that the
American environment and the American Outer Continental Shelf are protected by responsible bidders.
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. CAO).
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the
gentleman.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Louisiana is recognized for 2 minutes.
Mr. CAO. Mr. Chairman, for the past
3 months I have lived with my people
down there in the gulf coast. I have
cried with them, I have sat with them
as they filed their claims. I went out in
boats with them as they were cleaning
up the oil, so I fully understand what
my people need.
I appreciate the congressional leadership trying to address a bill that will
help my people, but H.R. 3534 does not
do it. This bill doesn’t create jobs, it
destroys them. This bill doesn’t clean
up our shorelines, it creates task forces
and layers of bureaucracy that will
talk about them.
This bill does not preserve our livelihood, it will devastate our way of life.
This bill maintains a moratorium that
is killing thousands of jobs in Louisiana.
Where is the short-term and longterm funding to protect our coastline
and to restore the oyster beds in fishing areas? Where are the comprehensive short-term and long-term job transition plans for displaced workers?
Where is the long-term plan to address
the mental and public health crisis, including the compound effect of multiple crises?
Where are the jobs?
My colleagues and I tried to amend
this bill to address these issues and
make sure that these three critical
areas, environmental, economic and
health, were addressed in this bill. This
bill does not protect the people of the
gulf coast. It is fundamentally disingenuous to tout any bill not addressing these three areas as a comprehensive oil spill response bill.
My gulf coast colleagues and I will
continue to fight for the needs of my
people directly in harm’s way.
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Mr. RAHALL. I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Maryland, a valued
member of our Natural Resources Committee, Mr. SARBANES.
Mr. SARBANES. Mr. Chairman, I
want to thank Chairman RAHALL for
his leadership on this critical legislation. I was pleased to work with the
chairman to ensure that CEOs of oil
companies are held accountable for the
safety of their company’s drilling operations.
We developed language included in
the legislation that requires oil company CEOs to certify their drilling and
spill response plan capabilities before
receiving a permit to proceed. That
language has been further strengthened
by adding a provision to impose civil
penalties on any CEO that files a false
certification.
Penalties of consequence will force
CEOs to take this process seriously and
make it significantly less likely that
companies submit inferior or faulty
plans. The best CEOs will take this requirement in stride, recognizing it is a
fair expectation of them. This provision will ensure accountability and
make it less likely that a spill of this
consequence will happen in the first
place.
I rise today in strong support of the Consolidated Land, Energy and Aquatic Resources
Act (H.R. 3534). The legislation includes significant and wide-ranging reforms to ensure
that oil and gas development on federal lands
and waters is only done when it can be transparent and safe.
The BP Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill has reinforced my very serious concerns about the
effect of offshore drilling on coastal communities and maritime ecosystems. The tragedy
in the Gulf of Mexico, which claimed the life of
11 people and released millions of gallons of
crude oil into a fragile marine ecosystem, is a
sad reminder of the inherent safety, environmental, and economic risks associated with
offshore drilling. Oil drilling operations, no matter how expensive or technologically advanced, can never completely eliminate the
risk of a major disaster. Like other accidents
in the past, the long-term impact of this spill
on the Gulf coast’s fragile wetlands and local
fishing communities will be devastating and
long lasting.
BP actually had a response plan to deal
with the Gulf of Mexico oil spill. Unfortunately,
it was a farce. The plan listed a wildlife expert
that had been deceased since 2005 and said
that sensitive biological resources in the Gulf
included walruses, sea otters, sea lions and
seals, none of which actually live there. BP
also stated that it could handle a worst case
oil discharge scenario 10 times the size of the
Deepwater Horizon disaster. They clearly did
not take this important responsibility seriously.
Even when these glaring inaccuracies were
made public, no single official at BP was responsible for the plan.
As this legislation was considered in the
Committee on Natural Resources, I worked
with Chairman RAHALL to include language
making the CEO at each oil company directly
responsible for certifying the safety and adequacy of their drilling and spill response plans.
I also offered an amendment today, included
in the manager’s amendment, which would
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subject the CEO to civil penalties if he or she
files a false certification or their company fails
to develop or maintain the capabilities included in their response plans. This requirement and the potential penalties should result
in self-correcting behavior, forcing CEOs to
take this process seriously and making it significantly less likely that companies submit inferior or faulty plans.
It is imperative that there be clear consequences for substandard response plans or
we could have a repeat of the disaster that
unfolded in the Gulf of Mexico this summer.
Adding this amendment ensures there is accountability when a CEO certifies a faulty plan
and makes it much more likely that companies
will appropriately scrutinize those plans. I believe that responsible CEOs will recognize this
new requirement for what it is—a very basic
standard that should be a best practice for responsible companies anyway. But for those
who try to cut corners, this framework will certainly give them pause because there are real
consequences for irresponsible behavior.
I also strongly support the funding included
in this bill for conservation of natural, historic
and cultural sites around the Nation. The legislation allocates a small portion of offshore
drilling fees to the Land and Water Conservation Fund for the preservation of vital land and
water resources throughout the Nation. First
envisioned by President Eisenhower, we have
neglected this fund for far too long. Today this
legislation delivers on past promises and supports the conservation of environmentally sensitive lands and critical habitat, especially
shoreline areas such as those on the Chesapeake Bay. It also allows for conservation of
rivers, lakes, recreational areas, and trails, as
well as state and local parks for biking, hunting, fishing, and wildlife watching. Finally, the
legislation provides resources for the Historic
Preservation Fund to maintain our national
historic sites that add so much to the character and culture of our Nation.
I strongly support this much needed legislation and I would encourage my fellow Members to support this bill.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BRADY).
Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Chairman,
this bill is a thinly disguised roadblock, a permanent roadblock to American energy.
It will drive American companies out
of the gulf, delay future drilling, increase dependence on foreign oil, kill
300,000 good-paying U.S. energy jobs
and levy a new $22 billion tax on American energy, but not on foreign oil. It
includes a protectionist measure that
the White House itself is troubled
about that invites retaliation, will kill
U.S. jobs and prevent repairs from occurring in U.S. shipyards.
This is a choice between American
energy workers and foreign oil. No
Texas lawmaker, no gulf State lawmaker can support this bill and say
they truly care about energy workers’
jobs in America.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK).
Mr. STUPAK. I rise to thank Chairwoman SLAUGHTER and Chairman RA-
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for accepting my amendment reaffirming the permanent ban on oil and
gas drilling the in and under the Great
Lakes.
I also want to thank Chairman MILLER for joining with me in adding protections from bad actors that pollute
the environment, endanger worker
safety and threaten the health and welfare of the public.
This legislation prevents these bad
corporate actors from being awarded
Federal leases and drilling permits.
Whether it’s BP in the Gulf of Mexico
or Enbridge pipeline in Michigan, we
need to give Federal regulators the
flexibility to prevent oil companies
with poor safety and environmental
records from accessing our natural resources in reckless disregard for safety
and our environment.
HALL

b 1430
As chair of the Energy and Commerce Oversight Investigation Subcommittee, I have held four hearings
on the Deepwater Horizon spill and uncovered serious problems of how BP cut
corners to save money that led to the
gulf oil spill. This legislation begins to
correct these problems, and I urge my
colleagues to vote for this legislation.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
West Virginia has 43⁄4 minutes remaining. The gentleman from Florida has 3
minutes remaining. The gentleman
from Washington State has 21⁄2 minutes
remaining.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GENE GREEN).
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. I want
to thank my colleague from Washington State for allowing me 1 minute.
Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposition to H.R. 3534, the CLEAR Act, because it will kill jobs, increase our reliance on foreign oil, and has become a
vehicle for controversial and extraneous provisions that do not address
the issues at hand—the safety of our
offshore oil production.
I am proud to represent a district
that does everything energy, from constituents who work offshore, to service
companies, to refineries, to chemical
plants downstream. I strongly support
making production safer and cleaner,
whether it’s offshore, on land, or in our
industrial facilities.
No one questions unlimited liability
on the responsible party for all environmental cleanup costs, but this bill
goes so far that it would make it unlimited also for whatever economic
damage. What is going to happen is it
will put at serious risk competitive investment in the Gulf of Mexico and potentially precipitate a future energy
affordability crisis. Effective legislation can be achieved that will ensure
the continued development of the gulf
resources in a responsible and safe
manner while preserving the ability of
our independent oil and gas exploration
and production companies to operate
offshore.
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This legislation will instead make it impossible for these producers, most of which are
small businesses, to get insurance to drill and
drive hundreds of production and servicing
companies out of business.
This is the last thing the Gulf Coast and our
recovering economy needs.
If you want to eliminate jobs and hundreds
of small businesses, vote for this bill.
Secondly, this bill contains several extraneous provisions that have nothing to do with
ensuring the safety of our offshore production.
In football, we call this piling on.
Section 728 of the bill subjects oil and gas
construction activities to storm water discharge
permits—a regulatory requirement inappropriate for oil and gas operations, which could
place entire projects and significant capital at
risk and has nothing to do with safety.
This provision mischaracterizes the issue,
placing preparatory steps for oil and gas production in the same category as building construction. These are two very different things.
The Department of Energy estimates that
such regulation could result in the loss of future production up to ten percent of both current U.S. oil production and current U.S. natural gas production. Again, if you want to kill
U.S. jobs, vote for this bill.
Section 802 of the bill imposes a conservation fee of $2 per barrel of oil, or 20 cents per
million BTU of natural gas, for production from
all new and existing federal onshore and offshore leases, a cost that will eventually be
passed on to consumers.
While I am a member of the Sportsman’s
Caucus and a strong support of the Land and
Water Conservation Fund, this fee targets onshore production, which has no place in a bill
responding to the BP oil spill.
Section 241 compels companies to renegotiate their 1996–2000 deepwater royalty relief
leases or else be ineligible to bid on new
leases.
This has nothing to do with responding to
the BP oil spill.
For these reasons and others, I strongly encourage my colleagues to vote against this
bill.
This bill will kill jobs, hurt our domestic production, and has become a vehicle for controversial and extraneous provisions that do
not address the issue at hand.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to another
gentleman from Texas affected by this,
the distinguished gentleman, Mr.
GOHMERT.
Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Chairman, at a
time when we’re billions of dollars behind on what we need to spend to keep
up our parks and the Federal land
that’s owned right now, this bill irresponsibly adds $900 million per year for
30 years. It’s not enough that we’re
going to put children in debt for generations; now we’re going to keep
spending money they don’t want spent.
They want us to stop the bleeding so
the body can get healthy again.
One thing about this CLEAR Act is
clear: It’s going to cause more people
to lose jobs, it’s going to hurt more
State and local governments by buying
more land the Federal Government
can’t take care of, but takes that land
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off the rolls. Please, for goodness sake,
let’s stop the bleeding—and in this case
the gushing forth of this Nation’s blood
and its tax dollars—and vote this down.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE), another member
of our Natural Resources Committee.
(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Chairman, Republicans and Democrats mourned the
losses in the gulf, and it is very disappointing that my Republican friends
will not stand to try to prevent this
tragedy.
The fact is, oil is killing the oceans
in many ways—in one way, in a small
way, by this giant oil slick, but in a
large way because of carbon pollution.
I just think we can’t have this debate
without recognizing this. In fact, every
oil well that we drill puts carbon pollution in the atmosphere when we burn
that oil. That carbon pollution then
goes into the oceans, into solution, and
that carbon pollution makes carbonic
acid. The oceans today are 30 percent
more acidic because of the oil we burn.
Let me show you what this has done
to the bottom of the food chain. This is
a picture of plankton, what happens
when you expose it to ocean water that
is as acidic as it will be at the end of
the century; plankton dissolve in the
water.
This bill is not too much; if anything, it is too little. Our Nation needs
an energy policy so we stop carbon pollution. That is America’s destiny.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
West Virginia has 33⁄4 minutes remaining. The gentleman from Florida has 2
minutes remaining. The gentleman
from Washington State has 21⁄2 minutes
remaining.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my
time.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
glad to yield 30 seconds to the distinguished chairman of the Defense Appropriations Subcommittee, Mr. DICKS.
(Mr. DICKS asked and was given permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
very strong support of this legislation.
My colleague, Congressman INSLEE
from Washington State, talked about
ocean acidification. This is one of the
most serious issues that the planet
faces. This legislation also will free up
money, make it mandatory, and land
and water conservation does preserve
the right of the appropriations committee to appropriate that money, but
we’ll get those dollars that we haven’t
been getting before. We also have a
provision in here for the oceans.
So this is a great bill. I urge all my
colleagues to vote for it today.
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman’s courtesy.
Mr. Chairman, this is about keeping
faith with the American public. It’s not
the end, but it’s an important beginning.
Large oil companies pay some of the
lowest fees to American taxpayers
compared to what oil companies pay
anywhere in the world while enjoying
unnecessarily expensive, outmoded tax
breaks. And some, by bookkeeping errors, pay no royalties at all while they
extract oil. Under this legislation, they
will have to choose between continuing
this rip-off or getting future leases.
It will make the Land and Water
Conservation Fund properly funded,
making an impact on communities all
across the country, and it leverages
new resources. It does all this, as the
chairman says, with a net benefit of
deficit reduction of $5.3 billion over the
next 5 years.
Protect the taxpayer, protect the environment, and improve our communities by approving this legislation.
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself the balance of my time to close for
the T&I Committee.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 2 minutes.
Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I was hoping we could have come here in a bipartisan effort to pass legislation that
would have made certain that the tragic spill, the loss of life, be prevented,
that we never see that happen off
America’s shores again. We do need domestic oil production. We don’t want
to be beholden to foreign fossil fuels.
b 1440
Unfortunately, this bill misses the
mark. Unfortunately, this bill is the
typical Democrat solution. It imposes
huge taxes—$22 billion in taxes. It
overregulates.
Yes, we want proper regulation. We
saw where the mark was missed. We
saw where the law did not keep up with
technology. Though let me say we
missed the mark, too, in holding people
responsible. We must hold people responsible, and that is whether it is BP
or anyone who had anything to do with
this or whether it is the administration
officials who stamped the permit allowing the drilling to proceed in deep
water, as they did, without the proper
protections of the environment.
Only 27 deepwater wells off the
coast—only 27—have exploration, have
production. This administration missed
the mark. We want these people held
responsible, and we also want it in law.
You know, the guy who issued that permit, that one-page permit with a
flawed backup cleanup for oil spills, is
still on the job. He is in charge of the
moratorium, which is another overreach that put people out of work, instead of being in charge of going down
and making certain that the production and that those exploration wells
were doing well.
They missed the mark. That is a
shame for the American people, and it
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is a shame for the future of containing
the tragedy we have seen here.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself the balance of my time.
Mr. Chairman, this debate has been
very interesting because most of the
talk on the other side of the aisle has
been on the oil spill. Most of the talk
on this side of the aisle has been on the
increased taxes and on the increased
spending.
There is broad agreement that we
have to respond in a responsible way to
what happened, to the tragedy in the
gulf. Nobody argues with that. There is
broad support on this side. What we object to—and we have said this over and
over and over again—is the extraneous
material that is added to this bill.
I didn’t hear anybody, for example,
on the other side defend the huge tax
increases that are embodied in this
bill. I didn’t hear anybody on the other
side of the aisle defend the $30 billion
entitlement that is embodied in this
bill. That is what our concern is because that is in this bill. As a matter of
fact, in my opening remarks, I made
reference to the tax increases, and my
good friend, the chairman of the Transportation Committee, wondered about
the tax increases. I pointed them out
to him. They’re on page 224. To his
credit, he came up here and said,
You’re right. I appreciate that very
much because that really is what the
issue is.
If you want to get bipartisan approval dealing with the gulf coast oil
crisis, we can do that in a bipartisan
way, but don’t add extraneous material. That is our objection to this bill,
because extraneous material is increased taxes, more spending, resulting
in a loss of jobs.
I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on
this bill, and I yield back the balance
of my time.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
West Virginia has the right to close
and has 21⁄4 minutes remaining.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, the Republicans are at it again—apologizing
for Big Oil against the interests of the
American people.
The fact of the matter is that House
Republicans were for a conservation fee
before they were against it, and now
they’re coming to the floor today and
accusing the majority of all of these
huge tax increases, but they are opposed to the CLEAR Act. House Republicans voted for a $9 conservation fee in
energy legislation sponsored by the
former Republican Congressman, now
Governor of Louisiana, Bobby Jindal.
That vote was on June 29, 2006. I have
it here: 192 Republicans voted ‘‘yes’’ for
a $9 conservation fee, and 155 Democrats voted against it.
What is the difference between then
and now? I’ll tell you the difference.
The Democrats’ fee is smaller and Big
Oil is richer. That is the difference.
The House has passed similar conservation fees with Republican support four
different times since 2007, and I could
list them.
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The fact of the matter is the conservation fee will have no impact on
the prices at the pump. As we all know,
the prices at the pump are determined
by the world market. The $2 per barrel
fee will be paid for by Big Oil, not by
the American consumer. So I respond
by saying the Republicans’ raising this
conservation fee as a tax increase is
simply not true.
The Republicans will also say that
we are proposing $30 billion in mandatory spending that is unrelated to the
oil spill. We just heard my dear friend
and ranking member say that. Not
true. There they go again—apologizing
for Big Oil.
The fact is that the Land and Water
Conservation Fund was visualized by
Dwight Eisenhower, proposed by John
Kennedy, signed into law by Lyndon
Johnson, and is financed by royalties
from offshore oil and gas drilling. The
dollars raised from depleting one of our
natural resources goes toward protecting another. The LWCS is a decades-old promise to the American people that, if we allow energy companies
to deplete public resources off our
shores, we will require them to dedicate that back in order to help our people and to help our coastlines. That’s
what this bill is all about.
I urge support.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. Chair, I
submit the following:
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR,
Cheyenne, WY, July 27, 2010.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House, Office of the Speaker,
U.S. Capitol, Washington, DC.
DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: The State of Wyoming has deep concerns at the haste with
which Congress is attempting to legislate
new oil and gas regulatory processes under
H.R. 5626. Provisions which have been added
to this bill would affect onshore leasing and
energy production and rob the States of
their traditional role of overseeing energy
production within the States. I urge you to
delay action until more definitive information can be obtained and provided to Members of Congress.
Based on the hearings and focus that Congress to date has brought to bear on the
tragedy in the Gulf, an expansion of the intended reach of any legislation to respond to
this offshore spill and precipitously cover
onshore energy production would be a mistake. The State of Wyoming has had effective regulation of the oil and natural gas industry through a variety of programs designed to gather and share information,
technology and best regulatory methods for
several decades.
The implications of the bill’s encroachment to onshore energy leasing and production are ominous as it represents a takeover
of state regulation of well construction and
permitting and gives it to the Federal government at the expense of long-established
State authority. Such preemption would
occur whenever the Department of the Interior determines that a state is not adequately regulating oil and gas, or because of
citizen lawsuit. This is overreach of the first
order.
The State of Wyoming has a proven history of oversight of the energy industry and
has effectively overseen industry activity
without federal oversight for decades. Regulatory requirements and inspections of well
sites are important components of our state

VerDate Mar 15 2010

July 30, 2010

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

Jkt 089060

program and the prevention of accidents and
environmental protection are among our
highest priorities.
It is my view that the federal government
lacks both the justification and the expertise
to effectively oversee oil and natural gas
production in the State of Wyoming and I
urge you to reject the preemption of Wyoming’s and other State’s authority to perform this important function.
Sincerely,
DAVE FREUDENTHAL,
Governor.
JULY 29, 2010.
DEAR TEXAS CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION:
We write to express our strong disagreement
with provisions in pending legislation that
threaten the rights of states to regulate oil
and gas exploration and production on state
lands and waters. We call on you to reject
any proposal that interferes with state regulation of oil and gas safety, exploration and
production on non-federal land and waters.
The Deepwater Horizon disaster and the
subsequent impacts on the Gulf Coast states
occurred on the federal government’s watch.
The Macondo well is located in a federal offshore lease area. The federal Minerals Management Service and the U.S. Department of
the Interior failed to properly evaluate,
oversee and regulate drilling in federal waters. It is the federal government that is
managing the containment and cleanup effort. It is agencies of the federal government
that are engaged in unjustified efforts to impose indiscriminate and illegal drilling moratoria, adding economic insult to injury.
In light of these federal failures, it is incomprehensible that the United States Congress is entertaining proposals that expand
federal authority over oil and gas drilling in
state waters and lands long regulated by
states. Several bills and amendments to be
considered this week, for the first time in
the history of our nation, attack successful
state laws and agencies regulating oil and
gas exploration and production on state or
private lands and waters. Furthermore, some
of these proposals grant unilateral discretion
to an unelected federal bureaucrat as to
whether or not to allow states to continue
regulatory systems established by duly
elected state officials, and even create the
possibility that such authority would be
given to an official recently found by the
federal courts to have engaged in arbitrary
and capricious decisionmaking on this very
topic.
While Congress has every right to consider
whatever regulation it deems appropriate on
activities in federal lands and waters, it is
not permitted to force states to submit their
successful state regulations and laws to a
federal agency for approval and allow that
agency to unilaterally dictate changes. As
you well know, the 10th Amendment to the
United States Constitution states, ‘‘powers
not delegated to the United States by the
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the
states, are reserved to the states respectively, or to the people.’’ Laws like the one
you are considering are unfounded and dangerously destructive of state sovereignty.
We request that Congress respect our state
safety and energy laws. Federal laws and
regulations failed to stop the Deepwater Horizon disaster. Given the track record, putting the federal government in charge of energy production on state lands and waters
not only breaks years of successful precedent
and threatens the 10th Amendment to the
United States Constitution, but it also undermines common sense and threatens the
environmental and economic security of our
state’s citizens.
Sincerely,
Rick Perry, Governor; David Dewhurst,
Lieutenant Governor; Joe Straus,
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Speaker of the House. Greg Abbott, Attorney General; Jerry Patterson, Land
Commissioner; Victor G. Carrillo,
Chair, Railroad Commission of Texas;
Elizabeth Ames Jones, Commissioner,
Railroad Commission of Texas; Michael
L. Williams, Commissioner, Railroad
Commission of Texas; Troy Fraser,
Chair, Senate Committee on Natural
Resources; James L. ‘‘Jim’’ Keffer,
Chair, House Committee on Energy Resources.
ALLIANT,
Houston, TX, May 10, 2010.
Hon. ROBERT MENENDEZ,
U.S. Senator, Senate Hart Office Building,
Washington, DC.
DEAR SENATOR MENENDEZ: We are retail insurance brokers. Among our clients are offshore contractors, operators and non-operators, both small and large market cap independent entities, with interests in the US
Gulf of Mexico. Our clients are involved in
almost every aspect of offshore exploration
and development work. We have been asked
to comment upon the amount of insurance
that is available from the commercial insurance market for third party pollution liability for operators and non-operators before
and after the Macondo well incident. Prior to
the incident, we estimate the maximum
working capacity available in the commercial insurance market (i.e., the limit which
could be purchased) was $1.5 billion (for 100%
interest—i.e., the limit to be shared between
operators and non-operators in any common
endeavor). Subsequent to the Macondo incident, we believe the available working capacity has reduced by 15% and the cost involved in procuring this capacity is and will
be significantly higher than the pricing prior
to the incident.
If, as we understand, there is legislation
under consideration which would materially
increase the liability cap for economic damages from its current level of $75 million,
based on our experience operators and nonoperators in the US Gulf of Mexico will be
unable to obtain adequate protection from
insurance. The increase of the liability cap
will impact the economic structure of Gulf
of Mexico operations. If the liability cap is
increased to the levels we understand are
under consideration, the fact that adequate
insurance protection is not available will
dramatically limit the participants in ongoing exploration and production activities—in
our view only major oil companies and NOCs
(National Oil Companies) will be financially
strong enough to continue current exploration and development efforts.
Yours very truly,
BENJAMIN D. WILCOX,
Executive Vice President and
Director, Marine and Energy.
NATIONAL OCEAN
INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION,
Washington, DC, June 8, 2010.
Hon. BARBARA BOXER,
Chair, Senate Environment & Public Works
Committee, Dirksen Senate Office Building,
Washington, DC.
Hon. JAMES M. INHOFE,
Ranking Member, Senate Environment & Public
Works Committee, Dirksen Senate Office
Building, Washington, DC.
DEAR SENATORS BOXER AND INHOFE: Tomorrow, the Environment & Public Works Committee will be conducting a legislative hearing on S. 3305, the ‘‘Big Oil Bailout Prevention Liability Act of 2010.’’ The National
Ocean Industries Association opposes this
legislation in its current form.
In the wake of the immense economic and
environmental impacts still developing in
the Gulf, we understand the desire of some in
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Congress to take immediate action, whether
it be to re-impose outright drilling bans or
raise liability caps on the offshore industry.
As Congress and the Administration continue to investigate the Deepwater Horizon
accident, it is very apparent that until we
firmly understand what vent wrong, it is premature to dictate broad and possibly
counter-productive solutions.
There are numerous hearings and investigations underway to delve into the root
causes of the tragic explosion on the Deepwater Horizon and resulting loss of well control. This week alone, various Committees in
Congress are conducting nine separate hearings. Clearly, new information is pouring in.
In the meantime, an unprecedented response and cleanup effort is underway involving over 17,000 people and thousands of
private and government vessels. The offshore
industry is participating fully and is also
hard at work to stem the flow of oil and protect the shorelines and natural resources of
the Gulf of Mexico. NOIA member companies
are assisting BP in its response efforts, and
stand ready to cooperate in hearings and investigations.
In addition, the Administration has initiated investigations through several avenues,
which should allow the federal government
and the American people to put all the pieces
of the puzzle together for a complete picture.
Once complete, this picture will provide valuable information on strategic, targeted
measures for possible reforms in planning,
permitting, inspections, regulatory and statutory regimes.
The companies involved in the Deepwater.
Horizon tragedy have indicated their intent
to pay for damages and economic impacts
beyond the current liability cap of $75 million, so calls for limitless liability may be a
solution in search of a real problem. One
thing that is clear is that raising the liability caps as high as $10 billion or beyond will
drive most non-international producers out
of the Gulf of Mexico. This means less domestic energy production and more imports
of oil from politically unstable regions,
along with increased transportation of oil.
The resulting concentration of domestic offshore energy production will be in the hands
of a few multinational or nationalized companies.
In addition, I encourage our policy makers
to remember that, despite this tragedy,
America’s need for domestic energy has not
changed and OCS development remains a
vital part of our overall national energy picture. Nearly a third of our domestic oil
comes from the Gulf of Mexico. No one can
argue the fact that demand for energy will
only continue to increase for the foreseeable
future.
We should resist the impulse toward knee
jerk reactions and proceed carefully when
making decisions that affect the future of
our nation’s energy supply.
Sincerely,
BURT ADAMS,
Chairman, National Ocean Industries
Association.
[From the Hill, June 23, 2010.]
REASONED DEBATE NEEDED TO AMEND
ENERGY LEGISLATION
(By Senator James Inhofe)
As oil continues to leak into the Gulf,
President Barack Obama and the Democratic
leadership face a critical test: Will they seek
prudent measures to directly address the BP
disaster or will they exploit the tragedy by
advancing extraneous measures that drastically reduce domestic energy production,
or even enact new energy taxes on consumers and small businesses?
My sincere hope is that President Obama
exhibits the leadership necessary to engage
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in a reasoned debate—one that produces the
same outcome following the Exxon Valdez
disaster in 1989. After a year-long debate and
bipartisan negotiation, Congress unanimously passed the Oil Pollution Act in 1990.
The OPA has largely been untested, and
some of my colleagues believe it should be
updated to account for new realities produced by the BP spill. I couldn’t agree more.
Yet the leading proposal to amend the OPA
could severely curtail domestic energy production in the Gulf. The ‘‘Big Oil Bailout
Prevention Act,’’ introduced by Sen. Robert
Menendez (D–N.J.), is ostensibly motivated
by the desire to make BP, not the taxpayers,
pay for the tragedy it unleashed. No one disagrees with that. And no one disagrees that
BP must fairly and expeditiously compensate the various business owners now out
of work because of BP’s actions. But if the
Menendez bill becomes law, more than BP
could pay: The estimated 150,000 workers
connected to the offshore oil and natural gas
industry could pay with their jobs and their
livelihoods.
As Federal District Court Judge Martin
Feldman wrote in his decision yesterday
overturning the Obama administration’s
wrong-headed moratorium on deepwater production, ‘‘Oil and gas production is quite
simply elemental to Gulf communities.’’
This, and the other elemental fact that Gulf
energy production is essential to America’s
economy, is the principal reason Congress
should deliberate carefully on Gulf spill legislation.
I have objected four times to attempts to
circumvent the committee process and pass
the Menendez bill in the Senate. Emotions
are no doubt running high, but we must resist the urge to let emotion dictate the
course of deliberations. The legal and regulatory issues involved in legislating on this
issue are intricate and complex and therefore should compel us to think carefully
about how to proceed.
I take pause on Menendez because of what
the experts are telling us. The bill could
make exploration and production so costly
that only Big Oil companies such as BP, and
state-owned firms, such as China’s National
Offshore Oil Corporation, could afford to operate in the Gulf. Consider INDECS insurance, which said of the Menendez bill: ‘‘If we
have understood the proposals correctly,
then it would appear to us that the proposed
bill will not act as ‘Big Oil Bailout Prevention Liability Act of 2010’, rather making it
impossible for anyone other than ‘Big Oil’ to
operate.’’
For a time, the Obama administration
shared this view. Just after the Menendez
bill was introduced, Interior Secretary Ken
Salazar told the Senate Energy Committee
that, ‘‘It is important that we be thoughtful
relative to that, what that cap will be, because you don’t want only the BP’s of the
world essentially be the ones that are involved in these efforts, that there are companies of lesser economic robustness.’’ That
the view of the administration then rashly
changed to endorse Menendez raises a question: what changed?
One can only speculate; I regret that partisanship may have intervened. Whatever the
reason, we need a workable solution that
balances the important values of energy production, environmental protection, safety
and fairness for affected parties. The Senate
Committee on Environment and Public
Works, on which I serve as Ranking Member,
plans to markup the Menendez bill next
week. I hope before then the committee, and
then the full Senate, can agree to a bipartisan solution that achieves appropriate balance.
That balance certainly won’t be achieved if
Democratic leaders insist on attaching en-
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ergy taxes and other unrelated provisions to
the eventual spill bill. And it certainly won’t
be achieved if they insist on enacting a political agenda animated by aversion to domestic energy production. Nevertheless, I will
continue work with my colleagues to craft
legislation that holds oil companies accountable without putting jobs and America’s energy security at risk.
LOUISIANA OIL & GAS ASSOCIATION,
Baton Rouge, LA, June 30, 2010.
DEAR MEMBERS OF THE EPW COMMITTEE:
We have just received a copy of Chairwoman
Boxer’s second amendment to S. 3305. This
poison pill amendment seeks to end offshore
drilling by mandating truly unachievable
regulations on the offshore oil industry.
We write you today to state our adamant
opposition to this amendment as it amounts
to a permanent moratorium on deepwater
drilling in the United States. We strongly believe we must learn from the mistakes of the
Deepwater Horizon incident to ensure safe
and effective offshore drilling. However, offshore jobs are critical to the economic success of Louisiana, the Gulf Coast and the energy independence of America.
Senator Boxer’s second amendment would
impose a permanent moratorium on deepwater drilling in the United States and kill
tens of thousands of jobs.
The language imposes unachievable mandates because the mandates are undefined.
The uncertainty associated with these undefined mandates, and the amendment in its
entirety, present insurmountable obstacles
for the oil industry to operate.
We strongly urge you to vote against this
permanent moratorium and pursue more reasonable legislation that promotes safe and
effective drilling practices.
Sincerely,
DON G. BRIGGS,
President.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chair, I submit the
following:
LOCKTON COMPANIES, LLC.,
Houston, TX, May 13, 2010.
Hon. ROBERT MENENDEZ,
U.S. Senator, Senate Hart Office Building,
Washington, DC.
DEAR SENATOR MENENDEZ: Lockton Companies is the largest privately owned insurance
broker in the world, and through Lockton
Marine & Energy in Houston, we service the
insurance needs of many energy companies
operating in the Gulf of Mexico. Specifically,
we specialize in the small to midsize independent exploration and production companies that are very active in drilling wells in
the shallow and deepwater Gulf of Mexico. In
fact, two of our clients are in the top 10 largest lease holders and/or most active drillers
in the Gulf of Mexico; however, they are relatively small companies. Exploration and
production companies are supported by thousands of workers all along the Gulf Coast
from their own employees to many small to
midsized service companies’ employees. The
Bureau of Labor and Statistics reported that
there were well over 100,000 petroleum-related workers and greater than $12 billion in
total wages earned in the Gulf Coast Region
alone.
Insurance is critical to our clients and all
small to midsized energy companies operating in the Gulf of Mexico. All of the companies operating in the Gulf of Mexico essentially go to the same insurance market to
purchase their liability insurance coverage.
The insurance market for offshore operations is relatively small, and prior to the
Macondo well incident, we estimated the
total market capacity for third-party pollution liability to be $1.3 billion to $1.6 billion.
Following the Macondo well event, we estimate the capacity has dropped to $1 billion
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to $1.2 billion. Furthermore, the cost for the
insurance coverage has increased substantially.
The market for Oil Pollution Act (OPA)
coverage is an even smaller market, with
total capacity of $200 to $300 million. While
large exploration and production companies
are able to certify on the basis of their balance sheet, most small and midsized companies are dependent on purchasing OPA coverage in the commercial insurance market.
We understand there is legislation under
consideration which could significantly increase the liability cap for economic damages from the current level of $75 million.
Given the limited capacity in the energy insurance market, a material increase in the
cap will eliminate insurance as an option for
many exploration and production companies.
Without insurance, many of the active exploration and production companies would be
unable to operate in the Gulf of Mexico. This
decision will affect thousands of people,
their families and their local economies.
We respectfully request you give this issue
careful consideration, and we are more than
happy to provide supporting information on
the energy insurance market providing insurance for the Gulf of Mexico.
Sincerely,
JOHN A. RATHMELL, Jr.
INSURANCE INFORMATION INSTITUTE,
New York, NY, July 19, 2010.
Hon. JIM OBERSTAR,
Chairman, House Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, Rayburn House Office
Building, Washington, DC.
DEAR CHAIRMAN OBERSTAR: Thank you
once again for the opportunity to testify before the House Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure’s June 9, 2010, hearing on
the ‘‘Liability and Financial Responsibility
for Oil Spills under the Oil Pollution Act of
1990 and Related Statutes.’’
It has recently come to my attention that
my testimony may have been misinterpreted
and that this misinterpretation may have influenced language in the drafting of H.R.
5629, the ‘‘Oil Spill Accountability and Environmental Protection Act of 2010.’’ Specifically, in Section 3 of the June 29 draft, the
Act would increase the minimum level of
proof of financial responsibility for an offshore facility to $1.5 billion.
The rationale for the increase to $1.5 billion figure has been upon occasion traced
back to my testimony in which I discuss the
current insurable limits of liability for offshore operators. However, the $1.5 billion figure from my testimony is a maximum available limit for third-party liability coverage
for the largest of operators, not a suggested
limit for certificates of financial responsibility (COFR).
On page 6 of my written testimony I state
the following about limits of third-party liability coverage:
‘‘In terms of capacity, the typical thirdparty liability limit purchased by large operators is approximately $1 billion.’’
On page 12, I reaffirm my prior statement:
‘‘As discussed earlier in this testimony,
the typical maximum available limit of
third-party liability coverage in the offshore
energy market today is approximately $1 billion and with perhaps as much as $1.2 billion
to $1.5 billion available under some circumstances.’’
My statement is clearly distinct from any
comment on the appropriate limits for a
COFR. Consequently, the use of the $1.5 billion figure in the draft legislation is inappropriate. Indeed, there are several problems associated with adopting a $1.5 billion proof of
financial responsibility in the legislation
current under consideration:
1. The $1.5 billion figure in my testimony is
for total per incident third-party liability
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coverage available in the private insurance
market for large offshore operators. Such a
figure therefore should not and cannot be
construed as the necessary or available
COFR limit for operators of all size;
2. Such limits are not available (or affordable) to smaller operators;
3. There is not sufficient capacity within
the offshore energy insurance industry to
provide $1.5 billion in coverage limits to all
operators;
4. The size of the COFR requirement should
reflect the size and nature of the drilling operation, rather than applying a uniform
COFR across all operators;
To summarize, imposing a $1.5 billion proof
of financial responsibility requirement on all
offshore operators is not feasible. There simply does not exist anywhere near enough capacity in the insurance sector to meet such
a requirement.
It has been my pleasure to provide input
on this very important issue. Consequently,
I hope that the clarification of my testimony
provided above is of use to the Committee as
it continues to consider the details of this
legislation.
If you or your staff have any questions or
comments, please do not hesitate to give me
a call at (212) 346–5520 or to send me an email
at bobh@iii.org.
Sincerely,
ROBERT P. HARTWIG,

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Chair, I submit
the following:
LLOYD & PARTNERS LIMITED,
London, England, May 10, 2010.
Re Deepwater Horizon/Macondo Well Incident.
To Whom it May Concern:
ABOUT LLOYD & PARTNERS

Lloyd & Partners is a London and Bermuda
based Major Account (complex risk) insurance broker specialising in onshore and offshore energy insurance with premiums
placed annually in excess of USD1.5bn. Overall Lloyd & Partners employs over 200 people
and our 40 plus strong Energy team is one of
the largest and most respected teams in the
London market. We arrange both Property
and Liability Insurance for a wide range of
Energy insureds including integrated oil
companies, exploration & production companies and drilling/service contractors.
Available Liability Insurance Capacity
under normal Insurance conditions (policies
with normal terms and conditions)
Prior to tine recent Gulf of Mexico drilling
incident, worldwide third party pollution liability capacity for offshore energy operations was in excess of USD1.5bn for each insured on a 100% basis (meaning the limits
scaled to an individual insured working interest in a project).
Whilst the insurance market previously attempted to limit their ‘‘clash’’ exposures
(where they could pick up a loss from more
than one insured from the same loss) by scaling their limits to an operating group company’s working interest, in the main they
had previously thought of clashes between
operators and contractors as the Joint Operating Agreement would have given them
some comfort that only the operator would
be liable for a pollution loss, the concern
now is that a loss of the nature we are witnessing may result in attempts to hold all
the parties responsible regardless of the provisions of the JOA.
We have therefore already seen in the market a realisation that if every party involved
in the loss (operating group, drilling contractor, other service contractors—such as
mud or cementing contractors—and blowout
preventor manufactures) are successfully
sued then the market will be exposed to a de-
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gree much larger than anticipated when
committing capacity to individual insureds.
This has already resulted in at least one
major London energy liability insurance
leader advising us that they are cuffing back
their maximum capacity for individual insureds by a third.
At this stage it is really impossible to accurately predict what the exact impact of
this loss will have on available capacity but
we think it could result in a reduction of
such capacity of around 15% to 30%.
Available Liability Insurance Capacity
under OPA ‘‘certificates’’
Where insurers are asked to provide full
coverage under OPA (being strict liability
with direct access to insurers and no defence
of normal insurance policy terms and conditions) capacity is much more restricted than
normal third party liability and we estimate
available capacity would be no more than
USD150mm—USD200mm.
PRICING

Prior to the recent incident the market
was in a ‘‘soft’’ phase where rates were low
as a result of oversupply of capacity, as not
many insureds purchased the full available
capacity (typically offshore E&P companies
would have purchased on average somewhere
around USD 250mm to USD 500mm in limits.)
There is not likely to be pressure from
both sides of the supply and demand equation, as capacity shrinks and demand for
higher limits materialises (as the recent loss
highlights the potential to insureds for a loss
of a magnitude higher than most are protected for) which coupled with the fact the
market will be looking to recoup the loss
they will have to pay out from this latest incident, is likely to result in a significant increase in offshore liability insurance premiums.
PROPOSED CHANGES TO LEGISLATION

Currently OPA provides operators of offshore facilities a limitation of USD 75mm for
‘‘Economic Claims’’ (loss of earnings rather
than clean-up costs or property damage
caused by pollution). Any significant increases in this limit will cause insureds operations in US Waters to face the prospect of
significant self insurance, since (depending
on the amount) the insurance market will
not have sufficient capacity to provide cover
for this in addition clean-up costs and third
party properties damage suits).
Your sincerely,
JOHN LLOYD,
Chairman and CEO.
INDEPENDENT PETROLEUM
ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA,
Washington, DC, June 7, 2010.
Hon. BARBARA BOXER,
Chair, Environment and Public Works Committee, Dirksen Senate Building, Washington, DC.
Hon. JIM INHOFE,
Ranking Member, Environment and Public
Works Committee, Dirksen Senate Building,
Washington, DC.
DEAR SENATORS BOXER AND INHOFE: This
Wednesday, the Environment and Public
Works Committee will hold a hearing on S.
3305, the ‘‘Big Oil Bailout Prevention Liability Act,’’ in response to the current oil spill
crisis in the Gulf of Mexico (GOM). The Independent Petroleum Association of America
(IPAA) is opposed to the proposal in its current form.
It is important to note that the tragic
events surrounding the Deepwater Horizon
incident in the GOM will have a significant
impact on American offshore oil and gas exploration and production for years to come.
Our thoughts and prayers go out to the families and communities affected by the tragedy
in the Gulf of Mexico and we stand ready to
help them as we move forward.
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Independent producers have operated responsibly in the GOM for decades and hold
roughly 90 percent of the leases, producing
about 30 percent of GOM oil and more than
60 percent of GOM natural gas. GOM production represents a significant amount of energy supply for consumers all across America, and it remains an essential component
of America’s energy portfolio. The entire industry is dedicated to working together to
protect the environment and to contain the
damage from the spill. Many of our member
companies have offered supplies and services;
others are directly helping with the clean-up
efforts.
Controlling the well and protecting the environment are the main priority of the industry today. We support President Obama’s
independent commission investigating the
Deepwater Horizon incident. It is important
that a thoughtful, thorough and timely investigation and analysis of the incident is
conducted to fully understand what caused
the accident and to ensure the proper, improved safety measures are identified and
put into practice to prevent incidents in the
future. IPAA supports the following principles to address this important issue:
1. Any company operating offshore or onshore should be fully responsible (financial
and otherwise) for all clean-up efforts.
2. There must be a fund to ensure that
those affected by such incidents (i.e., fishermen, tourism, local businesses, etc.) will be
able to fairly recoup lost costs without being
caught in fierce litigation with large corporations.
3. The oil industry, collectively, should
contribute to this fund and ensure its longterm viability.
These principles are already a part of federal law in the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (OPA
90) and the Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund
(OSLTF). Changes may be needed to update
out-of-date OSLTF limits with additional industry funding. However, we are strongly opposed to S. 3305 and other legislative proposals being discussed in Congress that
would have negative consequences for independent producers. These changes include increasing offshore liability limits to unrealistic levels that will preclude nearly every
company operating in the U.S. offshore from
getting insurance to cover their operations.
Without the proper insurance coverage,
there will not be independent producers with
offshore exploration and production—it is
that simple. These consequences are not justified based on the performance of independent producers operating in the offshore,
who have an outstanding safety and environmental record.
The Congress should not make hasty decisions and advocate legislative and regulatory
initiatives that will result in severe limitations to offshore drilling in the United
States—consequences that can further harm
the Gulf Coast economy. IPAA looks forward
to working with the Committee and the entire Congress to find solutions that will
allow American producers to continue to operate in the U.S. offshore and explore for the
oil and natural gas that is vital to our nation’s energy security.
A significant aspect of OPA 90 was the creation of a trust fund filled by crude oil taxes
that is intended to be used by injured parties
to compensate them for economic damages
instead of requiring lengthy litigation. We
support the expansion of this industry-wide
fund to ensure that future costs and claims
are covered and urge the Committee to work
within the framework of OPA 90 before taking other actions that will impact American
energy production.
The Obama Administration also recently
announced a six month moratorium on any
offshore drilling in water depths greater
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than 500 feet. The moratorium includes
wellbore sidetracks and bypasses; spudding
of any new deepwater wells and is designed
to allow the presidential commission investigating the spill to prepare its recommendations. While we understand that many Americans are rightfully concerned about the environmental risks and the safety of offshore
drilling, the federal government should methodically review this matter and follow the
facts in the incident before taking actions
that could impact oil and natural gas production from the offshore for years to come.
A recent analysis conducted by Wood MacKenzie predicted that the moratorium and
new regulations will push back into later
years 80,000 barrels a day of production
scheduled for 2011. The impact of the spill becomes harder to ignore further into the decade. By 2015, Wood MacKenzie predicts stiffer
federal offshore permitting and safety regulations will result in more than 350,000 barrels a day of production forecast for that
year to be delayed. It is important to note,
however, that these predictions assume
available capacity for production in the
GOM after the current moratorium is lifted.
That is an issue that could be in serious
jeopardy if rigs currently in the GOM are
sent to various parts of the world to begin
operations on other projects, and then are
not available to return once the moratorium
is lifted.
Congress must continue to recognize the
importance of energy development in the
United States. Rather than enacting legislation such as S. 3305 that will destroy the
ability of independent, American oil and gas
companies from exploring for energy resources in our nation’s offshore areas, we
need Congress to create a forward-looking,
balanced energy policy that recognizes the
role oil and natural gas will continue to play
in our nation for years to come. Offshore oil
and natural gas production creates jobs, revenues and helps stabilize energy prices for
American consumers and helps reduce our
reliance on energy supplies from unstable regimes across the globe.
As the facts and information surrounding
the Deepwater Horizon incident come forward, our nation must develop a reasonable
regulatory program that will allow further
offshore oil and gas exploration and production in the United States. Offshore oil and
gas production must continue to be an integral part of America’s energy portfolio and
IPAA is dedicated to finding answers that
will help us achieve that goal.
Unfortunately, the implementation of S.
3305 into law would dramatically hinder
American production of oil and gas. Thank
you for your attention to this matter.
Sincerely,
BRUCE VINCENT,
Chairman.

Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chair, I submit the following.
INDECS,
May 12, 2010.
Re Proposal to amend the Oil Pollution Act
1990 (OPA 90) and the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986.
Hon. ROBERT MENENDEZ,
U.S. Senator, Senate Hart Office Building,
Washington, DC.
DEAR SIR:
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The energy insurance market has limited
financial capacity for pollution. What protection it can offer, sees many terms and
conditions contained in the language of the
policies issued. These limitations can range
from whether a policy covers pollution originating from a reservoir, the absence of a definition for environmental damage, the shar-
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ing of limits with other heads of claims, to
whether there is negligence on the part of
the entity making the claim.
Insurers’ ability to issue an insurance certificate to provide a company with its evidence of financial responsibility under OPA
90 is similarly limited. Our current estimates
point to a maximum insurance financial capacity of approximately US$250 million for
this exposure, with a further US$1.5 billion
subject to the exclusions mentioned above.
We detail below many of the areas that
need to be considered carefully in this assessment. It is quite clear to us that the
ability to transfer any increased risk to the
insurance market is very constrained. The
extent to which oil companies, other than
the super majors, will be able to provide alternative security, must be questionable.
ABOUT INDECS

INDECS is an independent insurance
consultancy with over 20 years’ experience
working across more than thirty countries
including the USA. We assist global businesses to aohieve a more effective insurance
and risk management strategy. INDECS does
not sell insurance, we are not a broker, but
provide independent advice to our clients on
their insurance and risk management needs.
THE PROPOSED BILL

We understand that two bills have been
drafted, in the wake of the Deepwater Horizon catastrophe:
1. To amend the limits of liability for offshore facilities under OPA 90 from US$75
million to US$10 billion
2. To remove the limit of US$1 billion expenditures from the Oil Spill Liability Trust
Fund, and to permit advances to be made to
the Fund
CURRENT INSURANCE PROTECTION

Under OPA 90, holders of leases or permits
for offshore facilities are liable for up to
US$75 million per spill plus removal costs.
Under Section 1016 the holder was initially
required to provide evidence of financial responsibility of between US$10 million and
US$35 million depending on whether the facility is located seaward or landward of the
seaward boundary of the State. This has subsequently increased to the maximum allowed
by the act of US$150 million.
There are various methods of evidencing financial responsibility including surety
bonds, guarantees, letters of credit and self
insurance, but the most common and the one
that is most commercially available to all is
by means of an insurance certificate. The
certificate issued must identify a limit not
less than that required under Section 1016.
While there are certain defences under
OPA 90, insurers are put in the position of
being a guarantor and may not have the ability to rely on the normal general conditions
of the policy. Some insurers may also consider that it imposes a more ‘‘strict liability’’ on the insured, and, moreover, enables
claims to be made directly against the insurer in certain circumstances. They therefore treat OPA certification distinctly from
other insurance that may be available for
this type of risk. The potential capacity for
this type of insurance, which is the broadest
available specifically focusing on OPA obligations and liabilities, is approximately
US$150 to US$250 million.
Outside the realms of strict liability and
OPA, an insured will be able to obtain coverage for sudden and accidental seepage and
pollution by way of its Operators Extra Expense (OEE) and Excess Liability insurances.
OEE coverage provides a combined single
limit for well control, well redrilling and
sudden and accidental seepage and pollution
and clean-up. Therefore pollution liability
and clean-up cost is subject to the apportionment of this combined single limit over respective risks. In practice the limit would be

E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H30JY0.REC

H30JY0

mmaher on DSK69SOYB1PROD with CONG-REC-ONLINE

H6508

made available first for control measures
(i.e. hiring in specialist well control experts
and, if necessary, relief well drilling), with
any balance of the limit then being reserved
for redrilling and pollution. It is possible to
prioritise the use of the limit for compliance
with OPA Financial Responsibility provisions, but this would be impractical in relation to the urgency by which oil companies
will need to address the well control situation.
We consider that the OEE policy provides
the widest cover and is most ‘‘user friendly’’
to oil companies. The pollution element of
the cover responds to costs which the insured company is obligated to pay by law or
under the terms of the lease/license for the
cost of remedial measures or as damages in
compensation for third party property damage and third party injury claims. In respect
of clean-up and containment, or attempt
thereat, the policy pays such costs, including
where incurred to divert pollution from
shore, and is not on a ‘‘liability’’ basis. It
should be noted that there is no definition of
environmental damage—claims are recoverable to the extent of damages for third party
bodily injury and loss of or damage to, or
loss of use of tangible property. This coverage can therefore respond on a ‘‘strict liability’’ basis, where the law or license
agreement specifies that such remedial costs
or compensation is payable if emanating
from the insured’s facilities, irrespective of
negligence. This contrasts starkly with the
coverage available under most Excess Liability policies.
Excess Liability insurance responds to all
legal liabilities incurred. Sudden and accidental pollution would be included in any
limit provided. In respect of pollution from
wells the limit available under these policies
sits excess of the OEE policy referred to
above (but is subject to its own policy form
insuring conditions which are not as wide as
OEE policies). In respect of pollution from
hydrocarbons stored or being produced from
or through facilities such as fixed and floating platforms and pipelines, the limit is from
‘‘the ground-up’’, or in excess of a specific
local general liability policy.
Excess Liability Policy forms vary but the
market ‘‘standard’’ coverage offers quite
limited pollution cover. Some actually specifically exclude pollution from wells. Basically pollution liabilities are excluded from
all policies, but within the exclusion is a
limited ‘‘buy-back’’, which requires that the
pollution event is sudden, accidental and unintended and subject to strict discovery and
reporting requirements. However, and significantly, the cover excludes ‘‘. . . . actual
or alleged liability to evaluate, monitor,
control, remove, nullify and/or clean-up
seeping, polluting or contaminating substances to the extent such liability arises
solely from any obligations imposed by any
statute, rule, ordinance, regulation or imposed by contract’’.
We regard this wording as too draconian
and would always counsel oil companies to
include a specific ‘‘pollution endorsement’’
that overrides this phrasing and would provide legal and statutory liability coverage,
including costs incurred under lease block
obligations for removal. We think this distinction in cover is important as it will impact capacity. Our figure below of US$1 to
US$ 1.5 billion is based upon insurers subscribing to the standard market cover. If an
alternative wording is utilised, or the pollution endorsement used, it could have the effect of reducing capacity by about 25 to 35%.
As with the OEE policy, the coverage is
geared to damages for compensation in respect of third party bodily injury and third
party property loss or damage or loss of use.
There is similarly no concept of ‘‘environmental damage’’ expressed in the policy.
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INSURANCE CAPACITY

PROTECTION AND INDEMNITY CLUBS (P&I)

The immediate effect of the Deepwater Horizon loss is that capacity will, for a time, be
fluid. Most insurers had not factored in to
their risk aggregations that the net is spread
very wide indeed in respect of responsible
parties under OPA. They are now seeing the
implications of multi party actions against
operators, drilling contractors, cementing
engineers and their various sub-contractors
arising out of a single incident such as the
‘‘Deepwater Horizon’’ loss. This is because
the insurance limits are available to each
separate party, so will stack up if three different entities are sued.
In this context the lease block holders constitute one entity (their insurance policies
may be separate covering their respective
equity interests, but the capacity available
is assessed upon 100% interest).
Inevitably the recent loss has increased
the demand for higher limits, and has consequently affected the overall aggregate exposures to insurers. This will likely reduce
the available limits in the immediate future.
At least one insurer has let it be known that
its capacity has reduced. Others are reviewing their positions and it is most likely that
June renewals will be subject to some reduction in overall capacity. This could be between 25 and 30% reduction, affecting all
above policies, except Protection and Indemnity entries. INDECS has close relationships
with the Energy Insurance Market including
its insurers and brokers. Based on our knowledge and these relationships we would opine
that the following represents the maximum
per occurrence capacity in this market currently:
OPERATORS’ EXTRA EXPENSE (OEE)
The available global market capacity for
the OEE cover is between US$500 million and
US$750 million per event on 100% basis. This
means that the total limit purchased is
shared out between the co-owners of the
lease block (the licensees) according to their
equity interest in the venture (as per the
Joint Operating Agreement).
In addition to this capacity, oil companies
who are members of the mutual, Oil Insurance Ltd (OIL), Bermuda, (which includes a
number of US based E&P companies) can
claim up to a further US$ 250 million for
each companies’ equity interest, limited to
US$ 750 million per event, but this limit is
also applied on a combined single limit basis,
inclusive not only of control of well cost and
redrilling, but also property damage and
wreck removal.

One further area that merits comment is
P&I, which provides cover in respect of pollution from mobile drilling units, heavy-lift
vessels, pipelaying vessels and, to the extent
that they may ultimately be more widely
used in the Gulf of Mexico, Floating Production, Storage and Offtake units (FPSOs).
The limit purchased is generally between
US$300 million and US$ 500 million, but US$
1 billion per event is theoretically available.
However, most US drilling contractors are
not insured by the P and I Clubs. US drilling
contractors generally rely upon commercial
marine liability insurers, whose capacity
would be limited to between US$ 500 million
and US$ 750 million per event referred to
above.

EXCESS LIABILITIES

The global commercial market limits
available are between US$1 billion and
US$1.5 billion per event on 100% basis (meaning that the limit is effectively reduced to
reflect each of the oil companies’ equity interests). This would include capacity available under any specific local general liability
policy (normally limited to USD50m per
event). This total would be inclusive of capacity from the Bermuda reinsurance market and specifically from Oil Casualty Insurance Ltd (OCIL), which is a sister
organisation to OIL. This limit operates on
an Ultimate Nett Loss basis, meaning that it
must also respond to injuries and fatalities
to third parties (but not employees) and to
third party property damage and consequential financial loss.
One final issue to consider for the commercial market is that in the event that the pollution arises from a named hurricane there
would be a sub-limit agreed in the policy,
which may not be more than US$200 million
per oil company, and this would be inclusive
of all insurable exposures (i.e. property damage, control of well, redrilling, wreck removal and pollution).
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EFFECTS OF INCREASING THE OPA 90 LIMITS

In conclusion, if the intention is to increase the limit required under OPA90 to
US$10 billion and also the required evidence
of financial responsibility to something
similar, then quite simply the energy insurance market will no longer be an option. Its
capacity lies far below this limit and even
then has a number of restrictions contained
in it which we have discussed above.
Companies, with the exception of super
majors and foreign state owned companies,
operating in the United States are highly unlikely to be able to provide any alternative
method of financial responsibility such as
bonds and lines of credit. The cost of these
methods or ability to self insure these risks
will far exceed their capabilities, preventing
their management from fulfilling their fiduciary liability and presenting a barrier to acquiring new or even servicing existing permits in the future.
If we have understood the proposals correctly, then it would appear to us that the
proposed Bill will not act as ‘‘Big Oil Bailout
Prevention Liability Act of 2010’’, rather
making it impossible for anyone other than
‘‘Big Oil’’ to operate.
Yours sincerely,
PAUL KING,
Director.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair, I
rise to speak on H.R. 3534, the Consolidated
Land, Energy and Aquatic Resources
(CLEAR) Act.
I would like to recount the facts of April
30th, 2010 for this House and the American
people. First, let us remember the names of
the eleven brave men who tragically lost their
lives in the Deepwater Horizon explosion:
1. Jason Anderson, 35;
2. Aaron Dale Burkeen, 37;
3. Donald Clark, 34;
4. Stephen Curtis, 39;
5. Gordon Jones, 28;
6. Roy Wyatt Kemp, 27;
7. Karl Klepping, 38;
8. Blair Manuel, 56;
9. Dewey Revette, 48;
10. Shane Roshto, 22; and
11. Adam Weise, 24.
What the eleven names do not reveal is that
there are families with children, widows, and
many other family members who are still
mourning the loss of their loved ones. I believe we have a moral obligation to remember
all of the lives affected by the loss of these
eleven dedicated oil rig workers. They were
tough workers, but also gentle fathers, brothers, husbands, as well as friends to many.
Congress must always consider how to best
protect American lives, and in doing so protect
the safety of the American oil industry worker.
In addition to the lives lost, every individual,
business and community adversely affected by
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the oil spill must be taken into account as we
consider legislative responses. Unfortunately,
now with more than 92 million estimated gallons of oil spilled and the fishing, tourism,
boating, shrimping industries, and the oil industry itself brought to a grinding halt, we can
anticipate other losses.
This tragedy begs the American people to
act to promote safety, spur technology, and to
protect people in the Gulf Region. We owe it
to them to provide the kind of protection and
legal framework that will ease their minds, and
help them receive what they are entitled to
through the claims process. Unfortunately, the
original claims system was an abomination
with numerous claims unresolved, unpaid and
ignored. BP has received many claims and
has issued many statements and reports, but
the fact of the matter is they have not delivered on those early promises. We must make
sure that they do what is right, and meet their
financial obligations to the many claimants still
waiting to reconstruct their lives and livelihoods.
The urgency of the energy situation in our
country calls for immediate action by Congress in developing a national energy policy. I
would have fully supported targeting the culprits in the Gulf oil spill and getting the Gulf
region back on track, as long as we also develop effective policies to ensure that we set
a high bar of expectations for these companies in a system based on culpability. The
people in the Gulf region need to be assured
that we will preserve their way of life, while
ensuring that their best interests are taken to
heart. Their jobs must be restored and preserved for future generations who may want a
livelihood in the oil and gas industry. I do not
believe you can graft a broader national energy policy for the future onto a bill meant primarily to address the myriad of complex
issues currently facing the energy industry.
Regarding the Remedies Act, on July 1,
2010, I introduced a bill to address some of
the larger issues raised by oil spill related developments in the Gulf of Mexico. Although a
pronouncement of the issue, I believe it captures the most substantive matters. I have
tried to adapt some of the provisions of that
bill as amendments to the CLEAR Act, to try
and make a weak bill better.
I introduced an amendment under which applicants for permits to drill in the Gulf of Mexico will be required to have spill prevention,
mitigation, and recovery plans that are vetted
by impartial experts, rather than rubber
stamped by industry friendly regulators; the
amendment would also require that there be
legitimate, effective back-up plans in case the
first response is ineffective. Another of my
amendments would allow the Secretary of
Homeland Security to establish, immediately,
an independent claims process for those
whose property and livelihoods have been
damaged by oil spills much like the process
only now being set up under Special Master
Feinberg. Finally, I am proud to cosponsor
Representative TEAGUE’s (NM–2D) amendment, introduced the same Amendment which
will allow several small companies working together in joint venture and partnerships to pool
their financial resources for the necessary
Certificate of Oil Field Responsibility, the price
of admission to work in the Gulf. Without the
option of pooling their resources, or joint insurance, independent oil companies will be driven
from the Gulf, leaving it the province of only
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three or four massive, multinational oil companies. If we can not preserve the independent
oil companies, responsible for 80 percent of
the drilling in the Gulf and 30 percent of the
oil, then we are likely to doom an industry that
is one of the most prolific job generators in the
nation, particularly at a time when job creation
in most American industries is stagnant or
minimal at best.
We must also take into consideration the
importance of the environment as it relates to
our national energy policy and the quality of
life in the Gulf and the rest of the country, not
to mention the rest of the globe. We have no
idea what the long-term impact of the Gulf oil
spill will be, as we are just beginning to understand the issues of connectivity related to the
environment and ecological system. When
birds nest in polluted wetlands and migrate to
other parts of the U.S. and the globe, what impact might their exposure to oil have on the
environmental quality of the environment in
that part of the world?
There are many complicated questions that
we must answer before we proclaim that we
have a solution to protecting the environment
to massive oil spill in one bill. It is impossible
to accomplish, and at best any environmental
strategy is merely a band-aid approach rather
than the comprehensive environmentally policy
we need to consider. For example we really
need a major direct clean-up fund, and we
have to provide for environmental inspections.
I urge a sense of immediacy as it relates to
the environment and to protect the people of
the Gulf from the long-term health consequences of the spill.
As a person who has lived in, worked in,
and knows the Gulf region well, I see the vibrant mixture of businesses there, from fishermen to oil workers, who represent the quintessential hardworking American. These Americans deserve applause for their contribution
to our productivity. We owe it to them to demand of the oil companies the same high level
of excellence that these hardworking men and
women have demonstrated. We must provide
for appropriate penalties for safety violations
and breaches of compliance, while recognizing
the importance of the industry to job creation
and job growth. As we did in this tragic incident, we must come down hard on BP, but not
eliminate them from the picture, lest the whole
industry be penalized.
There are some good things in this bill, although some of my ideas were not adopted as
part of the manager’s amendment. For example, one amendment would have required that
businesses applying for permits to drill and
produce crude oil in the Gulf of Mexico submit
detailed spill mitigation and recovery plans as
part of the permitting process. Not only must
they have recovery plans, but they will be required to have backup plans, in case their first
response fails. Additionally, those plans must
be vetted by impartial experts, rather than rubber-stamped by insufficiently vigilant regulators.
Most important Representative TEAGUE’s
amendment, which I cosponsored, will prevent
small, independent oil companies from being
driven out of the Gulf of Mexico. The problem
with the current requirements for the Certificate of Oil Field Responsibility (COFR) is that
smaller operators will be unable to establish
the $300 million necessary COFR to even
begin exploration and development. By allowing smaller companies—who frequently work
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together in joint ventures—to pool their resources for COFR purposes, we will prevent
the Gulf from becoming the exclusive province
of companies big enough to self-insure, and
allow the small businesses of the Gulf Coast
communities to continue to provide jobs and
drive our economy.
Again, Mr. Chair, my central concern is that
we promote job creation, ensure long term investment and fiscal discipline, guarantee safety, focus on the industry and accountability as
we work to craft an effective energy policy,
and utilize energy related to fossil fuels in a
more responsible way, while we continue to
make investments in research and development, rather than pitting industries against
each other.
We just witnessed the development of a
prescriptive policy related to the coal industry,
as a result of a tragedy with the mines in West
Virginia. That legislative business model is a
useful example of how we can develop energy
policy related to oil. We must also continue to
promote new forms of green energy, while we
keep our promise to the American people to
protect jobs in the oil and gas industry.
Unfortunately, our job is made very difficult
when we see major global energy companies
and domestic industry excluded from a sensible national energy policy. We must promote
a strong process that will help us deliver on
these promises, both to the stakeholders and
to the American people. Everyone needs to
buy-in to a national energy policy in order for
it to be successful.
Let me say that we must establish a seamless energy policy that all sectors of the energy industry can support, cementing the
United States in the energy industry as the
most independent producer globally, while
making it the worlds’ leader in green energy.
Mr. Chair, I look forward to working with my
Colleagues on this approach to America’s energy future. In addition, I strongly support the
Buy America Provision in the bill and the
American Worker Provision. As the CLEAR
Act moves to the Senate, we must remember
the interests of the communities of the Gulf
Coast, and of all those affected by the devastation of the oil spill. We must remain committed to protecting lives, protecting jobs and
protecting the environment.
Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Chair, I rise to express
my support for H.R. 3534. The spill in the Gulf
is a tragedy, and this important bill will help
prevent future disasters. H.R. 3534 improves
safety, prevents ethical misconduct at federal
agencies, and closes royalty loopholes enjoyed by the oil and gas industry.
Some important provisions of H.R. 5626, the
Blowout Prevention Act, are also included in
H.R. 3534. I am disappointed, however, that
the legislation before us today does not include a section of H.R. 5626 that authorizes
the creation of expert review panels to provide
technical advice on regulatory decisions. During committee consideration of H.R. 5626, I offered an amendment to clarify that experts
serving on such panels can be drawn from diverse backgrounds, including industry, national
laboratories, and academia.
I would like to note the particular importance
of utilizing the expertise available at America’s
national laboratories. I am familiar with the
work of the labs and the talents of lab employees through my personal experience working
as a contractor at Sandia National Laboratories. Northern California is also the location
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of three national laboratories that employ a
number of my constituents.
Following the tragic explosion of the Deepwater Horizon, employees of the national laboratories were quickly deployed to the Gulf.
The Department of Energy estimates that
more than 200 lab employees have been involved in crisis response operations. The labs
have provided an array of services such as
developing pressure measurements and radiographic imaging of the blowout preventer. Lab
employees have also provided technical services such as conducting flow and resistance
calculations, evaluating pressure data, and
providing independent analysis of BP’s plans.
The national labs have a tremendous
amount of technical expertise that can help
our country prevent future spills and better respond if an unfortunate incident occurs. I look
forward to working with members of both parties to incorporate the labs into future legislation.
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong
support of today’s oil spill response legislation,
and I commend Chairmen RAHALL, MILLER,
WAXMAN, OBERSTAR and CONYERS for bringing
this package to the floor today.
The Consolidated Land, Energy and Aquatic
Resources (CLEAR) Act corrects a number of
major defects in current law that have come to
light in the Deepwater Horizon disaster. First,
and most importantly, it ensures BP—not the
taxpayer—is held responsible for the full cost
of the cleanup. Second, it strengthens offshore
drilling standards and requires independent
certification of critical safety equipment. Third,
it provides desperately needed reform to the
scandal ridden Mineral Management Service
by separating its permitting, inspection and
collection functions. Fourth, it eliminates royalty loopholes that allow oil companies to
shortchange taxpayers when extracting resources from public lands. And finally, it
makes good on a 45 year old promise to fully
fund the Land Water and Conservation Fund
so that Americans can enjoy our Nation’s natural, historical and recreational resources for
generations to come.
The Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower Act (HR 5851) complements today’s
package by extending whistleblower protections to oil rig workers on the Outer Continental Shelf. Specifically, employers would be
prohibited from discharging or otherwise discriminating against employees who report injuries, unsafe working conditions or alleged violations of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands
Act. Had these protections been in place, the
Deepwater Horizon workers with serious safety concerns about the operation of their rig
could have had more confidence about coming forward prior to the explosion.
Mr. Chair, today’s legislation is an important
and necessary part of our Nation’s response
to the Deepwater Horizon disaster. I urge a
yes vote and yield back the balance of my
time.
Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Chair, I rise in
support of the Consolidated Land, Energy and
Aquatic Resources or ‘‘CLEAR’’ Act (H.R.
3534).
This measure will impose long overdue reforms in the way the federal government regulates oil and gas drilling operations off our
coast.
Something the industry and their allies in
Congress have long opposed.
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The explosion of Deepwater Horizon and
the uncontrolled flow of oil into the Gulf of
Mexico render this opposition moot.
The American public has witnessed an ecological and economic catastrophe the likes of
which this country has never seen nor should
ever have to see again.
It has seen a company in the interest of
boosting profits cut corners and take shortcuts
that resulted in the death of 11 workers, a Gulf
community in dire economic straights and untold loss of marine and animal life.
It has seen a weak regulatory system rubber stamp drilling permits, approving most in
less than twenty-four hours and never reading
or realizing the response plans to a blowout
were fiction.
How else could it accept plans to save walruses in the Louisiana bayous and Alabama
beaches?
More than 300 million gallons of crude oil
have spilled into the Gulf of Mexico before the
wellhead was finally capped.
Even if the cap holds and relief wells secure
and permanently plug the well, the region will
still have to deal with the millions of gallons of
oil spread throughout the Gulf and along hundreds of miles of shoreline as the peak hurricane season approaches.
It will take decades for the region to recover.
It was a disaster waiting to happen and one
we may now finally have the tools to prevent
from occurring again.
Reforms that were once thought impossible
are now before this House today.
This bill revamps the oil and gas royalty collection program, repeals liability limits on economic damages, separates the apparent conflict of interest between the federal government’s royalty collection, leasing and enforcement offices, imposes new procedures for use
of chemical dispersants, and mandates that
the oil and gas industry include a worst-case
scenario for oil spill response plans.
But now some claim this bill is ‘‘overreach,’’
that it goes beyond what is needed to address
the failures of the industry and the regulatory
agency.
In addition to reform of our offshore oil and
gas leasing program, this bill breathes new life
into a commitment proposed by John F. Kennedy and signed into law by Lyndon Johnson
to take a share from a diminishing public resource, our offshore oil and gas reserves, and
use the funds to conserve and protect natural
resources onshore.
LWCF was a good idea then and remains a
good and popular idea today.
Since its inception, millions of acres of land
has been conserved and are in use today by
the public. They are portions of our national
parks, wildlife refuges, national forests and
state and local parks and recreation areas.
They are responsible for saving endangered
species from extinction, protecting fresh
sources of drinking water for millions of Americans, and protecting valuable historic properties and landscapes from destruction.
Unfortunately, the federal commitment has
fallen short of the goal.
In recent years, we have underfunded our
commitment to the Land and Water Conservation Fund.
Over the past ten years, its funding level
has been erratic, $672 million in fiscal 2001
and $253 million in fiscal 2007, but never at its
authorized level of $900 million.
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This bill imposes a $2 per barrel fee on oil
extracted from the public’s waters to allow us
to fully fund the Land and Water Conservation
Fund and not add to the federal budget deficit.
It would then ensure that the program is
funded at $900 million annually. The additional
funds this legislation will release will:
1. Ensure that areas protected by Congress
can be more effectively and efficiently managed. LWCF provides for inholdings with high
biological, historical or recreational values.
These lands are available for a limited time
before they’re developed. Sufficient LWCF
funding ensures agencies can take advantage
of these opportunities. Real estate prices are
lower now, ensuring more land can be purchased with each dollar invested.
2. Improve management by reducing fire
danger and through other means. It allows access to these areas to perform important wildlife habitat management and facilitate public
recreation. Fire danger, public safety and
other threats are reduced, and hunting, fishing, wildlife watching and other recreation is
improved and protected.
3. Ensure public access and quality recreation that has a substantial economic impact.
The Outdoor Industry Association estimates
that active outdoor recreation contributes $730
billion annually to the U.S. economy, supports
nearly 6.5 million jobs across the U.S., generates $49 billion in annual national tax revenue, and produces $289 billion annually in
retail sales and services.
4. Ensure efficient management and cost
savings. 80 percent of lands acquired with
LWCF funds lie within the existing boundaries
of federal parks, refuges, forests, or recreation
areas. When land management agencies purchase inholdings, internal boundary line surveying is reduced, as well as right-of-way conflicts and special use permits. Agencies generally tend to avoid acquisitions with burdensome infrastructure improvements that require
significant capital investments. An added parcel generally does not increase management
presence; rather, management is usually just
absorbed within existing stewardship costs.
A recent national bipartisan poll shows
strong support for the continued use of oil and
gas fees for land and water protection and for
fully funding the LWCF at $900 million annually.
An overwhelming majority of voters—86 percent—support committing funds from offshore
drilling fees to LWCF (up 5 percent from June
2009). (Poll conducted by Public Opinion
Strategies and FM3)
Many local communities are strong supporters of federal LWCF expenditures due to
the economic benefits that accrue through recreational tourism and the additional visitation
that occurs with improved public access and
recreation opportunities.
LWCF protects places where people love to
go, from famed national parks to historic sites,
to local parks that ensure recreation. LWCF
supports recreational access such as
trailheads and river put-ins—that allow hunters, fishermen, mountain bikers, hikers and
boaters to access America’s recreation lands.
LWCF enjoys broad congressional support.
LWCF has benefited every state and every
congressional district. LWCF has enjoyed
longstanding, widespread support not just
among conservation champions but also
among fiscal conservatives and many minority
members. Over the past five years, letters urging the Appropriations Committee to provide
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major increases to LWCF have been signed
by a total of 36 Blue Dogs and 43 Republicans.
This is a way to fulfill the vision first stated
by President Eisenhower and what our constituents still support today.
Support the CLEAR Act.
Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Chair, I rise today in support of the CLEAR Act, one of the most important measures we will pass this week, and
perhaps, this Congress.
It has been said that with great adversity
comes great opportunity—today, we are presented with great opportunity.
We are presented with the opportunity to
ensure that what happened in the Gulf never
happens again.
We are presented with the opportunity to
ensure that we have the tools and the means
to clean the Gulf Coast and make whole those
whose very livelihoods are threatened by this
disaster.
We are presented with the opportunity to
ensure that our children are able to enjoy the
great lands and waters of our lifetime.
I offered two amendments to the CLEAR
Act that sought to shift our OCS policy from a
presumption of oil and gas extraction, to focus
on protection of the environment as our primary concern.
Additionally, the amendments required the
Secretary to consider geographical, geological,
and ecological characteristics of OCS areas
before drilling, not after.
Ultimately, this bill does move us toward
that goal—from an emphasis on the bottom
line to a clear focus on our future.
I urge my colleagues to support the CLEAR
Act.
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong support of the Consolidated Land, Energy and
Aquatic Resources Act.
It is often said that experience is the best
teacher. Unfortunately, it often seems that experience is the only teacher when it comes to
developing common sense safeguards to prevent oil spills. As I speak, at least 800,000 gallons of oil has spilled from a pipeline into the
Kalamazoo River in my home state of Michigan. We are just a few days into this crisis,
but surely this accident could have been prevented.
In 1989, the Exxon Valdez ran aground in
Alaska and spilled 11 million gallons of crude
oil into Prince William Sound, fouling hundreds
of miles of pristine coastline. In the months
that followed, Congress responded by approving the Oil Pollution Act that strengthened the
Federal Government’s role in oil spill response
and cleanup in the case of oil tankers. Among
its many provisions, the Act required vessels
carrying oil and operating in U.S. waters to
have double hulls to prevent further accidents
of this type. The law has been a success, but
the damage to Alaska’s environment was
done.
We are more than 100 days into the oil spill
crisis in the Gulf of Mexico. To date, between
90 million and 180 million gallons of oil has
been released into the environment. The BP
Deepwater Horizon spill might have been prevented if there had been some basic drilling
safety standards in place, and if there had
been effective oversight of BP’s actions as it
was drilling the well. We are creating these
standards today with this bill.
The CLEAR Act before the House establishes new safety standards for offshore oil
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drilling. The legislation reforms the Federal
Government’s oversight of offshore drilling operations, holds BP and other oil companies
accountable, and ensures that polluters pay
the full cost of damage caused by the spills
they create.
Experience is, indeed, the best teacher. But
when it comes to preventing future oil spills,
an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of
cure. I urge passage of the CLEAR Act.
Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong
support of H.R. 3534, the Consolidated Land,
Energy, and Aquatic Resources (CLEAR) Act
and H.R. 5851, the Offshore Oil and Gas
Worker Whistleblower Protection Act. Over
100 days ago, millions of gallons of oil began
spilling into the Gulf Mexico after an explosion
on a BP deepwater drilling rig, which tragically
killed eleven workers. In the months since this
accident, the Committees of jurisdiction in the
House of Representatives have held numerous hearings to determine what went wrong
and how to prevent similar disasters in the future. I believe both the CLEAR Act and Whistleblower Protection Act take critical steps to
properly reform our oil and gas drilling policies, as well as to protect the safety of oil and
gas workers.
This comprehensive legislation will end
years of misaligned priorities at the Minerals
Management Service (MMS) at the Department of the Interior (DOI) by dividing its responsibilities into three different departments:
the Bureau of Energy and Resource Management to manage leasing and permitting; the
Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement to police health and safety regulations;
and the Office of Natural Resource Revenue
to collect the American people’s energy revenues earned on public lands. The bill further
addresses misconduct by the MMS by implementing strong ‘‘revolving door’’ provisions
that would ban MMS employees from accepting employment with oil and gas companies
for two years.
The CLEAR Act imposes strong new safety
standards for offshore drilling, including increased inspections, stricter penalties for safety violations, and independent certifications of
critical equipment. I am also pleased that this
comprehensive legislation includes many provisions of legislation which I cosponsored after
the spill; including the elimination of the liability limit on oil companies, subpoena power to
enable the President’s bipartisan Commission
to fully investigate the Deepwater Horizon
spill, and the establishment of a Gulf of Mexico Restoration Program.
Additionally, this bill will use the revenues
received from energy development to provide
full funding to the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) and the Historic Preservation Fund (HPF), both of which contribute
greatly to conservation efforts and open space
preservation in Rhode Island.
In addition to the modifications included in
the CLEAR Act, it is vitally important to the
workers in our country to ensure that they
have access to safe working conditions, and
when they do not, have the opportunity to report their concerns without fear of retribution.
The Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower Protection Act would strengthen whistleblower protections for oil and gas workers
by prohibiting an employer from discriminating
against an employee who reports a violation
or testifies about an alleged violation. It also
establishes a process for an employee to ap-
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peal an employer’s retaliation by filing a complaint with the Secretary of Labor.
I have long said that our nation cannot drill
its way out of our energy crisis. We can no
longer sit idly by as greenhouse gas emissions increase, our ecosystem is harmed, and
our public health deteriorates from increased
pollution. It is long past time that our nation
moves away from our reliance on fossil fuels,
both foreign and domestic, and invests in renewable energy and energy efficient technologies. While I do not believe we needed
any more evidence to move in this direction,
it is my hope that we will learn from this tragedy and seek better and safer solutions that
will preserve our ecosystem and protect the
health and lives of our citizens by passing a
comprehensive clean energy jobs bill, such as
the American Clean Energy and Security
(ACES) Act. But as we continue to move towards clean energy, I urge my colleagues to
support both H.R. 3534 and H.R. 5851 to
make vast improvements to our nation’s domestic energy development and protect workers who put safety first.
The CHAIR. All time for general debate has expired.
Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5minute rule.
In lieu of the amendment in the nature of a substitute recommended by
the Committee on Natural Resources
printed in the bill, it shall be in order
to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the 5minute rule the amendment in the nature of a substitute printed in part A of
House Report 111–582. The amendment
in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read.
The amendment in the nature of a
substitute is as follows:
Strike all after the enacting clause and insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as

the ‘‘Consolidated Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources Act of 2010’’.
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of contents for this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Definitions.
TITLE I—CREATION OF NEW DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AGENCIES
Sec. 101. Bureau of Energy and Resource
Management.
Sec. 102. Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement.
Sec. 103. Office of Natural Resources Revenue.
Sec. 104. Ethics.
Sec. 105. References.
Sec. 106. Abolishment of Minerals Management Service.
Sec. 107. Conforming amendment.
Sec. 108. Outer Continental Shelf Safety and
Environmental Advisory Board.
TITLE II—FEDERAL OIL AND GAS
DEVELOPMENT
Subtitle A—Safety, Environmental, and Financial Reform of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act
Sec. 201. Short title.
Sec. 202. Definitions.
Sec. 203. National policy for the Outer Continental Shelf.
Sec. 204. Jurisdiction of laws on the Outer
Continental Shelf.
Sec. 205. Outer Continental Shelf leasing
standard.
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Sec. 206. Leases, easements, and rights-ofway.
Sec. 207. Disposition of revenues.
Sec. 208. Exploration plans.
Sec. 209. Outer Continental Shelf leasing
program.
Sec. 210. Environmental studies.
Sec. 211. Safety regulations.
Sec. 212. Enforcement of safety and environmental regulations.
Sec. 213. Judicial review.
Sec. 214. Remedies and penalties.
Sec. 215. Uniform planning for Outer Continental Shelf.
Sec. 216. Oil and gas information program.
Sec. 217. Limitation on royalty-in-kind program.
Sec. 218. Restrictions on employment.
Sec. 219. Repeal of royalty relief provisions.
Sec. 220. Manning and buy- and build-American requirements.
Sec. 221. National Commission on the BP
Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill
and Offshore Drilling.
Sec. 222. Coordination and consultation with
affected State and local governments.
Sec. 223. Implementation.
Subtitle B—Royalty Relief for American
Consumers
Sec. 241. Short title.
Sec. 242. Eligibility for new leases and the
transfer of leases.
Sec. 243. Price thresholds for royalty suspension provisions.
TITLE III—OIL AND GAS ROYALTY
REFORM
Sec. 301. Amendments to definitions.
Sec. 302. Compliance reviews.
Sec. 303. Clarification of liability for royalty
payments.
Sec. 304. Required recordkeeping.
Sec. 305. Fines and penalties.
Sec. 306. Interest on overpayments.
Sec. 307. Adjustments and refunds.
Sec. 308. Conforming amendment.
Sec. 309. Obligation period.
Sec. 310. Notice regarding tolling agreements and subpoenas.
Sec. 311. Appeals and final agency action.
Sec. 312. Assessments.
Sec. 313. Collection and production accountability.
Sec. 314. Natural gas reporting.
Sec. 315. Penalty for late or incorrect reporting of data.
Sec. 316. Required recordkeeping.
Sec. 317. Shared civil penalties.
Sec. 318. Applicability to other minerals.
Sec. 319. Entitlements.
Sec. 320. Limitation on royalty in-kind program.
TITLE IV—FULL FUNDING FOR THE
LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION
AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUNDS
Subtitle A—Land and Water Conservation
Fund
Sec. 401. Amendments to the Land and
Water Conservation Fund Act
of 1965.
Sec. 402. Extension of the Land and Water
Conservation Fund.
Sec. 403. Permanent funding.
Subtitle B—National Historic Preservation
Fund
Sec. 411. Permanent funding.
TITLE V—GULF OF MEXICO
RESTORATION
Sec. 501. Gulf of Mexico restoration program.
Sec. 502. Gulf of Mexico long-term environmental monitoring and research program.
Sec. 503. Gulf of Mexico emergency migratory species alternative habitat
program.
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TITLE VI—COORDINATION AND
PLANNING
Sec. 601. Regional coordination.
Sec. 602. Regional Coordination Councils.
Sec. 603. Regional strategic plans.
Sec. 604. Regulations and savings clause.
Sec. 605. Ocean Resources Conservation and
Assistance Fund.
Sec. 606. Waiver.
TITLE VII—OIL SPILL ACCOUNTABILITY
AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Sec. 701. Short title.
Sec. 702. Repeal of and adjustments to limitation on liability.
Sec. 703. Evidence of financial responsibility
for offshore facilities.
Sec. 704. Damages to human health.
Sec. 705. Clarification of liability for discharges from mobile offshore
drilling units.
Sec. 706. Standard of review for damage assessment.
Sec. 707. Information on claims.
Sec. 708. Additional amendments and clarifications to Oil Pollution Act of
1990.
Sec. 709. Americanization of offshore operations in the Exclusive Economic Zone.
Sec. 710. Safety management systems for
mobile offshore drilling units.
Sec. 711. Safety standards for mobile offshore drilling units.
Sec. 712. Operational control of mobile offshore drilling units.
Sec. 713. Single-hull tankers.
Sec. 714. Repeal of response plan waiver.
Sec. 715. National Contingency Plan.
Sec. 716. Tracking Database.
Sec. 717. Evaluation and approval of response plans; maximum penalties.
Sec. 718. Oil and hazardous substance cleanup technologies.
Sec. 719. Implementation of oil spill prevention and response authorities.
Sec. 720. Impacts to Indian Tribes and public
service damages.
Sec. 721. Federal enforcement actions.
Sec. 722. Time required before electing to
proceed with judicial claim or
against the Fund.
Sec. 723. Authorized level of Coast Guard
personnel.
Sec. 724. Clarification of memorandums of
understanding.
Sec. 725. Build America requirement for offshore facilities.
Sec. 726. Oil spill response vessel database.
Sec. 727. Offshore sensing and monitoring
systems.
Sec. 728. Oil and gas exploration and production.
Sec. 729. Leave retention authority.
Sec. 730. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS
PROVISIONS
Sec. 801. Repeal of certain taxpayer subsidized royalty relief for the oil
and gas industry.
Sec. 802. Conservation fee.
Sec. 803. Leasing on Indian lands.
Sec. 804. Outer Continental Shelf State
boundaries.
Sec. 805. Liability for damages to national
wildlife refuges.
Sec. 806. Strengthening coastal State oil
spill planning and response.
Sec. 807. Information sharing.
Sec. 808. Limitation on use of funds.
Sec. 809. Environmental review.
Sec. 810. Federal response to State proposals
to protect State lands and waters.
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.
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(1) AFFECTED INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘affected Indian tribe’’ means an Indian tribe
that has federally reserved rights that are
affirmed by treaty, statute, Executive order,
Federal court order, or other Federal law in
the area at issue.
(2) COASTAL STATE.—The term ‘‘coastal
State’’ has the same meaning given the term
‘‘coastal state’’ in section 304 of the Coastal
Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C.
1453).
(3) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’
means the Department of the Interior, except as the context indicates otherwise.
(4) FUNCTION.—The term ‘‘function’’, with
respect to a function of an officer, employee,
or agent of the Federal Government, or of a
Department, agency, office, or other instrumentality of the Federal Government, includes authorities, powers, rights, privileges,
immunities, programs, projects, activities,
duties, and responsibilities.
(5) IMPORTANT ECOLOGICAL AREA.—The term
‘‘important ecological area’’ means an area
that contributes significantly to local or
larger marine ecosystem health or is an especially unique or sensitive marine ecosystem.
(6) INDIAN LAND.—The term ‘‘Indian land’’
has the meaning given the term in section
502(a) of title V of Public Law 109–58 (25
U.S.C. 3501(2)).
(7) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian tribe’’
has the same meaning given the term ‘‘Indian tribe’’ has in section 4 of the Indian
Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b).
(8) MARINE ECOSYSTEM HEALTH.—The term
‘‘marine ecosystem health’’ means the ability of an ecosystem in ocean and coastal waters to support and maintain patterns, important processes, and productive, sustainable, and resilient communities of organisms, having a species composition, diversity, and functional organization resulting
from the natural habitat of the region, such
that it is capable of supporting a variety of
activities and providing a complete range of
ecological benefits. Such an ecosystem
would be characterized by a variety of factors, including—
(A) a complete diversity of native species
and habitat wherein each native species is
able to maintain an abundance, population
structure, and distribution supporting its ecological and evolutionary functions, patterns, and processes; and
(B) a physical, chemical, geological, and
microbial environment that is necessary to
achieve such diversity.
(9) MINERAL.—The term ‘‘mineral’’ has the
same meaning that the term ‘‘minerals’’ has
in section 2(q) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331(q)).
(10) NONRENEWABLE ENERGY RESOURCE.—
The term ‘‘nonrenewable energy resource’’
means oil and natural gas.
(11) OPERATOR.—The term ‘‘operator’’
means—
(A) the lessee; or
(B) a person designated by the lessee as
having control or management of operations
on the leased area or a portion thereof, who
is—
(i) approved by the Secretary, acting
through the Bureau of Energy and Resource
Management; or
(ii) the holder of operating rights under an
assignment of operating rights that is approved by the Secretary, acting through the
Bureau of Energy and Resource Management.
(12) OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF.—The term
‘‘Outer Continental Shelf’’ has the same
meaning given the term ‘‘outer Continental
Shelf’’ has in the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.).
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(13) REGIONAL OCEAN PARTNERSHIP.—The
term ‘‘Regional Ocean Partnership’’ means
voluntary, collaborative management initiatives developed and entered into by the Governors of two or more coastal States or created by an interstate compact for the purpose of addressing more than one ocean,
coastal, or Great Lakes issue and to implement policies and activities identified under
special area management plans under the
Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16
U.S.C. 1451 et seq.) or other agreements developed and signed by the Governors.
(14) RENEWABLE ENERGY RESOURCE.—The
term ‘‘renewable energy resource’’ means
each of the following:
(A) Wind energy.
(B) Solar energy.
(C) Geothermal energy.
(D) Biomass or landfill gas.
(E) Marine and hydrokinetic renewable energy, as that term is defined in section 632 of
the Energy Independence and Security Act of
2007 (42 U.S.C. 17211).
(15) SECRETARIES.—The term ‘‘Secretaries’’
means the Secretary of the Interior and the
Secretary of Commerce.
(16) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior, except
as otherwise provided in this Act.
(17) TERMS DEFINED IN OTHER LAW.—Each of
the terms ‘‘Federal land’’, ‘‘lease’’, and
‘‘mineral leasing law’’ has the same meaning
given the term under the Federal Oil and Gas
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C.
1701 et seq.), except that such terms shall
also apply to all minerals and renewable energy resources in addition to oil and gas.
TITLE I—CREATION OF NEW DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR AGENCIES
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SEC. 101. BUREAU OF ENERGY AND RESOURCE
MANAGEMENT.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established

in the Department of the Interior a Bureau
of Energy and Resource Management (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Bureau’’) to
be headed by a Director of Energy and Resource Management (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Director’’).
(b) DIRECTOR.—
(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Director shall be
appointed by the President, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, on the
basis of—
(A) professional background, demonstrated
competence, and ability; and
(B) capacity to—
(i) administer the provisions of this Act;
and
(ii) ensure that the fiduciary duties of the
United States Government on behalf of the
people of the United States, as they relate to
development of nonrenewable and renewable
energy and mineral resources, are duly met.
(2) COMPENSATION.—The Director shall be
compensated at the rate provided for Level V
of the Executive Schedule under section 5316
of title 5, United States Code.
(c) DUTIES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (4), the Secretary shall carry out
through the Bureau all functions, powers,
and duties vested in the Secretary relating
to the administration of a comprehensive
program of nonrenewable and renewable energy and mineral resources management—
(A) on the Outer Continental Shelf, pursuant to the Outer Continental Shelf Lands
Act as amended by this Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et
seq.);
(B) on Federal public lands, pursuant to
the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et
seq.) and the Geothermal Steam Act of 1970
(30 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.);
(C) on acquired Federal lands, pursuant to
the Mineral Leasing Act for Acquired Lands
(30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.) and the Geothermal
Steam Act of 1970 (30 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.);
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(D) in the National Petroleum Reserve in
Alaska, pursuant to the Naval Petroleum
Reserves Production Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C.
6501 et seq.);
(E) on any Federal land pursuant to any
mineral leasing law; and
(F) pursuant to this Act and all other applicable Federal laws, including the administration and approval of all instruments and
agreements required to ensure orderly, safe,
and environmentally responsible nonrenewable and renewable energy and mineral resources development activities.
(2) SPECIFIC AUTHORITIES.—The Director
shall promulgate and implement regulations
for the proper issuance of leases for the exploration, development, and production of
nonrenewable and renewable energy and
mineral resources, and for the issuance of
permits under such leases, on the Outer Continental Shelf and for nonrenewable and renewable energy and mineral resources managed by the Bureau of Land Management on
the date of enactment of this Act, or any
other Federal land management agency, including regulations relating to resource
identification, access, evaluation, and utilization.
(3) INDEPENDENT ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall create an independent office within the Bureau
that—
(i) shall report to the Director;
(ii) shall be programmatically separate and
distinct from the leasing and permitting activities of the Bureau; and
(iii) shall—
(I) carry out the environmental studies
program under section 20 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1346);
(II) conduct any environmental analyses
necessary for the programs administered by
the Bureau; and
(III) carry out other functions as deemed
necessary by the Secretary.
(B) CONSULTATION.—Studies and analyses
carried out by the office created under subparagraph (A) shall be conducted in appropriate and timely consultation with other
relevant Federal agencies, including—
(i) the Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement;
(ii) the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service;
(iii) the United States Geological Survey;
and
(iv) the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration.
(4) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not
carry out through the Bureau any function,
power, or duty that is—
(A) required by section 102 to be carried
out through Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement; or
(B) required by section 103 to be carried
out through the Office of Natural Resources
Revenue.
(d) COMPREHENSIVE DATA AND ANALYSES ON
OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF RESOURCES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—
(A) PROGRAMS.—The Director shall develop
and carry out programs for the collection,
evaluation, assembly, analysis, and dissemination of data and information that is relevant to carrying out the duties of the Bureau, including studies under section 20 of
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1346).
(B) USE OF DATA AND INFORMATION.—The
Director shall, in carrying out functions pursuant to the Outer Continental Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), consider data and information referred to in subparagraph (A)
which shall inform the management functions of the Bureau, and shall contribute to
a broader coordination of development activities within the contexts of the best available science and marine spatial planning.
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(2) INTERAGENCY COOPERATION.—In carrying
out programs under this subsection, the Bureau shall—
(A) utilize the authorities of subsection (g)
and (h) of section 18 of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1344);
(B) cooperate with appropriate offices in
the Department and in other Federal agencies;
(C) use existing inventories and mapping of
marine resources previously undertaken by
the Minerals Management Service, mapping
undertaken by the United States Geological
Survey and the National Oceanographic and
Atmospheric Administration, and information provided by the Department of Defense
and other Federal and State agencies possessing relevant data; and
(D) use any available data regarding renewable energy potential, navigation uses,
fisheries, aquaculture uses, recreational
uses, habitat, conservation, and military
uses of the Outer Continental Shelf.
(e) RESPONSIBILITIES OF LAND MANAGEMENT
AGENCIES.—Nothing in this section shall affect the authorities of the Bureau of Land
Management under the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et
seq.) or of the Forest Service under the National Forest Management Act of 1976 (Public Law 94–588).
SEC. 102. BUREAU OF SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ENFORCEMENT.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established
in the Department a Bureau of Safety and
Environmental Enforcement (referred to in
this section as the ‘‘Bureau’’) to be headed
by a Director of Safety and Environmental
Enforcement (referred to in this section as
the ‘‘Director’’).
(b) DIRECTOR.—
(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Director shall be
appointed by the President, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, on the
basis of—
(A) professional background, demonstrated
competence, and ability; and
(B) capacity to administer the provisions
of this Act.
(2) COMPENSATION.—The Director shall be
compensated at the rate provided for Level V
of the Executive Schedule under section 5316
of title 5, United States Code.
(c) DUTIES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out through the Bureau all functions, powers, and duties vested in the Secretary relating to the administration of safety and environmental enforcement activities related to
nonrenewable and renewable energy and
mineral resources—
(A) on the Outer Continental Shelf pursuant to the Outer Continental Shelf Lands
Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.);
(B) on Federal public lands, pursuant to
the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181 et
seq.) and the Geothermal Steam Act of 1970
(30 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.);
(C) on acquired Federal lands, pursuant to
the Mineral Leasing Act for Acquired Lands
(30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.) and the Geothermal
Steam Act of 1970 (30 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.);
(D) in the National Petroleum Reserve in
Alaska, pursuant to the Naval Petroleum
Reserves Production Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C.
6501 et seq.); and
(E) pursuant to—
(i) the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.);
(ii) the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public
Law 109–58);
(iii) the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Simplification and Fairness Act of 1996 (Public
Law 104–185);
(iv) the Forest and Rangeland Renewable
Resources Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600
et seq.);
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(v) the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.);
(vi) this Act; and
(vii) all other applicable Federal laws,
including the authority to develop, promulgate, and enforce regulations to ensure the
safe and environmentally sound exploration,
development, and production of nonrenewable and renewable energy and mineral resources on the Outer Continental Shelf and
onshore federally managed lands.
(d) AUTHORITIES.—In carrying out the duties under this section, the Secretary’s authorities shall include—
(1) performing necessary oversight activities to ensure the proper application of environmental reviews, including those conducted pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.) by the Bureau of Energy and Resource
Management in the performance of its duties
under the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
(43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.);
(2) suspending or prohibiting, on a temporary basis, any operation or activity, including production—
(A) on leases held on the Outer Continental
Shelf, in accordance with section 5(a)(1) of
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1334(a)(1)); or
(B) on leases or rights-of-way held on Federal lands under any other minerals or energy leasing statute, in accordance with section 302(c) of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et
seq.);
(3) cancelling any lease, permit, or rightof-way—
(A) on the Outer Continental Shelf, in accordance with section 5(a)(2) of the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1334(a)(2)); or
(B) on onshore Federal lands, in accordance with section 302(c) of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1732(c));
(4) compelling compliance with applicable
worker safety and environmental laws and
regulations;
(5) requiring comprehensive safety and environmental management programs for persons engaged in activities connected with
the exploration, development, and production of energy or mineral resources;
(6) developing and implementing regulations for Federal employees to carry out any
inspection or investigation to ascertain compliance with applicable regulations, including health, safety, or environmental regulations;
(7) collecting, evaluating, assembling, analyzing, and publicly disseminating electronically data and information that is relevant
to inspections, failures, or accidents involving equipment and systems used for exploration and production of energy and mineral
resources, including human factors associated therewith;
(8) implementing the Offshore Technology
Research and Risk Assessment Program
under section 21 of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1347);
(9) summoning witnesses and directing the
production of evidence;
(10) levying fines and penalties and disqualifying operators; and
(11) carrying out any safety, response, and
removal preparedness functions.
(e) EMPLOYEES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ensure that the inspection force of the Bureau
consists of qualified, trained employees who
meet qualification requirements and adhere
to the highest professional and ethical standards.
(2) QUALIFICATIONS.—The qualification requirements referred to in paragraph (1)—
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(A) shall be determined by the Secretary,
subject to subparagraph (B); and
(B) shall include—
(i) three years of practical experience in oil
and gas exploration, development, or production; or
(ii) a degree in an appropriate field of engineering from an accredited institution of
higher learning.
(3) ASSIGNMENT.—In assigning oil and gas
inspectors to the inspection and investigation of individual operations, the Secretary
shall give due consideration to the extent
possible to their previous experience in the
particular type of oil and gas operation in
which such inspections are to be made.
(4) TRAINING ACADEMY.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall establish and maintain a National Oil and Gas
Health and Safety Academy (referred to in
this paragraph as the ‘‘Academy’’) as an
agency of the Department of the Interior.
(B) FUNCTIONS OF ACADEMY.—The Secretary, through the Academy, shall be responsible for—
(i) the initial and continued training of
both newly hired and experienced oil and gas
inspectors in all aspects of health, safety, environmental, and operational inspections;
(ii) the training of technical support personnel of the Bureau;
(iii) any other training programs for oil
and gas inspectors, Bureau personnel, Department personnel, or other persons as the
Secretary shall designate; and
(iv) certification of the successful completion of training programs for newly hired
and experienced oil and gas inspectors.
(C) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—
(i) IN GENERAL.—In performing functions
under this paragraph, and subject to clause
(ii), the Secretary may enter into cooperative educational and training agreements
with educational institutions, related Federal academies, other Federal agencies,
State governments, labor organizations, and
oil and gas operators and related industries.
(ii) TRAINING REQUIREMENT.—Such training
shall be conducted by the Academy in accordance with curriculum needs and assignment of instructional personnel established
by the Secretary.
(D) USE OF DEPARTMENTAL PERSONNEL.—In
performing functions under this subsection,
the Secretary shall use, to the extent practicable, the facilities and personnel of the
Department of the Interior. The Secretary
may appoint or assign to the Academy such
officers and employees as the Secretary considers necessary for the performance of the
duties and functions of the Academy.
(5) ADDITIONAL TRAINING PROGRAMS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall work
with appropriate educational institutions,
operators, and representatives of oil and gas
workers to develop and maintain adequate
programs with educational institutions and
oil and gas operators, that are designed—
(i) to enable persons to qualify for positions in the administration of this Act; and
(ii) to provide for the continuing education
of inspectors or other appropriate Departmental personnel.
(B) FINANCIAL AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—
The Secretary may provide financial and
technical assistance to educational institutions in carrying out this paragraph.
SEC. 103. OFFICE OF NATURAL RESOURCES REVENUE.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established

in the Department an Office of Natural Resources Revenue (referred to in this section
as the ‘‘Office’’) to be headed by a Director of
Natural Resources Revenue (referred to in
this section as the ‘‘Director’’).
(b) APPOINTMENT AND COMPENSATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad-
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vice and consent of the Senate, on the basis
of—
(A) professional competence; and
(B) capacity to—
(i) administer the provisions of this Act;
and
(ii) ensure that the fiduciary duties of the
United States Government on behalf of the
American people, as they relate to development of nonrenewable and renewable energy
and mineral resources, are duly met.
(2) COMPENSATION.—The Director shall be
compensated at the rate provided for Level V
of the Executive Schedule under section 5316
of title 5, United States Code.
(c) DUTIES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out, through the Office—
(A) all functions, powers, and duties vested
in the Secretary and relating to the administration of the royalty and revenue management functions pursuant to—
(i) the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
(43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.);
(ii) the Mineral Leasing Act (30 U.S.C. 181
et seq.);
(iii) the Mineral Leasing Act for Acquired
Lands (30 U.S.C. 351 et seq.);
(iv) the Geothermal Steam Act of 1970 (30
U.S.C. 1001 et seq.);
(v) the Naval Petroleum Reserves Production Act of 1976 (42 U.S.C. 6501 et seq.);
(vi) the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.);
(vii) the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Simplification and Fairness Act of 1996 (Public
Law 104–185);
(viii) the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public
Law 109–58);
(ix) the Forest and Rangeland Renewable
Resources Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1600
et seq.);
(x) the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.); and
(xi) this Act and all other applicable Federal laws; and
(B) all functions, powers, and duties previously assigned to the Minerals Management Service (including the authority to develop, promulgate, and enforce regulations)
regarding—
(i) royalty and revenue collection;
(ii) royalty and revenue distribution;
(iii) auditing and compliance;
(iv) investigation and enforcement of royalty and revenue regulations; and
(v) asset management for onshore and offshore activities.
(d) OVERSIGHT.—In order to provide transparency and ensure strong oversight over the
revenue program, the Secretary shall—
(1) create within the Office an independent
audit and oversight program responsible for
monitoring the performance of the Office
with respect to the duties and functions
under subsection (c), and conducting internal
control audits of the operations of the Office;
(2) facilitate the participation of those Indian tribes and States operating pursuant to
cooperative agreements or delegations under
the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) on all
of the management teams, committees,
councils, and other entities created by the
Office; and
(3) assure prior consultation with those Indian tribes and States referred to in paragraph (2) in the formulation all policies, procedures, guidance, standards, and rules relating to the functions referred to in subsection
(c).
SEC. 104. ETHICS.
(a) CERTIFICATION.—The

Secretary shall
certify annually that all Department of the
Interior officers and employees having regular, direct contact with lessees and operators as a function of their official duties are

E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H30JY0.REC

H30JY0

July 30, 2010

in full compliance with all Federal employee
ethics laws and regulations under the Ethics
in Government Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) and
part 2635 of title 5, Code of Federal Regulations, and all guidance issued under subsection (b).
(b) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall issue supplementary ethics guidance for the employees for which certification is required under subsection (a).
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SEC. 105. REFERENCES.
(a) BUREAU OF ENERGY AND RESOURCE MANAGEMENT.—Any reference in any law, rule,

regulation, directive, instruction, certificate, or other official document, in force immediately before the enactment of this Act—
(1) to the Minerals Management Service
that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 101 is deemed
to refer and apply to the Bureau of Energy
and Resource Management established by
section 101;
(2) to the Director of the Minerals Management Service that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 101
is deemed to refer and apply to the Director
of the Bureau of Energy and Resource Management;
(3) to any other position in the Minerals
Management Service that pertains to any of
the duties and authorities referred to in section 101 is deemed to refer and apply to that
same or equivalent position in the Bureau of
Energy and Resource Management;
(4) to the Bureau of Land Management
that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 101 is deemed
to refer and apply to the Bureau of Energy
and Resource Management;
(5) to the Director of the Bureau of Land
Management that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 101
is deemed to refer and apply to the Director
of the Bureau of Energy and Resource Management; and
(6) to any other position in the Bureau of
Land Management that pertains to any of
the duties and authorities referred to in section 101 is deemed to refer and apply to that
same or equivalent position in the Bureau of
Energy and Resource Management.
(b) BUREAU OF SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL
ENFORCEMENT.—Any reference in any law,
rule, regulation, directive, instruction, certificate, or other official document in force
immediately before the enactment of this
Act—
(1) to the Minerals Management Service
that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 102 is deemed
to refer and apply to the Bureau of Safety
and Environmental Enforcement established
by section 102;
(2) to the Director of the Minerals Management Service that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 102
is deemed to refer and apply to the Director
of the Bureau of Safety and Environmental
Enforcement;
(3) to any other position in the Minerals
Management Service that pertains to any of
the duties and authorities referred to in section 102 is deemed to refer and apply to that
same or equivalent position in the Bureau of
Safety and Environmental Enforcement;
(4) to the Bureau of Land Management
that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 102 is deemed
to refer and apply to the Bureau of Safety
and Environmental Enforcement;
(5) to the Director of the Bureau of Land
Management that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 102
is deemed to refer and apply to the Director
of the Bureau of Safety and Environmental
Enforcement; and
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(6) to any other position in the Bureau of
Land Management that pertains to any of
the duties and authorities referred to in section 102 is deemed to refer and apply to that
same or equivalent position in the Bureau of
Safety and Environmental Enforcement.
(c) OFFICE OF NATURAL RESOURCES REVENUE.—Any reference in any law, rule, regulation, directive, or instruction, or certificate or other official document, in force immediately prior to enactment—
(1) to the Minerals Management Service
that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 103 is deemed
to refer and apply to the Office of Natural
Resources Revenue established by section
103;
(2) to the Director of the Minerals Management Service that pertains to any of the duties and authorities referred to in section 103
is deemed to refer and apply to the Director
of Natural Resources Revenue; and
(3) to any other position in the Minerals
Management Service that pertains to any of
the duties and authorities referred to in section 103 is deemed to refer and apply to that
same or equivalent position in the Office of
Natural Resources Revenue.
SEC. 106. ABOLISHMENT OF MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE.
(a) ABOLISHMENT.—The Minerals Manage-

ment Service (in this section referred to as
the ‘‘Service’’) is abolished.
(b) COMPLETED ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Completed administrative
actions of the Service shall not be affected
by the enactment of this Act, but shall continue in effect according to their terms until
amended, modified, superseded, terminated,
set aside, or revoked in accordance with law
by an officer of the United States or a court
of competent jurisdiction, or by operation of
law.
(2) COMPLETED ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION DEFINED.—For purposes of paragraph (1), the
term ‘‘completed administrative action’’ includes orders, determinations, rules, regulations, personnel actions, permits, agreements, grants, contracts, certificates, licenses, registrations, and privileges.
(c) PENDING PROCEEDINGS.—Subject to the
authority of the Secretary of the Interior
and the officers of the Department of the Interior under this Act—
(1) pending proceedings in the Service, including notices of proposed rulemaking, and
applications for licenses, permits, certificates, grants, and financial assistance, shall
continue, notwithstanding the enactment of
this Act or the vesting of functions of the
Service in another agency, unless discontinued or modified under the same terms and
conditions and to the same extent that such
discontinuance or modification could have
occurred if this Act had not been enacted;
and
(2) orders issued in such proceedings, and
appeals therefrom, and payments made pursuant to such orders, shall issue in the same
manner and on the same terms as if this Act
had not been enacted, and any such orders
shall continue in effect until amended, modified, superseded, terminated, set aside, or revoked by an officer of the United States or a
court of competent jurisdiction, or by operation of law.
(d) PENDING CIVIL ACTIONS.—Subject to the
authority of the Secretary of the Interior or
any officer of the Department of the Interior
under this Act, pending civil actions shall
continue notwithstanding the enactment of
this Act, and in such civil actions, proceedings shall be had, appeals taken, and
judgments rendered and enforced in the same
manner and with the same effect as if such
enactment had not occurred.
(e) REFERENCES.—References relating to
the Service in statutes, Executive orders,
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rules, regulations, directives, or delegations
of authority that precede the effective date
of this Act are deemed to refer, as appropriate, to the Department, to its officers,
employees, or agents, or to its corresponding
organizational units or functions. Statutory
reporting requirements that applied in relation to the Service immediately before the
effective date of this Act shall continue to
apply.
SEC. 107. CONFORMING AMENDMENT.

Section 5316 of title 5, United States Code,
is amended by striking ‘‘Director, Bureau of
Mines, Department of the Interior.’’ and inserting the following new items:
‘‘Director, Bureau of Energy and Resource
Management, Department of the Interior.
‘‘Director, Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement, Department of the Interior.
‘‘Director, Office of Natural Resources
Revenue, Department of the Interior.’’.
SEC. 108. OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF SAFETY
AND ENVIRONMENTAL ADVISORY
BOARD.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall

establish, under the Federal Advisory Committee Act, an Outer Continental Shelf Safety and Environmental Advisory Board (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Board’’), to
provide the Secretary and the Directors of
the bureaus established by this title with
independent scientific and technical advice
on safe and environmentally compliant nonrenewable and renewable energy and mineral
resource exploration, development, and production activities.
(b) MEMBERSHIP.—
(1) SIZE.—The Board shall consist of not
more than 12 members, chosen to reflect a
range of expertise in scientific, engineering,
management, environmental, and other disciplines related to safe and environmentally
compliant renewable and nonrenewable energy and mineral resource exploration, development, and production activities. The
Secretary shall consult with the National
Academy of Sciences and the National Academy of Engineering to identify potential
candidates for the Board.
(2) TERM.—The Secretary shall appoint
Board members to staggered terms of not
more than 4 years, and shall not appoint a
member for more than 2 consecutive terms.
(3) BALANCE.—In appointing members to
the Board, the Secretary shall ensure a balanced representation of industry- and nonindustry-related interests.
(c) CHAIR.—The Secretary shall appoint the
Chair for the Board.
(d) MEETINGS.—The Board shall meet not
less than 3 times per year and, at least once
per year, shall host a public forum to review
and assess the overall safety and environmental performance of Outer Continental
Shelf nonrenewable and renewable energy
and mineral resource activities.
(e) OFFSHORE DRILLING SAFETY ASSESSMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS.—As part of its
duties under this section, the Board shall, by
not later than 180 days after the date of enactment of this section and every 5 years
thereafter, submit to the Secretary a report
that—
(1) assesses offshore oil and gas well control technologies, practices, voluntary standards, and regulations in the United States
and elsewhere;
(2) assesses whether existing well control
regulations issued by the Secretary under
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) adequately protect public
health and safety and the environment; and
(3) as appropriate, recommends modifications to the regulations issued under this
Act to ensure adequate protection of public
health and safety and the environment.
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(f) REPORTS.—Reports of the Board shall be
submitted to the Congress and made available to the public in electronically accessible
form.
(g) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Members of the
Board, other than full-time employees of the
Federal Government, while attending meeting of the Board or while otherwise serving
at the request of the Secretary or the Director while serving away from their homes or
regular places of business, may be allowed
travel expenses, including per diem in lieu of
subsistence, as authorized by section 5703 of
title 5, United States Code, for individuals in
the Government serving without pay.
TITLE II—FEDERAL OIL AND GAS
DEVELOPMENT
Subtitle A—Safety, Environmental, and Financial Reform of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act Amendments of
2010’’.
SEC. 202. DEFINITIONS.

Section 2 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331) is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(r) The term ‘safety case’ means a body of
evidence that provides a basis for determining whether a system is adequately safe
for a given application in a given operating
environment.’’.
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SEC. 203. NATIONAL POLICY FOR THE OUTER
CONTINENTAL SHELF.

Section 3 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1332) is amended—
(1) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:
‘‘(3) the outer Continental Shelf is a vital
national resource reserve held by the Federal
Government for the public, that should be
managed in a manner that—
‘‘(A) recognizes the need of the United
States for domestic sources of energy, food,
minerals, and other resources;
‘‘(B) minimizes the potential impacts of
development of those resources on the marine and coastal environment and on human
health and safety; and
‘‘(C) acknowledges the long-term economic
value to the United States of the balanced
and orderly management of those resources
that safeguards the environment and respects the multiple values and uses of the
outer Continental Shelf;’’;
(2) in paragraph (4), by striking the period
at the end and inserting a semicolon;
(3) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘should
be’’ and inserting ‘‘shall be’’, and striking ‘‘;
and’’ and inserting a semicolon;
(4) by redesignating paragraph (6) as paragraph (7);
(5) by inserting after paragraph (5) the following:
‘‘(6) exploration, development, and production of energy and minerals on the outer
Continental Shelf should be allowed only
when those activities can be accomplished in
a manner that minimizes—
‘‘(A) harmful impacts to life (including fish
and other aquatic life) and health;
‘‘(B) damage to the marine, coastal, and
human environments and to property; and
‘‘(C) harm to other users of the waters, seabed, or subsoil; and’’; and
(6) in paragraph (7) (as so redesignated),
by—
(A) striking ‘‘should be’’ and inserting
‘‘shall be’’;
(B) inserting ‘‘best available’’ after
‘‘using’’; and
(C) striking ‘‘or minimize’’.
SEC. 204. JURISDICTION OF LAWS ON THE OUTER
CONTINENTAL SHELF.

Section 4(a)(1) of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(1)) is
amended by—
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(1) inserting ‘‘or producing or supporting
production of energy from sources other
than oil and gas’’ after ‘‘therefrom’’;
(2) inserting ‘‘or transmitting such energy’’ after ‘‘transporting such resources’’;
and
(3) inserting ‘‘and other energy’’ after
‘‘That mineral’’.
SEC. 205. OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LEASING
STANDARD.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5 of the Outer

Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1334)
is amended—
(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘The Secretary may at any time’’ and inserting ‘‘The
Secretary shall’’;
(2) in the second sentence of subsection (a),
by adding after ‘‘provide for’’ the following:
‘‘operational safety, the protection of the
marine and coastal environment, and’’;
(3) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and the
Secretary of Commerce with respect to matters that may affect the marine and coastal
environment’’ after ‘‘which may affect competition’’;
(4) in clause (ii) of subsection (a)(2)(A), by
striking ‘‘a reasonable period of time’’ and
inserting ‘‘30 days’’;
(5) in subsection (a)(7), by inserting ‘‘in a
manner that minimizes harmful impacts to
the marine and coastal environment’’ after
‘‘lease area’’;
(6) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘and’’
after the semicolon at the end of paragraph
(7), redesignating paragraph (8) as paragraph
(13), and inserting after paragraph (7) the following:
‘‘(8) for independent third-party certification requirements of safety systems related to well control, such as blowout preventers;
‘‘(9) for performance requirements for
blowout preventers, including quantitative
risk assessment standards, subsea testing,
and secondary activation methods;
‘‘(10) for independent third-party certification requirements of well casing and cementing programs and procedures;
‘‘(11) for the establishment of mandatory
safety and environmental management systems by operators on the Outer Continental
Shelf;
‘‘(12) for procedures and technologies to be
used during drilling operations to minimize
the risk of ignition and explosion of hydrocarbons;’’;
(7) in subsection (a), by striking the period
at the end of paragraph (13), as so redesignated, and inserting ‘‘; and’’, and by adding
at the end the following:
‘‘(14) ensuring compliance with other applicable environmental and natural resource
conservation laws.’’; and
(8) by adding at the end the following new
subsections:
‘‘(k) DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE.—Any documents incorporated by
reference in regulations promulgated by the
Secretary pursuant to this Act shall be made
available to the public, free of charge, on a
website maintained by the Secretary.
‘‘(l) REGULATORY STANDARDS FOR BLOWOUT
PREVENTERS, WELL DESIGN, AND CEMENTING.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In promulgating regulations under this Act related to blowout preventers, well design, and cementing, the Secretary shall ensure that such regulations include the minimum standards included in
paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), unless, after notice and an opportunity for public comment,
the Secretary determines that a standard required under this subsection would be less effective in ensuring safe operations than an
available alternative technology or practice.
Such regulations shall require independent
third-party certification, pursuant to paragraph (5), of blowout preventers, well design,
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and cementing programs and procedures
prior to the commencement of drilling operations. Such regulations shall also require
re-certification by an independent thirdparty certifier, pursuant to paragraph (5), of
a blowout preventer upon any material
modification to the blowout preventer or
well design and of a well design upon any
material modification to the well design.
‘‘(2) BLOWOUT PREVENTERS.—Subject to
paragraph (1), regulations issued under this
Act for blowout preventers shall include at a
minimum the following requirements:
‘‘(A) Two sets of blind shear rams appropriately spaced to prevent blowout preventer
failure if a drill pipe joint or drill tool is
across one set of blind shear rams during a
situation that threatens loss of well control.
‘‘(B) Redundant emergency backup control
systems capable of activating the relevant
components of a blowout preventer, including when the communications link or other
critical links between the drilling rig and
the blowout preventer are destroyed or inoperable.
‘‘(C) Regular testing of the emergency
backup control systems, including testing
during deployment of the blowout preventer.
‘‘(D) As appropriate, remotely operated vehicle intervention capabilities for secondary
control of all subsea blowout preventer functions, including adequate hydraulic capacity
to activate blind shear rams, casing shear
rams, and other critical blowout preventer
components.
‘‘(3) WELL DESIGN.—Subject to paragraph
(1), regulations issued under this Act for well
design standards shall include at a minimum
the following requirements:
‘‘(A) In connection with the installation of
the final casing string, the installation of at
least two independent, tested mechanical
barriers, in addition to a cement barrier,
across each flow path between hydrocarbon
bearing formations and the blowout preventer.
‘‘(B) That wells shall be designed so that a
failure of one barrier does not significantly
increase the likelihood of another barrier’s
failure.
‘‘(C) That the casing design is appropriate
for the purpose for which it is intended under
reasonably expected wellbore conditions.
‘‘(D) The installation and verification with
a pressure test of a lockdown device at the
time the casing is installed in the wellhead.
‘‘(4) CEMENTING.—Subject to paragraph (1),
regulations issued under this Act for cementing standards shall include at a minimum
the following requirements:
‘‘(A) Adequate centralization of the casing
to ensure proper distribution of cement.
‘‘(B) A full circulation of drilling fluids
prior to cementing.
‘‘(C) The use of an adequate volume of cement to prevent any unintended flow of hydrocarbons between any hydrocarbon-bearing formation zone and the wellhead.
‘‘(D) Cement bond logs for all cementing
jobs intended to provide a barrier to hydrocarbon flow.
‘‘(E) Cement bond logs or such other integrity tests as the Secretary may prescribe for
cement jobs other than those identified in
subparagraph (D).
THIRD-PARTY
CER‘‘(5)
INDEPENDENT
TIFIERS.—The Secretary shall establish appropriate standards for the approval of independent third-party certifiers capable of exercising certification functions for blowout
preventers, well design, and cementing. For
any certification required for regulations related to blowout preventers, well design, or
cementing, the operator shall use a qualified
independent third-party certifier chosen by
the Secretary. The costs of any certification
shall be borne by the operator.
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‘‘(6) APPLICATION TO INSHORE WATERS;
STATE IMPLEMENTATION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Requirements established under this subsection shall apply, as
provided in subparagraph (B), to offshore
drilling operations that take place on lands
that are landward of the outer Continental
Shelf and seaward of the line of mean high
tide, and that the Secretary determines,
based on criteria established by rule, could,
in the event of a blowout, lead to extensive
and widespread harm to public health and
safety or the environment.
‘‘(B) SUBMISSION OF STATE REGULATORY REGIME.—Any State may submit to the Secretary a plan demonstrating that the State’s
regulatory regime for wells identified in subparagraph (A) establishes requirements for
such wells that are comparable to, or alternative requirements providing an equal or
greater level of safety than, those established under this section for wells on the
outer Continental Shelf. The Secretary shall
promptly determine, after notice and an opportunity for public comment, whether a
State’s regulatory regime meets the standard set forth in the preceding sentence. If the
Secretary determines that a State’s regulatory regime does not meet such standard,
the Secretary shall identify the deficiencies
that are the basis for such determination
and provide a reasonable period of time for
the State to remedy the deficiencies. If the
State does not do so within such reasonable
period of time, the Secretary shall apply the
requirements established under this section
to offshore drilling operations described in
subparagraph (A) that are located in such
State, until such time as the Secretary determines that the deficiencies have been
remedied.
‘‘(m) RULEMAKING DOCKETS.—
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than the
date of proposal of any regulation under this
Act, the Secretary shall establish a publicly
available rulemaking docket for such regulation.
‘‘(2) DOCUMENTS TO BE INCLUDED.—The Secretary shall include in the docket—
‘‘(A) all written comments and documentary information on the proposed rule received from any person in the comment period for the rulemaking, promptly upon receipt by the Secretary;
‘‘(B) the transcript of each public hearing,
if any, on the proposed rule, promptly upon
receipt from the person who transcribed such
hearing; and
‘‘(C) all documents that become available
after the proposed rule is published and that
the Secretary determines are of central relevance to the rulemaking, by as soon as possible after their availability.
‘‘(3) PROPOSED AND DRAFT FINAL RULE AND
ASSOCIATED MATERIAL.—The Secretary shall
include in the docket—
‘‘(A) each draft proposed rule submitted by
the Secretary to the Office of Management
and Budget for any interagency review process prior to proposal of such rule, all documents accompanying such draft, all written
comments thereon by other agencies, and all
written responses to such written comments
by the Secretary, by no later than the date
of proposal of the rule; and
‘‘(B) each draft final rule submitted by the
Secretary for such review process before
issuance of the final rule, all such written
comments thereon, all documents accompanying such draft, and all written responses
thereto, by no later than the date of issuance
of the final rule.’’.
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection
(g) of section 25 of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1351), as redesignated by section 215(4) of this Act, is further
amended by striking ‘‘paragraph (8) of section 5(a) of this Act’’ each place it appears
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and inserting ‘‘paragraph (13) of section 5(a)
of this Act’’.
SEC. 206. LEASES, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OFWAY.
(a) FINANCIAL ASSURANCE AND FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY.—Section 8 of the Outer Conti-

nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(q) REVIEW OF BOND AND SURETY
AMOUNTS.—Not later than May 1, 2011, and
every 5 years thereafter, the Secretary shall
review the minimum financial responsibility
requirements for leases issued under this section and shall ensure that any bonds or surety required are adequate to comply with the
requirements of this Act or the Oil Pollution
Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.).
‘‘(r) PERIODIC FISCAL REVIEW AND REPORT.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date of enactment of this subsection and every 3 years thereafter, the Secretary shall carry out a review and prepare a
report setting forth—
‘‘(A)(i) the royalty and rental rates included in new offshore oil and gas leases; and
‘‘(ii) the rationale for the rates;
‘‘(B) whether, in the view of the Secretary,
the royalty and rental rates described in subparagraph (A) will yield a fair return to the
public while promoting the production of oil
and gas resources in a timely manner;
‘‘(C)(i) the minimum bond or surety
amounts required pursuant to offshore oil
and gas leases; and
‘‘(ii) the rationale for the minimum
amounts;
‘‘(D) whether the bond or surety amounts
described in subparagraph (C) are adequate
to comply with subsection (q); and
‘‘(E) whether the Secretary intends to
modify the royalty or rental rates, or bond
or surety amounts, based on the review.
‘‘(2) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—In carrying
out a review and preparing a report under
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall provide to
the public an opportunity to participate.
‘‘(3) REPORT DEADLINE.—Not later than 30
days after the date on which the Secretary
completes a report under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall transmit copies of the report
to—
‘‘(A) the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate; and
‘‘(B) the Committee on Natural Resources
of the House of Representatives.
‘‘(s) COMPARATIVE REVIEW OF FISCAL SYSTEM.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this subsection and every 5 years thereafter, the Secretary shall carry out a comprehensive review of all components of the Federal offshore oil and gas fiscal system, including requirements for—
‘‘(A) bonus bids;
‘‘(B) rental rates; and
‘‘(C) royalties.
‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—
‘‘(A) CONTENTS; SCOPE.—A review under
paragraph (1) shall include—
‘‘(i) the information and analyses necessary to compare the offshore bonus bids,
rents, and royalties of the Federal Government to the offshore bonus bids, rents, and
royalties of other resource owners, including
States and foreign countries; and
‘‘(ii) an assessment of the overall offshore
oil and gas fiscal system in the United
States, as compared to foreign countries.
‘‘(B) INDEPENDENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—
In carrying out a review under paragraph (1),
the Secretary shall convene and seek the advice of an independent advisory committee
comprised of oil and gas and fiscal experts
from States, Indian tribes, academia, the energy industry, and appropriate nongovernmental organizations.
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‘‘(3) REPORT.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall prepare a report that contains—
‘‘(i) the contents and results of the review
carried out under paragraph (1) for the period covered by the report; and
‘‘(ii) any recommendations of the Secretary based on the contents and results of
the review.
‘‘(B) REPORT DEADLINE.—Not later than 30
days after the date on which the Secretary
completes a report under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall transmit copies of the report
to the Committee on Natural Resources of
the House of Representatives and the Committee on Energy and Natural Resources of
the Senate.’’.
(b) ENVIRONMENTAL DILIGENCE.—Section 8
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337) is amended by striking subsection (d) and inserting the following:
‘‘(d) REQUIREMENT FOR CERTIFICATION OF
RESPONSIBLE STEWARDSHIP.—
‘‘(1) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—No bid
or request for a lease, easement, or right-ofway under this section, or for a permit to
drill under section 11(d), may be submitted
by any person unless the person certifies to
the Secretary that the person (including any
related person and any predecessor of such
person or related person) meets each of the
following requirements:
‘‘(A) The person is meeting due diligence,
safety, and environmental requirements on
other leases, easements, and rights-of-way.
‘‘(B) In the case of a person that is a responsible party for a vessel or a facility from
which oil is discharged, for purposes of section 1002 of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33
U.S.C. 2702), the person has met all of its obligations under that Act to provide compensation for covered removal costs and
damages.
‘‘(C) In the 7-year period ending on the
date of certification, the person, in connection with activities in the oil industry (including exploration, development, production, transportation by pipeline, and refining)—
‘‘(i) was not found to have committed willful or repeated violations under the Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29
U.S.C. 651 et seq.) (including State plans approved under section 18(c) of such Act (29
U.S.C. 667(c))) at a rate that is higher than
five times the rate determined by the Secretary to be the oil industry average for such
violations for such period;
‘‘(ii) was not convicted of a criminal violation for death or serious bodily injury;
‘‘(iii) did not have more than 10 fatalities
at its exploration, development, and production facilities and refineries as a result of
violations of Federal or State health, safety,
or environmental laws;
‘‘(iv) was not assessed, did not enter into
an agreement to pay, and was not otherwise
required to pay, civil penalties and criminal
fines for violations the person was found to
have committed under the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.)
(including State programs approved under
sections 402 and 404 of such Act (33 U.S.C.
1342 and 1344)) in a total amount that is
equal to more than $10,000,000; and
‘‘(v) was not assessed, did not enter into an
agreement to pay, and was not otherwise required to pay, civil penalties and criminal
fines for violations the person was found to
have committed under the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) (including State plans approved under section 110 of such Act (42
U.S.C. 7410)) in a total amount that is equal
to more than $10,000,000.
‘‘(2) ENFORCEMENT.—If the Secretary determines that a certification made under paragraph (1) is false, the Secretary shall cancel
any lease, easement, or right of way and
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shall revoke any permit with respect to
which the certification was required under
such paragraph.
‘‘(3) DEFINITION OF RELATED PERSON.—For
purposes of this subsection, the term ‘related
person’ includes a parent, subsidiary, affiliate, member of the same controlled group,
contractor, subcontractor, a person holding
a controlling interest or in which a controlling interest is held, and a person with substantially the same board members, senior
officers, or investors.’’.
(c) ALTERNATIVE ENERGY DEVELOPMENT.—
(1) CLARIFICATION RELATING TO ALTERNATIVE ENERGY DEVELOPMENT.—Section 8(p)
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(p)) is amended—
(A) in paragraph (1)—
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by inserting ‘‘or’’ after ‘‘1501 et seq.),’’,
and by striking ‘‘or other applicable law,’’;
and
(ii) by amending subparagraph (D) to read
as follows:
‘‘(D) use, for energy-related purposes, facilities currently or previously used for activities authorized under this Act, except
that any oil and gas energy-related uses
shall not be authorized in areas in which oil
and gas preleasing, leasing, and related activities are prohibited by a moratorium.’’;
and
(B) in paragraph (4)—
(i) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘coordination’’ and inserting ‘‘in consultation’’;
and
(ii) in subparagraph (J)(ii), by inserting ‘‘a
potential site for an alternative energy facility,’’ after ‘‘deepwater port,’’.
(2) NONCOMPETITIVE ALTERNATIVE ENERGY
LEASE OPTIONS.—Section 8(p)(3) of such Act
(43 U.S.C. 1337(p)(3)) is amended to read as
follows:
OR
NONCOMPETITIVE
‘‘(3)
COMPETITIVE
BASIS.—Any lease, easement, right-of-way, or
other authorization granted under paragraph
(1) shall be issued on a competitive basis, unless—
‘‘(A) the lease, easement, right-of-way, or
other authorization relates to a project that
meets the criteria established under section
388(d) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (43
U.S.C. 1337 note; Public Law 109–58);
‘‘(B) the lease, easement, right-of-way, or
other authorization—
‘‘(i) is for the placement and operation of a
meteorological or marine data collection facility; and
‘‘(ii) has a term of not more than 5 years;
or
‘‘(C) the Secretary determines, after providing public notice of a proposed lease,
easement, right-of-way, or other authorization, that no competitive interest exists.’’.
(d) REVIEW OF IMPACTS OF LEASE SALES ON
THE MARINE AND COASTAL ENVIRONMENT BY
SECRETARY.—Section 8 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337) is
amended by adding at the end of subsection
(a) the following:
‘‘(9) At least 60 days prior to any lease sale,
the Secretary shall request a review by the
Secretary of Commerce of the proposed sale
with respect to impacts on the marine and
coastal environment. The Secretary of Commerce shall complete and submit in writing
the results of that review within 60 days
after receipt of the Secretary of the Interior’s request. If the Secretary of Commerce
makes specific recommendations related to a
proposed lease sale to reduce impacts on the
marine and coastal environment, and the
Secretary rejects or modifies such recommendations, the Secretary shall provide
in writing justification for rejecting or modifying such recommendations.’’.
(e) LIMITATION ON LEASE TRACT SIZE.—Section 8(b)(1) of the Outer Continental Shelf
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Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(b)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘‘, unless the Secretary finds that a
larger area is necessary to comprise a reasonable economic production unit’’.
(f) SULPHUR LEASES.—Section 8(i) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1337(i)) is amended by striking ‘‘meet the urgent need’’ and inserting ‘‘allow’’.
(g) TERMS AND PROVISIONS.—Section 8(b) of
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘An
oil and gas lease issued pursuant to this section shall’’ and inserting ‘‘An oil and gas
lease may be issued pursuant to this section
only if the Secretary determines that activities under the lease are not likely to result
in any condition described in section
5(a)(2)(A)(i), and shall’’.
SEC. 207. DISPOSITION OF REVENUES.

Section 9 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1338) is amended to read
as follows:
‘‘SEC. 9. DISPOSITION OF REVENUES.
‘‘(a) GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

sections (b), (c), and (d), all rentals, royalties, and other sums paid to the Secretary or
the Secretary of the Navy under any lease on
the outer Continental Shelf for the period
from June 5, 1950, to date, and thereafter
shall be deposited in the Treasury of the
United States and credited to miscellaneous
receipts.
‘‘(b) LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION
FUND.—Effective for fiscal year 2011 and each
fiscal year thereafter, $900,000,000 of the
amounts referred to in subsection (a) shall be
deposited in the Treasury of the United
States and credited to the Land and Water
Conservation Fund. These sums shall be
available to the Secretary, without further
appropriation or fiscal year limitation, for
carrying out the purposes of the Land and
Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (16
U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.).
‘‘(c) HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND.—Effective for fiscal year 2011 and each fiscal year
thereafter, $150,000,000 of the amounts referred to in subsection (a) shall be deposited
in the Treasury of the United States and
credited to the Historic Preservation Fund.
These sums shall be available to the Secretary, without further appropriation or fiscal year limitation, for carrying out the purposes of the National Historic Preservation
Fund Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.).
‘‘(d) OCEAN RESOURCES CONSERVATION AND
ASSISTANCE FUND.—Effective for each fiscal
year 2011 and thereafter, 10 percent of the
amounts referred to in subsection (a) shall be
deposited in the Treasury of the United
States and credited to the Ocean Resources
Conservation and Assistance Fund established by the Consolidated Land, Energy, and
Aquatic Resources Act of 2010. These sums
shall be available to the Secretary, subject
to appropriation, for carrying out the purposes of section 605 of the Consolidated Land,
Energy, and Aquatic Resources Act of 2010.
‘‘(e) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this
section shall decrease the amount any State
shall receive pursuant to section 8(g) of this
Act or section 105 of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 note).’’.
SEC. 208. EXPLORATION PLANS.
(a) LIMITATION ON HARM FROM AGENCY EXPLORATION.—Section 11(a)(1) of the Outer

Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1340(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘, which do
not interfere with or endanger actual operations under any lease maintained or granted pursuant to this Act, and which are not
unduly harmful to aquatic life in such area’’
and inserting ‘‘if a permit authorizing such
activity is issued by the Secretary under
subsection (g)’’.
(b) EXPLORATION PLAN REVIEW.—Section
11(c) of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands
Act (43 U.S.C. 1340(c)), is amended—
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(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ before the first sentence;
(2) in paragraph (1)(A), as designated by
the amendment made by paragraph (1) of
this subsection—
(A) by striking ‘‘and the provisions of such
lease’’ and inserting ‘‘the provisions of such
lease, and other applicable environmental
and natural resource conservation laws’’;
and
(B) by striking the fourth sentence and inserting the following:
‘‘(B) The Secretary shall approve such
plan, as submitted or modified, within 90
days after its submission and it is made publicly accessible by the Secretary, or within
such additional time as the Secretary determines is necessary to complete any environmental, safety, or other reviews, if the Secretary determines that—
‘‘(i) any proposed activity under such plan
is not likely to result in any condition described in section 5(a)(2)(A)(i);
‘‘(ii) the plan complies with other applicable environmental or natural resource conservation laws;
‘‘(iii) in the case of geophysical surveys,
the applicant will use the best available
technologies and methods to minimize impacts on marine life; and
‘‘(iv) the applicant has demonstrated the
capability and technology to respond immediately and effectively to a worst-case oil
spill in real-world conditions in the area of
the proposed activity.’’; and
(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(5) If the Secretary requires greater than
90 days to review an exploration plan submitted pursuant to any oil and gas lease
issued or maintained under this Act, then
the Secretary may provide for a suspension
of that lease pursuant to section 5 until the
review of the exploration plan is completed.’’.
(c) REQUIREMENTS.—Section 11(c) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1340(c), is amended by amending paragraph
(3) to read as follows:
‘‘(3) An exploration plan submitted under
this subsection shall include, in the degree of
detail that the Secretary may by regulation
require—
‘‘(A) a schedule of anticipated exploration
activities to be undertaken;
‘‘(B) a detailed and accurate description of
equipment to be used for such activities, including—
‘‘(i) a description of each drilling unit;
‘‘(ii) a statement of the design and condition of major safety-related pieces of equipment, including independent third party certification of such equipment; and
‘‘(iii) a description of any new technology
to be used;
‘‘(C) a map showing the location of each
well to be drilled;
‘‘(D) a scenario for the potential blowout of
the well involving the highest potential volume of liquid hydrocarbons, along with a
complete description of a response plan to
both control the blowout and manage the accompanying discharge of hydrocarbons, including the likelihood for surface intervention to stop the blowout, the availability of
a rig to drill a relief well, an estimate of the
time it would take to drill a relief well, a description of other technology that may be
used to regain control of the well or capture
escaping hydrocarbons and the potential
timeline for using that technology for its intended purpose, and the strategy, organization, and resources necessary to avoid harm
to the environment and human health from
hydrocarbons;
‘‘(E) an analysis of the potential impacts of
the worst-case-scenario discharge of hydrocarbons on the marine, coastal, and human
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environments for activities conducted pursuant to the proposed exploration plan; and
‘‘(F) such other information deemed pertinent by the Secretary.’’.
(d) DRILLING PERMITS.—Section 11(d) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1340(d)) is amended by to read as follows:
‘‘(d) DRILLING PERMITS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, by
regulation, require that any lessee operating
under an approved exploration plan obtain a
permit prior to drilling any well in accordance with such plan, and prior to any significant modification of the well design as originally approved by the Secretary.
‘‘(2) ENGINEERING REVIEW REQUIRED.—The
Secretary may not grant any drilling permit
or modification of the permit prior to completion of a full engineering review of the
well system, including a determination that
critical safety systems, including blowout
prevention, will utilize best available technology and that blowout prevention systems
will include redundancy and remote triggering capability.
‘‘(3) OPERATOR SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL
MANAGEMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary shall
not grant any drilling permit or modification of the permit prior to completion of a
safety and environmental management plan
to be utilized by the operator during all well
operations.’’.
(e) EXPLORATION PERMIT REQUIREMENTS.—
Section 11(g) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1340(g)) is amended by—
(1) striking ‘‘shall be issued’’ and inserting
‘‘may be issued’’;
(2) inserting ‘‘and after consultation with
the Secretary of Commerce,’’ after ‘‘in accordance with regulations issued by the Secretary’’;
(3) striking the ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph (2);
(4) in paragraph (3) striking ‘‘will not be
unduly harmful to’’ and inserting ‘‘is not
likely to harm’’;
(5) striking the period at the end of paragraph (3) and inserting a semicolon; and
(6) adding at the end the following:
‘‘(4) the exploration will be conducted in
accordance with other applicable environmental and natural resource conservation
laws;
‘‘(5) in the case of geophysical surveys, the
applicant will use the best available technologies and methods to minimize impacts
on marine life; and
‘‘(6) in the case of drilling operations, the
applicant has available oil spill response and
clean-up equipment and technology that has
been demonstrated to be capable of effectively remediating a worst-case release of
oil.’’.
(f) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANS;
DEEPWATER PLAN; PLAN DISAPPROVAL.—Section 11 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands
Act (43 U.S.C. 1340) is amended by adding at
the end the following:
‘‘(i) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANS.—
The Secretary shall treat the approval of an
exploration plan, or a significant revision of
such a plan, as an agency action requiring
preparation of an environmental assessment
or environmental impact statement in accordance with the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), and
shall require that such plan—
‘‘(1) be based on the best available technology to ensure safety in carrying out both
the drilling of the well and any oil spill response; and
‘‘(2) contain a technical systems analysis
of the safety of the proposed activity, the
blowout prevention technology, and the
blowout and spill response plans.
‘‘(j) DISAPPROVAL OF PLAN.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall disapprove the plan if the Secretary deter-

VerDate Mar 15 2010

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

H6519

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 089060

mines, because of exceptional geological conditions in the lease areas, exceptional resource values in the marine or coastal environment,
or
other
exceptional
circumstances, that—
‘‘(A) implementation of the plan would
probably cause serious harm or damage to
life (including fish and other aquatic life), to
property, to any mineral deposits (in areas
leased or not leased), to the national security or defense, or to the marine, coastal, or
human environments;
‘‘(B) the threat of harm or damage will not
disappear or decrease to an acceptable extent within a reasonable period of time; and
‘‘(C) the advantages of disapproving the
plan outweigh the advantages of exploration.
‘‘(2) CANCELLATION OF LEASE FOR DISAPPROVAL OF PLAN.—If a plan is disapproved
under this subsection, the Secretary may
cancel such lease in accordance with subsection (c)(1) of this section.’’.
SEC. 209. OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF LEASING
PROGRAM.

Section 18 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1344) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a) in the second sentence
by striking ‘‘meet national energy needs’’
and inserting ‘‘balance national energy needs
and the protection of the marine and coastal
environment and all the resources in that
environment,’’;
(2) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘considers’’ and inserting ‘‘gives equal consideration to’’;
(3) in subsection (a)(2)(A)—
(A) by striking ‘‘existing’’ and inserting
‘‘the best available scientific’’; and
(B) by inserting ‘‘, including at least three
consecutive years of data’’ after ‘‘information’’;
(4) in subsection (a)(2)(D), by inserting ‘‘potential and existing sites of renewable energy
installations,’’
after
‘‘deepwater
ports,’’;
(5) in subsection (a)(2)(H), by inserting ‘‘including the availability of infrastructure to
support oil spill response’’ before the period;
(6) in subsection (a)(3), by—
(A) striking ‘‘to the maximum extent practicable,’’;
(B) striking ‘‘obtain a proper balance between’’ and inserting ‘‘minimize’’; and
(C) striking ‘‘damage,’’ and all that follows
through the period and inserting ‘‘damage
and adverse impacts on the marine, coastal,
and human environments, and enhancing the
potential for the discovery of oil and gas.’’;
(7) in subsection (b)(1), by inserting ‘‘environmental, marine, and energy’’ after ‘‘obtain’’;
(8) in subsection (b)(2), by inserting ‘‘environmental, marine, and’’ after ‘‘interpret
the’’;
(9) in subsection (b)(3), by striking ‘‘and’’
after the semicolon at the end;
(10) by striking the period at the end of
subsection (b)(4) and inserting a semicolon;
(11) by adding at the end of subsection (b)
the following:
‘‘(5) provide technical review and oversight
of exploration plans and a systems review of
the safety of well designs and other operational decisions;
‘‘(6) conduct regular and thorough safety
reviews and inspections; and
‘‘(7) enforce all applicable laws and regulations.’’;
(12) in the first sentence of subsection
(c)(1), by inserting ‘‘the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration and’’ after
‘‘including’’;
(13) in subsection (c)(2)—
(A) by inserting after the first sentence the
following: ‘‘The Secretary shall also submit
a copy of such proposed program to the head
of each Federal agency referred to in, or that
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otherwise provided suggestions under, paragraph (1).’’;
(B) in the third sentence, by inserting ‘‘or
head of a Federal agency’’ after ‘‘such Governor’’; and
(C) in the fourth sentence, by inserting ‘‘or
between the Secretary and the head of a Federal agency,’’ after ‘‘affected State,’’;
(14) by redesignating subsection (c)(3) as
subsection (c)(4) and by inserting before subsection (c)(4) (as so redesignated) the following:
‘‘(3) At least 60 days prior to the publication of a proposed leasing program under
this section, the Secretary shall request a review by the Secretary of Commerce of the
proposed leasing program with respect to impacts on the marine and coastal environments. If the Secretary rejects or modifies
any of the recommendations made by the
Secretary of Commerce concerning the location, timing, or conduct of leasing activities
under the proposed leasing program, the Secretary shall provide in writing justification
for rejecting or modifying such recommendations.’’.
(15) in the second sentence of subsection
(d)(2), by inserting ‘‘, the head of a Federal
agency,’’ after ‘‘Attorney General’’;
(16) in subsection (g), by inserting after the
first sentence the following: ‘‘Such information may include existing inventories and
mapping of marine resources previously undertaken by the Department of the Interior
and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, information provided by the
Department of Defense, and other available
data regarding energy or mineral resource
potential, navigation uses, fisheries, aquaculture uses, recreational uses, habitat, conservation, and military uses on the outer
Continental Shelf.’’; and
(17) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:
‘‘(i) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—The
Secretary shall carry out a program of research and development to ensure the continued improvement of methodologies for
characterizing resources of the outer Continental Shelf and conditions that may affect
the ability to develop and use those resources in a safe, sound, and environmentally responsible manner. Such research
and development activities may include activities to provide accurate estimates of energy and mineral reserves and potential on
the Outer Continental Shelf and any activities that may assist in filling gaps in environmental data needed to develop each leasing program under this section.’’.
SEC. 210. ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES.
(a) INFORMATION NEEDED FOR ASSESSMENT
AND MANAGEMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS.—Section 20 of the Outer Continental

Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1346) is amended
by striking so much as precedes ‘‘of any
area’’ in subsection (a)(1) and inserting the
following:
‘‘SEC. 20. ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES.

‘‘(a)(1) The Secretary, in cooperation with
the Secretary of Commerce, shall conduct a
study no less than once every three years’’.
(b) IMPACTS OF DEEP WATER SPILLS.—Section 20 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands
Act (43 U.S.C. 1346) is amended by—
(1) redesignating subsections (c) through (f)
as (d) through (g); and
(2) inserting after subsection (b) the following new subsection:
‘‘(c) The Secretary shall conduct research
to identify and reduce data gaps related to
impacts of deepwater hydrocarbon spills, including—
‘‘(1) effects to benthic substrate communities and species;
‘‘(2) water column habitats and species;
‘‘(3) surface and coastal impacts from spills
originating in deep waters; and
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SEC. 211. SAFETY REGULATIONS.

Section 21 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1347) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Upon the
date of enactment of this section,’’ and inserting ‘‘Within 6 months after the date of
enactment of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act Amendments of 2010 and every
three years thereafter,’’;
(2) in subsection (b) by—
(A) striking ‘‘for the artificial islands, installations, and other devices referred to in
section 4(a)(1) of’’ and inserting ‘‘under’’;
(B) striking ‘‘which the Secretary determines to be economically feasible’’; and
(C) adding at the end ‘‘Not later than 6
months after the date of enactment of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act Amendments of 2010 and every 3 years thereafter,
the Secretary shall, in consultation with the
Outer Continental Shelf Safety and Environmental Advisory Board established under
title I of the Consolidated Land, Energy, and
Aquatic Resources Act of 2010, identify and
publish an updated list of (1) the best available technologies for key areas of well design
and operation, including blowout prevention
and blowout and oil spill response and (2)
technology needs for which the Secretary intends to identify best available technologies
in the future.’’; and
(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(g) SAFETY CASE.—Not later than 6
months after the date of enactment of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act Amendments of 2010, the Secretary shall promulgate regulations requiring a safety case be
submitted along with each new application
for a permit to drill on the outer Continental
Shelf. Not later than 5 years after the date
final regulations promulgated under this
subsection go into effect, and not less than
every 5 years thereafter, the Secretary shall
enter into an arrangement with the National
Academy of Engineering to conduct a study
to assess the effectiveness of these regulations and to recommend improvements in
their administration.
‘‘(h) OFFSHORE TECHNOLOGY RESEARCH AND
RISK ASSESSMENT PROGRAM.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
carry out a program of research, development, and risk assessment to address technology and development issues associated
with exploration for, and development and
production of, energy and mineral resources
on the outer Continental Shelf, with the primary purpose of informing its role relating
to safety, environmental protection, and
spill response.
‘‘(2) SPECIFIC FOCUS AREAS.—The program
under this subsection shall include research
and development related to—
‘‘(A) risk assessment, using all available
data from safety and compliance records
both within the United States and internationally;
‘‘(B) analysis of industry trends in technology, investment, and frontier areas;
‘‘(C) reviews of best available technologies,
including those associated with pipelines,
blowout preventer mechanisms, casing, well
design, and other associated infrastructure
related to offshore energy development;
‘‘(D) oil spill response and mitigation;
‘‘(E) risk associated with human factors;
‘‘(F) technologies and methods to reduce
the impact of geophysical exploration activities on marine life; and
‘‘(G) renewable energy operations.’’.
SEC. 212. ENFORCEMENT OF SAFETY AND ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATIONS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 22 of the Outer

Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1348)
is amended—
(1) by amending subsection (c) to read as
follows:
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‘‘(c) INSPECTIONS.—The Secretary and the
Secretary of the department in which the
Coast Guard is operating shall individually,
or jointly if they so agree, promulgate regulations to provide for—
‘‘(1) scheduled onsite inspection, at least
once a year, of each facility on the outer
Continental Shelf which is subject to any environmental or safety regulation promulgated pursuant to this Act, which inspection
shall include all safety equipment designed
to prevent or ameliorate blowouts, fires,
spillages, or other major accidents;
‘‘(2) scheduled onsite inspection, at least
once a month, of each facility on the outer
Continental Shelf engaged in drilling operations and which is subject to any environmental or safety regulation promulgated
pursuant to this Act, which inspection shall
include validation of the safety case required
for the facility under section 21(g) and identifications of deviations from the safety
case, and shall include all safety equipment
designed to prevent or ameliorate blowouts,
fires, spillages, or other major accidents;
‘‘(3) periodic onsite inspection without advance notice to the operator of such facility
to assure compliance with such environmental or safety regulations; and
‘‘(4) periodic audits of each required safety
and environmental management plan, and
any associated safety case, both with respect
to their implementation at each facility on
the outer Continental Shelf for which such a
plan or safety case is required and with respect to onshore management support for activities at such a facility.’’;
(2) in subsection (d)(1)—
(A) by striking ‘‘each major fire and each
major oil spillage’’ and inserting ‘‘each
major fire, each major oil spillage, each loss
of well control, and any other accident that
presented a serious risk to human or environmental safety’’; and
(B) by inserting before the period at the
end the following: ‘‘, as a condition of the
lease or permit’’;
(3) in subsection (d)(2), by inserting before
the period at the end the following: ‘‘as a
condition of the lease or permit’’;
(4) in subsection (e), by adding at the end
the following: ‘‘Any such allegation from
any employee of the lessee or any subcontractor of the lessee shall be investigated by
the Secretary.’’;
(5) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘recognized’’ and inserting ‘‘uncontrolled’’; and
(6) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(g) INFORMATION ON CAUSES AND CORRECTIVE ACTIONS.—For any incident investigated
under this section, the Secretary shall
promptly make available to all lessees and
the public technical information about the
causes and corrective actions taken. All data
and reports related to any such incident
shall be maintained in a data base available
to the public.
‘‘(h) OPERATOR’S ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—
‘‘(1) The Secretary, in cooperation with the
Secretary of the department in which the
Coast Guard is operating, shall require all
operators of all new and existing drilling and
production operations to annually certify
that their operations are being conducted in
accordance with applicable law and regulations.
‘‘(2) Each certification shall include, but,
not be limited to, statements that verify the
operator has—
‘‘(A) examined all well control system
equipment (both surface and subsea) being
used to ensure that it has been properly
maintained and is capable of shutting in the
well during emergency operations;
‘‘(B) examined and conducted tests to ensure that the emergency equipment has been
function-tested and is capable of addressing
emergency situations;
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‘‘(C) reviewed all rig drilling, casing, cementing, well abandonment (temporary and
permanent), completion, and workover practices to ensure that well control is not compromised at any point while emergency
equipment is installed on the wellhead;
‘‘(D) reviewed all emergency shutdown and
dynamic positioning procedures that interface with emergency well control operations;
and
‘‘(E) taken the necessary steps to ensure
that all personnel involved in well operations are properly trained and capable of
performing their tasks under both normal
drilling and emergency well control operations.
‘‘(i) CEO STATEMENT.—The Secretary shall
not approve any application for a permit to
drill a well under this Act unless such application is accompanied by a statement in
which the chief executive officer of the applicant attests, in writing, that—
‘‘(1) the applicant is in compliance with all
applicable environmental and natural resource conservation laws;
‘‘(2) the applicant has the capability and
technology to respond immediately and effectively to a worst-case oil spill in realworld conditions in the area of the proposed
activity under the permit;
‘‘(3) the applicant has an oil spill response
plan that ensures that the applicant has the
capacity to promptly control and stop a
blowout in the event that well control measures fail;
‘‘(4) the blowout preventer to be used during the drilling of the well has redundant
systems to prevent or stop a blowout for all
foreseeable blowout scenarios and failure
modes;
‘‘(5) the well design is safe; and
‘‘(6) the applicant has the capability to expeditiously begin and complete a relief well
if necessary in the event of a blowout.
‘‘(j) THIRD PARTY CERTIFICATION.—All operators that modify or upgrade any emergency
equipment placed on any operation to prevent blow-outs or other well control events,
shall have an independent third party conduct a detailed physical inspection and design review of such equipment within 30 days
of its installation. The independent third
party shall certify that the equipment will
operate as originally designed and any modifications or upgrades conducted after delivery have not compromised the design, performance, or functionality of the equipment.
Failure to comply with this subsection shall
result in suspension of the lease.’’.
(b) APPLICATION.—Section 22(i) of the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act, as added by the
amendments made by subsection (a), shall
apply to approvals of applications for a permit to drill that are submitted after the end
of the 6-month period beginning on the date
of enactment of this Act.
SEC. 213. JUDICIAL REVIEW.

Section 23(c)(3) of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1349(c)(3)) is
amended by striking ‘‘sixty’’ and inserting
‘‘90’’.
SEC. 214. REMEDIES AND PENALTIES.
(a) CIVIL PENALTY, GENERALLY.—Section

24(b) of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands
Act (43 U.S.C. 1350(b)) is amended to read as
follows:
‘‘(b)(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2),
any person who fails to comply with any provision of this Act, or any term of a lease, license, or permit issued pursuant to this Act,
or any regulation or order issued under this
Act, shall be liable for a civil administrative
penalty of not more than $75,000 for each day
of the continuance of such failure. The Secretary may assess, collect, and compromise
any such penalty. No penalty shall be assessed until the person charged with a violation has been given an opportunity for a
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hearing. The Secretary shall, by regulation
at least every 3 years, adjust the penalty
specified in this paragraph to reflect any increases in the Consumer Price Index (all
items, United States city average) as prepared by the Department of Labor.
‘‘(2) If a failure described in paragraph (1)
constitutes or constituted a threat of harm
or damage to life (including fish and other
aquatic life), property, any mineral deposit,
or the marine, coastal, or human environment, a civil penalty of not more than
$150,000 shall be assessed for each day of the
continuance of the failure.’’.
(b) KNOWING AND WILLFUL VIOLATIONS.—
Section 24(c) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1350(c)) is amended in
paragraph (4) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’.
(c) OFFICERS AND AGENTS OF CORPORATIONS.—Section 24(d) of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1350(d)) is
amended by inserting ‘‘, or with willful disregard,’’ after ‘‘knowingly and willfully’’.
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SEC. 215. UNIFORM PLANNING FOR OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF.

Section 25 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1351) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘other than the Gulf of
Mexico,’’ in each place it appears;
(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘and’’
after the semicolon at the end of paragraph
(5), redesignating paragraph (6) as paragraph
(11), and inserting after paragraph (5) the following new paragraphs:
‘‘(6) a detailed and accurate description of
equipment to be used for the drilling of wells
pursuant to activities included in the development and production plan, including—
‘‘(A) a description of the drilling unit or
units;
‘‘(B) a statement of the design and condition of major safety-related pieces of equipment, including independent third-party certification of such equipment; and
‘‘(C) a description of any new technology
to be used;
‘‘(7) a scenario for the potential blowout of
each well to be drilled as part of the plan involving the highest potential volume of liquid hydrocarbons, along with a complete description of a response plan to both control
the blowout and manage the accompanying
discharge of hydrocarbons, including the
likelihood for surface intervention to stop
the blowout, the availability of a rig to drill
a relief well, an estimate of the time it
would take to drill a relief well, a description of other technology that may be used to
regain control of the well or capture escaping hydrocarbons and the potential timeline
for using that technology for its intended
purpose, and the strategy, organization, and
resources necessary to avoid harm to the environment and human health from hydrocarbons;
‘‘(8) an analysis of the potential impacts of
the worst-case-scenario discharge on the marine and coastal environments for activities
conducted pursuant to the proposed development and production plan;
‘‘(9) a comprehensive survey and characterization of the coastal or marine environment
within the area of operation, including bathymetry, currents and circulation patterns
within the water column, and descriptions of
benthic and pelagic environments;
‘‘(10) a description of the technologies to be
deployed on the facilities to routinely observe and monitor in real time the marine
environment throughout the duration of operations, and a description of the process by
which such observation data and information
will be made available to Federal regulators
and to the System established under section
12304 of Public Law 111–11 (33 U.S.C. 3603);
and’’;
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(3) in subsection (e), by striking so much as
precedes paragraph (2) and inserting the following:
‘‘(e)(1) The Secretary shall treat the approval of a development and production plan,
or a significant revision of a development
and production plan, as an agency action requiring preparation of an environmental assessment or environmental impact statement, in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321
et seq.).’’;
(4) by striking subsections (g) and (l), and
redesignating subsections (h) through (k) as
subsections (g) through and (j); and
(5) in subsection (g), as so redesignated, by
redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively, and inserting
after paragraph (1) the following:
‘‘(2) The Secretary shall not approve a development and production plan, or a significant revision to such a plan, unless–
‘‘(A) the plan is in compliance with all
other applicable environmental and natural
resource conservation laws; and
‘‘(B) the applicant has available oil spill
response and clean-up equipment and technology that has been demonstrated to be capable of effectively remediating the projected worst-case release of oil from activities conducted pursuant to the development
and production plan.’’.
SEC. 216. OIL AND GAS INFORMATION PROGRAM.

Section 26(a)(1) of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1352(a)(1)) is
amended by—
(1) striking the period at the end of subparagraph (A) and inserting, ‘‘, provided that
such data shall be transmitted in electronic
format either in real-time or as quickly as
practicable following the generation of such
data.’’; and
(2) striking subparagraph (C) and inserting
the following:
‘‘(C) Lessees engaged in drilling operations
shall provide to the Secretary—
‘‘(i) all daily reports generated by the lessee, or any daily reports generated by contractors or subcontractors engaged in or supporting drilling operations on the lessee’s
lease, no more than 24 hours after the end of
the day for which they should have been generated;
‘‘(ii) documentation of blowout preventer
maintenance and repair, and any changes to
design specifications of the blowout preventer, within 24 hours after such activity;
and
‘‘(iii) prompt or real-time transmission of
the electronic log from a blowout preventer
control system.’’.
SEC. 217. LIMITATION ON ROYALTY-IN-KIND PROGRAM.

Section 27(a) of the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1353(a)) is amended by striking the period at the end of paragraph (1) and inserting ‘‘, except that the
Secretary shall not conduct a regular program to take oil and gas lease royalties in
oil or gas.’’.
SEC. 218. RESTRICTIONS ON EMPLOYMENT.

Section 29 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1355) is amended—
(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1)—
(A) by striking ‘‘SEC. 29’’ and all that follows through ‘‘No full-time’’ and inserting
the following:
‘‘SEC. 29. RESTRICTIONS ON EMPLOYMENT.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—No full-time’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘, and who was at any time
during the twelve months preceding the termination of his employment with the Department compensated under the Executive
Schedule or compensated at or above the annual rate of basic pay for grade GS–16 of the
General Schedule’’;
(2) in paragraph (1)—
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(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or
advise’’ after ‘‘represent’’;
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘with
the intent to influence, make’’ and inserting
‘‘act with the intent to influence, directly or
indirectly, or make’’; and
(C) in the matter following subparagraph
(C)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘inspection or enforcement
action,’’ before ‘‘or other particular matter’’;
and
(ii) by striking ‘‘or’’ at the end;
(3) in paragraph (2)—
(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or
advise’’ after ‘‘represent’’;
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘with
the intent to influence, make’’ and inserting
‘‘act with the intent to influence, directly or
indirectly, or make’’; and
(C) by striking the period at the end and
inserting ‘‘; or’’; and
(4) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(3) during the 2-year period beginning on
the date on which the employment of the officer or employee ceased at the Department,
accept employment or compensation from
any party that has a direct and substantial
interest—
‘‘(A) that was pending under the official responsibility of the officer or employee as an
officer at any point during the 2-year period
preceding the date of termination of the responsibility; or
‘‘(B) in which the officer or employee participated personally and substantially as an
officer or employee of the Department.
‘‘(b) PRIOR DEALINGS.—No full-time officer
or employee of the Department of the Interior who directly or indirectly discharged duties or responsibilities under this Act shall
participate personally and substantially as a
Federal officer or employee, through decision, approval, disapproval, recommendation, the rendering of advice, investigation,
or otherwise, in a proceeding, application,
request for a ruling or other determination,
contract, claim, controversy, charge, accusation, inspection, enforcement action, or
other particular matter in which, to the
knowledge of the officer or employee—
‘‘(1) the officer or employee or the spouse,
minor child, or general partner of the officer
or employee has a financial interest;
‘‘(2) any organization in which the officer
or employee is serving as an officer, director,
trustee, general partner, or employee has a
financial interest;
‘‘(3) any person or organization with whom
the officer or employee is negotiating or has
any arrangement concerning prospective employment has a financial interest; or
‘‘(4) any person or organization in which
the officer or employee has, within the preceding 1-year period, served as an officer, director, trustee, general partner, agent, attorney, consultant, contractor, or employee.
‘‘(c) GIFTS FROM OUTSIDE SOURCES.—No
full-time officer or employee of the Department of the Interior who directly or indirectly discharges duties or responsibilities
under this Act shall, directly or indirectly,
solicit or accept any gift in violation of subpart B of part 2635 of title 5, Code of Federal
Regulations (or successor regulations).
‘‘(d) PENALTY.—Any person that violates
subsection (a) or (b) shall be punished in accordance with section 216 of title 18, United
States Code.’’.
SEC. 219. REPEAL OF ROYALTY RELIEF PROVISIONS.
(a) REPEAL OF PROVISIONS OF ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2005.—The following provisions of

the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (Public Law
109–58) are repealed:
(1) Section 344 (42 U.S.C. 15904; relating to
incentives for natural gas production from
deep wells in shallow waters of the Gulf of
Mexico).
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(2) Section 345 (42 U.S.C. 15905; relating to
royalty relief for deep water production in
the Gulf of Mexico).
(b) REPEAL OF PROVISIONS RELATING TO
PLANNING AREAS OFFSHORE ALASKA.—Section 8(a)(3)(B) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(B)) is amended
by striking ‘‘and in the Planning Areas offshore Alaska’’.
SEC. 220. MANNING AND BUY- AND BUILD-AMERICAN REQUIREMENTS.

Section 30 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1356) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘shall
issue regulations which’’ and inserting
‘‘shall issue regulations that shall be supplemental to and complementary with and
under no circumstances a substitution for
the provisions of the Constitution and laws
of the United States extended to the subsoil
and seabed of the outer Continental Shelf
pursuant to section 4(a)(1) of this Act, except
insofar as such laws would otherwise apply
to individuals who have extraordinary ability in the sciences, arts, education, or business, which has been demonstrated by sustained national or international acclaim,
and that’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(d) BUY AND BUILD AMERICAN.—It is the
intention of the Congress that this Act,
among other things, result in a healthy and
growing American industrial, manufacturing, transportation, and service sector
employing the vast talents of America’s
workforce to assist in the development of energy from the outer Continental Shelf. Moreover, the Congress intends to monitor the deployment of personnel and material on the
outer Continental Shelf to encourage the development of American technology and manufacturing to enable United States workers
to benefit from this Act by good jobs and careers, as well as the establishment of important industrial facilities to support expanded
access to American resources.’’.
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SEC. 221. NATIONAL COMMISSION ON THE BP
DEEPWATER HORIZON OIL SPILL
AND OFFSHORE DRILLING.
(a) TECHNICAL EXPERTISE.—
(1) NATIONAL ACADEMY OF ENGINEERING AND
NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL.—The National

Commission on the BP Deepwater Horizon
Oil Spill and Offshore Drilling established
under Executive Order No. 13543 of May 21,
2010 (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Commission’’) shall consult regularly, and in any
event no less frequently than once per
month, with the engineering and technology
experts who are conducting the ‘‘Analysis of
Causes of the Deepwater Horizon Explosion,
Fire, and Oil Spill to Identify Measures to
Prevent Similar Accidents in the Future’’
for the National Academy of Engineering
and the National Research Council.
(2) OTHER TECHNICAL EXPERTS.—The Commission also shall consult with other United
States citizens with experience and expertise
in such areas as—
(A) engineering;
(B) environmental compliance;
(C) health and safety law (particularly oil
spill legislation);
(D) oil spill insurance policies;
(E) public administration;
(F) oil and gas exploration and production;
(G) environmental cleanup;
(H) fisheries and wildlife management;
(I) marine safety; and
(J) human factors affecting safety.
(3) COMMISSION STAFF AND TECHNICAL EXPERTISE.—The Commission shall retain, as
either a full-time employee or a contractor,
one or more science and technology expertadvisors with experience and expertise in petroleum engineering, rig safety, or drilling.
(b) SUBPOENAS.—
(1) SUBPOENA POWER.—The Commission
may issue subpoenas in accordance with this

VerDate Mar 15 2010

July 30, 2010

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

Jkt 089060

subsection to compel the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of
books, records, correspondence, memoranda,
and other documents.
(2) ISSUANCE.—
(A) AUTHORIZATION.—A subpoena may be
issued under this subsection only byl
(i) agreement of the Co-Chairs of the Commission; or
(ii) the affirmative vote of a majority of
the members of the Commission.
(B) JUSTICE DEPARTMENT COORDINATION.—
(i) NOTIFICATION.—The Commission shall
notify the Attorney General or the Attorney
General’s designee of the Commission’s intent to issue a subpoena under this subsection, the identity of the recipient, and the
nature of the testimony, documents, or other
evidence (described in subparagraph (A))
sought before issuing such a subpoena. The
form and content of such notice shall be set
forth in the guidelines issued under clause
(iv).
(ii)
CONDITIONS
FOR
OBJECTION
TO
ISSUANCE.—The Commission may not issue a
subpoena under authority of this Act if the
Attorney General objects to the issuance of
the subpoena on the basis that the subpoena
is likely to interfere with any—
(I) Federal or State criminal investigation
or prosecution;
(II) pending investigation under sections
3729 through 3732 of title 31, United States
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Civil False
Claims Act’’);
(III) pending investigation under any other
Federal statute providing for civil remedies;
or
(IV) civil litigation to which the United
States or any of its agencies is or is likely to
be a party.
(iii) NOTIFICATION OF OBJECTION.—The Attorney General or relevant United States Attorney shall notify the Commission of an objection raised under this subparagraph without unnecessary delay and as set forth in the
guidelines issued under clause (iv).
(iv) GUIDELINES.—As soon as practicable,
but no later than 30 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Attorney
General, after consultation with the Commission, shall issue guidelines to carry out
this paragraph.
(C) SIGNATURE AND SERVICE.—A subpoena
issued under this subsection may be—
(i) issued under the signature of either CoChair of the Commission or any member designated by a majority of the Commission;
and
(ii) served by any person designated by the
Co-Chairs or a member designated by a majority of the Commission.
(3) ENFORCEMENT.—
(A) REQUIRED PROCEDURES.—In the case of
contumacy of any person issued a subpoena
under this subsection or refusal by such person to comply with the subpoena, the Commission may request the Attorney General
to seek enforcement of the subpoena. Upon
such request, the Attorney General may seek
enforcement of the subpoena in a court described in subparagraph (B). The court in
which the Attorney General seeks enforcement of the subpoena may issue an order requiring the subpoenaed person to appear at
any designated place to testify or to produce
documentary or other evidence described in
subparagraph (A) of paragraph (2), and may
punish any failure to obey the order as a
contempt of that court.
(B) JURISDICTION FOR ENFORCEMENT.—Any
United States district court for a judicial
district in which a person issued a subpoena
under this subsection resides, is served, or
may be found, or where the subpoena is returnable, upon application of the Attorney
General, shall have jurisdiction to enforce
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the subpoena as provided in subparagraph
(A).
(c) RECOMMENDATIONS AND PURPOSES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall develop recommendations for—
(A) improvements to Federal laws, regulations, and industry practices applicable to
offshore drilling that would—
(i) ensure the effective oversight, inspection, monitoring, and response capabilities;
and
(ii) protect the environment and natural
resources; and
(B) organizational or other reforms of Federal agencies or processes, including the creation of new agencies, as necessary, to ensure that the improvements described in
paragraph (1) are implemented and maintained.
(2) GOALS.—In developing recommendations under paragraph (1), the Commission
shall ensure that the following goals are
met:
(A) Ensuring the safe operation and maintenance of offshore drilling platforms or vessels.
(B) Protecting the overall environment and
natural resources surrounding ongoing and
potential offshore drilling sites.
(C) Developing and maintaining Federal
agency expertise on the safe and effective
use of offshore drilling technologies, including technologies to minimize the risk of release of oil from offshore drilling platforms
or vessels.
(D) Encouraging the development and implementation of efficient and effective oil
spill response techniques and technologies
that minimize or eliminate any adverse effects on natural resources or the environment that result from response activities.
(E) Ensuring that the Federal agencies regulating offshore drilling are staffed with, and
managed by, career professionals, who are—
(i) permitted to exercise independent professional judgments and make safety the
highest priority in carrying out their responsibilities;
(ii) not subject to undue influence from
regulated interests or political appointees;
and
(iii) subject to strict regulation to prevent
improper relationships with regulated interests and to eliminate real or perceived conflicts of interests.
(3) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—In coordination
with its final public report to the President,
the Commission shall submit to Congress a
report containing the recommendations developed under paragraph (1).
SEC. 222. COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION
WITH AFFECTED STATE AND LOCAL
GOVERNMENTS.

Section 19 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1345) is amended—
(1) by inserting ‘‘exploration plan or’’ before ‘‘development and production plan’’ in
each place it appears; and
(2) by amending subsection (c) to read as
follows:
‘‘(c) ACCEPTANCE OR REJECTION OF RECOMMENDATIONS.—The Secretary shall accept
recommendations of the Governor and may
accept recommendations of the executive of
any affected local government if the Secretary determines, after having provided the
opportunity for consultation, that they provide for a reasonable balance between the national interest and the well-being of the citizens of the affected State. For purposes of
this subsection, a determination of the national interest shall be based on the desirability of obtaining oil and gas supplies in a
balanced manner and on protecting coastal
and marine ecosystems and the economies
dependent on those ecosystems. The Secretary shall provide an explanation to the
Governor, in writing, of the reasons for his
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determination to accept or reject such Governor’s recommendations, or to implement
any alternative identified in consultation
with the Governor.’’.
SEC. 223. IMPLEMENTATION.
(a) NEW LEASES.—The provisions of this

title and title VII shall apply to any lease
that is issued under the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) after
the effective date of this Act.
(b) EXISTING LEASES.—For all leases that
were issued under the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) that
are in effect on the effective date of this Act,
the Secretary shall take action, consistent
with the terms of those leases, to apply the
requirements of this title and title VII to
those leases. Such action may include, but is
not limited to, promulgating regulations, renegotiating such existing leases, conditioning future leases on bringing such existing leases into full or partial compliance
with this title and title VII, or taking any
other actions authorized by law.
Subtitle B—Royalty Relief for American
Consumers
SEC. 241. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Royalty
Relief for American Consumers Act of 2010’’.
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SEC. 242. ELIGIBILITY FOR NEW LEASES AND THE
TRANSFER OF LEASES.
(a) ISSUANCE OF NEW LEASES.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not

issue any new lease that authorizes the production of oil or natural gas under the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331
et seq.) to a person described in paragraph (2)
unless the person has renegotiated each covered lease with respect to which the person
is a lessee, to modify the payment responsibilities of the person to require the payment of royalties if the price of oil and natural gas is greater than or equal to the price
thresholds described in clauses (v) through
(vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the Outer Continental
Shelf
Lands
Act
(43
U.S.C.
1337(a)(3)(C)).
(2) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A person referred
to in paragraph (1) is a person that—
(A) is a lessee that—
(i) holds a covered lease on the date on
which the Secretary considers the issuance
of the new lease; or
(ii) was issued a covered lease before the
date of enactment of this Act, but transferred the covered lease to another person or
entity (including a subsidiary or affiliate of
the lessee) after the date of enactment of
this Act; or
(B) any other person that has any direct or
indirect interest in, or that derives any benefit from, a covered lease.
(3) MULTIPLE LESSEES.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of paragraph (1), if there are multiple lessees that
own a share of a covered lease, the Secretary
may implement separate agreements with
any lessee with a share of the covered lease
that modifies the payment responsibilities
with respect to the share of the lessee to include price thresholds that are equal to or
less than the price thresholds described in
clauses (v) through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C)
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)).
(B) TREATMENT OF SHARE AS COVERED
LEASE.—Beginning on the effective date of an
agreement under subparagraph (A), any
share subject to the agreement shall not constitute a covered lease with respect to any
lessees that entered into the agreement.
(b) TRANSFERS.—A lessee or any other person who has any direct or indirect interest
in, or who derives a benefit from, a lease
shall not be eligible to obtain by sale or
other transfer (including through a swap,
spinoff, servicing, or other agreement) any
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covered lease, the economic benefit of any
covered lease, or any other lease for the production of oil or natural gas in the Gulf of
Mexico under the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.), unless the
lessee or other person has—
(1) renegotiated each covered lease with respect to which the lessee or person is a lessee, to modify the payment responsibilities
of the lessee or person to include price
thresholds that are equal to or less than the
price thresholds described in clauses (v)
through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1337(a)(3)(C)); or
(2) entered into an agreement with the Secretary to modify the terms of all covered
leases of the lessee or other person to include
limitations on royalty relief based on market prices that are equal to or less than the
price thresholds described in clauses (v)
through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C) of the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1337(a)(3)(C)).
(c) USE OF AMOUNTS FOR DEFICIT REDUCTION.—Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, any amounts received by the United
States as rentals or royalties under covered
leases shall be deposited in the Treasury and
used for Federal budget deficit reduction or,
if there is no Federal budget deficit, for reducing the Federal debt in such manner as
the Secretary of the Treasury considers appropriate.
(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—
(1) COVERED LEASE.—The term ‘‘covered
lease’’ means a lease for oil or gas production in the Gulf of Mexico that is—
(A) in existence on the date of enactment
of this Act;
(B) issued by the Department of the Interior under section 304 of the Outer Continental Shelf Deep Water Royalty Relief Act
(43 U.S.C. 1337 note; Public Law 104-58); and
(C) not subject to limitations on royalty
relief based on market price that are equal
to or less than the price thresholds described
in clauses (v) through (vii) of section
8(a)(3)(C) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)).
(2) LESSEE.—The term ‘‘lessee’’ includes
any person or other entity that controls, is
controlled by, or is in or under common control with, a lessee.
(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.
SEC. 243. PRICE THRESHOLDS FOR ROYALTY SUSPENSION PROVISIONS.

The Secretary of the Interior shall agree to
a request by any lessee to amend any lease
issued for any Central and Western Gulf of
Mexico tract in the period of January 1, 1996,
through November 28, 2000, to incorporate
price thresholds applicable to royalty suspension provisions, that are equal to or less
than the price thresholds described in
clauses (v) through (vii) of section 8(a)(3)(C)
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(C)). Any amended lease shall
impose the new or revised price thresholds
effective October 1, 2010. Existing lease provisions shall prevail through September 30,
2010.
TITLE III—OIL AND GAS ROYALTY
REFORM
SEC. 301. AMENDMENTS TO DEFINITIONS.

Section 3 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1702)
is amended—
(1) in paragraph (8), by striking the semicolon and inserting ‘‘including but not limited to the Act of October 20, 1914 (38 Stat.
741); the Act of February 25, 1920 (41 Stat.
437); the Act of April 17, 1926 (44 Stat. 301);
the Act of February 7, 1927 (44 Stat. 1057);
and all Acts heretofore or hereafter enacted
that are amendatory of or supplementary to
any of the foregoing Acts;’’;
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(2) in paragraph (20)(A), by striking ‘‘: Provided, That’’ and all that follows through
‘‘subject of the judicial proceeding’’;
(3) in paragraph (20)(B), by striking ‘‘(with
written notice to the lessee who designated
the designee)’’;
(4) in paragraph (23)(A), by striking ‘‘(with
written notice to the lessee who designated
the designee)’’;
(5) by striking paragraph (24) and inserting
the following:
‘‘(24) ‘designee’ means a person who pays,
offsets, or credits monies, makes adjustments, requests and receives refunds, or submits reports with respect to payments a lessee must make pursuant to section 102(a);’’;
(6) in paragraph (25)(B)—
(A) by striking ‘‘(subject to the provisions
of section 102(a) of this Act)’’; and
(B) in clause (ii) by striking the matter
after subclause (IV) and inserting the following:
‘‘that arises from or relates to any lease,
easement, right-of-way, permit, or other
agreement regardless of form administered
by the Secretary for, or any mineral leasing
law related to, the exploration, production,
and development of oil and gas or other energy resource on Federal lands or the Outer
Continental Shelf;’’.
(7) in paragraph (29), by inserting ‘‘or permit’’ after ‘‘lease’’; and
(8) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon
at the end of paragraph (32), by striking the
period at the end of paragraph (33) and inserting a semicolon, and by adding at the
end the following new paragraphs:
‘‘(34) ‘compliance review’ means a fullscope or a limited-scope examination of a
lessee’s lease accounts to compare one or all
elements of the royalty equation (volume,
value, royalty rate, and allowances) against
anticipated elements of the royalty equation
to test for variances; and
‘‘(35) ‘marketing affiliate’ means an affiliate of a lessee whose function is to acquire
the lessee’s production and to market that
production.’’.
SEC. 302. COMPLIANCE REVIEWS.

Section 101 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1711)
is amended by adding at the end the following new subsection:
‘‘(d) The Secretary may, as an adjunct to
audits of accounts for leases, utilize compliance reviews of accounts. Such reviews shall
not constitute nor substitute for audits of
lease accounts. Any disparity uncovered in
such a compliance review shall be immediately referred to a program auditor. The
Secretary shall, before completion of a compliance review, provide notice of the review
to designees whose obligations are the subject of the review.’’.
SEC. 303. CLARIFICATION OF LIABILITY FOR ROYALTY PAYMENTS.

Section 102(a) of the Federal Oil and Gas
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C.
1712(a)) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(a) In order to increase receipts and
achieve effective collections of royalty and
other payments, a lessee who is required to
make any royalty or other payment under a
lease, easement, right-of-way, permit, or
other agreement, regardless of form, or
under the mineral leasing laws, shall make
such payment in the time and manner as
may be specified by the Secretary or the applicable delegated State. Any person who
pays, offsets, or credits monies, makes adjustments, requests and receives refunds, or
submits reports with respect to payments
the lessee must make is the lessee’s designee
under this Act. Notwithstanding any other
provision of this Act to the contrary, a designee shall be liable for any payment obligation of any lessee on whose behalf the designee pays royalty under the lease. The person owning operating rights in a lease and a
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person owning legal record title in a lease
shall be liable for that person’s pro rata
share of payment obligations under the
lease.’’.
SEC. 304. REQUIRED RECORDKEEPING.

Section 103(b) of the Federal Oil and Gas
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C.
1712(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘6’’ and inserting ‘‘7’’.
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SEC. 305. FINES AND PENALTIES.

Section 109 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1719)
is amended—
(1) in subsection (a) in the matter following paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$500’’ and
inserting ‘‘$1,000’’;
(2) in subsection (a)(2)(B), by inserting
‘‘(i)’’ after ‘‘such person’’, and by striking
the period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and (ii)
has not received notice, pursuant to paragraph (1), of more than two prior violations
in the current calendar year.’’;
(3) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘$5,000’’
and inserting ‘‘$10,000’’;
(4) in subsection (c)—
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and
inserting ‘‘, including any failure or refusal
to promptly tender requested documents;’’;
(B) in the text following paragraph (3)—
(i) by striking ‘‘$10,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$20,000’’; and
(ii) by striking the comma at the end and
inserting a semicolon; and
(C) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:
‘‘(4) knowingly or willfully fails to make
any royalty payment in the amount or value
as specified by statute, regulation, order, or
terms of the lease; or
‘‘(5) fails to correctly report and timely
provide operations or financial records necessary for the Secretary or any authorized
designee of the Secretary to accomplish
lease management responsibilities,’’;
(5) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘$25,000’’
and inserting ‘‘$50,000’’;
(6) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘by registered mail’’ and inserting ‘‘a common carrier that provides proof of delivery’’; and
(7) by adding at the end the following subsection:
‘‘(m)(1) Any determination by the Secretary or a designee of the Secretary that a
person has committed a violation under subsection (a), (c), or (d)(1) shall toll any applicable statute of limitations for all oil and
gas leases held or operated by such person,
until the later of—
‘‘(A) the date on which the person corrects
the violation and certifies that all violations
of a like nature have been corrected for all of
the oil and gas leases held or operated by
such person; or
‘‘(B) the date a final, nonappealable order
has been issued by the Secretary or a court
of competent jurisdiction.
‘‘(2) A person determined by the Secretary
or a designee of the Secretary to have violated subsection (a), (c), or (d)(1) shall maintain all records with respect to the person’s
oil and gas leases until the later of—
‘‘(A) the date the Secretary releases the
person from the obligation to maintain such
records; and
‘‘(B) the expiration of the period during
which the records must be maintained under
section 103(b).’’.
SEC. 306. INTEREST ON OVERPAYMENTS.

Section 111 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1721)
is amended—
(1) by amending subsections (h) and (i) to
read as follows:
‘‘(h) Interest shall not be allowed nor paid
nor credited on any overpayment, and no interest shall accrue from the date such overpayment was made.
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‘‘(i) A lessee or its designee may make a
payment for the approximate amount of royalties (hereinafter in this subsection referred
to as the ‘estimated payment’) that would
otherwise be due for such lease by the date
royalties are due for that lease. When an estimated payment is made, actual royalties
are payable at the end of the month following the month in which the estimated
payment is made. If the estimated payment
was less than the amount of actual royalties
due, interest is owed on the underpaid
amount. If the lessee or its designee makes a
payment for such actual royalties, the lessee
or its designee may apply the estimated payment to future royalties. Any estimated payment may be adjusted, recouped, or reinstated by the lessee or its designee provided
such adjustment, recoupment, or reinstatement is made within the limitation period
for which the date royalties were due for
that lease.’’;
(2) by striking subsection (j); and
(3) in subsection (k)(4)—
(A) by striking ‘‘or overpaid royalties and
associated interest’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘, refunded, or credited’’.
SEC. 307. ADJUSTMENTS AND REFUNDS.

Section 111A of the Federal Oil and Gas
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C.
1721a) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)(3), by inserting ‘‘(A)’’
after ‘‘(3)’’, and by striking the last sentence
and inserting the following:
‘‘(B) Except as provided in subparagraph
(C), no adjustment may be made with respect
to an obligation that is the subject of an
audit or compliance review after completion
of the audit or compliance review, respectively, unless such adjustment is approved
by the Secretary or the applicable delegated
State, as appropriate.
‘‘(C) If an overpayment is identified during
an audit, the Secretary shall allow a credit
in the amount of the overpayment.’’;
(2) in subsection (a)(4)—
(A) by striking ‘‘six’’ and inserting ‘‘four’’;
and
(B) by striking ‘‘shall’’ the second place it
appears and inserting ‘‘may’’; and
(3) in subsection (b)(1) by striking ‘‘and’’
after the semicolon at the end of subparagraph (C), by striking the period at the end
of subparagraph (D) and inserting ‘‘; and’’,
and by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(E) is made within the adjustment period
for that obligation.’’.
SEC. 308. CONFORMING AMENDMENT.

Section 114 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 is repealed.
SEC. 309. OBLIGATION PERIOD.

Section 115(c) of the Federal Oil and Gas
Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C.
1724(c)) is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:
‘‘(3) ADJUSTMENTS.—In the case of an adjustment under section 111A(a) in which a
recoupment by the lessee results in an underpayment of an obligation, for purposes of
this Act the obligation becomes due on the
date the lessee or its designee makes the adjustment.’’.
SEC. 310. NOTICE REGARDING TOLLING AGREEMENTS AND SUBPOENAS.

(a)
TOLLING
AGREEMENTS.—Section
115(d)(1) of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty
Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1724(d)(1))
is amended by striking ‘‘(with notice to the
lessee who designated the designee)’’.
(b) SUBPOENAS.—Section 115(d)(2)(A) of the
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management
Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1724(d)(2)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘(with notice to the lessee
who designated the designee, which notice
shall not constitute a subpoena to the lessee)’’.
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SEC. 311. APPEALS AND FINAL AGENCY ACTION.

Paragraphs (1) and (2) of section 115(h) the
Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management
Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1724(h)) are amended by
striking ‘‘33’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘48’’.
SEC. 312. ASSESSMENTS.

Section 116 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1724)
is repealed.
SEC. 313. COLLECTION AND PRODUCTION ACCOUNTABILITY.
(a) PILOT PROJECT.—Within two years after

the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall complete a pilot project with
willing operators of oil and gas leases on the
Outer Continental Shelf that assesses the
costs and benefits of automatic transmission
of oil and gas volume and quality data produced under Federal leases on the Outer Continental Shelf in order to improve the production verification systems used to ensure
accurate royalty collection and audit.
(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to
Congress a report on findings and recommendations of the pilot project within 3
years after the date of enactment of this
Act.
SEC. 314. NATURAL GAS REPORTING.

The Secretary shall, within 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, implement
the steps necessary to ensure accurate determination and reporting of BTU values of natural gas from all Federal oil and gas leases
to ensure accurate royalty payments to the
United States. Such steps shall include, but
not be limited to—
(1) establishment of consistent guidelines
for onshore and offshore BTU information
from gas producers;
(2) development of a procedure to determine the potential BTU variability of produced natural gas on a by-reservoir or bylease basis;
(3) development of a procedure to adjust
BTU frequency requirements for sampling
and reporting on a case-by-case basis;
(4) systematic and regular verification of
BTU information; and
(5) revision of the ‘‘MMS–2014’’ reporting
form to record, in addition to other information already required, the natural gas BTU
values that form the basis for the required
royalty payments.
SEC. 315. PENALTY FOR LATE OR INCORRECT REPORTING OF DATA.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall issue

regulations by not later than 1 year after the
date of enactment of this Act that establish
a civil penalty for late or incorrect reporting
of data under the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1701
et seq.).
(b) AMOUNT.—The amount of the civil penalty shall be—
(1) an amount (subject to paragraph (2))
that the Secretary determines is sufficient
to ensure filing of data in accordance with
that Act; and
(2) not less than $10 for each failure to file
correct data in accordance with that Act.
(c) CONTENT OF REGULATIONS.—Except as
provided in subsection (b), the regulations
issued under this section shall be substantially similar to part 216.40 of title 30, Code
of Federal Regulations, as most recently in
effect before the date of enactment of this
Act.
SEC. 316. REQUIRED RECORDKEEPING.

Within 1 year after the date of enactment
of this Act, the Secretary shall publish final
regulations concerning required recordkeeping of natural gas measurement data as
set forth in part 250.1203 of title 30, Code of
Federal Regulations (as in effect on the date
of enactment of this Act), to include operators and other persons involved in the transporting, purchasing, or selling of gas under
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the requirements of that rule, under the authority provided in section 103 of the Federal
Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982
(30 U.S.C. 1713).
SEC. 317. SHARED CIVIL PENALTIES.

Section 206 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1736)
is amended by striking ‘‘Such amount shall
be deducted from any compensation due such
State or Indian Tribe under section 202 or
section 205 or such State under section 205.’’.
SEC. 318. APPLICABILITY TO OTHER MINERALS.

Section 304 of the Federal Oil and Gas Royalty Management Act of 1982 (30 U.S.C. 1753)
is amended by adding at the end the following new subsection:
‘‘(e) APPLICABILITY TO OTHER MINERALS.—
‘‘(1) Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, sections 107, 109, and 110 of this Act
and the regulations duly promulgated with
respect thereto shall apply to any lease authorizing the development of coal or any
other solid mineral on any Federal lands or
Indian lands, to the same extent as if such
lease were an oil and gas lease, on the same
terms and conditions as those authorized for
oil and gas leases.
‘‘(2) Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, sections 107, 109, and 110 of this Act
and the regulations duly promulgated with
respect thereto shall apply with respect to
any lease, easement, right-of-way, or other
agreement, regardless of form (including any
royalty, rent, or other payment due thereunder)—
‘‘(A) under section 8(k) or 8(p) of the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C.
1337(k) and 1337(p)); or
‘‘(B) under the Geothermal Steam Act (30
U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), to the same extent as if
such lease, easement, right-of-way, or other
agreement were an oil and gas lease on the
same terms and conditions as those authorized for oil and gas leases.
‘‘(3) For the purposes of this subsection,
the term ‘solid mineral’ means any mineral
other than oil, gas, and geo-pressured-geothermal resources, that is authorized by an
Act of Congress to be produced from public
lands (as that term is defined in section 103
of the Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702)).’’.
SEC. 319. ENTITLEMENTS.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
publish final regulations prescribing when a
Federal lessee or designee must report and
pay royalties on the volume of oil and gas it
takes under either a Federal or Indian lease
or on the volume to which it is entitled to
based upon its ownership interest in the Federal or Indian lease. The Secretary shall give
consideration to requiring 100 percent entitlement reporting and paying based upon the
lease ownership.
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SEC. 320. LIMITATION ON ROYALTY IN-KIND PROGRAM.

Section 36 of the Mineral Leasing Act (30
U.S.C. 192) is amended by inserting before
the period at the end of the first sentence
the following: ‘‘, except that the Secretary
shall not conduct a regular program to take
oil and gas lease royalties in oil or gas’’.
TITLE IV—FULL FUNDING FOR THE LAND
AND WATER CONSERVATION AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUNDS
Subtitle A—Land and Water Conservation
Fund
SEC. 401. AMENDMENTS TO THE LAND AND
WATER CONSERVATION FUND ACT
OF 1965.

Except as otherwise expressly provided,
whenever in this subtitle an amendment or
repeal is expressed in terms of an amendment to, or repeal of, a section or other provision, the reference shall be considered to
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be made to a section or other provision of
the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act
of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 et seq.).
SEC. 402. EXTENSION OF THE LAND AND WATER
CONSERVATION FUND.

Section 2 (16 U.S.C. 460l–5) is amended by
striking ‘‘September 30, 2015’’ both places it
appears and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2040’’.
SEC. 403. PERMANENT FUNDING.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The text of section 3 (16

U.S.C. 460l–6) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(a) PERMANENT FUNDING.—Of the moneys
covered into the fund, $900,000,000 shall be
available each fiscal year for expenditure for
the purposes of this Act without further appropriation.
‘‘(b) ALLOCATION AUTHORITY.—The Committees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate may provide
by law for the allocation of moneys in the
fund to eligible activities under this Act.’’.
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—
(1) Section 2(c)(2) (16 U.S.C. 460l–5(c)(2)) is
amended by striking ‘‘: Provided’’ and all
that follows through the end of the sentence
and inserting a period.
(2) Section 7(a) (16 U.S.C. 460l–9) is amended to read as follows: ‘‘Moneys from the fund
for Federal purposes shall, unless allocated
pursuant to section 3(b) of this Act, be allotted by the President to the following purposes and subpurposes:’’.
Subtitle B—National Historic Preservation
Fund
SEC. 411. PERMANENT FUNDING.

The text of section 108 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470h) is
amended to read as follows:
‘‘(a) PERMANENT FUNDING.—To carry out
the provisions of this Act, there is hereby established the Historic Preservation Fund
(hereinafter referred to as the ‘fund’) in the
Treasury of the United States. There shall be
covered into the fund $150,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 1982 through 2040 from revenues
due and payable to the United States under
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (67
Stat. 462, 469), as amended (43 U.S.C. 1338)
and/or under the Act of June 4, 1920 (41 Stat.
813), as amended (30 U.S.C.191), notwithstanding any provision of law that such proceeds shall be credited to miscellaneous receipts of the Treasury. Such moneys shall be
used only to carry out the purposes of this
Act and shall be available for expenditure
without further appropriation.
‘‘(b) ALLOCATION AUTHORITY.—The Committees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate may provide
by law for the allocation of moneys in the
fund to eligible activities under this Act.’’.
TITLE V—GULF OF MEXICO RESTORATION
SEC. 501. GULF OF MEXICO RESTORATION PROGRAM.
(a) PROGRAM.—There is established a Gulf

of Mexico Restoration Program for the purposes of coordinating Federal, State, and
local restoration programs and projects to
maximize efforts in restoring biological integrity, productivity and ecosystem functions in the Gulf of Mexico.
(b) GULF OF MEXICO RESTORATION TASK
FORCE.—
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a
task force to be known as the Gulf of Mexico
Restoration Task Force (in this section referred to as the ‘‘Restoration Task Force’’).
(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The Restoration Task
Force shall consist of the Governors of each
of the Gulf Coast States and the heads of appropriate Federal agencies selected by the
President. The chairperson of the Restoration Task Force (in this subsection referred
to as the ‘‘Chair’’) shall be appointed by the
President. The Chair shall be a person who,
as the result of experience and training, is
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exceptionally well-qualified to manage the
work of the Restoration Task Force. The
Chair shall serve in the Executive Office of
the President.
(3) ADVISORY COMMITTEES.—The Restoration Task Force may establish advisory committees and working groups as necessary to
carry out is its duties under this Act.
(c) GULF OF MEXICO RESTORATION PLAN.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than nine
months after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Restoration Task Force shall issue
a proposed comprehensive, multi-jurisdictional plan for long-term restoration of the
Gulf of Mexico that incorporates, to the
greatest extent possible, existing restoration
plans. Not later than 12 months after the
date of enactment and after notice and opportunity for public comment, the Restoration Task Force shall publish a final plan.
The Plan shall be updated every five years in
the same manner.
(2) ELEMENTS OF RESTORATION PLAN.—The
Plan shall—
(A) identify processes and strategies for coordinating Federal, State, and local restoration programs and projects to maximize efforts in restoring biological integrity, productivity and ecosystem functions in the
Gulf of Mexico region;
(B) identify mechanisms for scientific review and input to evaluate the benefits and
long-term effectiveness of restoration programs and projects;
(C) identify, using the best science available, strategies for implementing restoration
programs and projects for natural resources
including—
(i) restoring species population and habitat
including oyster reefs, sea grass beds, coral
reefs, tidal marshes and other coastal wetlands and barrier islands and beaches;
(ii) restoring fish passage and improving
migratory pathways for wildlife;
(iii) research that directly supports restoration programs and projects;
(iv) restoring the biological productivity
and ecosystem function in the Gulf of Mexico
region;
(v) improving the resilience of natural resources to withstand the impacts of climate
change and ocean acidification to ensure the
long-term effectiveness of the restoration
program; and
(vi) restoring fisheries resources in the
Gulf of Mexico that benefit the commercial
and recreational fishing industries and seafood processing industries throughout the
United States.
(3) REPORT.—The Task Force shall annually provide a report to Congress about the
progress in implementing the Plan.
(d) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section, the term—
(1) ‘‘Gulf Coast State’’ means each of the
States of Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida; and
(2) ‘‘restoration programs and projects’’
means activities that support the restoration, rehabilitation, replacement, or acquisition of the equivalent, of injured or lost natural resources including the ecological services and benefits provided by such resources.
(e) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAW.—Nothing
in this section affects the ability or authority of the Federal Government to recover
costs of removal or damages from a person
determined to be a responsible party pursuant to the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C.
2701 et seq.) or other law.
SEC. 502. GULF OF MEXICO LONG-TERM ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING AND RESEARCH PROGRAM.
(a) IN GENERAL.—To ensure that the Fed-

eral Government has independent, peer-reviewed scientific data and information to assess long-term direct and indirect impacts on
trust resources located in the Gulf of Mexico
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and Southeast region resulting from the
Deepwater Horizon oil spill, the Secretary,
through the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, shall establish as
soon as practicable after the date of enactment of this Act, a long-term, comprehensive marine environmental monitoring and
research program for the marine and coastal
environment of the Gulf of Mexico. The program shall remain in effect for a minimum
of 10 years, and the Secretary may extend
the program beyond this initial period based
upon a determination that additional monitoring and research is warranted.
(b) SCOPE OF PROGRAM.—The program established under subsection (a) shall at a minimum include monitoring and research of the
physical, chemical, and biological characteristics of the affected marine, coastal, and estuarine areas of the Gulf of Mexico and other
regions of the exclusive economic zone of the
United States affected by the Deepwater Horizon oil spill, and shall include specifically
the following elements:
(1) The fate, transport, and persistence of
oil released during the spill and spatial distribution throughout the water column.
(2) The fate, transport, and persistence of
chemical dispersants applied in-situ or on
surface waters.
(3) Identification of lethal and sub-lethal
impacts to fish and wildlife resources that
utilize habitats located within the affected
region.
(4) Impacts to regional, State, and local
economies that depend on the natural resources of the affected area, including commercial and recreational fisheries, and other
wildlife-dependent recreation.
(5) Other elements considered necessary by
the Secretary to ensure a comprehensive marine research and monitoring program to
comprehend and understand the implications
to trust resources caused by the Deepwater
Horizon oil spill.
(c) COOPERATION AND CONSULTATION.—In developing the research and monitoring program established under subsection (a), the
Secretary shall cooperate with the United
States Geological Survey, and shall consult
with—
(1) the Council authorized under subtitle E
of title II of Public Law 104–201;
(2) appropriate representatives from the
Gulf Coast States;
(3) academic institutions and other research organizations; and
(4) other experts with expertise in longterm environmental monitoring and research
of the marine environment.
(d) AVAILABILITY OF DATA.—Data and information generated through the program established under subsection (a) shall be managed and archived to ensure that it is accessible and available to governmental and nongovernmental personnel and to the general
public for their use and information.
(e) REPORT.—No later than one year after
the establishment of the program under subsection (a), and biennially thereafter, the
Secretary shall forward to the Congress a
comprehensive report summarizing the activities and findings of the program and detailing areas and issues requiring future
monitoring and research.
(f) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
section, the term—
(1) ‘‘trust resources’’ means the living and
nonliving natural resources belonging to,
managed by, held in trust by, appertaining
to, or otherwise controlled by the United
States, any State, an Indian tribe, or a local
government;
(2) ‘‘Gulf coast State’’ means each of the
states of Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama and Florida; and
(3) ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary of
Commerce.
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SEC. 503. GULF OF MEXICO EMERGENCY MIGRATORY SPECIES ALTERNATIVE HABITAT PROGRAM.
(a) IN GENERAL.—In order to reduce the in-

jury or death of many populations of migratory species of fish and wildlife, including
threatened and endangered species and other
species of critical conservation concern, that
utilize estuarine, coastal, and marine habitats of the Gulf of Mexico that have been impacted, or are likely to be impacted, by the
Deepwater Horizon oil spill, and to ensure
that migratory species upon their annual return to the Gulf of Mexico find viable,
healthy, and environmentally-safe habitats
to utilize for resting, feeding, nesting and
roosting, and breeding, the Secretary of the
Interior shall establish as soon as practicable after date of enactment of this Act,
an emergency migratory species alternative
habitat program.
(b) SCOPE OF PROGRAM.—The program established under subsection (a) shall at a minimum support projects along the Northern
coast of the Gulf of Mexico to—
(1) improve wetland water quality and forage;
(2) restore and refurbish diked impoundments;
(3) improve riparian habitats to increase
fish passage and breeding habitat;
(4) encourage conversion of agricultural
lands to provide alternative migratory habitat for water fowl and other migratory birds;
(5) transplant, relocate, or rehabilitate fish
and wildlife; and
(6) conduct other activities considered necessary by the Secretary to ensure that migratory species have alternative habitat
available for their use outside of habitat impacted by the oil spill.
(c) NATIONAL FISH AND WILDLIFE FOUNDATION.—In implementing this section the Secretary may enter into an agreement with the
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation to administer the program.
TITLE VI—COORDINATION AND PLANNING
SEC. 601. REGIONAL COORDINATION.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The purpose of this title

is to promote—
(1) better coordination, communication,
and collaboration between Federal agencies
with authorities for ocean, coastal, and
Great Lakes management; and
(2) coordinated and collaborative regional
planning efforts using the best available
science, and to ensure the protection and
maintenance of marine ecosystem health, in
decisions affecting the sustainable development and use of Federal renewable and nonrenewable resources on, in, or above the
ocean (including the Outer Continental
Shelf) and the Great Lakes for the long-term
economic and environmental benefit of the
United States.
(b) OBJECTIVES OF REGIONAL EFFORTS.—
Such regional efforts shall achieve the following objectives:
(1) Greater systematic communication and
coordination among Federal, coastal State,
and affected tribal governments concerned
with the conservation of and the sustainable
development and use of Federal renewable
and nonrenewable resources of the oceans,
coasts, and Great Lakes.
(2) Greater reliance on a multiobjective,
science- and ecosystem-based, spatially explicit management approach that integrates
regional economic, ecological, affected tribal, and social objectives into ocean, coastal,
and Great Lakes management decisions.
(3) Identification and prioritization of
shared State and Federal ocean, coastal, and
Great Lakes management issues.
(4) Identification of data and information
needed by the Regional Coordination Councils established under section 602.

PO 00000

Frm 00066

Fmt 4634

Sfmt 0634

(c) REGIONS.—There are hereby designated
the following Coordination Regions:
(1) PACIFIC REGION.—The Pacific Coordination Region, which shall consist of the coastal waters and Exclusive Economic Zone adjacent to the States of Washington, Oregon,
and California.
(2) GULF OF MEXICO REGION.—The Gulf of
Mexico Coordination Region, which shall
consist of the coastal waters and Exclusive
Economic Zone adjacent to the States of
Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama,
and the west coast of Florida.
(3) NORTH ATLANTIC REGION.—The North Atlantic Coordination Region, which shall consist of the coastal waters and Exclusive Economic Zone adjacent to the States of Maine,
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut
(4) MID ATLANTIC REGION.—The Mid Atlantic Coordination Region, which shall consist
of the coastal waters and Exclusive Economic Zone adjacent to the States of New
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware,
Maryland, and Virginia.
(5) SOUTH ATLANTIC REGION.—The South Atlantic Coordination Region, which shall consist of the coastal waters and Exclusive Economic Zone adjacent to the States of North
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, the east
coast of Florida, and the Straits of Florida
Planning Area.
(6) ALASKA REGION.—The Alaska Coordination Region, which shall consist of the coastal waters and Exclusive Economic Zone adjacent to the State of Alaska.
(7) PACIFIC ISLANDS REGION.—The Pacific
Islands Coordination Region, which shall
consist of the coastal waters and Exclusive
Economic Zone adjacent to the State of Hawaii, the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands, American Samoa, and
Guam.
(8) CARIBBEAN REGION.—The Caribbean Coordination Region, which shall consist of the
coastal waters and Exclusive Economic Zone
adjacent to Puerto Rico and the United
States Virgin Islands.
(9) GREAT LAKES REGION.—The Great Lakes
Coordination Region, which shall consist of
waters of the Great Lakes in the States of Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, New
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin.
SEC. 602. REGIONAL COORDINATION COUNCILS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Within 180 days after the

date of enactment of this Act, the Chairman
of the Council on Environmental Quality, in
consultation with the affected coastal States
and affected Indian tribes, shall establish or
designate a Regional Coordination Council
for each of the Coordination Regions designated by section 601(c).
(b) MEMBERSHIP.—
(1) FEDERAL REPRESENTATIVES.—Within 90
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Chairman of the Council on Environmental Quality shall publish the titles of the
officials of each Federal agency and department that shall participate in each Council.
The Councils shall include representatives of
each Federal agency and department that
has authorities related to the development of
ocean, coastal, or Great Lakes policies or engages in planning, management, or scientific
activities that significantly affect or inform
the use of ocean, coastal, or Great Lakes resources. The Chairman of the Council on Environmental Quality shall determine which
Federal agency representative shall serve as
the chairperson of each Council.
(2) COASTAL STATE REPRESENTATIVES.—
(A) NOTICE OF INTENT TO PARTICIPATE.—The
Governor of each coastal State within each
Coordination Region designated by section
601(c) shall within 3 months after the date of
enactment of this Act, inform the Chairman
of the Council on Environmental Quality
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whether or not the State intends to participate in the Regional Coordination Council
for the Region.
(B) APPOINTMENT OF RESPONSIBLE STATE OFFICIAL.—If a coastal State intends to participate in such Council, the Governor of the
coastal State shall appoint an officer or employee of the coastal State agency with primary responsibility for overseeing ocean and
coastal policy or resource management to
that Council.
(C) ALASKA REGIONAL COORDINATION COUNCIL.—The Regional Coordination Council for
the Alaska Coordination Region shall include representation from each of the States
of Alaska, Washington, and Oregon, if appointed by the Governor of that State in accordance with this paragraph.
(3) REGIONAL FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL
REPRESENTATION.—A representative of each
Regional Fishery Management Council with
jurisdiction in the Coordination Region of a
Regional Coordination Council (who is selected by the Regional Fishery Management
Council) and the executive director of the
interstate marine fisheries commission with
jurisdiction in the Coordination Region of a
Regional Coordination Council shall each
serve as a member of the Council.
(4) REGIONAL OCEAN PARTNERSHIP REPRESENTATION.—A representative of any Regional Ocean Partnership that has been established for any part of the Coordination
Region of a Regional Coordination Council
may appoint a representative to serve on the
Council in addition to any Federal or State
appointments.
(5) TRIBAL REPRESENTATION.—An appropriate tribal official selected by affected Indian tribes situated in the affected Coordination Region may elect to appoint a representative of such tribes collectively to
serve as a member of the Regional Coordination Council for that Region.
(6) LOCAL REPRESENTATION.—The Chairman
of the Council on Environmental Quality
shall, in consultation with the Governors of
the coastal States within each Coordination
Region, identify and appoint representatives
of county and local governments, as appropriate, to serve as members of the Regional
Coordination Council for that Region.
(c) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—Each Regional
Coordination Council shall establish advisory committees for the purposes of public
and stakeholder input and scientific advice,
made up of a balanced representation from
the energy, shipping, transportation, commercial and recreational fishing, and recreation industries, from marine environmental
nongovernmental organizations, and from
scientific and educational authorities with
expertise in the conservation and management of ocean, coastal, and Great Lakes resources to advise the Council during the development of Regional Assessments and Regional Strategic Plans and in its other activities.
(d) COORDINATION WITH EXISTING PROGRAMS.—Each Regional Coordination Council
shall build upon and complement current
State, multistate, and regional capacity and
governance and institutional mechanisms to
manage and protect ocean waters, coastal
waters, and ocean resources.
SEC. 603. REGIONAL STRATEGIC PLANS.
(a) INITIAL REGIONAL ASSESSMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each Regional Coordina-

tion Council, shall, within one year after the
date of enactment of this Act, prepare an initial assessment of its Coordination Region
that shall identify deficiencies in data and
information necessary to informed decisionmaking by Federal, State, and affected tribal governments concerned with the conservation of and management of the oceans,
coasts, and Great Lakes. Each initial assessment shall to the extent feasible—
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(A) identify the Coordination Region’s renewable and non renewable resources, including current and potential energy resources;
(B) identify and include a spatially and
temporally explicit inventory of existing and
potential uses of the Coordination Region,
including fishing and fish habitat, recreation, and energy development;
(C) document the health and relative environmental sensitivity of the marine ecosystem within the Coordination Region, including a comprehensive survey and status
assessment of species, habitats, and indicators of ecosystem health;
(D) identify marine habitat types and important ecological areas within the Coordination Region;
(E) assess the Coordination Region’s marine economy and cultural attributes and include regionally-specific ecological and
socio-economic baseline data;
(F) identify and prioritize additional scientific and economic data necessary to inform the development of Strategic Plans;
and
(G) include other information to improve
decision making as determined by the Regional Coordination Council.
(2) DATA.—Each initial assessment shall—
(A) use the best available data;
(B) collect and provide data in a spatially
explicit manner wherever practicable and
provide such data to the interagency comprehensive digital mapping initiative as described in section 2 of Public Law 109–58 (42
U.S.C. 15801); and
(C) make publicly available any such data
that is not classified information.
(3) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—Each Regional
Coordination Council shall provide adequate
opportunity for review and input by stakeholders and the general public during the
preparation of the initial assessment and
any revised assessments.
(b) REGIONAL STRATEGIC PLANS.—
(1) REQUIREMENT.—Each Regional Coordination Council shall, within 3 years after the
completion of the initial regional assessment, prepare and submit to the Chairman of
the Council on Environmental Quality a
multiobjective, science- and ecosystembased, spatially explicit, integrated Strategic Plan in accordance with this subsection for the Council’s Coordination Region.
(2) OBJECTIVE AND GOALS.—The objective of
the Strategic Plans under this subsection
shall be to foster comprehensive, integrated,
and sustainable development and use of
ocean, coastal, and Great Lakes resources,
while protecting marine ecosystem health
and sustaining the long-term economic and
ecosystem values of the oceans, coasts, and
Great Lakes.
(3) CONTENTS.—Each Strategic Plan prepared by a Regional Coordination Council
shall—
(A) be based on the initial regional assessment and updates for the Coordination Region under subsections (a) and (c), respectively;
(B) foster the sustainable and integrated
development and use of ocean, coastal, and
Great Lakes resources in a manner that protects the health of marine ecosystems;
(C) identify areas with potential for siting
and developing renewable and nonrenewable
energy resources in the Coordination Region
covered by the Strategic Plan;
(D) identify other current and potential
uses of the ocean and coastal resources in
the Coordination Region;
(E) identify and recommend long-term
monitoring needs for ecosystem health and
socioeconomic variables within the Coordination Region covered by the Strategic Plan;
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(F) identify existing State and Federal regulating authorities within the Coordination
Region covered by the Strategic Plan and
measures to assist those authorities in carrying out their responsibilities;
(G) identify best available technologies to
minimize adverse environmental impacts
and use conflicts in the development of
ocean and coastal resources in the Coordination Region;
(H) identify additional research, information, and data needed to carry out the Strategic Plan;
(I) identify performance measures and
benchmarks for purposes of fulfilling the responsibilities under this section to be used to
evaluate the Strategic Plan’s effectiveness;
(J) define responsibilities and include an
analysis of the gaps in authority, coordination, and resources, including funding, that
must be filled in order to fully achieve those
performance measures and benchmarks; and
(K) include such other information at the
Chairman of the Council on Environmental
Quality determines is appropriate.
(4) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION.—Each Regional
Coordination Council shall provide adequate
opportunities for review and input by stakeholders and the general public during the development of the Strategic Plan and any
Strategic Plan revisions.
(c) UPDATED REGIONAL ASSESSMENTS.—
Each Regional Coordination Council shall
update the initial regional assessment prepared under subsection (a) in coordination
with each Strategic Plan revision under subsection (e), to provide more detailed information regarding the required elements of
the assessment and to include any relevant
new information that has become available
in the interim.
(d) REVIEW AND APPROVAL.—
(1) COMMENCEMENT OF REVIEW.—Within 10
days after receipt of a Strategic Plan under
this section, or any revision to such a Strategic Plan, from a Regional Coordination
Council, the Chairman of the Council of Environmental Quality shall commence a review of the Strategic Plan or the revised
Strategic Plan, respectively.
(2) PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT.—Immediately after receipt of such a Strategic Plan
or revision, the Chairman of the Council of
Environmental Quality shall publish the
Strategic Plan or revision in the Federal
Register and provide an opportunity for the
submission of public comment for a 90-day
period beginning on the date of such publication.
(3) REQUIREMENTS FOR APPROVAL.—Before
approving a Strategic Plan, or any revision
to a Strategic Plan, the Chairman of the
Council on Environmental Quality must find
that the Strategic Plan or revision—
(A) is consistent with the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act;
(B) complies with subsection (b); and
(C) complies with the purposes of this title
as identified in section 601(a) and the objectives identified in section 601(b).
(4) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION.—Within 180
days after the receipt of a Strategic Plan, or
a revision to a Strategic Plan, the Chairman
of the Council of Environmental Quality
shall approve or disapprove the Strategic
Plan or revision. If the Chairman disapproves the Strategic Plan or revision, the
Chairman shall transmit to the Regional Coordination Council that submitted the Strategic Plan or revision, an identification of
the deficiencies and recommendations to improve it. The Council shall submit a revised
Strategic Plan or revision to such plan with
180 days after receiving the recommendations from the Chairman.
(e) PLAN REVISION.—Each Strategic Plan
shall be reviewed and revised by the relevant
Regional Coordination Council at least once
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every 5 years. Such review and revision shall
be based on the most recently updated regional assessment. Any proposed revisions to
the Strategic Plan shall be submitted to the
Chairman of the Council on Environmental
Quality for review and approval pursuant to
this section.
SEC. 604. REGULATIONS AND SAVINGS CLAUSE.
(a) REGULATIONS.—The Chairman of the

Council on Environmental Quality may issue
such regulations as the Chairman considers
necessary to implement sections 601 through
603.
(b) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this title
shall be construed to affect existing authorities under Federal law.
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SEC. 605. OCEAN RESOURCES CONSERVATION
AND ASSISTANCE FUND.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established in the

Treasury of the United States a separate account to be known as the Ocean Resources
Conservation and Assistance Fund.
(2) CREDITS.—The ORCA Fund shall be
credited with amounts as specified in section
9 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
(43 U.S.C. 1338), as amended by section 207 of
this Act.
(3) ALLOCATION OF THE ORCA FUND.—Of the
amounts appropriated from the ORCA Fund
each fiscal year—
(A) 70 percent shall be allocated to the Secretary, of which—
(i) 1/2 shall be used to make grants to
coastal States and affected Indian tribes
under subsection (b); and
(ii) 1/2 shall be used for the ocean, coastal,
and Great Lakes grants program established
by subsection (c);
(B) 20 percent shall be allocated to the Secretary to carry out the purposes of subsection (e); and
(C) 10 percent shall be allocated to the Secretary to make grants to Regional Ocean
Partnerships under subsection (d) and the
Regional Coordination Councils established
under section 602.
(4) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall establish application, review, oversight, financial accountability, and performance accountability procedures for each grant program for which funds are allocated under
this subsection.
(b) GRANTS TO COASTAL STATES.—
(1) GRANT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary may
use amounts allocated under subsection
(a)(3)(A)(I)(I) to make grants to—
(A) coastal States pursuant to the formula
established under section 306(c) of the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C.
1455(c)); and
(B) affected Indian tribes based on and proportional to any specific coastal and ocean
management authority granted to an affected tribe pursuant to affirmation of a Federal reserved right.
(2) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive a
grant under this subsection, a coastal State
or affected Indian tribe must prepare and revise a 5-year plan and annual work plans
that—
(A) demonstrate that activities for which
the coastal State or affected Indian tribe
will use the funds are consistent with the eligible uses of the Fund described in subsection (f); and
(B) provide mechanisms to ensure that
funding is made available to government,
nongovernment, and academic entities to
carry out eligible activities at the county
and local level.
(3) APPROVAL OF STATE AND AFFECTED TRIBAL PLANS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Plans required under
paragraph (2) must be submitted to and approved by the Secretary.
(B) PUBLIC INPUT AND COMMENT.—In determining whether to approve such plans, the
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Secretary shall provide opportunity for, and
take into consideration, public input and
comment on the plans from stakeholders and
the general public.
(5) ENERGY PLANNING GRANTS.—For each of
the fiscal years 2011 through 2015, the Secretary may use funds allocated for grants
under this subsection to make grants to
coastal States and affected tribes under section 320 of the Coastal Zone Management Act
of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.), as amended by
this Act.
(6) USE OF FUNDS.—Any amounts provided
as a grant under this subsection, other than
as a grants under paragraph (5), may only be
used for activities described in subsection (f).
(c) OCEAN AND COASTAL COMPETITIVE
GRANTS PROGRAM.—
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall
use amounts allocated under subsection
(a)(3)(A)(I)(II) to make competitive grants
for conservation and management of ocean,
coastal, and Great Lakes ecosystems and
marine resources.
(2) OCEAN, COASTAL, AND GREAT LAKES REVIEW PANEL.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall establish an Ocean, Coastal, and Great Lakes
Review Panel (in this subsection referred to
as the ‘‘Panel’’), which shall consist of 12
members appointed by the Secretary with
expertise in the conservation and management of ocean, coastal, and Great Lakes ecosystems and marine resources. In appointing
members to the Council, the Secretary shall
include a balanced diversity of representatives of relevant Federal agencies, the private sector, nonprofit organizations, and
academia.
(B) FUNCTIONS.—The Panel shall—
(i) review, in accordance with the procedures and criteria established under paragraph (3), grant applications under this subsection;
(ii) make recommendations to the Secretary regarding which grant applications
should be funded and the amount of each
grant; and
(iii) establish any specific requirements,
conditions, or limitations on a grant application recommended for funding.
(3) PROCEDURES AND ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA
FOR GRANTS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall establish—
(i) procedures for applying for a grant
under this subsection and criteria for evaluating applications for such grants; and
(ii) criteria, in consultation with the
Panel, to determine what persons are eligible for grants under the program.
(B) ELIGIBLE PERSONS.—Persons eligible
under the criteria under subparagraph (A)(ii)
shall include Federal, State, affected tribal,
and local agencies, fishery or wildlife management organizations, nonprofit organizations, and academic institutions.
(4) APPROVAL OF GRANTS.—In making
grants under this subsection the Secretary
shall give the highest priority to the recommendations of the Panel. If the Secretary
disapproves a grant recommended by the
Panel, the Secretary shall explain that disapproval in writing.
(5) USE OF GRANT FUNDS.—Any amounts
provided as a grant under this subsection
may only be used for activities described in
subsection (f).
(d) GRANTS TO REGIONAL OCEAN PARTNERSHIPS.—
(1) GRANT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary may
use amounts allocated under subsection
(a)(3)(A)(iii) to make grants to Regional
Ocean Partnerships.
(2) ELIGIBILITY.—In order to be eligible to
receive a grant, a Regional Ocean Partnership must prepare and annually revise a plan
that—
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(A) identifies regional science and information needs, regional goals and priorities, and
mechanisms for facilitating coordinated and
collaborative responses to regional issues;
(B) establishes a process for coordinating
and collaborating with the Regional Coordination Councils established under section 602
to address regional issues and information
needs and achieve regional goals and priorities; and
(C) demonstrates that activities to be carried out with such funds are eligible uses of
the funds identified in subsection (f).
(3) APPROVAL BY SECRETARY.—Such plans
must be submitted to and approved by the
Secretary.
(4) PUBLIC INPUT AND COMMENT.—In determining whether to approve such plans, the
Secretary shall provide opportunity for, and
take into consideration, input and comment
on the plans from stakeholders and the general public.
(5) USE OF FUNDS.—Any amounts provided
as a grant under this subsection may only be
used for activities described in subsection (f).
(e) LONG-TERM OCEAN AND COASTAL OBSERVATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use
the amounts allocated under subsection
(a)(3)(A)(ii) to build, operate, and maintain
the system established under section 12304 of
Public Law 111–11 (33 U.S.C. 3603), in accordance with the purposes and policies for which
the system was established.
(2) ADMINISTRATION OF FUNDS.—The Secretary shall administer and distribute funds
under this subsection based upon comprehensive system budgets adopted by the Council
referred to in section 12304(c)(1)(A) of the Integrated Coastal and Ocean Observation System Act of 2009 (33 U.S.C. 3603(c)(1)(A)).
(f) ELIGIBLE USE OF FUNDS.—Any funds
made available under this section may only
be used for activities that contribute to the
conservation, protection, maintenance, and
restoration of ocean, coastal, and Great
Lakes ecosystems in a manner that is consistent with Federal environmental laws and
that avoids environmental degradation, including—
(1) activities to conserve, protect, maintain, and restore coastal, marine, and Great
Lakes ecosystem health;
(2) activities to protect marine biodiversity and living marine and coastal resources
and their habitats, including fish populations;
(3) the development and implementation of
multiobjective, science- and ecosystem-based
plans for monitoring and managing the wide
variety of uses affecting ocean, coastal, and
Great Lakes ecosystems and resources that
consider cumulative impacts and are spatially explicit where appropriate;
(4) activities to improve the resiliency of
those ecosystems;
(5) activities to improve the ability of
those ecosystems to become more resilient,
and to adapt to and withstand the impacts of
climate change and ocean acidification;
(6) planning for and managing coastal development to minimize the loss of life and
property associated with sea level rise and
the coastal hazards resulting from it;
(7) research, education, assessment, monitoring, and dissemination of information
that contributes to the achievement of these
purposes;
(8) research of, protection of, enhancement
to, and activities to improve the resiliency
of culturally significant areas and resources;
and
(9) activities designed to rescue, rehabilitate, and recover injured marine mammals,
marine birds, and sea turtles.
(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) ORCA FUND.—The term ‘‘ORCA Fund’’
means the Ocean Resources Conservation
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and Assistance Fund established by this section
(2) SECRETARY.—Notwithstanding section
3, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary
of Commerce.
SEC. 606. WAIVER.

The Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the Regional
Coordination Councils established under section 602.
TITLE VII—OIL SPILL ACCOUNTABILITY
AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
SEC. 701. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Oil Spill
Accountability and Environmental Protection Act of 2010’’.
SEC. 702. REPEAL OF AND ADJUSTMENTS TO LIMITATION ON LIABILITY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1004 of the Oil

Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2704) is
amended—
(1) in subsection (a)—
(A) in paragraph (2)—
(i) by striking ‘‘$800,000,,’’ and inserting
‘‘$800,000,’’; and
(ii) by adding ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon at
the end;
(B) by striking paragraph (3); and
(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as paragraph (3);
(2) in subsection (b)(2) by striking the second sentence; and
(3) by striking subsection (d)(4) and inserting the following:
‘‘(4) ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITS ON LIABILITY.—
Not later than 3 years after the date of enactment of the Oil Spill Accountability and
Environmental Protection Act of 2010, and at
least once every 3 years thereafter, the
President shall review the limits on liability
specified in subsection (a) and shall by regulation revise such limits upward to reflect
either the amount of liability that the President determines is commensurate with the
risk of discharge of oil presented by a particular category of vessel, facility, or port or
any increase in the Consumer Price Index,
whichever is greater.’’.
(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this section apply to—
(1) any claim arising from an event occurring after the date of enactment of this Act;
and
(2) any claim arising from an event occurring before such date of enactment, if the
claim is brought within the limitations period applicable to the claim.
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SEC. 703. EVIDENCE OF FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR OFFSHORE FACILITIES.

Section 1016 of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990
(33 U.S.C. 2716) is amended—
(1) in subsection (c)(1)—
(A) in subparagraph (B) by striking ‘‘subparagraph (A) is’’ and all that follows before
the period and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A)
is $300,000,000’’; and
(B) by striking subparagraph (C) and inserting the following:
‘‘(C) ALTERNATE AMOUNT.—
‘‘(i) SPECIFIC FACILITIES.—
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—If the President determines that an amount of financial responsibility for a responsible party that is less
than the amount required by subparagraph
(B) is justified based on the criteria established under clause (ii), the evidence of financial responsibility required shall be for
an amount determined by the President.
‘‘(II) MINIMUM AMOUNTS.—In no case shall
the evidence of financial responsibility required under this section be less than—
‘‘(aa) $105,000,000 for an offshore facility located seaward of the seaward boundary of a
State; or
‘‘(bb) $30,000,000 for an offshore facility located landward of the seaward boundary of a
State.
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‘‘(ii) CRITERIA FOR DETERMINATION OF FIRESPONSIBILITY.—The
President
shall prescribe the amount of financial responsibility required under clause (i)(I) based
on the following:
‘‘(I) The market capacity of the insurance
industry to issue such instruments.
‘‘(II) The operational risk of a discharge
and the effects of that discharge on the environment and the region.
‘‘(III) The quantity and location of the oil
and gas that is explored for, drilled for, produced, or transported by the responsible
party.
‘‘(IV) The asset value of the owner of the
offshore facility, including the combined
asset value of all partners that own the facility.
‘‘(V) The cost of all removal costs and
damages for which the owner may be liable
under this Act based on a worst-case-scenario.
‘‘(VI) The safety history of the owner of
the offshore facility.
‘‘(VII) Any other factors that the President
considers appropriate.
‘‘(iii) ADJUSTMENT FOR ALL OFFSHORE FACILITIES.—
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years
after the date of enactment of the Oil Spill
Accountability and Environmental Protection Act of 2010, and at least once every 3
years thereafter, the President shall review
the levels of financial responsibility specified in this subsection and the limit on liability specified in subsection (f)(4) and may
by regulation revise such levels and limit upward to the levels and limit that the President determines are justified based on the
relative operational, environmental, and
other risks posed by the quantity, quality, or
location of oil that is explored for, drilled
for, produced, or transported by the responsible party.
‘‘(II) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—Upon completion of a review specified in subclause (I), the
President shall notify Congress as to whether the President will revise the levels of financial responsibility and limit on liability
referred to in subclause (I) and the factors
used in making such determination.’’; and
(2) in subsection (f)—
(A) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘Subject’’
and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in paragraph (4) and subject’’; and
(B) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(4) MAXIMUM LIABILITY.—The maximum
liability of a guarantor of an offshore facility under this subsection is $300,000,000.’’.
NANCIAL

SEC. 704. DAMAGES TO HUMAN HEALTH.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1002(b)(2) of the
Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2702(b)(2))
is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(G) HUMAN HEALTH.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Damages to human
health, including fatal injuries, which shall
be recoverable by any claimant who has a demonstrable, adverse impact to human health
or, in the case of a fatal injury to an individual, a claimant filing a claim on behalf of
such individual.
‘‘(ii) INCLUSION.—For purposes of clause (i),
the term ‘human health’ includes mental
health.’’.
(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this section apply to—
(1) any claim arising from an event occurring after the date of enactment of this Act;
and
(2) any claim arising from an event occurring before such date of enactment, if the
claim is brought within the limitations period applicable to the claim.

PO 00000

Frm 00069

Fmt 4634

Sfmt 0634

SEC. 705. CLARIFICATION OF LIABILITY FOR DISCHARGES FROM MOBILE OFFSHORE
DRILLING UNITS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1004(b)(2) of the

Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2704(b)(2))
is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘from any incident described in paragraph (1)’’ and inserting ‘‘from
any discharge of oil, or substantial threat of
a discharge of oil, into or upon the water’’;
and
(2) by striking ‘‘liable’’ and inserting ‘‘liable as described in paragraph (1)’’.
(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply to—
(1) any claim arising from an event occurring after the date of enactment of this Act;
and
(2) any claim arising from an event occurring before such date of enactment, if the
claim is brought within the limitations period applicable to the claim.
SEC. 706. STANDARD OF REVIEW FOR DAMAGE
ASSESSMENT.

Section 1006(e)(2) of the Oil Pollution Act
of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2706(e)(2)) is amended—
(1) in the heading by striking ‘‘REBUTTABLE
PRESUMPTION’’ and inserting ‘‘JUDICIAL REVIEW OF ASSESSMENTS’’; and
(2) by striking ‘‘have the force and effect’’
and all that follows before the period and inserting the following: ‘‘be subject to judicial
review under subchapter II of chapter 5 of
title 5, United States Code (commonly
known as the Administrative Procedure
Act), on the basis of the administrative
record developed by the lead Federal trustee
as provided in such regulations’’.
SEC. 707. INFORMATION ON CLAIMS.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Title I of the Oil Pollu-

tion Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) is
amended by inserting after section 1013 the
following:
‘‘SEC. 1013A. INFORMATION ON CLAIMS.

‘‘In the event of a spill of national significance, the President may require a responsible party or a guarantor of a source designated under section 1014(a) to provide to
the President any information on or related
to claims, either individually, in the aggregate, or both, that the President requests,
including—
‘‘(1) the transaction date or dates of such
claims, including processing times; and
‘‘(2) any other data pertaining to such
claims necessary to ensure the performance
of the responsible party or the guarantor
with regard to the processing and adjudication of such claims.’’.
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents contained in section 2 of such Act is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 1013 the following:
‘‘Sec. 1013A. Information on claims.’’.
(c) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this section apply to—
(1) any claim arising from an event occurring after the date of enactment of this Act;
and
(2) any claim arising from an event occurring before such date of enactment, if the
claim is brought within the limitations period applicable to the claim.
SEC. 708. ADDITIONAL AMENDMENTS AND CLARIFICATIONS TO OIL POLLUTION ACT
OF 1990.
(a) DEFINITIONS.—
(1) REMOVAL COSTS.—Section 1001(31) of the

Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2701(31)) is
amended by inserting before the semicolon
the following: ‘‘and includes all costs of Federal enforcement activities related thereto’’.
PARTY.—Section
(2)
RESPONSIBLE
1001(32)(B) of such Act (33 U.S.C. 2701(32)(B))
is amended by inserting before ‘‘, except a’’
the following: ‘‘any person who owns or who
has a leasehold interest or other property interest in the land or in the minerals beneath

E:\RECORD10\RECFILES\H30JY0.REC

H30JY0

H6530

the land on which the facility is located, and
any person who is the assignor of a property
interest in the land or in the minerals beneath the land on which the facility is located,’’.
OF
LIABILITY.—Section
(b)
ELEMENTS
1002(b)(1)(A)
of
such
Act
(33
U.S.C.
2702(b)(1)(A)) is amended by inserting before
the semicolon the following: ‘‘, including all
costs of Federal enforcement activities related thereto’’.
(c) SUBROGATION.—Section 1015(c) of such
Act (33 U.S.C. 2715(c)) is amended by adding
at the end the following: ‘‘In such actions,
the Fund shall recover all costs and damages
paid from the Fund unless the decision to
make the payment is found to be arbitrary
or capricious.’’.
(d) FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY.—Section
1016(f)(1) of such Act (33 U.S.C. 2717(f)(1)) is
amended—
(1) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of subparagraph (A); and
(2) by striking ‘‘; and’’ at the end of subparagraph (B) and inserting a period; and
(3) by striking subparagraph (C).
(e) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this section apply to—
(1) any claim arising from an event occurring after the date of enactment of this Act;
and
(2) any claim arising from an event occurring before such date of enactment, if the
claim is brought within the limitations period applicable to the claim.
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SEC. 709. AMERICANIZATION OF OFFSHORE OPERATIONS IN THE EXCLUSIVE ECONOMIC ZONE.
(a) REGISTRY ENDORSEMENT REQUIRED.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 12111 of title 46,

United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following:
‘‘(e) RESOURCE ACTIVITIES IN THE EEZ.—Except for activities requiring an endorsement
under sections 12112 or 12113, only a vessel for
which a certificate of documentation with a
registry endorsement is issued and that is
owned by a citizen of the United States (as
determined under section 50501(d)) may engage in support of exploration, development,
or production of resources in, on, above, or
below the exclusive economic zone or any
other activity in the exclusive economic
zone to the extent that the regulation of
such activity is not prohibited under customary international law.’’.
(2) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made
by paragraph (1) applies only with respect to
exploration, development, production, and
support activities that commence on or after
July 1, 2011.
(b) LEGAL AUTHORITY.—Section 2301 of title
46, United States Code, is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘chapter’’ and inserting
‘‘title’’; and
(2) by inserting after ‘‘1988’’ the following:
‘‘and the exclusive economic zone to the extent that the regulation of such operation is
not prohibited under customary international law’’.
(c) TRAINING FOR COAST GUARD PERSONNEL.—Not later than 180 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of the department in which the Coast Guard
is operating shall establish a program to provide Coast Guard personnel with the training
necessary for the implementation of the
amendments made by this section.
SEC. 710. SAFETY MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS FOR
MOBILE
OFFSHORE
DRILLING
UNITS.

Section 3203 of title 46, United States Code,
is amended—
(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as subsection (c); and
(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the following:
‘‘(b) MOBILE OFFSHORE DRILLING UNITS.—
The safety management system described in
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subsection (a) for a mobile offshore drilling
unit operating in waters subject to the jurisdiction of the United States (including the
exclusive economic zone) shall include processes, procedures, and policies related to the
safe operation and maintenance of the machinery and systems on board the vessel that
may affect the seaworthiness of the vessel in
a worst-case event.’’.

(2) by striking ‘‘tank vessel, nontank vessel, or facility’’ and inserting ‘‘nontank vessel’’; and
(3) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘A
mobile offshore drilling unit, as such term is
defined in section 1001 of the Oil Pollution
Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2701), is not eligible to
operate without a response plan approved
under this section.’’.

SEC. 711. SAFETY STANDARDS FOR MOBILE OFFSHORE DRILLING UNITS.

SEC. 715. NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN.
(a) GUIDELINES FOR CONTAINMENT BOOMS.—

Section 3306 of title 46, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(k) In prescribing regulations for mobile
offshore drilling units, the Secretary shall
develop standards to address a worst-case
event on the vessel.’’.

Section 311(d)(2) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(d)(2)) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(N) Guidelines regarding the use of containment booms to contain a discharge of oil
or a hazardous substance, including identification of quantities of containment booms
likely to be needed, available sources of containment booms, and best practices for containment boom placement, monitoring, and
maintenance.’’.
(b) SCHEDULE, CRITERIA, AND FEES.—Section 311(d) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(d)) is amended by
adding at the end the following:
‘‘(5) SCHEDULE FOR USE OF DISPERSANTS,
OTHER CHEMICALS, AND OTHER SPILL MITIGATING DEVICES AND SUBSTANCES.—
‘‘(A) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this paragraph, the President, acting through the Administrator, after providing notice and an
opportunity for public comment, shall issue
a revised regulation for the development of
the schedule for the use of dispersants, other
chemicals, and other spill mitigating devices
and substances developed under paragraph
(2)(G) in a manner that is consistent with
the requirements of this paragraph and shall
modify the existing schedule to take into account the requirements of the revised regulation.
‘‘(B) SCHEDULE LISTING REQUIREMENTS.—In
issuing the regulation under subparagraph
(A), the Administrator shall—
‘‘(i) with respect to dispersants, other
chemicals, and other spill mitigating substances included or proposed to be included
on the schedule under paragraph (2)(G)—
‘‘(I) establish minimum toxicity and efficacy testing criteria, taking into account
the results of the study carried out under
subparagraph (D);
‘‘(II)
provide
for
testing
or
other
verification (independent from the information provided by an applicant seeking the inclusion of such dispersant, chemical, or substance on the schedule) related to the toxicity and effectiveness of such dispersant,
chemical, or substance;
‘‘(III) establish a framework for the application of any such dispersant, chemical, or
substance, including—
‘‘(aa) application conditions;
‘‘(bb) the quantity thresholds for which approval by the Administrator is required;
‘‘(cc) the criteria to be used to develop the
appropriate maximum quantity of any such
dispersant, chemical, or substance that the
Administrator determines may be used, both
on a daily and cumulative basis; and
‘‘(dd) a ranking, by geographic area, of any
such dispersant, chemical, or substance
based on a combination of its effectiveness
for each type of oil and its level of toxicity;
‘‘(IV) establish a requirement that the volume of oil or hazardous substance discharged, and the volume and location of any
such dispersant, chemical, or substance used,
be measured and made publicly available, including on the Internet;
‘‘(V) require the public disclosure of the
specific chemical identity, including the
chemical and common name of any ingredients contained in, and specific chemical formulas or mixtures of, any such dispersant,
chemical, or substance; and

SEC. 712. OPERATIONAL CONTROL OF MOBILE
OFFSHORE DRILLING UNITS.
(a) LICENSES FOR MASTERS OF MOBILE OFFSHORE DRILLING UNITS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 71 of title 46,

United States Code, is amended by redesignating sections 7104 through 7114 as sections
7105 through 7115, respectively, and by inserting after section 7103 the following:
‘‘§ 7104. Licenses for masters of mobile offshore drilling units
‘‘A license as master of a mobile offshore
drilling unit may be issued only to an applicant who has been issued a license as master
under section 7101(c)(1) and has demonstrated the knowledge, understanding,
proficiency, and sea service for all industrial
business or functions of a mobile offshore
drilling unit.’’.
(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 7109
of such title, as so redesignated, is amended
by striking ‘‘section 7106 or 7107’’ and inserting ‘‘section 7107 or 7108’’.
(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis at
the beginning of such chapter is amended by
striking the items relating to sections 7104
through 7114 and inserting the following:
‘‘7104. Licenses for masters of mobile offshore drilling units.
‘‘7105. Certificates for medical doctors and
nurses.
‘‘7106. Oaths.
‘‘7107. Duration of licenses.
‘‘7108. Duration of certificates of registry.
‘‘7109. Termination of licenses and certificates of registry.
‘‘7110. Review of criminal records.
‘‘7111. Exhibiting licenses.
‘‘7112. Oral examinations for licenses.
‘‘7113. Licenses of masters or mates as pilots.
‘‘7114. Exemption from draft.
‘‘7115. Fees.’’.
(b) REQUIREMENT FOR CERTIFICATE OF INSPECTION.—Section 8101(a)(2) of title 46,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
before the semicolon the following: ‘‘and
shall at all times be under the command of
a master licensed under section 7104’’.
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect 6
months after the date of enactment of this
Act.
SEC. 713. SINGLE-HULL TANKERS.
(a) APPLICATION OF TANK VESSEL CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS.—Section 3703a(b) of

title 46, United States Code, is amended by
striking paragraph (3), and redesignating
paragraphs (4) through (6) as paragraphs (3)
through (5), respectively.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) takes effect on January 1, 2011.
SEC. 714. REPEAL OF RESPONSE PLAN WAIVER.

Section 311(j)(5)(G) of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(j)(5)(G))
is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘a tank vessel, nontank vessel, offshore facility, or onshore facility’’
and inserting ‘‘a nontank vessel’’;
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‘‘(VI) in addition to existing authority, expressly provide a mechanism for the
delisting of any such dispersant, chemical, or
substance that the Administrator determines poses a significant risk or impact to
water quality, the environment, or any other
factor the Administrator determines appropriate;
‘‘(ii) with respect to a dispersant, other
chemical, and other spill mitigating substance not specifically identified on the
schedule, and prior to the use of such dispersant, chemical, or substance in accordance with paragraph (2)(G)—
‘‘(I) establish the minimum toxicity and
efficacy levels for such dispersant, chemical,
or substance;
‘‘(II) require the public disclosure of the
specific chemical identity of (including the
chemical and common name of any ingredients contained in and the specific chemical
formula or mixture of) any such dispersant,
chemical, or substance; and
‘‘(III) require the provision of such additional information as the Administrator determines necessary; and
‘‘(iii) with respect to other spill mitigating
devices included or proposed to be included
on the schedule under paragraph (2)(G)—
‘‘(I) require the manufacturer of such device to carry out a study of the risks and effectiveness of the device according to guidelines developed and published by the Administrator; and
‘‘(II) in addition to existing authority, expressly provide a mechanism for the
delisting of any such device based on any information made available to the Administrator that demonstrates that such device
poses a significant risk or impact to water
quality, the environment, or any other factor the Administrator determines appropriate.
‘‘(C) DELISTING.—In carrying out subparagraphs (B)(i)(VI) and (B)(iii)(II), the Administrator, after posting a notice in the Federal
Register and providing an opportunity for
public comment, shall initiate a formal review of the potential risks and impacts associated with a dispersant, chemical, substance, or device prior to delisting the dispersant, chemical, substance, or device.
‘‘(D) STUDY.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 months
after the date of enactment of this paragraph, the Administrator shall initiate a
study of the potential risks and impacts to
water quality, the environment, or any other
factor the Administrator determines appropriate, including acute and chronic risks,
from the use of dispersants, other chemicals,
and other spill mitigating substances, if any,
that may be used to carry out the National
Contingency Plan, including an assessment
of such risks and impacts—
‘‘(I) on a representative sample of biota
and types of oil from locations where such
dispersants, chemicals, or substances may
potentially be used; and
‘‘(II) that result from any by-products created from the use of such dispersants, chemicals, or substances.
‘‘(ii) INFORMATION FROM MANUFACTURERS.—
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—In conjunction with the
study authorized by clause (i), the Administrator shall determine the requirements for
manufacturers of dispersants, chemicals, or
substances to evaluate the potential risks
and impacts to water quality, the environment, or any other factor the Administrator
determines appropriate, including acute and
chronic risks, associated with the use of the
dispersants, chemicals, or substances and
any byproducts generated by such use and to
provide the details of such evaluation as a
condition for listing on the schedule, or approving for use under this section, according
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to guidelines developed and published by the
Administrator.
‘‘(II) MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR EVALUATION.—In carrying out this clause, the Administrator shall require a manufacturer to
include—
‘‘(aa) information on the oils and locations
where such dispersants, chemicals, or substances may potentially be used; and
‘‘(bb) if appropriate, an assessment of application and impacts from subsea use of the
dispersant, chemical, or substance, including
the potential long term effects of such use on
water quality and the environment.
‘‘(E) PERIODIC REVISIONS.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 5 years
after the date of the issuance of the regulation under this paragraph, and on an ongoing
basis thereafter (and at least once every 5
years), the Administrator shall review the
schedule for the use of dispersants, other
chemicals, and other spill mitigating devices
and substances that may be used to carry
out the National Contingency Plan and update or revise the schedule, as necessary, to
ensure the protection of water quality, the
environment, and any other factor the Administrator determines appropriate.
‘‘(ii) EFFECTIVENESS.—The Administrator
shall ensure, to the maximum extent practicable, that each update or revision to the
schedule increases the minimum effectiveness value necessary for listing a dispersant,
other chemical, or other spill mitigating device or substance on the schedule.
‘‘(F) APPROVAL OF USE AND APPLICATION OF
DISPERSANTS.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In issuing the regulation
under subparagraph (A), the Administrator
shall require the approval of the Federal OnScene Coordinator, in coordination with the
Administrator, for all uses of a dispersant,
other chemical, or other spill mitigating
substance in any removal action, including—
‘‘(I) any such dispersant, chemical, or substance that is included on the schedule developed pursuant to this subsection; or
‘‘(II) any dispersant, chemical, or other
substance that is included as part an approved area contingency plan or response
plan developed under this section.
‘‘(ii) REPEAL.—Any part of section 300.910
of title 40, Code of Federal Regulations, that
is inconsistent with this paragraph is hereby
repealed.
‘‘(G) TOXICITY DEFINITION.—In this section,
the term ‘toxicity’ is used in reference to the
potential impacts of a dispersant, substance,
or device on water quality or the environment.
‘‘(6) REVIEW OF AND DEVELOPMENT OF CRITERIA FOR EVALUATING RESPONSE PLANS.—
‘‘(A) REVIEW.—Not later than 6 months
after the date of enactment of this paragraph, the President shall review the procedures and standards developed under paragraph (2)(J) to determine their sufficiency in
ceasing and removing a worst case discharge
of oil or hazardous substances, and for mitigating or preventing a substantial threat of
such a discharge.
‘‘(B) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of enactment of this paragraph, the President, after providing notice
and an opportunity for public comment,
shall issue a final rule to—
‘‘(i) revise the procedures and standards for
ceasing and removing a worst case discharge
of oil or hazardous substances, and for mitigating or preventing a substantial threat of
such a discharge; and
‘‘(ii) develop a metric for evaluating the
National Contingency Plan, Area Contingency Plans, and tank vessel, nontank vessel, and facility response plans consistent
with the procedures and standards developed
pursuant to this paragraph.
‘‘(7) FEES.—
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‘‘(A) GENERAL AUTHORITY AND FEES.—Subject to subparagraph (B), the Administrator
shall establish a schedule of fees to be collected from the manufacturer of a dispersant, chemical, or spill mitigating substance
or device to offset the costs of the Administrator associated with evaluating the use of
the dispersant, chemical, substance, or device in accordance with this subsection and
listing the dispersant, chemical, substance,
or device on the schedule under paragraph
(2)(G).
‘‘(B) LIMITATION ON COLLECTION.—No fee
may be collected under this subsection unless the expenditure of the fee to pay the
costs of activities and services for which the
fee is imposed is provided for in advance in
an appropriations Act.
‘‘(C) FEES CREDITED AS OFFSETTING COLLECTIONS.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section
3302 of title 31, United States Code, any fee
authorized to be collected under this paragraph shall—
‘‘(I) be credited as offsetting collections to
the account that finances the activities and
services for which the fee is imposed;
‘‘(II) be available for expenditure only to
pay the costs of activities and services for
which the fee is imposed, including all costs
associated with collecting such fees; and
‘‘(III) remain available until expended.
‘‘(ii) CONTINUING APPROPRIATIONS.—The Administrator may continue to assess, collect,
and spend fees established under this section
during any period in which the funding for
the Environmental Protection Agency is provided under an Act providing continuing appropriations in lieu of the Administration’s
regular appropriations.
‘‘(iii) ADJUSTMENTS.—The Administrator
shall adjust the fees established by subparagraph (A) periodically to ensure that each of
the fees required by subparagraph (A) is reasonably related to the Administration’s
costs, as determined by the Administrator,
of performing the activity for which the fee
is imposed.’’.
(c) TEMPORARY MORATORIUM ON APPROVAL
OF USE OF DISPERSANTS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency may not approve the use
of a dispersant under section 311(d) of the Oil
Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 1321(d)), and
shall withdraw any approval of such use
made before the date of enactment of this
Act, until the date on which the rulemaking
and study required by subparagraphs (A) and
(D) of section 311(d)(5) of such Act (as added
by subsection (b) of this section) are complete.
(2) CONDITIONAL APPROVAL.—The Administrator may approve the use of a dispersant
under section 311(d) of such Act (33 U.S.C.
1321(d)) for the period of time before the date
on which the rulemaking and study required
by subparagraphs (A) and (D) of section
311(d)(5) of such Act (as added by subsection
(b) of this section) are complete if the Administrator determines that such use will
not have a negative impact on water quality,
the environment, or any other factor the Administrator determines appropriate.
(3) INFORMATION.—In approving the use of a
dispersant under paragraph (2), the Administrator may require the manufacturer of the
dispersant to provide such information as
the Administrator determines necessary to
satisfy the requirements of that paragraph.
(d) INCLUSION OF CONTAINMENT BOOMS IN
CONTINGENCY
PLANS.—Section
AREA
311(j)(4)(C)(iv) of such Act (33 U.S.C.
1321(j)(4)(C)(iv)) is amended by striking ‘‘(including firefighting equipment)’’ and inserting ‘‘(including firefighting equipment and
containment booms)’’.
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Section 311(b) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(b)) is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(13) TRACKING DATABASE.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall create a database to track all discharges of oil
or hazardous substances—
‘‘(i) into the waters of the United States,
onto adjoining shorelines, or into or upon
the waters of the contiguous zone;
‘‘(ii) in connection with activities under
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1331 et seq.) or the Deepwater Port
Act of 1974 (33 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.); or
‘‘(iii) which may affect natural resources
belonging to, appertaining to, or under the
exclusive management authority of the
United States (including resources under the
Fishery Conservation and Management Act
of 1976 (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.)).
‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The database shall—
‘‘(i) include—
‘‘(I) the name of the vessel or facility;
‘‘(II) the name of the owner, operator, or
person in charge of the vessel or facility;
‘‘(III) the date of the discharge;
‘‘(IV) the volume of the discharge;
‘‘(V) the location of the discharge, including an identification of any receiving waters
that are or could be affected by the discharge;
‘‘(VI) the type, volume, and location of the
use of any dispersant, other chemical, or
other spill mitigating substance used in any
removal action;
‘‘(VII) a record of any determination of a
violation of this section or liability under
section 1002 of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990
(33 U.S.C. 2702);
‘‘(VIII) a record of any enforcement action
taken against the owner, operator, or person
in charge; and
‘‘(IX) any additional information that the
President determines necessary;
‘‘(ii) use data provided by the Environmental Protection Agency, the Coast Guard,
and other appropriate Federal agencies;
‘‘(iii) use data protocols developed and
managed by the Environmental Protection
Agency; and
‘‘(iv) be publicly accessible, including by
electronic means.’’.

mmaher on DSK69SOYB1PROD with CONG-REC-ONLINE

SEC. 717. EVALUATION AND APPROVAL OF RESPONSE PLANS; MAXIMUM PENALTIES.
(a) AGENCY REVIEW OF RESPONSE PLANS.—
(1) LEAD FEDERAL AGENCY FOR REVIEW OF
RESPONSE PLANS.—Section 311(j)(5)(A) of the

Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33
U.S.C. 1321(j)(5)(A)) is amended by adding at
the end the following:
‘‘(iii) In issuing the regulations under this
paragraph, the President shall ensure that—
‘‘(I) the owner, operator, or person in
charge of a tank vessel, nontank vessel, or
offshore facility described in subparagraph
(C) will not be considered to have complied
with this paragraph until the owner, operator, or person in charge submits a plan
under clause (i) or (ii), as appropriate, to the
Secretary of the department in which the
Coast Guard is operating, the Secretary of
the Interior, or the Administrator, with respect to such offshore facilities as the President may designate, and the Secretary or
Administrator, as appropriate, determines
and notifies the owner, operator, or person in
charge that the plan, if implemented, will
provide an adequate response to a worst case
discharge of oil or a hazardous substance or
a substantial threat of such a discharge; and
‘‘(II) the owner, operator, or person in
charge of an onshore facility described in
subparagraph (C)(iv) will not be considered
to have complied with this paragraph until
the owner, operator, or person in charge submits a plan under clause (i) either to the
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Secretary of Transportation, with respect to
transportation-related onshore facilities, or
the Administrator, with respect to all other
onshore facilities, and the Secretary or Administrator, as appropriate, determines and
notifies the owner, operator, or person in
charge that the plan, if implemented, will
provide an adequate response to a worst-case
discharge of oil or a hazardous substance or
a substantial threat of such a discharge.
‘‘(iv)(I) The Secretary of the department in
which the Coast Guard is operating, the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of
Transportation, or the Administrator, as appropriate, shall require that a plan submitted to the Secretary or Administrator for
a vessel or facility under clause (iii)(I) or
(iii)(II) by an owner, operator, or person in
charge—
‘‘(aa) contain a probabilistic risk analysis
for all critical engineered systems of the vessel or facility; and
‘‘(bb) adequately address all risks identified in the risk analysis.
‘‘(II) The Secretary or Administrator, as
appropriate, shall require that a risk analysis developed under subclause (I) include, at
a minimum, the following:
‘‘(aa) An analysis of human factors risks,
including both organizational and management failure risks.
‘‘(bb) An analysis of technical failure risks,
including both component technologies and
integrated systems risks.
‘‘(cc) An analysis of interactions between
humans and critical engineered systems.
‘‘(dd) Quantification of the likelihood of
modes of failure and potential consequences.
‘‘(ee) A description of methods for reducing
known risks.
‘‘(III) The Secretary or Administrator, as
appropriate, shall require an owner, operator, or person in charge that develops a risk
analysis under subclause (I) to make the risk
analysis available to the public.’’.
(2) REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF RESPONSE
PLANS.—Section 311(j)(5)(E) of such Act (33
U.S.C. 1321(j)(5)(E)) is amended to read as follows:
‘‘(E) With respect to any response plan submitted under this paragraph for an onshore
facility that, because of its location, could
reasonably be expected to cause significant
and substantial harm to the environment by
discharging into or on the navigable waters
or adjoining shorelines or the exclusive economic zone, and with respect to each response plan submitted under this paragraph
for a tank vessel, nontank vessel, or offshore
facility, the President shall—
‘‘(i) promptly review the response plan;
‘‘(ii) verify that the response plan complies
with subparagraph (A)(iv), relating to risk
analyses;
‘‘(iii) with respect to a plan for an offshore
or onshore facility or a tank vessel that carries liquefied natural gas, provide an opportunity for public notice and comment on the
response plan;
‘‘(iv) taking into consideration any public
comments received and other appropriate
factors, as determined by the President, require revisions to the response plan;
‘‘(v) approve, approve with revisions, or
disapprove the response plan;
‘‘(vi) review the response plan periodically
thereafter, and if applicable requirements
are not met, acting through the head of the
appropriate Federal department or agency—
‘‘(I) issue administrative orders directing
the owner, operator, or person in charge to
comply with the response plan or any regulation issued under this section; or
‘‘(II) assess civil penalties or conduct other
appropriate enforcement actions in accordance with subsections (b)(6), (b)(7), and (b)(8)
for failure to develop, submit, receive approval of, adhere to, or maintain the capa-
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bility to implement the response plan, or
failure to comply with any other requirement of this section;
‘‘(vii) acting through the head of the appropriate Federal department or agency,
conduct, at a minimum, biennial inspections
of the tank vessel, nontank vessel, or facility
to ensure compliance with the response plan
or identify deficiencies in such plan;
‘‘(viii) acting through the head of the appropriate Federal department or agency,
make the response plan available to the public, including on the Internet; and
‘‘(ix) in the case of a plan for a nontank
vessel, consider any applicable State-mandated response plan in effect on the date of
enactment of the Coast Guard and Maritime
Transportation Act of 2004 and ensure consistency to the extent practicable.’’.
(3) BIENNIAL REPORT.—Section 311(j)(5) of
such Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(j)(5)) is amended by
adding at the end the following:
‘‘(J) Not later than 2 years after the date of
enactment of this subparagraph, and biennially thereafter, the President, acting
through the Administrator, the Secretary of
the department in which the Coast Guard is
operating, and the Secretary of Transportation, shall submit to Congress a report
containing the following information for
each owner, operator, or person in charge
that submitted a response plan for a tank
vessel, nontank vessel, or facility under this
paragraph:
‘‘(i) The number of response plans approved, disapproved, or approved with revisions under subparagraph (E) annually for
tank vessels, nontank vessels, and facilities
of the owner, operator, or person in charge.
‘‘(ii) The number of inspections conducted
under subparagraph (E) annually for tank
vessels, nontank vessels, and facilities of the
owner, operator, or person in charge.
‘‘(iii) A summary of each administrative or
enforcement action concluded with respect
each tank vessel, nontank vessel, and facility of the owner, operator, or person in
charge, including a description of the violation, the date of violation, the amount of
each penalty proposed, and the final assessment of each penalty and an explanation for
any reduction in a penalty.’’.
(4) ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS FOR FACILITIES.—Section 311(m)(2) of such Act (33
U.S.C. 1321(m)(2)) is amended in each of subparagraphs (A) and (B) by inserting ‘‘, the
Secretary of Transportation,’’ before ‘‘or the
Secretary of the department in which the
Coast Guard is operating’’.
(b) PENALTIES.—
(1) ADMINISTRATIVE PENALTIES.—
(A) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION
TO
ASSESS
PENALTIES.—Section
311(b)(6)(A)
of
such
Act
(33
U.S.C.
1321(b)(6)(A)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, the
Secretary of Transportation,’’ before ‘‘or the
Administrator’’.
(B) ADMINISTRATIVE PENALTIES FOR FAILURE
TO PROVIDE NOTICE.—Section 311(b)(6)(A) of
such Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(b)(6)(A)) is further
amended—
(i) in clause (i) by striking ‘‘paragraph (3),
or’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (3),’’;
(ii) in clause (ii) by striking ‘‘any regulation issued under subsection (j)’’ and inserting ‘‘any order or action required by the
President under subsection (c) or (e) or any
regulation issued under subsection (d) or
(j)’’;
(iii) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause
(iii);
(iv) by inserting after clause (i) the following:
‘‘(ii) who fails to provide notice to the appropriate Federal agency pursuant to paragraph (5), or’’; and
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(v) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘Whenever the President delegates the authority to issue regulations under subsection
(j), the head of the agency who issues regulations pursuant to that authority shall have
the authority to assess a civil penalty in accordance with this section for violations of
such regulations.’’.
(C) PENALTY AMOUNTS.—Section 311(b)(6)(B)
of such Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(b)(6)(B)) is amended—
(i) in clause (i)—
(I) by striking ‘‘$10,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$100,000’’; and
(II) by striking ‘‘$25,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$250,000’’; and
(ii) in clause (ii)—
(I) by striking ‘‘$10,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$100,000’’; and
(II) by striking ‘‘$125,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$1,000,000’’.
(2) CIVIL PENALTIES.—Section 311(b)(7) of
such Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(b)(7)) is amended—
(A) in subparagraph (A)—
(i) by striking ‘‘$25,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$100,000’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘$1,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$2,500’’;
(B) in subparagraph (B)—
(i) by striking ‘‘described in subparagraph
(A)’’;
(ii) in clause (i) by striking ‘‘carry out removal of the discharge under an order of the
President pursuant to subsection (c); or’’ and
inserting ‘‘comply with any order or action
required by the President pursuant to subsection (c),’’;
(iii) in clause (ii) by striking ‘‘(1)(B)’’;
(iv) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause
(iii);
(v) by inserting after clause (i) the following:
‘‘(ii) fails to provide notice to the appropriate Federal agency pursuant to paragraph
(5), or’’; and
(vi) by striking ‘‘$25,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$100,000’’;
(C) in subparagraph (C)—
(i) by striking ‘‘(j)’’ and inserting ‘‘(d) or
(j)’’;
(ii) by striking ‘‘$25,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$100,000’’; and
(iii) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘Whenever the President delegates the authority to issue regulations under subsection
(j), the head of the agency who issues regulations pursuant to that authority shall have
the authority to seek injunctive relief or assess a civil penalty in accordance with this
section for violations of such regulations and
the authority to refer the matter to the Attorney General for action under subparagraph (E).’’;
(D) in subparagraph (D)—
(i) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$300,000’’; and
(ii) by striking ‘‘$3,000’’ and inserting
‘‘$7,500’’; and
(E) in subparagraph (E) by adding at the
end the following: ‘‘The court may award appropriate relief, including a temporary or
permanent injunction, civil penalties, and
punitive damages.’’.
(3) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this subsection apply to—
(A) any claim arising from an event occurring after the date of enactment of this Act;
and
(B) any claim arising from an event occurring before such date of enactment, if the
claim is brought within the limitations period applicable to the claim.
(c) CLARIFICATION OF FEDERAL REMOVAL
AUTHORITY.—Section 311(c)(1)(B)(ii) of such
Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(c)(1)(B)(ii)) is amended by
striking ‘‘direct’’ and inserting ‘‘direct, including through the use of an administrative
order,’’.
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SEC.

718.

OIL AND HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE
CLEANUP TECHNOLOGIES.

Section 311(j) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(j)) is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(9) OIL AND HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE CLEANUP TECHNOLOGIES.—The President, acting
through the Secretary of the department in
which the Coast Guard is operating, shall—
‘‘(A) in coordination with the Secretary of
the Interior and the heads of other appropriate Federal agencies, establish a process
for—
‘‘(i) quickly and effectively soliciting, assessing, and deploying offshore oil and hazardous substance cleanup technologies in the
event of a discharge or substantial threat of
a discharge of oil or a hazardous substance;
and
‘‘(ii) effectively coordinating with other
appropriate agencies, industry, academia,
small businesses, and others to ensure the
best technology available is implemented in
the event of such a discharge or threat; and
‘‘(B) in coordination with the Secretary of
the Interior and the heads of other appropriate Federal agencies, maintain a database
on best available oil and hazardous substance cleanup technologies in the event of a
discharge or substantial threat of a discharge of oil or a hazardous substance.’’.
SEC. 719. IMPLEMENTATION OF OIL SPILL PREVENTION AND RESPONSE AUTHORITIES.

Section 311(l) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(l)) is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘(l) The President’’ and inserting the following:
‘‘(l) DELEGATION AND IMPLEMENTATION.—
‘‘(1) DELEGATION.—The President’’; and
(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(2) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall delegate the responsibilities under subparagraph (B) to the Administrator.
‘‘(B) RESPONSIBILITIES.—With respect to
onshore facilities (other than transportation-related facilities) and such offshore
facilities as the President may designate,
the Administrator shall ensure that Environmental Protection Agency personnel develop
and maintain operational capability—
‘‘(i) for effective inspection, monitoring,
prevention, preparedness, and response authorities related to the discharge or substantial threat of a discharge of oil or a hazardous substance;
‘‘(ii) to protect water quality and the environment from impacts of a discharge or substantial threat of a discharge of oil or a hazardous substance; and
‘‘(iii) to review and approve of, disapprove
of, or require revisions (if necessary) to facility response plans and to carry out all other
responsibilities under subsection (j)(5)(E).
‘‘(3) COAST GUARD.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall delegate the responsibilities under subparagraph (B) to the Secretary of the department
in which the Coast Guard is operating.
Secretary
‘‘(B)
RESPONSIBILITIES.—The
shall ensure that Coast Guard personnel develop and maintain operational capability—
‘‘(i) to establish and enforce regulations
and standards for procedures, methods,
equipment, and other requirements to prevent and to contain a discharge of oil or a
hazardous substance from a tank vessel or
nontank vessel or such an offshore facility as
the President may designate;
‘‘(ii) to establish and enforce regulations,
and to carry out all other responsibilities,
under subsection (j)(5) with respect to such
vessels and offshore facilities as the President may designate; and
‘‘(iii) to protect the environment and natural resources from impacts of a discharge or
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substantial threat of a discharge of oil or a
hazardous substance from such vessels and
offshore facilities as the President may designate.
‘‘(C) ROLE AS FIRST RESPONDER.—
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The responsibilities delegated to the Secretary under subparagraph
(B) shall be sufficient to allow the Coast
Guard to act as a first responder to a discharge or substantial threat of a discharge of
oil or a hazardous substance from a tank vessel, nontank vessel, or offshore facility.
‘‘(ii) CAPABILITIES.—The President shall
ensure that the Coast Guard has sufficient
personnel and resources to act as a first responder as described in clause (i), including
the resources necessary for on-going training
of personnel, acquisition of equipment (including containment booms, dispersants, and
skimmers), and prepositioning of equipment.
‘‘(D) CONTRACTS.—The Secretary may enter
into contracts with private and nonprofit organizations for personnel and equipment in
carrying out the responsibilities delegated to
the Secretary under subparagraph (B).
‘‘(4) DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall delegate the responsibilities under subparagraph (B) to the Secretary of Transportation.
‘‘(B) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Secretary of
Transportation shall—
‘‘(i) establish and enforce regulations and
standards for procedures, methods, equipment, and other requirements to prevent and
to contain discharges of oil and hazardous
substances from transportation-related onshore facilities;
‘‘(ii) have the authority to review and approve of, disapprove of, or require revisions
(if necessary) to transportation-related onshore facility response plans and to carry
out all other responsibilities under subsection (j)(5)(E); and
‘‘(iii) ensure that Department of Transportation personnel develop and maintain operational capability—
‘‘(I) for effective inspection, monitoring,
prevention, preparedness, and response authorities related to the discharge or substantial threat of a discharge of oil or a hazardous substance from a transportation-related onshore facility; and
‘‘(II) to protect the environment and natural resources from the impacts of a discharge or substantial threat of a discharge of
oil or a hazardous substance from a transportation-related onshore facility.
‘‘(5) DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall delegate the responsibilities under subparagraph (B) to the Secretary of the Interior.
‘‘(B) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Secretary of
the Interior shall—
‘‘(i) establish and enforce regulations and
standards for procedures, methods, equipment, and other requirements to prevent and
to contain discharges of oil and hazardous
substances from such offshore facilities as
the President may designate;
‘‘(ii) establish and enforce regulations to
carry out all other responsibilities under
subsection (j)(5) for such offshore facilities
as the President may designate;
‘‘(iii) have the authority to review and approve of, disapprove of, or require revisions
(if necessary) to offshore facility response
plans under subsection (j)(5) for such offshore
facilities as the President may designate;
and
‘‘(iv) ensure that Department of the Interior personnel develop and maintain operational capability for effective inspection,
monitoring, prevention, and preparedness
authorities related to the discharge or a substantial threat of a discharge of oil or hazardous material from such offshore facilities
as the President may designate.’’.
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Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2702(b)(2))
is amended—
(1) in subparagraph (D) by striking ‘‘or a
political subdivision thereof’’ and inserting
‘‘a political subdivision of a State, or an Indian tribe’’; and
(2) in subparagraph (F) by striking ‘‘by a
State’’ and all that follows before the period
and inserting ‘‘the United States, a State, a
political subdivision of a State, or an Indian
tribe’’.
(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by this section apply to—
(1) any claim arising from an event occurring after the date of enactment of this Act;
and
(2) any claim arising from an event occurring before such date of enactment, if the
claim is brought within the limitations period applicable to the claim.
SEC. 721. FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS.

Section 309(g)(6)(A) of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1319(g)(6)(A))
is amended by striking ‘‘or section 311(b)’’.
SEC. 722. TIME REQUIRED BEFORE ELECTING TO
PROCEED WITH JUDICIAL CLAIM OR
AGAINST THE FUND.

Paragraph (2) of section 1013(c) of the Oil
Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2713(c)) is
amended by striking ‘‘90’’ and inserting ‘‘45’’.
SEC. 723. AUTHORIZED LEVEL OF COAST GUARD
PERSONNEL.

The authorized end-of-year strength for active duty personnel of the Coast Guard for
fiscal year 2011 is hereby increased by 300
personnel, above any other level authorized
by law, for implementing the activities of
the Coast Guard under this title, including
the amendments made by this title.
SEC. 724. CLARIFICATION OF MEMORANDUMS OF
UNDERSTANDING.

Not later than September 30, 2011, the
President (acting through the head of the appropriate Federal department or agency)
shall implement or revise, as appropriate,
memorandums of understanding to clarify
the roles and jurisdictional responsibilities
of the Environmental Protection Agency,
the Coast Guard, the Department of the Interior, the Department of Transportation, and
other Federal agencies relating to the prevention of oil discharges from tank vessels,
nontank vessels, and facilities subject to the
Oil Pollution Act of 1990.
SEC. 725. BUILD AMERICA REQUIREMENT FOR
OFFSHORE FACILITIES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI of the Oil Pollu-

tion Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2751 et seq.) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
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‘‘SEC. 6005. BUILD AMERICA REQUIREMENT FOR
OFFSHORE FACILITIES.
‘‘(a) BUILD AMERICA REQUIREMENT.—Except

as provided by subsection (b), a person may
not use an offshore facility to engage in support of exploration, development, or production of oil or natural gas in, on, above, or
below the exclusive economic zone unless the
facility was built in the United States, including construction of any major component of the hull or superstructure of the facility.
‘‘(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—A person seeking
to charter an offshore facility in the exclusive economic zone may seek a waiver of subsection (a). The Secretary may waive subsection (a) if the Secretary, in consultation
with the Secretary of the Interior and the
Secretary of Transportation, finds that—
‘‘(1) the offshore facility was built in a foreign country and is under contract, on the
date of enactment of this section, in support
of exploration, development, or production
of oil or natural gas in, on, above, or below
the exclusive economic zone;
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‘‘(2) an offshore facility built in the United
States is not available within a reasonable
period of time, as defined in subsection (e),
or of sufficient quality to perform drilling
operations required under a contract; or
‘‘(3) an emergency requires the use of an
offshore facility built in a foreign country.
‘‘(c) WRITTEN JUSTIFICATION AND PUBLIC
NOTICE OF NONAVAILABILITY WAIVER.—When
issuing a waiver based on a determination
under subsection (b)(2), the Secretary shall
issue a detailed written justification as to
why the waiver meets the requirement of
such subsection. The Secretary shall publish
the justification in the Federal Register and
provide the public with 45 days for notice
and comment.
‘‘(d) FINAL DECISION.—The Secretary shall
approve or deny any waiver request submitted under subsection (b) not later than 90
days after the date of receipt of the request.
‘‘(e) REASONABLE PERIOD OF TIME DEFINED.—For purposes of subsection (b)(2), the
term ‘reasonable period of time’ means the
time needed for a person seeking to charter
an offshore facility in the exclusive economic zone to meet the requirements in the
primary term of the person’s lease.’’.
(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents contained in section 2 of such Act is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 6004 the following:
‘‘Sec. 6005. Build America requirement for
offshore facilities.’’.
SEC. 726. OIL SPILL RESPONSE VESSEL DATABASE.
(a) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 90 days

after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Commandant of the Coast Guard shall complete an inventory of all vessels operating in
the waters of the United States that are capable of meeting oil spill response needs designated in the National Contingency Plan
authorized by section 311(d) of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C.
1321(d)).
(b) CATEGORIZATION.—The inventory required under subsection (a) shall categorize
such vessels by capabilities, type, function,
and location.
(c) MAINTENANCE OF DATABASE.—The Commandant shall maintain a database containing the results of the inventory required
under subsection (a) and update the information in the database on no less than a quarterly basis.
(d) AVAILABILITY.—The Commandant may
make information regarding the location
and capabilities of oil spill response vessels
available to a Federal On-Scene Coordinator
designated under section 311 of such Act (33
U.S.C. 1321) to assist in the response to an oil
spill or other incident in the waters of the
United States.
SEC. 727. OFFSHORE SENSING AND MONITORING
SYSTEMS.
(a) REQUIREMENT.—Subtitle A of title IV of

the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:
‘‘SEC.

4119.

OFFSHORE SENSING AND MONITORING SYSTEMS.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The equipment required

to be available under section 311(j)(5)(D)(iii)
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act
for facilities listed in section 311(j)(5)(C)(iii)
of such Act and located in more than 500 feet
of water includes sensing and monitoring
systems that meet the requirements of this
section.
‘‘(b) SYSTEMS REQUIREMENTS.—Sensing and
monitoring systems required under subsection (a) shall—
‘‘(1) use an integrated, modular, expandable, multi-sensor, open-architecture design
and technology with interoperable capability;
‘‘(2) be capable of—

PO 00000

Frm 00074

Fmt 4634

Sfmt 0634

‘‘(A) operating for at least 25 years;
‘‘(B) real-time physical, biological, geological, and environmental monitoring;
‘‘(C) providing alerts in the event of anomalous circumstances;
‘‘(D) providing docking bases to accommodate spatial sensors for remote inspection
and monitoring; and
‘‘(E) collecting chemical boundary condition data for drift and flow modeling; and
‘‘(3) include—
‘‘(A) an uninterruptible power source;
‘‘(B) a spatial sensor;
‘‘(C) secure Internet access to real-time
physical, biological, geological, and environmental monitoring data gathered by the system sensors; and
‘‘(D) a process by which such observation
data and information will be made available
to Federal Regulators and to the system established under section 12304 of Public Law
111–11 (33 U.S.C. 3603).’’.
(b) REQUEST FOR INFORMATION.—Within 60
days after the date of enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the department in which
the Coast Guard is operating shall issue a request for information to determine the most
capable and efficient domestic systems that
meet the requirements under section 4119 of
the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, as amended by
this section.
(c) IMPLEMENTING REGULATIONS.—Within
180 days after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of the department in
which the Coast Guard is operating shall
issue regulations to implement section 4119
of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 as amended
by this section.
(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents in section 2 of the Oil Pollution Act
of 1990 is amended by adding at the end of
the items relating to such subtitle the following new item:
‘‘Sec. 4119. Offshore sensing and monitoring
systems.’’.
SEC. 728. OIL AND GAS EXPLORATION AND PRODUCTION.

Section 502 of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1362) is amended—
(1) by striking paragraph (24); and
(2) by redesignating paragraph (25) as paragraph (24).
SEC. 729. LEAVE RETENTION AUTHORITY.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 11 of title 14,

United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 425 the following:
‘‘§ 426. Emergency leave retention authority
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A duty assignment for
an active duty member of the Coast Guard in
support of a declaration of a major disaster
or emergency by the President under the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.)
or in response to a spill of national significance shall be treated, for the purpose of section 701(f)(2) of title 10, as a duty assignment
in support of a contingency operation.
‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
‘‘(1) SPILL OF NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE.—The
term ‘spill of national significance’ means a
discharge of oil or a hazardous substance
that is declared by the Commandant to be a
spill of national significance.
‘‘(2) DISCHARGE.—The term ‘discharge’ has
the meaning given that term in section 1001
of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C.
2701).’’.
(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis
for such chapter is amended by inserting
after the item relating to section 425 the following:
‘‘426. Emergency leave retention authority.’’.
SEC. 730. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
(a) COAST GUARD.—In addition to amounts

made
available
pursuant
to
section
1012(a)(5)(A) of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990
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(33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)(A)), there is authorized
to be appropriated to the Secretary of the
department in which the Coast Guard is operating from the Oil Spill Liability Trust
Fund established by section 9509 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C. 9509) to
carry out the purposes of this title and the
amendments made by this title the following:
(1) For fiscal year 2011, $30,000,000.
(2) For each of fiscal years 2012 through
2015, $32,000,000.
(b) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY.—
In addition to amounts made available pursuant to section 1012 of the Oil Pollution Act
of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2712), there is authorized to
be appropriated to the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency from the
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to implement
this title and the amendments made by this
title $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2011
through 2015.
(c) DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.—In
addition to amounts made available pursuant to section 60125 of title 49, United States
Code, there is authorized to be appropriated
to the Secretary of Transportation from the
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to carry out
the purposes of this title and the amendments made by this title the following:
(1) For each of fiscal years 2011 through
2013, $7,000,000.
(2) For each of fiscal years 2014 and 2015,
$6,000,000.
TITLE VIII—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
SEC. 801. REPEAL OF CERTAIN TAXPAYER SUBSIDIZED ROYALTY RELIEF FOR THE
OIL AND GAS INDUSTRY.
(a) PROVISIONS RELATING TO PLANNING
AREAS OFFSHORE ALASKA.—Section 8(a)(3)(B)

of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43
U.S.C. 1337(a)(3)(B)) is amended by striking
‘‘and in the Planning Areas offshore Alaska’’
after ‘‘West longitude’’.
(b) PROVISIONS RELATING TO NAVAL PETROLEUM RESERVE IN ALASKA.—Section 107 of the
Naval Petroleum Reserves Production Act of
1976 (as transferred, redesignated, moved,
and amended by section 347 of the Energy
Policy Act of 2005 (119 Stat. 704)) is amended—
(1) in subsection (i) by striking paragraphs
(2) through (6); and
(2) by striking subsection (k).
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SEC. 802. CONSERVATION FEE.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall,

within 180 days after the date of enactment
of this Act, issue regulations to establish an
annual conservation fee for all oil and gas
leases on Federal onshore and offshore lands.
(b) AMOUNT.—The amount of the fee shall
be, for each barrel or barrel equivalent produced from land that is subject to a lease
from which oil or natural gas is produced in
a calendar year, $2 per barrel of oil and 20
cents per million BTU of natural gas in 2010
dollars.
(c) ASSESSMENT AND COLLECTION.—The Secretary shall assess and collect the fee established under this section.
(d) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may
issue regulations to prevent evasion of the
fee under this section.
(e) SUNSET.—This section and the fee established under this section shall expire on
December 31, 2021.
SEC. 803. LEASING ON INDIAN LANDS.

Nothing in this Act modifies, amends, or
affects leasing on Indian lands as currently
carried out by the Bureau of Indian Affairs.
SEC. 804. OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF STATE
BOUNDARIES.
(a) GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years after

the date of enactment of this Act, the President, acting through the Secretary of the Interior, shall publish a final determination
under section 4(a)(2) of the Outer Conti-
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nental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1333(a)(2))
of the boundaries of coastal States projected
seaward to the outer margin of the Outer
Continental Shelf.
(b) NOTICE AND COMMENT.—In determining
the projected boundaries specified in subsection (a), the Secretary shall comply with
the notice and comment requirements under
chapter 5 of title 5, United States Code.
(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—The determination
and publication of projected boundaries
under subsection (a) shall not be construed
to alter, limit, or modify the jurisdiction,
control, or any other authority of the United
States over the Outer Continental Shelf.
SEC. 805. LIABILITY FOR DAMAGES TO NATIONAL
WILDLIFE REFUGES.

Section 4 of the National Wildlife Refuge
System Administration Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C.
668dd) is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:
‘‘(p) DESTRUCTION OR LOSS OF, OR INJURY
TO, REFUGE RESOURCES.—
‘‘(1) LIABILITY.—
‘‘(A) LIABILITY TO UNITED STATES.—Any
person who destroys, causes the loss of, or
injures any refuge resource is liable to the
United States for an amount equal to the
sum of—
‘‘(i) the amount of the response costs and
damages resulting from the destruction, loss,
or injury; and
‘‘(ii) interest on that amount calculated in
the manner described under section 1005 of
the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2705).
‘‘(B) LIABILITY IN REM.—Any instrumentality, including a vessel, vehicle, aircraft,
or other equipment, that destroys, causes
the loss of, or injures any refuge resource
shall be liable in rem to the United States
for response costs and damages resulting
from such destruction, loss, or injury to the
same extent as a person is liable under subparagraph (A).
‘‘(C) DEFENSES.—A person is not liable
under this paragraph if that person establishes that—
‘‘(i) the destruction or loss of, or injury to,
the refuge resource was caused solely by an
act of God, an act of war, or an act or omission of a third party, and the person acted
with due care;
‘‘(ii) the destruction, loss, or injury was
caused by an activity authorized by Federal
or State law; or
‘‘(iii) the destruction, loss, or injury was
negligible.
‘‘(D) LIMITS TO LIABILITY.—Nothing in sections 30501 to 30512 or section 30706 of title 46,
United States Code, shall limit the liability
of any person under this section.
‘‘(2) RESPONSE ACTIONS.—The Secretary
may undertake or authorize all necessary actions to prevent or minimize the destruction
or loss of, or injury to, refuge resources, or
to minimize the imminent risk of such destruction, loss, or injury.
‘‘(3) CIVIL ACTIONS FOR RESPONSE COSTS AND
DAMAGES.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General,
upon request of the Secretary, may commence a civil action against any person or
instrumentality who may be liable under
paragraph (1) for response costs and damages. The Secretary, acting as trustee for
refuge resources for the United States, shall
submit a request for such an action to the
Attorney General whenever a person may be
liable for such costs or damages.
‘‘(B) JURISDICTION AND VENUE.—An action
under this subsection may be brought in the
United States district court for any district
in which—
‘‘(i) the defendant is located, resides, or is
doing business, in the case of an action
against a person;
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‘‘(ii) the instrumentality is located, in the
case of an action against an instrumentality;
or
‘‘(iii) the destruction of, loss of, or injury
to a refuge resource occurred.
‘‘(4) USE OF RECOVERED AMOUNTS.—Response costs and damages recovered by the
Secretary under this subsection shall be retained by the Secretary in the manner provided for in section 107(f)(1) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42
U.S.C. 9607(f)(1)) and used as follows:
‘‘(A) RESPONSE COSTS.—Amounts recovered
by the United States for costs of response actions and damage assessments under this
subsection shall be used, as the Secretary
considers appropriate—
‘‘(i) to reimburse the Secretary or any
other Federal or State agency that conducted those activities; and
‘‘(ii) after reimbursement of such costs, to
restore, replace, or acquire the equivalent of
any refuge resource.
‘‘(B) OTHER AMOUNTS.—All other amounts
recovered shall be used, in order of priority—
‘‘(i) to restore, replace, or acquire the
equivalent of the refuge resources that were
the subject of the action, including the costs
of monitoring the refuge resources;
‘‘(ii) to restore degraded refuge resources
of the refuge that was the subject of the action, giving priority to refuge resources that
are comparable to the refuge resources that
were the subject of the action; and
‘‘(iii) to restore degraded refuge resources
of other refuges.
‘‘(5) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the
term—
‘‘(A) ‘damages’ includes—
‘‘(i) compensation for—
‘‘(I)(aa) the cost of replacing, restoring, or
acquiring the equivalent of a refuge resource; and
‘‘(bb) the value of the lost use of a refuge
resource pending its restoration or replacement or the acquisition of an equivalent refuge resource; or
‘‘(II) the value of a refuge resource if the
refuge resource cannot be restored or replaced or if the equivalent of such resource
cannot be acquired;
‘‘(ii) the cost of conducting damage assessments;
‘‘(iii) the reasonable cost of monitoring appropriate to the injured, restored, or replaced refuge resource; and
‘‘(iv) the cost of enforcement actions undertaken by the Secretary in response to the
destruction or loss of, or injury to, a refuge
resource;
‘‘(B) ‘response costs’ means the costs of actions taken or authorized by the Secretary
to minimize destruction or loss of, or injury
to, refuge resources, or to minimize the imminent risks of such destruction, loss, or injury, including costs related to seizure, forfeiture, storage, or disposal arising from liability, or to monitor ongoing effects of incidents causing such destruction, loss, or injury under this subsection; and
‘‘(C) ‘refuge resource’ means any living or
nonliving resource of a refuge that contributes to the conservation, management, and
restoration mission of the System, including
living or nonliving resources of a marine national monument that may be managed as a
unit of the System.’’.
SEC. 806. STRENGTHENING COASTAL STATE OIL
SPILL PLANNING AND RESPONSE.

The Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972
(16 U.S.C. 1451 et seq.) is amended adding at
the end the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 320. STRENGTHENING COASTAL STATE OIL
SPILL RESPONSE AND PLANNING.
‘‘(a) GRANTS TO STATES.—The Secretary

may make grants to eligible coastal states—
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‘‘(1) to revise management programs approved under section 306 (16 U.S.C. 1455) to
identify and implement new enforceable policies and procedures to ensure sufficient response capabilities at the state level to address the environmental, economic, and social impacts of oil spills or other accidents
resulting from Outer Continental Shelf energy activities with the potential to affect
any land or water use or natural resource of
the coastal zone; and
‘‘(2) to review and revise where necessary
applicable enforceable policies within approved state management programs affecting coastal energy activities and energy to
ensure that these policies are consistent
with—
‘‘(A) other emergency response plans and
policies developed under Federal or State
law; and
‘‘(B) new policies and procedures developed
under paragraph (1); and
‘‘(3) after a State has adopted new or revised enforceable policies and procedures
under paragraphs (1) and (2)—
‘‘(A) the State shall submit the policies
and procedures to the Secretary; and
‘‘(B) the Secretary shall notify the State
whether the Secretary approves or disapproves the incorporation of the policies
and procedures into the State’s management
program pursuant to section 306(e).
‘‘(b) ELEMENTS.—New enforceable policies
and procedures developed by coastal states
with grants awarded under this section shall
consider, but not be limited to—
‘‘(1) other existing emergency response
plans, procedures and enforceable policies
developed under other Federal or State law
that affect the coastal zone;
‘‘(2) identification of critical infrastructure essential to facilitate spill or accident
response activities;
‘‘(3) identification of coordination, logistics and communication networks between
Federal and State government agencies, and
between State agencies and affected local
communities, to ensure the efficient and
timely dissemination of data and other information;
‘‘(4) inventories of shore locations and infrastructure and equipment necessary to respond to oil spills or other accidents resulting from Outer Continental Shelf energy activities;
‘‘(5) identification and characterization of
significant or sensitive marine ecosystems
or other areas possessing important conservation, recreational, ecological, historic,
or aesthetic values;
‘‘(6) inventories and surveys of shore locations and infrastructure capable of supporting alternative energy development; and
‘‘(7) other information or actions as may
be necessary.
‘‘(c) GUIDELINES.—The Secretary shall,
within 180 days after the date of enactment
of this section and after consultation with
the coastal states, publish guidelines for the
application for and use of grants under this
section.
‘‘(d) PARTICIPATION.—A coastal state shall
provide opportunity for public participation
in developing new enforceable policies and
procedures under this section pursuant to
sections 306(d)(1) and 306(e), especially by relevant Federal agencies, other coastal state
agencies, local governments, regional organizations, port authorities, and other interested parties and stakeholders, public and
private, that are related to, or affected by
Outer Continental Shelf energy activities.
‘‘(e) ANNUAL GRANTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years
2011 through 2015, the Secretary may make a
grant to a coastal state to develop new enforceable polices and procedures as required
under this section.
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‘‘(2) GRANT AMOUNTS
AWARDS.—The amount of

AND

LIMIT

ON

any grant to any
one coastal State under this section shall
not exceed $750,000 for any fiscal year. No
coastal state may receive more than two
grants under this section.
‘‘(3) NO STATE MATCHING CONTRIBUTION REQUIRED.—As it is in the national interest to
be able to respond efficiently and effectively
at all levels of government to oil spills and
other accidents resulting from Outer Continental Shelf energy activities, a coastal
state shall not be required to contribute any
portion of the cost of a grant awarded under
this section.
‘‘(4) SECRETARIAL REVIEW AND LIMIT ON
AWARDS.—After an initial grant is made to a
coastal state under this section, no subsequent grant may be made to that coastal
state under this section unless the Secretary
finds that the coastal state is satisfactorily
developing revisions to address offshore energy impacts. No coastal state is eligible to
receive grants under this section for more
than 2 fiscal years.
‘‘(f) APPLICABILITY.—The requirements of
this section shall only apply if appropriations are provided to the Secretary to make
grants under this section. This section shall
not be construed to convey any new authority to any coastal state, or repeal or supersede any existing authority of any coastal
state, to regulate the siting, licensing, leasing, or permitting of energy facilities in
areas of the Outer Continental Shelf under
the administration of the Federal Government. Nothing in this section repeals or supersedes any existing coastal state authority.
‘‘(g) ASSISTANCE BY THE SECRETARY.—The
Secretary as authorized under section 310(a)
and to the extent practicable, shall make
available to coastal states the resources and
capabilities of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration to provide technical assistance to the coastal states to prepare revisions to approved management programs to meet the requirements under this
section.’’.
SEC. 807. INFORMATION SHARING.

Section 388(b) of the Energy Policy Act of
2005 (43 U.S.C. 1337 note) is amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(4) AVAILABILITY OF DATA AND INFORMATION.—All heads of departments and agencies
of the Federal Government shall, upon request of the Secretary, provide to the Secretary all data and information that the Secretary deems necessary for the purpose of including such data and information in the
mapping initiative, except that no department or agency of the Federal Government
shall be required to provide any data or information that is privileged or proprietary.’’.
SEC. 808. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.

None of the funds authorized or made
available by this Act may be used to carry
out any activity or pay any costs for removal or damages for which a responsible
party (as such term is defined in section 1001
of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C.
2701)) is liable under the Oil Pollution Act of
1990 (33 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.) or other law.
SEC. 809. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.

Section 390 of the Energy Policy Act of
2005 (Public Law 109–58; 42 U.S.C. 15942) is repealed.
SEC. 810. FEDERAL RESPONSE TO STATE PROPOSALS TO PROTECT STATE LANDS
AND WATERS.

Any State shall be entitled to timely decisions regarding permit applications or other
approvals from any Federal official, including the Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of Commerce, for any State or local
government response activity to protect
State lands and waters that is directly re-
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lated to the discharge of oil determined to be
a spill of national significance. Within 48
hours of the receipt of the State application
or request for approval, the Federal official
shall provide a clear determination on the
permit application or approval request to the
State, or provide a definite date by which
the determination shall be made to the
State. If the Federal official fails to meet either of these deadlines, the permit application is presumed to be approved or other approval granted.

The CHAIR. No amendment to that
amendment in the nature of a substitute is in order except those printed
in part B of the report. Each amendment may be offered only in the order
printed in the report, by a Member designated in the report, shall be considered read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report, equally divided and controlled by the proponent
and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for division of the question.
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. RAHALL

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 1 printed in part
B of House Report 111–582.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 150, strike lines 15 and 16 (and redesignate the subsequent subparagraphs accordingly).
Page 37, line 7, strike ‘‘public health and’’.
Page 37, line 11, strike ‘‘public health and’’.
Page 39, line 8, strike ‘‘human health and’’.
Page 47, line 15, strike ‘‘public health and’’.
Page 66, line 11, strike ‘‘and human
health’’.
Page 87, line 15, strike ‘‘and human
health’’.
Page 180, strike lines 17 through 23 and insert the following:
‘‘(V) require the public disclosure of all ingredients, including the chemical and common name of such ingredients, contained in
any such dispersant, chemical, or substance;
and
Page 181, strike lines 17 through 23 and insert the following:
‘‘(II) require the public disclosure of all ingredients, including the chemical and common name of such ingredients, contained in
any such dispersant, chemical, or substance;
and
Page 169, line 18, insert ‘‘PROCEDURES
FOR CLAIMS AGAINST FUND;’’ before ‘‘INFORMATION ON CLAIMS’’ (and conform the
table of contents accordingly).
Page 169, after line 18, insert the following:
(a) PROCEDURES FOR CLAIMS AGAINST
FUND.—Section 1013(e) of the Oil Pollution
Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2713(e)) is amended by
adding at the end the following: ‘‘In the
event of a spill of national significance, the
President may exercise the authorities under
this section to ensure that the presentation,
filing, processing, settlement, and adjudication of claims occurs within the States and
local governments affected by such spill to
the greatest extent practicable.’’.
Page 169, line 19, strike ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—
’’ and insert ‘‘(b) INFORMATION ON CLAIMS.—’’.
Page 170, line 10, strike ‘‘(b)’’ and insert
‘‘(c)’’.
Page 170, line 14, strike ‘‘(c)’’ and insert
‘‘(d)’’.
Add at the end of title VII the following:
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The Oil Pollution Act of 1990 is amended—
(1) in section 1013 (33 U.S.C. 2713), by inserting after subsection (d) the following:
‘‘(e) LIMITATION ON RELEASE OF LIABILITY.—No release of liability in connection
with compensation received by a claimant
under this Act shall apply to liability for
any tope of harm unless—
‘‘(1) the claimant presented a claim under
subsection (a) with respect to such type of
harm; and
‘‘(2) the claimant received compensation
for such type of harm, from the responsible
party or from guarantor of the source designated under section 1014(a), in connection
with such release.’’; and
(2) in section 1018 (33 U.S.C. 2718), by—
(A) striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of paragraph
(1);
(B) striking the period at the end of paragraph (2) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and
(C) inserting after paragraph (2) the following:
‘‘(3) with respect to a claim described in
section 1013(e), affect, or be construed or interpreted to affect or modify in any way, the
obligations or liabilities of any person under
other Federal law.’’.
Page 223, after line 13, insert the following
(and conform the table of contents of the bill
accordingly):
SEC. 732. SALVAGE ACTIVITIES.

Section 311 of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1321) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)(2)(D) by inserting ‘‘or
salvage activities’’ after ‘‘removal’’; and
(2) in subsection (c)(4)(A) by inserting ‘‘or
conducting salvage activities’’ after ‘‘advice’’.
Page 23, line 4, insert ‘‘safety training
firms,’’ after ‘‘labor organizations,’’.
Page 8, line 7, strike ‘‘Biomass or landfill’’
and insert ‘‘Landfill’’.
Page 238, after line 19, insert the following:
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SEC. 811. GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE EVALUATION.
(a) EVALUATION.—The Comptroller General

shall conduct an evaluation of the Department of the Interior to determine—
(1) whether the reforms carried out under
this Act and the amendments made by this
Act address concerns of the Government Accountability Office and the Inspector General expressed before the date of enactment
of this Act;
(2) whether the increased hiring authority
given to the Secretary of the Interior under
this Act and the amendments made by this
Act has resulted in the Department of the
Interior being more effective in addressing
its oversight missions; and
(3) whether there has been a sufficient reduction in the conflict between mission and
interest within the Department of the Interior.
(b) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comptroller General shall submit to Congress a
report containing the results of the evaluation conducted under subsection (a).
Page 24, after line 12, insert the following:
(6) ROLE OF OIL OR GAS OPERATORS AND RELATED INDUSTRIES.—The Secretary shall ensure that any cooperative agreement or
other collaboration with a representative of
an oil or gas operator or related industry in
relation to a training program established
under paragraph (4) or paragraph (5) is limited to consultation regarding curricula and
does not extend to the provision of instructional personnel.
Page 238, after line 19, insert the following
new section:
SEC. 812. STUDY ON RELIEF WELLS.

Not later than 60 days after the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall
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enter into an arrangement with the National
Academy of Engineering under which the
Academy shall, not later than 1 year after
such arrangement is entered into, submit to
the Secretary and to Congress a report that
assesses the economic, safety, and environmental impacts of requiring that 1 or more
relief wells be drilled in tandem with the
drilling of some or all wells subject to the requirements of this Act and the amendments
made by this Act.
Page 223, after line 13, insert the following
(and conform the table of contents accordingly):
SEC. 733. REQUIREMENT FOR REDUNDANCY IN
RESPONSE PLANS.
(a) REQUIREMENT.—Section 311(j)(5)(D) of

the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33
U.S.C. 1331(j)(5)(D)) is amended by redesignating clauses (v) and (vi) as clauses (vii)
and (viii), and by inserting after clause (iv)
the following new clauses:
‘‘(v) include redundancies that specify response actions that will be taken if other response actions specified in the plan fail;
‘‘(vi) be vetted by impartial experts;’’.
(b) CONDITION OF PERMIT.—The Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the following new section:
‘‘SEC. 32. RESPONSE PLAN REQUIRED FOR PERMIT OR LICENSE AUTHORIZING
DRILLING FOR OIL AND GAS.

‘‘The Secretary may not issue any license
or permit authorizing drilling for oil and gas
on the Outer Continental Shelf unless the
applicant for the license or permit has a response
plan
approved
under
section
311(j)(5)(D) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1331(j)(5)(D)) for the
vessel or facility that will be used to conduct
such drilling.’’.
Add at the end the following new title:
TITLE ll—STUDY OF ACTIONS TO IMPROVE THE ACCURACY OF COLLECTION
OF ROYALTIES
SEC. ll1. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Study of
Ways to Improve the Accuracy of the Collection of Federal Oil, Condensate, and Natural
Gas Royalties Act of 2010’’.
SEC. ll2. STUDY OF ACTIONS TO IMPROVE THE
ACCURACY OF COLLECTION OF FEDERAL OIL, CONDENSATE, AND NATURAL GAS ROYALTIES.

The Secretary of the Interior shall seek to
enter into an arrangement with the National
Academy of Engineering under which the
Academy, by not later than six months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, shall
study and report to the Secretary regarding
whether the accuracy of collection of royalties on production of oil, condensate, and
natural gas under leases of Federal lands (in
eluding submerged and deep water lands) and
Indian lands would be improved by any of
the following:
(1) Requiring the installation of digital
meters, calibrated at least monthly to an absolute zero value, for all lands from which
natural gas (including condensate) is produced under such leases.
(2) Requiring that—
(A) the size of every orifice plate on each
natural gas well operated under such leases
be inspected at least quarterly by the Secretary; and
(B) chipped orifice plates and wrong-sized
orifice plates be replaced immediately after
those inspections and reported to the Secretary for retroactive volume measurement
corrections and royalty payments with interest of 8 percent compounded monthly.
(3) Requiring that any plug valves that are
in natural gas gathering lines be removed
and replaced with ball valves.
(4) Requiring that—
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(A) all meter runs should be opened for inspection by the Secretary and the producer
at all times; and
(B) any welding or closing of the meter
runs leading to the orifice plates should be
prohibited unless authorized by the Secretary.
(5) Requiring the installation of straightening vanes approximately 10 feet before
natural gas enters each orifice meter, including each master meter and each sales meter.
(6) Requiring that all master meters be inspected and the results of such inspections
be made available to the Secretary and the
producers immediately.
(7) Requiring that—
(A) all sampling of natural gas for heating
content analysis be performed monthly upstream of each natural gas meter, including
upstream of each master meter;
(B) records of such sampling and heating
content analysis be maintained by the purchaser and made available to the Secretary
and to the producer monthly;
(C) probes for such upstream sampling be
installed upstream within three feet of each
natural gas meter;
(D) any oil and natural gas lease for which
heat content analysis is falsified shall be
subject to cancellation;
(E) natural gas sampling probes be located—
(i) upstream of the natural gas meter at all
times;
(ii) within a few feet of the natural gas
meter; and
(iii) after the natural gas goes through a
Welker or Y–Z vanishing chamber; and
(F) temperature probes and testing probes
be located between the natural gas sampling
probe and the orifice of the natural gas
meter.
(8) Prohibiting the dilution of natural gas
with inert nitrogen or inert carbon dioxide
gas for royalty determination, sale, or resale
at any point.
(9) Requiring that both the measurement
of the volume of natural gas and the heating
content analyses be reported only on the
basis of 14.73 PSI and 60 degrees Fahrenheit,
regardless of the elevation above sea level of
such volume measurement and heating content analysis, for both purchases and sales of
natural gas.
(10) Prohibiting the construction of bypass
pipes that go around the natural gas meter,
and imposing criminal penalties for any such
construction or subsequent removal including, but not limited to, automatic cancellation of the lease.
(11) Requiring that all natural gas sold to
consumers have a minimum BTU content of
960 at an atmospheric pressure of 14.73 PSI
and be at a temperature of 60 degrees Fahrenheit, as required by the State of Wyoming
Public Utilities Commission.
(12) Requiring that all natural gas sold in
the USA will be on a MMBTU basis with the
BTU content adjusted for elevation above
sea level in higher altitudes. Thus all natural gas meters must correct for BTU content in higher elevations (altitudes).
(13) Issuance by the Secretary of rules for
the measurement at the wellhead of the
standard volume of natural gas produced,
based on independent industry standards
such as those suggested by the American Society of Testing Materials (ASTM).
(14) Requiring use of the fundamental orifice meter mass flow equation, as revised in
1990, for calculating the standard volume of
natural gas produced.
(15) Requiring the use of Fpv in standard
volume measurement computations as described in the 1992 American Gas Association
Report No. 8 entitled Compressibility Factor
of Natural Gas and Other Related Hydrocarbon Gases.
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(16) Requiring that gathering lines must be
constructed so as to have as few angles and
turns as possible, with a maximum of three
angles, before they connect with the natural
gas meter.
(17) Requiring that for purposes of reporting the royalty value of natural gas, condensate, oil, and associated natural gases, such
royalty value must be based upon the natural gas’ condensate’s, oil’s, and associated
natural gases’ arm’s length, independent
market value, as reported in independent, respected market reports such as Platts or
Bloombergs, and not based upon industry
controlled posted prices, such as Koch’s.
(18) Requiring that royalties be paid on all
the condensate recovered through purging
gathering lines and pipelines with a coneshaped device to push out condensate (popularly referred to as a pig) and on condensate
recovered from separators, dehydrators, and
processing plants.
(19) Requiring that all royalty deductions
for dehydration, treating, natural gas gathering, compression, transportation, marketing, removal of impurities such as carbon
dioxide (CO2), nitrogen (N2), hydrogen
sulphide (H2S), mercaptain (HS), helium
(He), and other similar charges on natural
gas, condensate, and oil produced under such
leases that are now in existence be eliminated.
(20) Requiring that at all times—
(A) the quantity, quality, and value obtained for natural gas liquids (condensate) be
reported to the Secretary; and
(B) such reported value be based on fair
independent arm’s length market value.
(21) Issuance by the Secretary of regulations that prohibit venting or flaring (or
both) of natural gas in cases for which technology exists to reasonably prevent it, strict
enforcement of such prohibitions, and cancellation of leases for violations.
(22) Requiring lessees to pay full royalties
on any natural gas that is vented, flared, or
otherwise avoidably lost.
(23)(A) Requiring payment of royalties on
carbon dioxide at the wellhead used for tertiary oil recovery from depleted oil fields on
the basis of 5 percent of the West Texas Intermediate crude oil fair market price to be
used for one MCF (1,000 cubic feet) of carbon
dioxide gas.
(B) Requiring that—
(i) carbon dioxide used for edible purposes
should be subjected to a royalty per thousand cubic feet (MCF) on the basis of the
sales price at the downstream delivery point
without deducting for removal of impurities,
processing, transportation, and marketing
costs;
(ii) such price to apply with respect to gaseous forms, liquid forms, and solid (dry ice)
forms of carbon dioxide converted to equivalent MCF; and
(iii) such royalty to apply with respect to
both a direct producer of carbon dioxide and
purchases of carbon dioxide from another
person that is either affiliated or not affiliated with the purchaser.
(24) Requiring that—
(A) royalties be paid on the fair market
value of nitrogen extracted from such leases
that is used industrially for well stimulation, helium recovery, or other uses; and
(B) royalties be paid on the fair market
value of ultimately processed helium recovered from such leases.
(25) Allowing only 5 percent of the value of
the elemental sulfur recovered during processing of hydrogen sulfide gas from such
leases to be deducted for processing costs in
determining royalty payments.
(26) Requiring that all heating content
analysis of natural gas be conducted to a
minimum level of C15.
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(27) Eliminating artificial conversion from
dry BTU to wet BTU, and requiring that natural gas be analyzed and royalties paid for at
all times on the basis of dry BTU only.
(28) Requiring that natural gas sampling be
performed at all times with a floating piston
cylinder container at the same pressure intake as the pressure of the natural gas gathering line.
(29) Requiring use of natural gas filters
with a minimum of 10 microns, and preferably 15 microns, both in the intake to natural gas sampling containers and in the exit
from the natural gas sampling containers
into the chromatograph.
(30) Mandate the use of a Quad Unit for
both
portable
and
stationary
chromatographs in order to correct for the
presence of nitrogen and oxygen, if any, in
certain natural gas streams.
(31) Require the calibration of all chromatograph equipment every three months
and the use of only American Gas Association-approved standard comparison containers for such calibration.
(32) Requiring payment of royalties on any
such natural gas stored on Federal or Indian
lands on the basis of corresponding storage
charges for the use of Federal or Indian
lands, respectively, for such storage service.
(33) Imposing penalties for the intentional
nonpayment of royalties for natural gas liquids recovered—
(A) from purging of natural gas gathering
lines and natural gas pipelines; or
(B) from field separators, dehydrators, and
processing plants,
including cancellation of oil and natural gas
leases and criminal penalties.
(34) Requiring that the separator, dehydrator, and natural gas meter be located
within 100 feet of each natural gas wellhead.
(35) Requiring that BTU heating content
analysis be performed when the natural gas
is at a temperature of 140 to 150 degrees
Fahrenheit at all times, as required by the
American Gas Association (AGA) regulations.
(36) Requiring that heating content analysis and volume measurements are identical
at the sales point to what they are at the
purchase point, after allowing for a small
volume for leakage in old pipes, but with no
allowance for heating content discrepancy.
(37) Verification by the Secretary that the
specific gravity of natural gas produced
under such leases, as measured at the meter
run, corresponds to the heating content
analysis data for such natural gas, in accordance with the Natural Gas Processors Association
Publication
2145–71(1),
entitled
‘‘Physical Constants Of Paraffin Hydrocarbons And Other Components Of Natural
Gas’’, and reporting of all discrepancies immediately.
(38) Prohibiting all deductions on royalty
payments for marketing of natural gas, condensate, and oil by an affiliate or agent.
(39) Requiring that all standards of the
American Petroleum Institute, the American
Gas Association, the Gas Processors Association, and the American Society of Testing
Materials, Minerals Management Service
Order No. 5, and all other Minerals Management Service orders be faithfully observed
and applied, and willful misconduct of such
standards and orders be subject to oil and
gas lease cancellation.
SEC. ll3. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:
(1) COVERED LANDS.—The term ‘‘covered
lands’’ means—
(A) all Federal onshore lands and offshore
lands that are under the administrative jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior
for purposes of oil and gas leasing; and
(B) Indian onshore lands.
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(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.
At the end of subtitle A of title II, add the
following new section:
SEC. 224. REPORT ON ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE STUDIES.

The Secretary of the Interior shall report
to Congress within 6 months after the date of
enactment of this Act on the costs of baseline environmental studies to gather, analyze, and characterize resource data necessary to implement the Outer Continental
Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.). The
Secretary shall include in the report proposals of fees or other ways to recoup such
costs from persons engaging or seeking to
engage in activities on the Outer Continental Shelf to which that Act applies.
At the end of title III add the following
new section:
SEC. 321. APPLICATION OF ROYALTY TO OIL
THAT IS SAVED, REMOVED, SOLD, OR
DISCHARGED UNDER OFFSHORE OIL
AND GAS LEASES.

Section 8(a) of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1337(a)) is further
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:
‘‘(10)(A) Any royalty under a lease under
this section shall apply to all oil that is
saved, removed, sold, or discharged, without
regard to whether any of the oil is unavoidably lost or used on, or for the benefit of, the
lease.
‘‘(B) In this paragraph the term ‘discharged’ means any emission (other than
natural seepage), intentional or unintentional, and includes, but is not limited to,
spilling, leaking, pumping, pouring, emitting, emptying, or dumping.’’.
Page 82, line 24, before ‘‘The Secretary’’ insert the following:
(1) IN GENERAL.—
Page 83, line 4, strike ‘‘(1)’’ and insert
‘‘(A)’’.
Page 83, line 7, strike ‘‘(2)’’ and insert
‘‘(B)’’.
Page 83, line 11, strike ‘‘(3)’’ and insert
‘‘(C)’’.
Page 83, line 15, strike ‘‘(4)’’ and insert
‘‘(D)’’.
Page 83, line 19, strike ‘‘(5)’’ and insert
‘‘(E)’’.
Page 83, line 20, strike ‘‘(6)’’ and insert
‘‘(F)’’.
Page 83, after line 22, insert the following:
‘‘(2) CIVIL PENALTY.—Any chief executive
officer who makes a false certification under
paragraph (1) shall be liable for a civil penalty under section 24.
Page 129, after line 19, insert the following:
(4) CITIZEN ADVISORY COUNCIL.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Gulf Coast Restoration Task Force shall create a Citizen Advisory Council made up of individuals who—
(i) are local residents of the Gulf of Mexico
region;
(ii) are stakeholders who are not from the
oil and gas industry or scientific community;
(iii) include business owners, homeowners,
and local decisionmakers; and
(iv) are a balanced representation geographically and in diversity among the interests of its members.
(B) FUNCTION.—The Council shall provide
recommendations to the Task Force regarding its work.
At the end of subtitle A of title II add the
following new section:
SEC. 225. CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ON MARINE
MAMMAL SPECIES AND STOCKS AND
SUBSISTENCE USE.

Section 20 of the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1346) is further amended
by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(h) CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ON MARINE MAMMAL SPECIES AND STOCKS AND SUBSISTENCE
USE.—In determining, pursuant to subparagraphs (A)(i) and (D)(i) of section 101(a)(5) of
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the Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972
(16 U.S.C.1371(a)(5)), whether takings from
specified activities administered under this
title will have a negligible impact on a marine mammal species or stock, and not have
an unmitigable adverse impact on the availability of such species or stock for taking for
subsistence uses, the Secretary of Commerce
or Interior shall incorporate any takings of
such species or stock from any other reasonably foreseeable activities administered
under this Act.’’.
Page 145, line 3, insert ‘‘, except for the assessment for the Great Lakes Coordination
Region, for which the Regional Coordination
Council for such Coordination Region shall
only identify the Great Lakes Coordination
Region’s renewable energy resources, including current and potential renewable energy
resources’’ after ‘‘potential energy resources’’.
Page 147, line 23, insert ‘‘, except for the
Strategic Plan for the Great Lakes Coordination Region which shall identify only areas
with potential for siting and developing renewable energy resources in the Great Lakes
Coordination
Region’’
after
‘‘Strategic
Plan’’.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574, the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) and a Member
opposed each will control 10 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from West Virginia.
Mr. RAHALL. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, the amendment incorporates a number of constructive proposals from my colleagues which I believe significantly improve the CLEAR
Act. Some of these proposals affect the
provisions of the bill under our Natural
Resources Committee’s jurisdiction
while others address the title of the
bill that was added by Chairman OBERSTAR’s T&I Committee.
In addition to a number of technical
changes, this amendment also contains
language that will improve the management of the new training academy
for oil and gas inspectors that has been
established in this bill. It holds CEOs
more accountable for the actions of
their companies. It ensures that, even
when you spill the public’s oil, you still
pay the royalties that are due to the
American people, and it also leads to a
more accurate collection of royalties
for natural gas. This amendment also
studies the issue of potentially requiring relief wells to be drilled at the
same time as the primary well. These
are noncontroversial, good government, and good policy provisions. I
urge my colleagues to support them.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I rise to claim the time in
opposition.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 10 minutes.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself 3 minutes.
Mr. Chairman, this amendment consolidates 17 Democrat amendments and
one Republican amendment. Inside this
lengthy amendment are a number of
significant changes to oil and gas policies, royalties, collections, and studies.
That might be fine, but I am not aware
that any of these provisions have been
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subject to hearings in our Committee
on Natural Resources, and I think that
we should certainly have a better understanding of the impacts before we
pass this on the House floor.
b 1450
I want to point out two provisions in
this amendment. There is one provision
stripping biomass from the regulation
from the bureau. Now this, I think, is a
fine amendment, but I think it would
have been better accomplished if we
had simply made in order the Lummis
amendment. The gentlelady from Wyoming had an amendment to take out
all of the language on onshore activity.
That would have been a much, much
better way to do it, especially in light
of the fact that the administration in
this regard says that, and I quote, It
would be most effective if this reorganization focused exclusively on the
OCS at this time, end quote. But, of
course, that wasn’t done. So this is, I
suppose, a small victory.
The second, however, is a much more
insidious amendment that includes a
cumulative impact of oil and gas on
marine mammals. Now I don’t know
exactly—and I don’t think anybody
really knows—how to measure what
those impacts are, plus or minus, good
or bad. I think it would be good for us,
from the standpoint of making policy,
to know the full impact of that. And,
really, the only way you can know the
full impact of that is to have hearings
on this subject. To my knowledge, we
have not had any hearings on that.
So all in all, I would say, Mr. Chairman, this seems to be a pattern that
we see on a regular basis on this floor
where there are amendments—we saw
this earlier today. We saw a whole bill,
for example, brought to the floor today
that was introduced literally minutes
before it was debated. That is not the
way the American people think we
ought to do business here. We ought to
look at these things in a way that we
can make the proper decisions. And
these two issues that I highlight in this
manager’s amendment, in my view, fall
within that category. So I am disappointed in the way this is being
done, probably more than what is the
content of the manager’s amendment.
Therefore, I am left only to oppose the
manager’s amendment.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentlelady from Wisconsin, Ms. GWEN MOORE, who has been
very helpful to us in drafting this bill.
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair,
I want to thank Chairman RAHALL for
yielding and including in his manager’s
amendment a provision I authored that
would ensure that citizens living in the
gulf coast region will be able to have
input into the work of the Gulf Coast
Restoration Task Force. The Citizens
Advisory Board, called for in my
amendment, would not be filled with
energy industry representatives and
scientists but, rather, with individuals,
such as the fishermen who have been
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put out of business, the hotel owner
along the beach which now has more
tar balls than tourists, and citizens in
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Florida who simply want to have their
beaches, wetlands, waters back to support their livelihoods, their health, and
their enjoyment.
Restoring the environmental and
natural resources in the gulf will be a
long and arduous task. My amendment
simply makes it clear that the input of
those most impacted by this disaster,
the residents of the States and the region, should be a priority.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. GRAVES), one of the newer Members of our House and a very valuable
member of our Republican Conference.
Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 46 days ago, I was sworn in right
down here before the House, and since
that time, constituents have asked,
What has been the biggest surprise
since your time being sworn in? And I
will tell you what it is. I have seen it
here today. I have seen it over the past
several weeks, and that is the fear and
the lack of trust in this leadership to
allow their own Members to vote on
amendments.
It is clear that there is bipartisan opposition to this measure. In fact, 88
amendments were offered. Only nine
were accepted. No Republicans from
the gulf coast region had an accepted
amendment, and only two Democrats
from the region had amendments accepted. Only 14 percent of the Democrat amendments offered were accepted, meaning a large, large portion were
not; and only 4 percent of Republican
amendments were accepted to even be
voted on here today. That means that
over 50 million American voices did not
get their representation right here
today because the amendments of more
than 80 Members of Congress were ignored by this Democrat majority.
There has got to be a better way, and
maybe in about 6 months we will find
out.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am
very happy to yield 21⁄2 minutes at this
point to the gentleman from Maryland,
Mr. ELIJAH CUMMINGS, the chairman of
the Subcommittee on the Coast Guard
of our Transportation and Infrastructure Committee, a gentleman who has
been so instrumental in helping to
bring this legislation to the floor.
Mr. CUMMINGS. Thank you very
much.
I rise in strong support of the manager’s amendment. I express strong
support for the underlying text, including the extensive provisions authored
by the Transportation Committee to
correct regulatory failures that contributed to the Deepwater Horizon accident and to strengthen the role of the
Coast Guard in oil spill response planning and safety management.
The manager’s amendment includes a
number of provisions that improve the
underlying text. For example, it imposes civil penalties on chief executive
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officers who certify information that
misrepresents a company’s ability to
respond to or contain an oil spill. BP
wrote in its exploration plan for the
Mississippi Canyon 252 site that ‘‘in the
event of an anticipated blowout resulting in an oil spill, it is unlikely to have
an impact based on the industry-wide
standards for using proven equipment
and technology for such responses, implementation of BP’s Regional Oil Spill
Response Plan which address available
equipment and personnel, techniques
for containment and recovery and removal of oil spill.’’
Obviously that was a false statement.
There were no proven equipment or
technologies to respond to the kind of
oil spill that occurred in the gulf.
The manager’s amendment also requires redundancy in accident and spill
response plans, something critically
needed, given our current lack of proven response equipment and technologies. Further, the amendment authorizes a study of economic, safety
and environmental impacts of requiring a relief well to be drilled in tandem
with the drilling of some or all wells.
The manager’s amendment clarifies
the liability provisions in the Oil Pollution Act to protect claimants from
signing broad liability releases. This
will help protect the rights of those in
the gulf who have been so devastated
by the spill. The manager’s amendment
also includes a provision that I offered
that would exempt discharges resulting
from salvage activities from liability,
consistent with the National Contingency Plan or as directed by the President.
I applaud Chairman RAHALL and I applaud Chairman OBERSTAR for their excellent work on the CLEAR Act, and I
urge the adoption of the manager’s
amendment.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT), a member of the Natural Resources Committee.
Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Chair, you know,
at a time when 42 cents out of every
dollar we are spending, we are allocating here in this body is having to be
borrowed and someday paid back by
children and the children’s children,
some of whom may be watching right
now, it is absolutely critical we do it
right.
Here we have got all of these amendments lumped into one so we can’t debate them, and we can’t take one thing
out. That’s not right. And when I heard
my friend from West Virginia saying,
There they go again, apologizing for
BP, I will challenge anybody to find
any comment by anybody on this side
of the aisle in this debate today who
has apologized for, to, or about BP.
Some of us think they ought to be
strung up when we find out who’s most
responsible.
So I know my friend from West Virginia would never intentionally misrepresent the facts, but whoever prepared that statement that he read sure
did.
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Mr. RAHALL. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
BOYD).
(Mr. BOYD asked and was given permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. BOYD. I thank Chairman RAHALL
for offering this manager’s amendment
and giving me time to speak.
Mr. Chairman, in this manager’s
amendment, there’s a provision that is
very important to the folks in the district I represent in northwest Florida.
Ladies and gentlemen, our local economy has been significantly impacted
by the BP oil spill. Many of our people
are out of work as a result of this manmade disaster that they had no hand in
creating. Fortunately, we have been
successful in setting up the BP Oil
Spill Victims Compensation Fund
which will help speed relief to the victims of this tragedy and help respond
to one of the gulf coast’s greatest
needs.
This amendment that is being offered
by Chairman RAHALL will ensure that
gulf residents will have the right of
first refusal for the job opportunities
processing the claims filed for the oil
spill.
b 1500
It emphasizes the importance of gulf
residents serving their neighbors by
processing these claims and ensuring
that they receive the consideration for
the ramifications of this spill.
I have already spoken with Mr. Ken
Feinberg, the administrator of the BP
Deepwater Horizon Victims Fund,
about employing local residents to
process claims, and he agrees with me
that there is no one better suited to
perform this essential task. In fact, I
told him that in north Florida we have
a ready and willing workforce ready to
go. These workers, who unfortunately
are looking for work as a result of
their corporations’ closing their facility, have the skill and the talent that
directly align with the skills needed to
process oil spill claims. They should be
considered first in line to beef up the
newly established claims fund and ensure a high quality response for fellow
gulf coast residents.
I recommend a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the
chairman’s manager’s amendment.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. RAHALL. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
FARR).
Mr. FARR. Thank you, Chairman RAHALL, for yielding.
Mother Earth, wake up. Today’s the
day that Congress is going to show
some leadership. Leadership is about
getting results. And last week, the
President of the United States enacted,
by Executive order, a government
oceans plan, a governance plan to look
at our oceans in totality. Today, Congress is going to enact the ability to
govern the oceans and to think about
the totality of how this Earth survives
with 73 percent of the Earth being covered by oceans.
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Too bad that so many people get up
and talk about, in a crisis, oh, if it was
just a little bit better we could support
half the bill, we could support a little
bit of this, something’s wrong. That’s
not leadership. Leadership’s about getting results. And the only way you get
results today is to vote ‘‘aye.’’ It solves
a lot of problems. Voting ‘‘no’’ solves
nothing. Nothing. The planet can’t
stand nothing.
For too long there has not been leadership. That side is the side that gave
us James Watt, ‘‘Drill, baby drill,’’
gave us Richard Pombo, chair of the
Resources Committee, the Darth Vader
of environmental legislation. Nothing
ever came out of that committee. And
today what do they want? We don’t
want this bill because it’s not perfect.
Ladies and gentlemen, today’s the
day that we respect Mother Earth and
give her a chance to help our dying
oceans stop dying. And the only way to
do that is to vote ‘‘aye.’’
Mr. RAHALL. Madam Chair, I yield
the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), who has been so instrumental in
this legislation as well on this issue.
The Acting CHAIR (Ms. JACKSON LEE
of Texas). The gentleman from Massachusetts is recognized for 2 minutes.
Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts. I
thank Mr. RAHALL for his great leadership working with Chairman WAXMAN
and Chairman STUPAK and I on the Energy and Commerce Committee to include new safety procedures.
This bill takes lessons learned and
will turn them into laws. That’s what
we need to do. Included in this bill is a
provision which is going to collect $53
billion from the oil industry, where
they are drilling in American waters
without paying any royalties to the
American people. And in this bill we
reclaim those $53 billion from the oil
companies, and we will reduce the Federal deficit by $53 billion. That’s in this
bill. And it is going to be the dues
which the oil companies should be paying to the American people for using
American waters.
At $80 a barrel, for the American people to be subsidizing Big Oil to drill, it
would be like subsidizing a fish to swim
or a bird to fly, to subsidize the oil industry to drill for oil at $80 a barrel.
You just don’t have to do it.
So with this bill we cut the deficit
and we stop Big Oil from cutting corners on safety. This is BP’s spill, but it
is America’s ocean. That’s what this
bill is all about. That’s what this vote
is on today. Are we going to reclaim
the oceans of America so that they are
not polluted, so that BP and the oil
companies pay the royalties that they
owe to our people and not avoid them,
that we reduce the Federal deficit and
we make sure that we never again see
a day where the American people for
100 days have to watch oil flow into our
oceans?
Vote ‘‘aye’’ on this very important
legislation.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself the balance of my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr.
HASTINGS
of
Washington.
Madam Chairman, the last speaker
made an interesting point when he was
talking about the oceans and how this
bill is going to save the oceans. I don’t
think there is anybody in this body
that doesn’t want to make sure that
our oceans are in a healthy, robust
way. But it begs the question why are
there restrictions, if this is an oceans
bill, and if it’s a gulf oil bill, why does
this bill deal with onshore oil and gas
regulation and restrictions? That question, honestly, has not come up once in
the debate even though that reference
has been made many times by Members
on this side of the aisle.
This amendment, of course, is on the
manager’s amendment. As I mentioned,
it is 17 Democrat amendments and one
Republican amendment. There may be
some good things involved with this
amendment. In fact, there are. But why
is there always this tendency to throw
so much more into these amendments
when many of the subjects that are
covered in them have not been fully
vetted throughout the committee process? That’s the concern. And it’s a pattern that we see over and over and over
again. And frankly, it’s a pattern that
I think the American people see and respond to when asked about how they
feel this body is in a favorable or unfavorable way. Because this body has
very low favorable ratings. I think this
is part—not the only thing—but this is
certainly part of that.
So I urge my colleagues to vote
against the manager’s amendment. I
am certainly going to ask them to vote
against the underlying bill because the
underlying bill, while it’s purported to
be in response to the gulf oil spill, we
saw it was expanded just a moment
ago, at least in remarks by the gentleman from Massachusetts, to all of
the oceans. In fact, the gentleman from
California said the same thing come to
think of it.
But yet what this bill really is all
about, when you look at the substance
and how it affects the American people,
is another gigantic tax increase, and an
addition of mandatory spending on top
of the mandatory spending we have
within our government right now. We
all know, all of us in this body knows
that the mandatory spending in this
Congress and our Federal Government
is unsustainable over time. And yet
here we are, albeit on a small level,
adding to mandatory spending.
I urge my colleagues to oppose the
Rahall amendment and the underlying
bill.
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair, I
rise in support of the manager’s amendment
to H.R. 3534, ‘‘The Consolidated Land, Energy
and Aquatic Resources (CLEAR) Act.’’ The
manager’s amendment provides a number of
provisions that will ensure that there is greater
chance of preventing an incident such as the
April 30, 2010 Deepwater Horizon explosion
and oil spill.
The Manager’s amendment includes my
amendment which requires redundancy in ac-
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cident and spill response plans as part of the
permitting process under the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act.
Specifically, my amendment will require that
businesses applying for permits to drill and
produce crude oil in the Gulf of Mexico submit
detailed spill mitigation and recovery plans as
part of the permitting process. Not only must
they have recovery plans, but they will be required to have backup plans, in case their first
response fails. Additionally, those plans must
be vetted by impartial experts, rather than rubber-stamped by insufficiently vigilant regulators. With this additional layer of response
planning, there is a better chance that we will
be better prepared to respond to future incidents like the Gulf oil spill.
The Manager’s amendment also includes
provisions that do the following:
Clarifies that the Secretary of the Interior
may enter into cooperative education and
training agreements with safety training firms
in establishing the National Oil and Gas
Health and Safety Academy.
Clarifies that the Secretary is permitted to
consult with industry representatives regarding
training program curricula, but is not authorized to utilize industry representatives as instructional personnel for the trainings.
Imposes civil penalties on CEO’s who certify
to false information about a company’s capability to prevent or contain an oil spill.
Establishes a Citizen’s Advisory Committee
composed of non-energy industry individuals
to assist the Gulf Coast Restoration Task
Force in its work.
Clarifies that the Regional Assessment and
Regional Strategic Plan created by the Great
Lakes Regional Coordination Council shall include only renewable and not non-renewable
energy resources.
Ensures that Gulf residents would have the
right of first refusal for processing the claims
filed due to the oil spill.
Replaces the requirement for dispersant
manufacturers to disclose their product’s
chemical formula with a requirement to disclose dispersant products’ ingredients.
Provides that discharges resulting from salvage activities consistent with the National
Contingency Plan or as directed by the President are exempt from liability under the Federal Water Pollution Control Act.
Authorizes a study of the economic, safety,
and environmental impacts of requiring a relief
well be drilled in tandem with the drilling of
some or all wells.
Requires the GAO to complete a study to
determine whether the reforms to the Department of the Interior mandated in this legislation have increased oversight and decreased
conflicts of interest within the department.
Includes in the Environmental Study an
analysis of the cumulative impact of drilling on
the Outer Continental Shelf.
Requires oil and gas companies to pay royalties on all oil that is discharged from a well,
including spilled oil.
Directs GAO to study the impact of assessing a fee on the processing of oil and gas
leases and using the proceeds to fund the
gathering of baseline environmental data necessary for the permitting process.
Directs the Secretary of the Interior to arrange with the National Academy of Engineering to study and report to the Secretary regarding whether the accuracy of collection of
royalties on production of oil, condensate, and
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natural gas under leases of federal lands
would be improved by implementing certain
prescribed measures; and
Amends the liability provisions in the Oil
Pollution Act to protect claimants from signing
broad liability releases, and to clarify that the
new cause of action under OPA for damages
to human health does not supersede remedies
under other federal law.
Mr. Chair, I support this manager’s amendment which includes my amendment that will
require redundancy in accident and spill response plans as part of the permitting process
under the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act.
I urge my colleagues to support this amendment.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from West Virginia will be postponed.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. CASTLE

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 2 printed in part
B of House Report 111–582.
Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I seek
recognition to present amendment No.
2.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
At the end of title I add the following new
section:
SEC. ll. LIMITATION ON EFFECT ON DEVELOPMENT OF OCEAN RENEWABLE ENERGY RESOURCE FACILITIES.

Nothing in this title shall delay development of ocean renewable energy resource facilities including—
(1) promotion of offshore wind development;
(2) planning, leasing, licensing, and fee and
royalty collection for such development of
ocean renewable energy resource facilities;
and
(3) developing and administering an efficient leasing and licensing process for ocean
renewable energy resource facilities.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574, the gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) and a Member opposed each will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Delaware.
Mr. CASTLE. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.
I rise today to urge support for
amendment No. 2 to the CLEAR Act,
which will help ensure that there is no
delay in the development of ocean renewable energy resources, including
offshore wind, under the MMS reorganization called for under title I.
The actions to reform MMS following
the devastating oil spill are necessary
and commendable.
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While the new bureaus and office are
focused on the critical task of transforming the agency into a more effective, transparent agency, this will require significant organizational and
cultural alterations. Under this restructuring, it would be a great disappointment to lose ground in our efforts to prepare a workable comprehensive offshore energy plan for our Nation.
If we are serious about advancing
new clean sources of power, which I
sincerely hope we are, an important
goal of the MMS reorganization must
continue to facilitate, not hinder, the
development of offshore renewable energy development in the waters of the
United States.
For
offshore
renewable
energy
projects already underway, like the
wind project off the coast of Delaware,
progress must continue. While I continue to believe there is value in establishing a separate office for ocean renewable energy development, which we
can perhaps continue to work on in our
discussions with the Senate, this
amendment would, at a minimum, ensure appropriate attention is paid to
advancing ocean renewable energy development and protecting against bottlenecks that could result in unnecessary delays.
Offshore wind farms alone present a
significant and rapidly growing source
of emissions-free electrical power for
our constituents. And recent Department of the Interior-U.S. Department
of Energy reports confirm that winds
off the coast of the United States are a
promising source of clean, renewable
electrical power.
My amendment is simple and calls
attention to the need to ensure that
targeted efforts to support offshore
wind and renewable energy development continue without delay. I hope
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
will support its adoption.
Mr. RAHALL. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. CASTLE. I yield to the gentleman from West Virginia.
Mr. RAHALL. We are prepared to accept the gentleman from Delaware’s
amendment on this act and commend
him for bringing it to us.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will
the gentleman yield?
Mr. CASTLE. I yield to the gentleman from Washington.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. We
are more than happy to accept it on
our side.
Mr. CASTLE. I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE).
The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. KIND

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 3 printed in part
B of House Report 111–582.
Mr. KIND. I have an amendment at
the desk.
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The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 127, line 6, strike the closing
quotation marks and the final period.
Page 127, after line 6, insert the following:
‘‘(c) RECREATIONAL ACCESS FUNDING.—Notwithstanding subsection (b), not less than 1.5
percent of the amounts made available under
subsection (a) for each fiscal year shall be
made available for projects that secure recreational public access to Federal land under
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Interior for hunting, fishing, and other recreational
purposes
through
easements,
rights-of-way, or fee title acquisitions, from
willing sellers.’’.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574, the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND) and a Member opposed each will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.
Mr. KIND. I yield myself 1 minute.
(Mr. KIND asked and was given permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. KIND. This is a very simple
amendment. One of the strengths of
the CLEAR Act is that it asks public
companies that are extracting resources from our public lands to contribute to a fund, a fund called the
Land and Water Conservation Fund
that was established in the mid-1960s to
help preserve and conserve the vital
natural resources that we have
throughout the United States. But the
problem is that so much of the public
lands that are available are inaccessible. They’re not accessible for the
hunters, the fisherman, the outdoor
recreationists, those who enjoy shooting sports to gain access to the lands.
In fact, a recent study showed that
close to 35 million acres that currently
exist in public lands are inaccessible to
hunters and fishermen throughout the
country. This amendment would direct
just 11⁄2 percent out of the Land and
Water Conservation Fund that would
be used in order to purchase easements
or right-of-ways from willing, voluntary sellers so that the hunters and
fishermen have access to these public
lands.
The inaccessibility is one of the contributing causes of why so many people
are not hunting or not involved in
shooting sports. This amendment
would go a long way to addressing
that, and it’s consistent with the underlying philosophy of the Land and
Water Conservation Fund. I’d ask my
colleagues to support it.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
claim the time in opposition, though
I’m not opposed to the amendment.
The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
There was no objection.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, our main purpose here
today is supposed to be, as I’ve said
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several times, to be addressing the gulf
oil spill and ensuring that offshore
drilling is the safest in the world. Unfortunately, as I have mentioned again
many times, the Democrats have used
this vehicle to put extraneous material
on this particular bill.
One of the most glaring unrelated
items that I had mentioned several
times, also, is the $30 billion in new
mandatory spending. An oil spill is not
an excuse to spend more money, especially when the money is going towards
provisions that are completely unrelated to the gulf oil spill. Regardless of
your views of the Land and Water Conservation Fund and the Historic Preservation Fund—and I know I would
probably disagree if it were my friend
from Wisconsin on that—everyone
should agree that that bill has no business being here in this particular bill.
However, I fully support our Nation’s
sportsmen and would like to see more
of our public land open for a variety of
purposes such as hunting, fishing,
recreation, and economic development.
Given that the Democrat majority and
the Obama administration continually
are looking for ways to lock up our
land and block public access, it’s encouraging to me to see some of my colleagues across the aisle supporting increased access, and I thank the gentleman for that. I hope that we will
work with this in the future to ensure
that all Americans, including sportsmen, have greater access to public
lands.
However, as I had mentioned, this
bill is not the appropriate vehicle to
address this issue. I think we can do it
in a much more ordered way if we take
this up on its own, because there is
some merit to the gentleman’s proposal. But I will not stand in the way
of this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, at this
time, I would like to yield 1 minute to
a very strong supporter of the hunting
and fishing community, the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. KRATOVIL).
Mr. KRATOVIL. Thank you, Mr.
KIND, for your leadership on this
amendment.
I rise in strong support of the amendment so that we can increase, as was
said, access to federally protected
lands for hunters and anglers through
the Land and Water Conservation
Fund. Our amendment will simply
refocus a very small portion of the
Land and Water Conservation Fund to
enhance access to existing public lands,
specifically for easements or right-ofways that open access to Federal land
which is currently inaccessible or significantly restricted.
Specifically, the amendment directs
the Secretary to dedicate no less than
1.5 percent of the funds to increase recreational public access to existing
lands for hunting, fishing, or other recreational purposes. Our amendment
stays very true to the very intent of
the fund, which is stated in the statute,
to assist in preserving, developing, and
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assuring accessibility to outdoor recreation resources.
I urge my colleagues to support the
amendment on behalf of the sportsmen
and -women throughout the country
and communities that rely on these activities to generate and create jobs.
Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, at this
time I would like to yield 1 minute to
a real champion of recreational sportsmen and -women throughout the country, the gentleman from New Mexico
(Mr. HEINRICH).
Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. Chairman, as an
avid hunter and sportsman, I am very
proud to cosponsor this recreational
access funding amendment. Too many
families, sportsmen, outdoor enthusiasts across our Nation continue to be
locked out of public lands because of
lack of legal access. New Mexico’s
Sabinoso Wilderness is an example. I’ve
personally spent hours on horseback
riding through Sabinoso’s high mesas
and deep canyons.
But without permission from adjacent private landowners, which usually
requires an escort from the Bureau of
Land Management, legal access to the
Sabinoso is not available.
This amendment would dedicate a
small percentage of the Land and
Water Conservation Fund to acquire
those rights-of-way for the public from
willing sellers. Public lands like the
Sabinoso belong to every American,
and this amendment will help ensure
that future generations of Americans
can hunt and fish, hike and camp on
these lands.
I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment and to support the underlying legislation.
Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1
minute to a champion of outdoor
recreationists throughout the country
and in the State of Nevada, the gentlelady from Nevada (Ms. TITUS).
Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong support of this amendment to
enhance access to public lands by acquiring right-of-ways from willing sellers.
The Federal Government owns more
than 85 percent of the land in my State
of Nevada, which includes some of the
most spectacular landscapes in the Nation. Outdoor recreation supports nearly 20,000 jobs in Nevada, and it generates $116 million in annual State
taxes. By increasing public access to
these Federal lands for hunting, fishing, camping, hiking, and other recreational purposes, we would be doing
something that would not only help
our economy but would be welcomed by
enthusiasts throughout the State.
Mr. KIND. At this time, I would like
to yield 1 minute to the gentleman
from Virginia, a champion for hunting
and fishermen in Virginia and throughout the country, Mr. PERRIELLO.
b 1520
Mr. PERRIELLO. I rise in strong support of this amendment to give 1.5 percent in the Land and Water Conservation Fund for recreational public ac-
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cess, including hunting and fishing.
Thirteen million hunters in the United
States generate $67 billion in economic
activity every year and account for 1
million jobs. But beyond the dollars
and cents, this is about a way of life,
about heritage, and about time with
families spent together.
So for our sportsmen, it’s not enough
just to ensure their rights, but to ensure there’s a place to exercise those
rights; and this is a huge step forward
to make sure that those recreational
activities have a place for us across the
United States.
Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15
seconds to the chairman of the Natural
Resources Committee, Mr. RAHALL.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Wisconsin for
yielding and certainly support his
amendment. I commend him for his
leadership and for his efforts and discussions that have been held long and
on many occasions in regard to his
amendment and support his bill.
Mr. KIND. I yield myself the remainder of the time.
Mr. Chairman, I also want to thank,
who wrote a letter in support of this
amendment, the American Wildlife
Conservation Partners. It’s a group of
45 outdoor recreational organizations
from hunting to fishing to shooting
sports to conservation groups throughout the country. They see the value of
increased access to our public lands.
But, Mr. Chairman, this is also an
amendment about jobs because outdoor
recreation, hunting, fishing, shooting
sports, they contribute over $730 billion
to the national economy every year.
They support 6.5 million jobs. Almost
one of every 20 jobs is associated with
some outdoor recreational activity.
And they stimulate close to 8 to 9 percent of all consumer spending in this
country. So increasing access so more
people have the opportunity to get to
the public lands to do this is going to
create jobs and strengthen our economy.
I encourage my colleagues to support
the amendment.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I demand a
recorded vote.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Wisconsin will be postponed.
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY
MS. SHEA-PORTER

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 4 printed in part
B of House Report 111–582.
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. I have an
amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 28, line 16, insert at the end the following new sentence: ‘‘The Secretary shall
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update the supplementary ethics guidance
not less than once every three years thereafter.’’.
Page 78, strike line 16, and insert the following:
‘‘(D) oil spill response and mitigation, including reviews of the best available technology for oil spill response and mitigation
and the availability and accessibility of such
technology in each region where leasing is
taking place;’ ’’’.
Page 82, line 18, strike ‘‘and’’.
Page 82, line 23, strike the period and insert ‘‘; and’’.
Page 82, after line 23, add the following:
‘‘(F) updated the operator’s response plan
required under section 25(c)(7) and exploration plans required under section 11(c)(3)
to reflect the best available technology, including the availability of such technology.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574, the gentlewoman from New
Hampshire (Ms. SHEA-PORTER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from New Hampshire.
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. First, I would
like to thank Chairman RAHALL and
his staff for this very good piece of legislation before us today. It is a product
of months of hard work. I believe it is
a transformative bill that will go a
long way to ensuring responsible energy development and better environmental protection.
The tragedy in the Gulf of Mexico
has reminded us of what can happen if
we are not vigilant and constantly improving our safety and environmental
protection. It has also reminded us
that when we put our lands and oceans
at risk for energy development in one
area, we should be putting land aside
and protecting it in another area.
The underlying bill makes good on a
promise to fully fund the Land and
Water Conservation Fund. That program has protected more than 5 million acres of land across this country.
Fully funding LWCF is long overdue,
and I thank the chairman for his leadership on this issue.
Mr. Chair, among other things, the
bill before us makes needed improvements to the way that our offshore energy leasing is carried out. During my
time on the Natural Resources Committee, I have been particularly troubled by the reports of unethical behavior at the government agency that was
previously overseeing energy leasing.
That outrageous conduct must never
be allowed to happen again in any
agency. This bill puts in place strong
ethics requirements and training. My
amendment take this a step further by
requiring that the ethics guidelines developed by the Interior Secretary be
updated every 3 years.
Mr. Chair, another lesson we’ve
learned over the past 3 years is that oil
companies do not necessarily use the
best available technology and that
they are not fully prepared for a spill.
Immediately after the spill, BP turned
to solutions that had been around for
20 years, solutions from the Exxon
Valdez disaster. It was painfully clear
that they had not spent time or money
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to develop new technologies to clean up
a spill. The bill before us creates an offshore technology research and risk assessment program to conduct research
and development of new drilling and
spill response technologies. My amendment adds language to ensure that we
study the best available spill response
technology and its availability in regions where drilling is taking place.
This is to make certain that we have in
place the best technology and equipment needed to respond when there is
an accident.
Finally, Mr. Chair, it’s also critical
that this new technology we’re developing be integrated into exploration
and response plans. My amendment requires companies to certify as part of
their annual certification for offshore
drilling that those plans include the
best available technology. When the
BP executives testified before the Natural Resources Committee, it was clear
to me they were more concerned with
cutting corners and shaving costs than
making sure they had the safest operation with the best technology. Requiring these companies to take into account the best available technology
and its availability just makes sense.
Again, Mr. Chair, this is a very
strong bill we are considering today,
and I thank Chairman RAHALL for all
his hard work. I urge my colleagues to
support this amendment and the underlying bill.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to claim time in
opposition to the amendment, although
I do not intend to oppose it.
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. OBEY). Without objection, the gentleman from Colorado is recognized for 5 minutes.
There was no objection.
Mr. LAMBORN. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, updating the supplemental guidelines on ethics every 3
years will help the Department of the
Interior keep current with new issues
as they arise and will focus the government employees’ attention on appropriate ethical behavior as they deal
with the private sector.
The Horizon disaster has focused everyone’s attention on the lack of any
contingency plan that could be implemented expeditiously to address a
blowout in deepwater conditions. We
basically watched a 3-month ongoing
experiment with various devices being
fabricated to cap the well or capture
the oil as it’s spewing out. We also
found out that we didn’t have enough
boom in place to protect the shoreline
and that new boom had to be manufactured to meet the requirements in the
State oil spill response plans. And we
discovered that some of the plans underestimated how much boom might be
required to protect the shoreline from
a major spill.
Using the best available technology
is crucial in keeping the public’s trust
going forward with offshore oil and gas
development. Both Republicans and

VerDate Mar 15 2010

July 30, 2010

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

Jkt 089060

Democrats have broad agreement on
the need to protect and improve offshore production safety and environmental protection. This amendment is
an example of our agreement, and I
urge my colleagues to support it.
What I don’t agree with is going beyond the gulf to encompass all energy
production in the entire United States
in order to raise energy taxes by $22
billion. Raising energy taxes in a recession will kill jobs.
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. HALL), a leading environmentalist.
Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentlelady and the
chairman.
I rise today in support of this amendment, as well as the underlying bill.
The Deepwater Horizon explosion on
April 20 cost our Nation tens of billions
of dollars in economic damages and
caused widespread devastation of our
natural resources. It did not have to
happen. This was a disaster that was
preventable.
Over the last few months, we have
learned that BP consistently made
choices to sacrifice safety for profit.
They testified that they did not use
vital safety technology like acoustic
sensing devices because U.S. law did
not require it. It is time for us to
change that.
I recently introduced legislation to
require oil companies to use the best
available technology, and I’m proud to
support this amendment which also requires oil companies to include the
best available technology in their exploration and spill response plans.
Mr. Chairman, the cost of using
state-of-the-art technology is much
less than the cost of cleanup and the
tragic loss of life.
I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment and the underlying bill.
Mr. LAMBORN. I continue to reserve
the balance of my time.
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. I yield 1 minute
to the chairman, Mr. RAHALL.
b 1530
Mr. RAHALL. I thank the gentlelady
for yielding, and I certainly do support
her amendment. I commend her for her
leadership on our Committee on Natural Resources in helping to develop
this legislation. It is a commonsense
amendment that deserves the support
of every Member of this body, and it
certainly makes the bill better. I appreciate her effort.
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield back the balance of my time.
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Chair, again
I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment and the bill, and I yield
back the balance of my time.
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. OBEY). The
question is on the amendment offered
by the gentlewoman from New Hampshire (Ms. SHEA-PORTER).
The amendment was agreed to.
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AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. TEAGUE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in
part B of House Report 111–582.
Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 167, line 2, strike ‘‘and’’.
Page 167, after line 2, insert the following:
(2) in subsection (e) by striking ‘‘self-insurer,’’ and inserting ‘‘self-insurer, participation in cooperative arrangements such as
pooling or joint insurance,’’; and
Page 167, line 3, strike ‘‘(2)’’ and insert
‘‘(3)’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1574, the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. TEAGUE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Mexico.
Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer a simple but important
amendment.
My amendment would add another
means by which facilities may demonstrate compliance with the financial
responsibility provisions of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990.
The amendment enables two or more
companies to meet individual financial
responsibility requirements by pooling
resources or obtaining joint insurance
coverage. Such arrangements would
avoid redundant coverage, reduce insurance costs, and enhance access to
insurance.
In the event of a liability incident,
any party to such an arrangement
would have access to the full coverage
amount. Provisions would be made in a
joint insurance plan for automatic reinstatement, by the parties, of the
original coverage amount.
This amendment does not substitute
or change current provisions for meeting financial responsibility. Rather, it
simply adds another method for meeting financial responsibility requirements. There is no reduction in protection of the public interest, and no reduction in protection for the environment.
Mr. Chairman, ever since I arrived in
Congress, I made it my mission to fight
for the little guys—the companies
whose names you don’t see in television commercials, but that provide
jobs for millions of Americans and
produce so much of our Nation’s domestic energy. You find a lot of those
companies around my hometown of
Hobbs, New Mexico, and you find a lot
of those hardworking companies operating in the Gulf of Mexico.
Having independent oil and gas producers providing American energy in
the Gulf of Mexico is critical to moving
away from foreign oil. The big oil companies are generally interested in producing only the biggest plays with the
biggest potential payoffs. It’s the independent companies that are going in
and producing American energy that
would not get produced otherwise.
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According to a recent report, independent oil and natural gas companies
currently account for about half of the
nearly 400,000 jobs and $20 billion in
Federal, State and local revenues generated by the industry in 2009.
This
amendment
simply
allows
smaller independent companies the
flexibility they need to meet financial
responsibility requirements. I ask for
broad, bipartisan support of this
amendment.
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to claim time in
opposition to this amendment, although I don’t intend to oppose it.
The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from Colorado is recognized
for 5 minutes.
There was no objection.
Mr. LAMBORN. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, Republicans have no
problem with this amendment. The
fact that the bill will force small companies to now band together simply to
meet threshold requirement activities
in the offshore is a sad statement on
the rest of the bill.
Although this provision may help
small companies meet their certificate
of financial responsibility requirements, nothing in this amendment
solves the liability problem and nothing in this amendment solves the $22
billion tax increase in this bill. Unlimited liability will cripple domestic production by removing all but the largest
companies from offshore drilling.
There should be reasonable liability,
but unlimited or infinite liability goes
too far. It will kill jobs. Republicans
support this amendment, but it’s simply like putting a Band-Aid on a broken leg. I suppose it doesn’t hurt anything, but it doesn’t cure the underlying problem; and it might even lull
someone into thinking we’re doing
something.
Anyone who votes for the Teague
amendment and the underlying bill together is putting the people they are
purporting to help out of business. The
Teague amendment does absolutely
nothing to cure unlimited liability.
Mr. Chairman, I would now like to
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS).
Mr. CUMMINGS. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
I rise in support of the amendment.
The underlying amendment in the nature of a substitute would raise from
the current $150 million to $300 million
the amount of financial responsibility
that offshore facilities must demonstrate. This is a significant increase.
I strongly believe that this increased
level of financial responsibility is appropriate, given the risks associated
with offshore energy production—risks
that the Deepwater Horizon spill have
made so clear.
Importantly, however, the President
can lower the amount of financial responsibility offshore facilities must
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demonstrate if certain criteria are
met, albeit the level for offshore facilities seaward of a State boundary cannot be below $105 million.
I strongly support the amendment.
Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank
the gentleman from New Mexico and I
thank him for working together with
me on this amendment and for his leadership. I offered a similar amendment
and was very pleased to join this
amendment as the Teague-Jackson Lee
amendment. It is important to note
that this is a fair amendment that does
something. It really does do something
for the small, independent companies.
This amendment would allow the financial responsibility required to operate in the gulf to be pooled among companies working together. It means that
we give them the opportunity because
of the $300 million necessary COFR to
be able to do business in the gulf and
not go out of business. What it really
means is preserving thousands of jobs.
First of all, the U.S. independent operators in the gulf because of their operations, they have a major contribution to energy security and energy supply providing reasonably priced fuels
for our families and economy. Eightyone percent of oil producing in the gulf
is in the independent leases and 46 percent of the gulf’s producing deepwater
leases as well. Independents have
drilled 1,298 wells in the deepwater and
safely. Independents operate an average of 70 percent of the farmed-out
acreage that originally were in the
hands of the majors over the past 10
years. Almost 3 billion barrels of oil
equivalent in reserves that were originally found by the majors are now operated by independents; small companies that create a lot of jobs. This is an
amendment that will allow them to
work together, pool their resources,
and do the right thing, not put the burden on the taxpayers.
Let me also acknowledge that I am
glad
my
requirement
to
have
redundancies in actions and fuel resources plans was also included in the
manager’s amendment.
I thank the gentleman from New
Mexico for his leadership. It’s my
pleasure to be able to work with you
for an amendment that is doing something, is helping the independents stay
in business and create jobs, and it is
helping them do the work that will
allow for the American people to have
quality oil for cheap prices.
I rise to speak in support of the Teague/
Jackson Lee Amendment to H.R. 3534, The
Consolidated Land, Energy and Aquatic Resources (CLEAR Act). The Jackson Lee
Amendment would allow the financial responsibility required to operate in the Gulf of Mexico to be pooled among the companies working together.
With the potential of unlimited liability looming large over the smaller independent companies, this amendment will prevent small, independent oil companies from being driven out
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of business and out of the Gulf of Mexico. The
problem with the current requirements for the
Certificate of Oil Field Responsibility (COFR)
is that smaller operators will be unable to establish the $300 million necessary COFR to
even begin exploration and development. By
allowing smaller companies—who frequently
work together in joint ventures—to pool their
resources for COFR purposes, we will prevent
the Gulf from becoming the exclusive province
of companies big enough to self-insure, and
allow the small businesses of the Gulf Coast
Community to continue to provide jobs and
drive our economy.
I urge my colleagues to vote for this amendment and vote for small businesses, saving
jobs, and the American people.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
New Mexico has 30 seconds remaining.
The gentleman from Colorado has 21⁄2
minutes remaining and has the right to
close.
Mr. TEAGUE. I have no further requests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.
Mr. LAMBORN. Mr. Chairman, I
would just reiterate that we have no
objection to this amendment. I wish it
really accomplished something, because the deeper things that are problems in this bill are going to kill offshore production in large part; and we
don’t need to be killing jobs and raising taxes in the time of a recession.
We have no objection to the amendment because it doesn’t do any harm.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from New Mexico (Mr. TEAGUE).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from New Mexico will be postponed.
b 1540
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. OBERSTAR

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 6 printed in part
B of House Report 111–582.
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, as
the designee of the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. HIMES), I offer
amendment No. 6.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 172, after line 8, insert the following:
(e) CONSIDERATIONS OF TRUSTEES.—Section
1006(d) of such Act (33 U.S.C. 2706(d)) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(4) CONSIDERATIONS OF TRUSTEES.—
‘‘(A) EQUAL AND FULL CONSIDERATION.—
Trustees shall—
‘‘(i) give equal and full consideration to
restoration, rehabilitation, replacement, and
the acquisition of the equivalent of the natural resources under their trusteeship; and
‘‘(ii) consider restoration, rehabilitation,
replacement, and the acquisition of the
equivalent of the natural resources under
their trusteeship in a holistic ecosystem context and using, where available, eco-regional
or natural resource plans.
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‘‘(B) SPECIAL RULE ON ACQUISITION.—Acquisition shall only be given full and equal consideration under subparagraph (A) if it provides a substantially greater likelihood of
improving the resilience of the lost or damaged resource and supports local ecological
processes.’’.
Page 172, line 9, strike ‘‘(e)’’ and insert
‘‘(f)’’.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574, the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 3 minutes.
The amendment addresses two important issues on restoration of natural
resources damaged as a result of release or threatened release of oil under
OPA, the Oil Pollution Act.
The first issue is acquisition of additional natural resources as part of a
potential remedy for damages in instances where the existing resource
cannot be or is unlikely to be successfully restored. In OPA, section 1006,
provides that damages to natural resources can be addressed either
through restoration, rehabilitation, replacement or acquisition of equivalent
resources, where other measures are
unlikely or impossible to be implemented.
The Himes amendment, which I offer
on his behalf, emphasizes that acquisition of a natural equivalent resource
can be an acceptable alternative to restoration or rehabilitation. Consistent
with current law, the acquisition of an
equivalent natural resource should be
used only when restoration is likely to
be unsuccessful or the acquisition provides a substantially greater likelihood
of improving resilience of the lost or
damaged resource and supports local
ecological processes.
The second part of the amendment
will ensure that natural resource damage assessments and implementation
emphasize restoring the entire damaged ecosystem rather than dealing
simply with specific, discrete segments
thereof. The gulf coast is such a unique
resource with countless species of fish,
shellfish, marine life, wildlife, all integrated, and it really needs to be treated as an overall cohesive ecosystem.
This amendment addresses two important
issues related to the restoration of any natural
resources damaged as a result of the release
or threatened of oil under the Oil Pollution Act,
OPA.
The first issue deals with the acquisition of
additional natural resources as part of a potential remedy for damages, in those instances
where the existing resource cannot, or is unlikely to be, successfully restored. Section
1006 of OPA provides that damages to natural
resources can be addressed either through
restoration, rehabilitation, replacement, or the
acquisition of the equivalent resources where
other measures are unlikely or impossible to
be successfully implemented.
The Himes amendment emphasizes that acquisition of an equivalent natural resource can
be an acceptable alternative to restoration or
rehabilitation; however, consistent with current
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law, the acquisition of an equivalent natural resource should be utilized only when restoration or rehabilitation of the existing, damaged
resource is likely to be unsuccessful, and the
acquisition provides a ‘‘substantially greater
likelihood of improving the resilience of the
lost or damaged resource and supports local
ecological processes.’’
The second portion of the Himes amendment will ensure that natural resource damage
assessments and implementation emphasize
restoring the entire damage ecosystem, rather
than dealing with individual, specific locations.
The Gulf of Mexico is unique in that it serves
as a focal point for countless species of fish,
shellfish, marine life, and wildlife.
The Gulf of Mexico coastal area contains
more than half of the coastal wetlands within
the lower 48 states, as well as numerous recreational opportunities in the States of Texas,
Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida.
According to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, NOAA, 97 percent of
the commercial fish and shellfish landings
come from the Gulf, and depend on the estuaries and their wetlands at some point in their
life cycle. The Gulf also serves as vital habitat
to many species of breeding, wintering, and
migrating waterfowl, songbirds, and other marine mammals and reptiles. According to the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the Gulf supports a ‘‘disproportionately high number of
beach-nesting bird species’’ that relay on the
beaches, barrier islands, and similar habitats
as part of their annual breeding cycle.
I applaud the gentleman’s amendment because it stresses the importance of addressing
damaged natural resources in a holistic ecosystem approach. I urge my colleagues to
support this amendment.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself 3 minutes.
Mr. Chairman, let’s be pretty specific
on what this particular fund is all
about, and I will explain why I think it
is a very, very bad idea.
The fundamental goal of the Natural
Resources Damages Act, that’s the
fund we are talking about, is to ensure
the protection and restoration of all resources on Federal lands, water and
land. This includes restoration of damages caused by fires, invasive species,
oil spills, ship groundings and vandalism.
What this amendment attempts to do
is to shift funds from the restoration of
our national parks and national wildlife refuges to the purchase of nonimpacted land.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I just find this
amendment ironic. Since the legislation, the underlying legislation that we
are debating, already mandates—let me
emphasize that, Mr. Chairman, mandates—up to $30 billion, with a ‘‘B,’’
dollars to spend on land acquisition for
the next 30 years, why do we need this
amendment?
Why, for goodness sakes, will we take
a fund, the Natural Resources Damages
Fund, if you will, and say, okay, now
you can use that for land acquisition.
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Is $30 billion not enough? Is $30 billion not enough?
Let me put it in a different way, Mr.
Chairman. One of the issues that we
have in our country with public lands
is a maintenance backlog. This is analogous to maintenance backlog.
We talk about we haven’t got enough
money to maintain our natural resources. In fact, that figure, last I
heard it, was $9 billion. Here is a fund
that is, in part, part of the restoration
and one could say maintenance of our
Federal lands, and we want to take
money away from that and acquire
more land.
What is the goal here? Is the goal
here to increase the $9 billion to 10, 11?
Who knows how high we can’t maintain.
Is there not enough? This amendment, in my view, ought to be defeated.
It’s not well intentioned at all. It has
taken another tragedy, using the tragedy of the Gulf of Mexico and simply
saying, aha, another opportunity to
take a fund and buy more Federal land.
This doesn’t make any sense at all to
me, Mr. Chairman. I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no.’’
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
POLIS).
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of the Himes amendment and on behalf of its sponsor, as he
has been called away for a short time
to attend the funeral of a fallen firefighter. Our hearts are with those who
are grieving today with my colleague,
Mr. HIMES.
Mr. HIMES’ amendment builds upon
other lessons learned from the Exxon
Valdez spill. The Himes amendment
improves an existing environmental
restoration provision that authorizes a
program to protect wildlife habitats
similar to those ruined by a spill and
have the responsible party cover the
cost of purchasing or preserving such
areas.
I would also like to thank the Natural Resources Committee and Transportation Committee for working with
me and incorporating provisions that
address a number of my priorities in
the manager’s amendment; namely, including language that will better ensure that the Department of the Interior follows the law as it is supposed
to.
Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong support of the Himes amendment and the
underlying bill. The CLEAR Act is
good and desperately needed policy to
help prevent taxpayer bailouts for Big
Oil’s failures.
The CLEAR Act is a model of transparency, fiscal responsibility and good
stewardship. I call upon my colleagues
to join me in supporting the Himes
amendment and the underlying bill.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I understand I have the right to close, Mr.
Chairman?
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Washington has the right to close.
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Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield myself the
balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Minnesota is recognized for 2 minutes.
Mr. OBERSTAR. The gentleman from
Washington is mistaken in his understanding or his reading of the amendment that I offer.
It’s an amendment to OPA. It is not
an amendment to the dollar amounts
and does not reference dollar amounts.
Under OPA, of which I was a coauthor
in 1990, quote, the State and local officials designated under this subsection
shall develop and implement a plan for
the restoration, rehabilitation, replacement or acquisition of the equivalent of the natural resources under
their trusteeship.
The language of OPA does not clearly
enough refer to the level of replacement resources that may be damaged.
What we do with this language is clarify the ability to restore those resources that have been damaged with
an equivalent resource. That’s all it
does. It does not have a dollar amount
in it.
I yield to the gentleman if he has a
question.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
thank the gentleman for yielding.
In due respect, you acknowledged
that this could be used to buy additional land with a damage fund, is that
correct?
Mr. OBERSTAR. Well, it is to replace
what has been destroyed. It’s really
just clarifying what is already available under OPA, but making it clear
that the funds can be used for those resources that have been damaged so
badly they can’t be restored.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Yes,
it clarifies, but it adds a very important part. It allows land acquisition.
b 1550
Mr. OBERSTAR. Reclaiming my
time, it does not add. That is current
law. That is available under OPA.
The CHAIR. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, may I inquire as to how
much time I have remaining?
The CHAIR. The gentleman has 21⁄2
minutes remaining.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of
my time.
I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota to finish his remark.
Mr. OBERSTAR. Again, the acquisition of replacement land is available
and authorized under OPA 90. What
this amendment does is clarify that in
that replacement you can replace that
part of the ecosystem that has been irresponsibly damaged with better land.
It doesn’t add new acquisition authority.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Reclaiming my time, I appreciate the
gentleman’s trying to clarify that.
I have to say, in my reading of this,
that this will lend itself to more acqui-
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sition, and I will simply say this, reading the language here, ‘‘provides a substantially greater likelihood of improving the resilience of whatever is lost.’’
Now, having said that, let me put this
analogous to at least my part of the
country as it relates to refuges. If a
refuge burns in my area and it might
damage something, the way I envision
the interpretation of this is the refuge
manager can say, boy, this is irreparably lost and there might be some
private land right next door, I think I
will buy that private land.
Now, in due respect, that is the way
I interpret it. Listen, I hope I’m wrong
and I hope you’re right, but I have a
very strong wariness of any attempt—
especially in a bill, I say to my friend,
the Transportation chairman, especially when we are authorizing $30 billion of land acquisition. Surely, surely
there must be a way to massage that to
satisfy at least what the gentleman’s
amendment purports to do. But I have
to say, for this Member, I am always
weary when I see we are taking another fund and using that to acquire
even an extension of Federal lands.
Mr. OBERSTAR. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota.
Mr. OBERSTAR. I appreciate the
gentleman yielding.
I, too, have natural resources—national forests, national parks, wildlife
refuges. When fire, as it does regularly,
strikes the national forest, that land
regenerates. The oil destroys. It likely
cannot be restored by itself or by
human intervention, but replacing it
with other land—and the language is
tailored very narrowly limited to that
purpose of replacing what cannot be replaced.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Reclaiming my time, which I don’t have,
I appreciate the gentleman’s trying to
help me through this. I still urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no.’’
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Minnesota will be postponed.
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY
OF VIRGINIA

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 7 printed in part
B of House Report 111–582.
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
At the end of title VII add the following
new section:
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SEC. ll. EXTENSION OF LIABILITY TO PERSONS
HAVING OWNERSHIP INTERESTS IN
RESPONSIBLE PARTIES.
(a) DEFINITION OF RESPONSIBLE PARTY.—

Section 1001(32) of the Oil Pollution Act of
1990 (33 U.S.C. 2701(32)) is amended by adding
at the end the following:
‘‘(G) PERSON HAVING OWNERSHIP INTEREST.—
Any person, other than an individual, having
an ownership interest (directly or indirectly)
in any entity described in any of subparagraphs (A) through (F) of more than 25 percent, in the aggregate, of the total ownership
interests in such entity, if the assets of such
entity are insufficient to pay the claims
owed by such entity as a responsible party
under this Act.’’.
(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to an incident occurring on or after January 1, 2010.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574, the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) and a Member opposed each will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I want
to thank Chairman RAHALL and Chairman OBERSTAR, in particular, for their
hard work on this bill and for their collaboration on this amendment.
I am joined by Congressman HOLT
and Congressman WELCH, who co-introduced this amendment to ensure that
oil companies cannot shift oil cleanup
costs onto taxpayers by allowing subsidiary companies to go bankrupt.
Under current law, if an oil subsidiary is responsible for a spill, it can
declare bankruptcy and not sell its assets, in which case the parent company
would not inherit cleanup liabilities. A
profit-maximizing
parent
company
would allow a subsidiary to go bankrupt and not sell liabilities if the value
of cleanup and liability costs exceed
the value of the subsidiary’s assets.
This is a realistic scenario given the
high cost of the cleanup of oil spills.
Even a well capitalized company worth
several billions could be responsible for
an oil spill costing tens of billions. The
Exxon Valdez spill cost more than $2
billion to clean up, and that was just
10.9 million gallons of oil. The Deepwater Horizon spill already has cost $3
billion, with total cleanup cost in the
tens of billions at the very least.
Through this act, oil companies could
be responsible for much greater costs.
The fishing industry in the gulf is
worth $5.5 billion annually. Losing 50
percent of western Florida’s tourism
would cost that State $10 billion. If
Congress eliminates the private liability cap under OPA, then an oil company responsible for a spill could be
liable for tens of billions to reimburse
property owners and workers for lost
property and wages.
Given the extraordinarily high cleanup and private liability costs of oil
spills, we must close this loophole. Our
amendment would ensure that BP and
other oil companies are not able to escape their cleanup responsibilities.
Without passage of this amendment,
BP and other oil companies could avoid
paying for cleanup costs entirely.
I urge my colleagues to support the
amendment.
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Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I rise to claim the time in
opposition, although I am not opposed
to the amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, I have no problem
with this amendment. From the beginning we have said that the first priority is stopping the leak, cleaning up
the gulf, and making the communities
and the people of the gulf States whole,
and BP needs to be held accountable
for this disaster. Having said that, we
need to be cognizant that our actions
taken here or the actions of the administration do not in and of themselves
jeopardize American jobs and domestic
energy production.
Part of holding BP accountable in
this case, should BP America file for
bankruptcy, is to ensure that the parent company that shares in the profits
cover whatever debts that may not be
covered by BP America. That is what
this amendment does, and I am pleased
to join my support for this.
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 1 minute to my colleague from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT).
Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman from Virginia and join
with him in our concern for the workers, the restaurateurs, the small business owners, all those who depend on
the Gulf of Mexico for their livelihoods. This gives us ample motivation
to close this loophole which allows oil
companies to shift the cost for cleanup
from the oil company to the taxpayers.
Current law would allow an oil company subsidiary that is responsible for
an oil spill to declare bankruptcy.
We must not depend just on the good
word of the oil companies. We have
been given ample reason to question
that good word. Even today, the new
CEO of BP says he’s entertaining the
idea of scaling back the cleanup in the
gulf. We must close every loophole.
This amendment of Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr.
WELCH and I, and others, would ensure
that companies like BP pay every last
cent that they are liable for, that the
spill not spill over to the taxpayer.
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I yield 1
minute to my colleague from the great
State of Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS).
Mr. CUMMINGS. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
This amendment states that any entity—other than an individual person—
with an ownership interest in a vessel,
offshore or onshore facility, deepwater
port, or pipeline of more than 25 percent is a responsible party under the
Oil Pollution Act if the assets of the
vessel or facility are insufficient to pay
claims arising from oil spilled by the
vessel or facility. I applaud Mr.
CONNOLLY, Mr. HOLT, and Mr. WELCH,
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and I support this amendment, which
will ensure that parent companies with
ownership stakes in subsidiaries to offshore facility ventures bear the costs
owed by these subsidiaries for spills
from the facilities if the facilities lack
adequate assets to pay the claims. This
will prevent such costs from being
shifted to the Oil Spill Liability Trust
Fund. I urge my colleagues to support
the amendment.
b 1600
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Chairman, I want to thank my colleagues.
I also want to thank the following
staff for their assistance on this
amendment: Dave Heymsfeld, Stacie
Soumbeniotis, Ryan Seiger, Navis
Bermudez,
Susan
Jensen,
George
Slover, and David Lachman.
We want to ensure that this amendment only affects the relationship of
parent and subsidiary companies.
With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY).
The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. MELANCON

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 8 printed in part
B of House Report 111–582.
Mr. MELANCON. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
At the end of title II add the following:
Subtitle C—Limitation on Moratorium
SEC. 231. LIMITATION OF MORATORIUM ON CERTAIN PERMITTING AND DRILLING
ACTIVITIES.
(a) IN GENERAL.—The moratorium set forth

in the decision memorandum of the Secretary of the Interior entitled ‘‘Decision
memorandum regarding the suspension of
certain offshore permitting and drilling activities on the Outer Continental Shelf’’ and
dated July 12, 2010, and any suspension of operations issued in connection with the moratorium, shall not apply to an application for
a permit to drill submitted on or after the effective date of this Act if the Secretary determines that the applicant—
(1) has complied with the notice entitled
‘‘National Notice to Lessees and Operators of
Federal Oil and Gas Leases, Outer Continental Shelf (OCS)’’ dated June 8, 2010 (NTL
No. 2010–N05) and the notice entitled ‘‘National Notice to Lessees and Operators of
Federal Oil and Gas Leases, Outer Continental Shelf (OCS)’’ dated June 18, 2010 (NTL
No. 2010–N06);
(2) has complied with additional safety
measures recommended by the Secretary as
of the date of the enactment of this Act; and
(3) has completed all required safety inspections.
(b) DETERMINATION ON PERMIT.—Not later
than 30 days after the date on which the Secretary makes a determination that an applicant has complied with paragraphs (1), (2),
and (3) of subsection (a), the Secretary shall
make a determination on whether to issue
the permit.
(c) NO SUSPENSION OF CONSIDERATION.—No
Federal entity shall suspend the active consideration of, or preparatory work for, per-
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mits required to resume or advance activities suspended in connection with the moratorium.
(e) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
October 31, 2010, the Secretary shall report
to the House Committee on Natural Resources and the Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources on the status of
(1) the collection and analysis of evidence regarding the potential causes of the April 20,
2010 explosion and sinking of the Deepwater
Horizon offshore drilling rig, including information collected by the Presidential Commission and other investigations (2) implementation of safety reforms described in the
May 27, 2010, Departmental report entitled
‘‘Increased Safety Measures for Energy Development on the Outer Continental Shelf,’’
(3) the ability of operators in the Gulf of
Mexico to respond effectively to an oil spill
in light of the Deepwater Horizon incident;
and (4) industry and government efforts to
engineer, design, construct and assemble
wild well intervention and blowout containment resources necessary to contain an uncontrolled release of hydrocarbons in deep
water should another blowout occur.
(f) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing herein affects the Secretary’s authority to suspend
offshore drilling permitting and drilling operations based on the threat of significant,
irreparable or immediate harm or damage to
life, property, or the marine, coastal or
human environment pursuant to the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 133
et. seq.).
UNANIMOUS-CONSENT REQUEST

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, I
have a unanimous consent request.
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his request.
Mr. BOUSTANY. I ask unanimous
consent that we extend the time of debate equally between the two sides for
a total of 30 minutes on this very important issue affecting our State and
other States on the gulf coast. We are
really talking about jobs, and I think
having this extra time of debate will be
very important.
The CHAIR. Is there an objection to
the request?
Mr. RAHALL. I reserve the right to
object.
Mr. Chairman, I know a lot of Members are under time pressures because
of airline schedules, et cetera. I feel
compelled to object.
The CHAIR. Objection is heard.
Mr. RAHALL. Plus, if the gentleman
would yield further, I am prepared to
accept the amendment.
The CHAIR. Objection is heard.
Mr. BOUSTANY. We would like to
extend the debate. We ask unanimous
consent to extend it for 20 minutes,
equally divided.
The CHAIR. Is there objection?
Mr. MELANCON. In light of the concern of the chairman of the committee
and the whole of the bill, which is his
jurisdiction, I respectfully yield to his
opinion on how he wants that handled.
The CHAIR. Is there an objection to
the request of the gentleman to extend
the time of the debate?
Mr. MELANCON. I would accept the
time.
The CHAIR. Is the gentleman objecting to the extension of the debate?
Mr. RAHALL. It is 20 minutes; is
that correct?
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Mr. BOUSTANY. Ten minutes on
each side.
Mr. RAHALL. I still have to object.
The CHAIR. The gentleman’s objection is heard.
Pursuant to House Resolution 1574,
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
MELANCON) and a Member opposed each
will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Louisiana.
Mr. MELANCON. I would like to
thank my colleague from West Virginia for his help on this amendment.
Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment to lift the
deepwater moratorium for companies
that meet the new safety requirements
and guidelines recently set in place by
Secretary Salazar.
Make no mistake, BP was a bad player. As we have discovered through numerous congressional hearings, this
company took dangerous shortcuts to
save money. They ignored warning
signs and the advice of their own workers who were concerned about the stability of the well, and they continued
to drill even when they knew that the
safety mechanisms in place to prevent
a blowout were not working properly.
Eleven good men died because of their
greed.
The tragedy on Deepwater opened
our eyes to the need for tougher safety
regulations for offshore drilling, to the
need to strengthen the enforcement of
both new and existing laws, and to the
need to protect workers who report
their companies’ dangerous and even illegal practices to regulators so that we
can stop another accident before it
happens.
Yet an indiscriminate blanket moratorium punishes the innocent along
with the guilty for the actions and the
poor judgment of one reckless company. If a rig meets all of the tough
new safety requirements issued by the
Department of the Interior, if it has
been fully inspected and deemed safe,
why should it sit idle? The workers of
that rig, why should they go jobless
until the arbitrary 6-month period is
over?
People in Louisiana understand that
it
doesn’t
make
any
sense.
Louisianans, more than any other people, want to prevent another disaster
from happening in our waters, but the
irresponsible decisions and the dangerous
actions
of
one
company
shouldn’t shut down an entire sector of
our economy, sending thousands of
workers to the unemployment line. We
need to fix the problems that led to
this disaster in the gulf without paralyzing America’s domestic energy industry in the process.
That is what my amendment does.
Instead of a blanket moratorium, my
amendment would allow drilling permits to be approved for those rigs that
meet the new tougher safety requirements issued by the Department of the
Interior in the wake of the explosion.
Those 31 stalled drilling rigs directly
employ some 1,400 workers. Hundreds
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of small businesses in Louisiana service those rigs or are, in some way, supported by the offshore oil and gas industry.
According to research by Dr. Joseph
Mason of Louisiana State University,
under the current 6-month moratorium, the gulf coast region will lose
more than 8,000 jobs, nearly $500 million in wages and over $2.1 billion in
economic activity, as well as nearly
$100 million in State and local tax revenue—and that’s only if the drilling
will start back immediately in 6
months.
You don’t need to be an economist to
see the impact of the moratorium on
south Louisiana. You just need to drive
through
coastal
parishes
like
Lafourche, Terrebonne, or Grand Isle,
Louisiana. Talk to people like Shelly
Landry, who owns and operates a family grocery store there on Grand Isle.
She told me, with tears in her eyes,
that the moratorium was shutting
down the coast and that it was hurting
her business more than the actual oil
spill. People like Ms. Landry are still
learning to cope with the impact of the
oil disaster, and now they feel they are
being dealt a second blow—this time by
their own government.
Louisiana has a working coast where
people make good paychecks producing
domestic energy that drives our Nation. They want to get back to work
doing the jobs they love, the jobs that
provide good lives for their families.
The Childers-Melancon amendment
will lift the moratorium in a responsible way and allow our workers to
continue producing energy. It will still
hold companies accountable for higher
safety standards so that we never again
experience a disaster such as that like
Deepwater.
On behalf of the workers of the gulf
coast, on behalf of the small businesses, and on behalf of all of the people of my State who thought they had
made it through the worst part of this
disaster, I urge my colleagues to vote
for this amendment to lift this administration’s offshore drilling moratorium to make life better and as normal
as possible for an area that has been
devastated several times over the last
several years.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I rise to claim time in opposition.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE).
Mr. SCALISE. I appreciate the gentleman from Washington for yielding
time.
Mr. Chairman, I share in many of the
comments that were expressed by my
colleague
from
Louisiana,
Mr.
MELANCON.
In fact, when you talk to people on
the ground in Louisiana, most will tell
you that this moratorium that was ar-
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bitrarily issued by the President has
actually got the potential to do more
long-term damage to our State than
the oil spill, itself. Unfortunately, we
are already seeing the consequences in
terms of lost jobs.
If you look at what would happen,
not if this would go 6 months—as Secretary Salazar wants to go—but if this
just goes another few weeks, we will
lose up to 40,000 high-paying jobs that
will go overseas. If anybody is wondering whether or not that is just talk,
you can look at what is already happening.
Just 2 days ago, Baker Hughes, a big
oilfield service company, sent 300 jobs
overseas. It laid off 300 Louisiana workers. These are jobs that have gone overseas because of this moratorium. It is
already having a devastating impact.
That is why it is so important that we
pass an amendment that actually ends
this current moratorium.
If you look at the language in the
amendment, there are a number of
components that I do agree with, and I
think the intent was there to actually
address those problems; but if you go
to page 2, there are a few sections that
got added in. In fact, I am a cosponsor
with my colleague from Louisiana on
an amendment that would actually end
the moratorium in its current form.
Unfortunately, there was some language added in that allows the Secretary to have statutory authority
that he does not have today that actually extends his ability to issue more
moratoriums even if this current one is
stopped.
So what the industry is dealing with
today is this kind of uncertainty. That
is why you are already seeing rigs
leave. In fact, three rigs have already
left. One is going to Egypt. These are
all going to foreign countries. So we
have got to get this right.
b 1610
In fact, later today we’re going to
have a motion to recommit that will
actually encompass those things that
are necessary to be done to end the
moratorium without the damaging language that’s in this bill that gives the
Secretary even more authority, in fact,
even if a company complies with all of
the safety requirements, as they
should, and they should comply with
all the safety recommendations. But
even if they do, under this language,
the Secretary is given power to decide
whether or not to issue that permit.
That shouldn’t be arbitrary once a
company meets all the safety recommendations. BP didn’t meet them
all. But if a company does, the Secretary can’t continue to keep this jobkilling moratorium going on. So we
have to fix that language. And, in fact,
our motion to recommit does that.
If you look, our Louisiana Oil and
Gas Association, which is not a representative of the Big Oil companies—
in fact, it’s a lot of the mom and pop of
the independent oil and gas companies
throughout Louisiana. They have
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strong concerns. In fact, they say, We
have concerns that this may codify—
they’re talking about this extra language and power that’s given to the
Secretary to deny permits—they say,
We have concerns that this may codify
the Secretary’s authority to suspend
offshore drilling permitting and drilling operations.
It is our position that the Secretary
does not have the right to do so; and, in
fact, a Federal judge has agreed with
that by trying to stop this moratorium. Unfortunately, the administration ignored that. And they further go
on to say, It is our position that applicants who apply for a permit and meet
the proper safety requirements should
be issued the permit. The Secretary
shouldn’t be able to decide arbitrarily
if he wants to continue to shut down
domestic oil production in this country, as we’re seeing today. And we’re
seeing the consequences of it.
As I said earlier this week, we already lost 300 jobs. And this wasn’t the
first time; and, unfortunately, it won’t
be the last. Many companies you talk
to are already having conversations
about moving jobs overseas, if they
haven’t already. And as I mentioned,
three of the rigs have already decided
they have got to leave the country because of this moratorium. That is why
it is so important that we get it right.
We can’t just pass something that
sounds good but ultimately ends up
giving the Secretary more authority to
keep the moratorium going and run
more jobs out of our country. So hopefully we will pass the motion to recommit later but not give the Secretary
more authority. This does.
Mr. MELANCON. I yield 30 seconds to
the gentleman from West Virginia,
Chairman RAHALL.
Mr. RAHALL. I appreciate the gentleman from Louisiana’s yielding, and I
commend him for his commonsense
amendment here.
This, of course, would end the moratorium on drilling in the gulf on rigs
that have met the safety requirements
prescribed in two notices to lessees
issued by the DOI as well as other safety standards described by enactment of
this legislation. This legislation is
about safety on these rigs, and we do
put in some new language that does
certify and verify that there is necessary safety in place. I urge support.
The CHAIR. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I am very, very pleased to
yield the balance of my time to the
gentleman
from
Louisiana
(Mr.
BOUSTANY).
Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chair, I appreciate the efforts on the part of my colleague from Louisiana (Mr. MELANCON).
But what we have seen is, we have a
current moratorium on deepwater
drilling and a de facto moratorium on
shallow water drilling. And I’m afraid
that this amendment doesn’t fully address the issue. It doesn’t address the
current moratorium, whereby we are
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hemorrhaging jobs. The 300 jobs my
colleague over here, Mr. SCALISE, just
referenced were from Baker Hughes in
my district, and those don’t count the
shallow water jobs that we are losing
daily from companies I have been hearing about each day.
So the problem we have is with the
section on page 2, which continues to
allow the Secretary this wide latitude
beyond the normal permitting process.
So we have a real problem with this.
We think our motion to recommit that
we are going to offer later will actually
give a clean break on getting rid of this
moratorium, which is killing American
energy production jobs, making us
more dependent on foreign oil. It’s not
the kind of policy that we need. I know
my colleague from Louisiana (Mr.
MELANCON) wants to solve this problem, but we have concerns about this
specific language.
Mr. CHILDERS. Mr. Chair, I rise today in
support of the amendment I introduced with
my friend and colleague from Louisiana, Mr.
MELANCON. The amendment would lift the
moratorium on deepwater drilling for the responsible actors who meet strict safety requirements for their drilling operations. The
Deepwater Horizon oil spill has been a tragedy for the Gulf Coast, one we can ill afford
as our nation works toward economic recovery. However, in the state of Mississippi, thousands of workers are employed by the deepwater drilling industry. Because of the moratorium these hard-working Americans will struggle to make ends meet in an already difficult
economic environment. The Gulf Coast, from
Florida to Texas, is suffering from this disaster
and in Mississippi we cannot afford to lose
even more jobs due to this tragedy. The path
to recovery from the Deepwater Horizon disaster will be long; we should not stand in the
way of safe and responsible employers and
the families they support.
I applaud the reorganization of the ethics
plagued Minerals Management Service by the
Department of the Interior in the underlying
bill. It is my hope that the new regulatory
structure will be an effective tool for ensuring
safe drilling practices so that lives are not lost
and moratoriums are not needed. Deepwater
drilling is not only a source of American jobs
but also an important source of domestic energy production in our fight for energy independence.
I ask my colleagues to join me today in supporting this amendment to save jobs and help
the entire Gulf Coast region to recover.
The CHAIR. All time has expired.
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. MELANCON. Parliamentary inquiry.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Louisiana is recognized for a parliamentary inquiry.
Mr. MELANCON. I would like to
thank my colleagues and ask for unanimous consent to consider a revised
amendment which addresses the issues
they are concerned about.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I object.
The CHAIR. Object is heard.
The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. MELANCON).
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The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Louisiana will be postponed.
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. MELANCON

The CHAIR. It is now in order to consider amendment No. 9 printed in part
B of House Report 111–582.
Mr. MELANCON. Mr. Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
At the end of title V, add the following new
section (and conform the table of contents
accordingly):
SEC. 504. GULF OF MEXICO RESTORATION ACCOUNT.
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF SPECIAL ACCOUNT.—

There is established in the Treasury of the
United States a separate account to be
known as the ‘‘Gulf of Mexico Restoration
Account’’.
(b) FUNDING.—The Gulf of Mexico Restoration Account shall consist of such amounts
as may be appropriated or credited to such
Account by section 311A of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act.
(c) EXPENDITURES.—Amounts in the Gulf of
Mexico Restoration Account shall be available, as provided in appropriations Acts, to
carry out projects, programs, and activities
as recommended by the Gulf of Mexico Restoration Task Force established in this title.
(d) AMENDMENT TO THE FEDERAL WATER
POLLUTION CONTROL ACT.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Title III of the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act is amended by
inserting after section 311 the following:
‘‘SEC. 311A. ADDITIONAL PENALTIES FOR LARGE
SPILLS IN THE GULF OF MEXICO.
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an off-

shore facility from which more than 1,000,000
barrels of oil or a hazardous substance is discharged into the Gulf of Mexico in violation
of section 311(b)(3), any person who is the
owner or operator of the facility shall be
subject to a civil penalty of $200,000,000 for
each 1,000,000 barrels discharged.
‘‘(b) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PENALTIES.—
The civil penalty under subsection (a) shall
be in addition to any other penalties to
which the owner or operator of the facility is
subject, including those under section 311.’’.
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by paragraph (1) takes effect on April
1, 2010.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574, the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. MELANCON) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Louisiana.
Mr. MELANCON. Mr. Chair, I urge
my colleagues to support the Gulf
Coast Restoration Amendment for one
simple reason: responsible oil-spill response legislation must include funding
to address the rapid deterioration of
our crumbling coast.
Coastal erosion has chipped away at
our barrier islands, beaches and
marshes for decades. Louisiana alone
loses a football field of coast every 38
minutes and is set to lose another 500
square miles by 2050. But the BP oil
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spill will accelerate land loss as our
marshes die from exposure to oil and
chemicals from the cleanup. This disaster has effectively hit the fast forward button on an already terrible
problem.
BP will foot the bill for the cleanup
effort. We will hold them to their responsibility and their word, but they
are not legally bound to address the accelerated land loss as a result of the
spill. My amendment will make certain
they don’t simply clean the water and
walk away from the long-term damage
to our coast and marshes.
My amendment would create a new
civil penalty on gulf coast spills of
more than 1 million barrels. The owner
or operator of the rig would be responsible for paying $200 million per 1 million barrels spilled to fund environmental restoration projects to save the
gulf coast. Restoration projects would
be spread across the Gulf Coast States
and would be overseen by the Gulf
Coast Coordination Council, a task
force of Federal, State and local stakeholders, created by this bill. My
amendment is deficit-neutral and
comes at no cost to taxpayers or to the
Federal Government.
Survival of the gulf coast’s fragile
ecosystem and the fishing and tourism
industries that rely on them hinges
upon successful restoration of our wetlands. Without them, many gulf communities will vanish, and the rest of
the country will lose access to the seafood and recreation they have enjoyed
for decades.
The gulf coast is America’s working
coast. We contribute $3 trillion annually to the economy. Seven of our
country’s top 10 ports are located in
the gulf, and 40 percent of our Nation’s
seafood is harvested from its waters.
President Obama has charged the oil
spill response team with finding longterm solutions for repairing our coast.
Our families back home are depending
on Congress to restore their livelihoods, and we have that opportunity
today.
Earlier this month, just after news
broke that BP had finally capped their
well, Bob Marshall of The Times-Picayune wrote a lengthy column about the
long road ahead for south Louisiana
and this cleanup. He wrote: ‘‘We need
to remember this is a temporary problem on top of a permanent disaster.
Long after BP’s oil is gone, we’ll still
be fighting for survival against a much
more serious enemy—our sinking,
crumbling delta. Our coast is like a
cancer patient who has come down
with pneumonia. That’s serious, but
curable. After the fever breaks, he’ll
still have cancer. Our officials’ focus
should remain on stopping the activities that continue to destroy our
marshes and getting national support
for projects that can protect what we
have left.’’ He’s right. And make no
mistake, this is that time.
Five years after Hurricanes Katrina
and Rita, our country is again focused
on a tragedy in south Louisiana. For
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the past 102 days, every time you
opened your paper or turned on the
evening news, you saw the well, our
oiled marshes and wildlife, and our
people, struggling to get through the
day and unable to imagine a better tomorrow.
We are staring at a cleanup that will
take a decade or more to complete. We
will only get there if we address our
disappearing coasts. Mr. Chair, I urge
my colleagues to support my Gulf
Coast Restoration Amendment. This is
that time, and we can’t wait another
day.
I reserve the balance of my time.
b 1620
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
claim the time in opposition, although
I don’t intend to oppose the amendment.
The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
There was no objection.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.
Mr. Chairman, this amendment
would establish a new fine on spills
larger than 1 million barrels, and has a
retroactive date of April 1, 2010. Now, I
won’t debate the fact that making this
fine retroactive means that it will likely face a constitutional challenge.
But I will debate the fact that once
fines are paid by violators to the Federal Government, that money becomes
taxpayer money. If we then spend that
money on gulf restoration to clean up
the mess caused by BP, we would be
spending taxpayer dollars to clean up
the BP spill.
Mr. Chairman, the taxpayers should
not be on the hook for the cleanup of
the BP disaster. If there are projects in
the gulf that demand restoration because of damage from the spill, then
BP must be held accountable. If the
gentleman has projects that demand
greater attention, then I offer to work
with him, just as I am working with
other members of our committee from
Louisiana, to ensure that the Federal
oversight gets the gulf cleaned up and
the gulf made whole. But I reject the
premise that we must use taxpayer dollars to clean up the mess made by BP.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. MELANCON. I yield 1 minute to
Mr. OBERSTAR.
Mr. OBERSTAR. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
I have worked with the gentleman
and our committee staff to craft this
language. It’s important to note that
these are not taxpayer dollars paying
for restoration, but rather proceeds
from a penalty provided in this provision that is very clearly spelled out,
and which revenue goes into the Gulf of
Mexico restoration account, and then
is further subject to appropriations. So
that keeps the Congress in control of
the outlay of funds. Rather than just
imposing a civil penalty and allowing
those funds to go into an agency, there
will be very clear control.
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So the proceeds are used from the
penalty for a legitimate public purpose
to pay for the projects, programs, and
activities out of the restoration fund to
clean up the destruction from oil
spilled.
To paraphrase previous speakers on the
other side of the aisle, the explosion and blowout of the BP drilling operation in the Gulf is
a ‘‘textbook case’’ on killing jobs and wildlife
and destruction of the marine environment;
putting 300,000 jobs at risk in travel, tourism,
fishing, commercial and recreational fishing,
catching, harvesting, processing fish and shellfish, jobs destroyed by the uncontrolled oil
spill.
The safety provisions of our bill will protect
those jobs in the future. The liability provisions
will assure that there will be compensation for
those who lose jobs and livelihood because of
an oil spill. The penalties imposed in this
Melancon amendment will assure that damage
to the natural resources of the Gulf will have
the money needed to restore more resources.
A penalty whose proceeds will be used for
a legitimate public purpose—to pay for
projects, programs, and activities out of the
GM Restoration Fund.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Could
I inquire how much time I have?
The CHAIR. The gentleman has 4
minutes remaining.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE).
Mr. SCALISE. I thank the gentleman
from Washington for yielding.
I rise in support of this amendment
by my colleague from Louisiana (Mr.
MELANCON). As we all know, this is an
unprecedented disaster. It’s already extracted a human toll, it’s extracting an
environmental toll, and of course now
with the moratorium it’s extracting an
economic toll.
So when you look at what this
amendment does, it says if somebody
breaks the law, if they actually have a
spill that’s at this level, a million barrels or more, then they actually get hit
with heavier penalties. And those penalties would be dedicated to restoring
our coast. Because as we can all see,
people all across the country who have
expressed so much appreciation and
support for what we’re doing to try to
battle this disaster, they also understand just how fragile this ecosystem
is. And they’ve seen the destruction to
our ecosystem.
And of course it hasn’t just started.
Our coast has been eroding for years.
In fact, we lose a football field of land
along the gulf coast of Louisiana every
37 minutes. So just in the time we have
been debating this legislation, the Gulf
Coast of Louisiana has lost a football
field of land. And this goes on every
single day.
So by dedicating these funds that are
only generated if somebody spills a
million barrels or more into our gulf to
this fund to restore our coast, I think
it’s the right thing to do. It helps us
battle this environmental disaster, and
then hopefully we can continue to
move forward so that we can stop the
economic disaster that’s also occurring. I appreciate the gentleman from
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Louisiana for bringing this amendment.
Mr. MELANCON. I yield 30 seconds to
the chairman.
Mr. RAHALL. Just to clarify for my
colleague from Washington, my ranking member, if his concern was about
the taxpayer ending up paying for
something that BP should be liable for
under the gentleman from Louisiana’s
amendment, we do have a catch-all
provision in the legislation that applies
to not only the entire legislation, but
would apply to the gentleman from
Louisiana’s amendment as well that
says none of the funds that are authorized or made available by this act may
be used to carry out any activity or
pay any cost for removal or damages
for which a responsible party, BP, is
liable under the OPA.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself the balance of my time.
I simply make the point that, yes, I
understand these dollars come from the
affected party. But if it gets into the
Federal Government Treasury, then
the Federal Government is the government of the people, it becomes taxpayer dollars. That’s the only point I
am making.
I support the amendment. I think it
makes perfectly good sense. It has
broad support of those Members that
are affected by this spill. But I just
wanted to simply make that point,
probably more to emphasize than anything else that BP is truly responsible
for this, and we all recognize that.
I urge support of the amendment, and
I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. MELANCON).
The amendment was agreed to.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.
The motion was agreed to.
Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
OBEY) having assumed the chair, Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois, 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. 3534) to provide greater
efficiencies, transparency, returns, and
accountability in the administration of
Federal mineral and energy resources
by consolidating administration of various Federal energy minerals management and leasing programs into one entity to be known as the Office of Federal Energy and Minerals Leasing of
the Department of the Interior, and for
other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon.
f

APPOINTMENT
AS
INSPECTOR
GENERAL FOR THE U.S. HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to section 2(b) of rule VI, and the
order of the House of January 6, 2009,
the Chair announces that the Speaker,
majority leader and minority leader
jointly appoint Ms. Theresa M.
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Grafenstine, Manassas, Virginia, to the
position of Inspector General for the
U.S. House of Representatives effective
July 30, 2010.
f

OFFSHORE OIL AND GAS WORKER
WHISTLEBLOWER
PROTECTION
ACT OF 2010
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, proceedings will resume on the bill (H.R.
5851) to provide whistleblower protections to certain workers in the offshore
oil and gas industry.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. I am, in its
current form.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recommit.
The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. Kline of Minnesota moves to recommit
the bill, H.R. 5851, to the Committee on Education and Labor with instructions to report
the same back to the House forthwith with
the following amendment:
Strike all after the enacting clause and insert the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Whistleblower Parity Act’’.
SEC. 2. WHISTLEBLOWER PROTECTION FOR CERTAIN OFFSHORE WORKERS.
(a) PROHIBITION ON RETALIATION.—No per-

son shall discharge or in any manner discriminate against any covered employee because such covered employee has filed any
complaint or instituted or caused to be instituted any proceeding related to any workplace safety and health regulation issued
pursuant to section 21 of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1347) or has
testified or is about to testify in any such
proceeding or because of the exercise by such
covered employee on behalf of himself or
herself or others of any right afforded by
such Act.
(b) COMPLAINT PROCEDURE.—Any covered
employee who believes that he or she has
been discharged or otherwise discriminated
against by any person in violation of this
section may, within 30 days after such violation occurs, file a complaint with the Secretary alleging such discrimination. Upon receipt of such complaint, the Secretary shall
cause such investigation to be made as the
Secretary determines appropriate. If upon
such investigation, the Secretary determines
that the provisions of this section have been
violated, the Secretary shall bring an action
in any appropriate United States district
court against such person. In any such action the United States district courts shall
have jurisdiction, for cause shown to restrain violations of subsection (a) of this
subsection and order all appropriate relief
including rehiring or reinstatement of the
employee to his or her former position with
back pay.
(c) NOTIFICATION.—Within 90 days of the receipt of a complaint filed under this section
the Secretary shall notify the complainant
of the Secretary’s determination under subsection (b) of this section.
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

As used in this Act—
(1) the term ‘‘covered employee’’ means an
individual engaged in activities on or in wa-

PO 00000

Frm 00092

Fmt 4634

Sfmt 0634

ters above the Outer Continental Shelf related to supporting or carrying out exploration, development, production, processing,
or transportation of oil on behalf of an employer;
(2) the term ‘‘employer’’ has the meaning
given such term in section 3 of the Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29
U.S.C. 652);
(3) the term ‘‘Outer Continental Shelf’’ has
the meaning that the term ‘‘outer Continental Shelf’’ has in section 2 of the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331);
and
(4) the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary of Labor.
SEC. 4. CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to
affect any rights, protections, or remedies
available to covered employees under section
2114 of title 46, United States Code.

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota (during the
reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the motion to recommit
be considered as read.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Minnesota?
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, like every Member of Congress, I
am deeply concerned for the safety of
offshore oil rig workers. No worker
who sees a hazard to health and safety
in violation of the law should fear reporting the violation to the proper authorities. Effective workplace safety
starts with compliance, and is enhanced by alert workers who help ensure appropriate safety rules are being
followed. That is why I am asking all
my colleagues to support this motion
to recommit.
This proposal extends the whistleblower protections in the Occupational
Safety and Health Act to workers on
offshore oil rigs. As I noted earlier,
there are a number of concerns with
the Democrats’ proposal. It creates an
entirely new whistleblower protection
framework for workers directly or indirectly involved with offshore oil drilling, departing from the long-standing
protections in existing health and safety laws.
The majority also fails to focus on oil
rig workers, extending their untested
form of whistleblower protections to
various workers on land who are already protected by existing, and possibly conflicting, statutes.
b 1630
Legal confusion and uncertainty are
never good when it comes to workplace
safety. Last month, the Education and
Labor Committee heard from Federal
officials who could not answer whether
offshore oil rig workers have access to
basic whistleblower protections. To
date, the committee has not received a
response to a request for clarification.
Virtually every American worker enjoys these important protections, yet
Federal officials did not know whether
maritime law, Federal safety and
health law, or some other law was fully
protecting oil rig workers.
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Despite this confusion, not a single
followup hearing was heard in the Education and Labor Committee. Certainly
there was no committee vote on this
legislation. Just last night, the House
Rules Committee held the first and
only hearing this legislation has ever
received. In fact, Members of Congress
and the public have had less than a
week to examine the bill and determine what effect it may have on the
safety of oil rig workers or to what extent it may even be necessary.
If the majority is determined to rush
this bill through Congress without examining the full consequences and context of the issue, I would, instead, suggest a straightforward approach that
more fully relies on current law.
We believe offshore oil rig workers
deserve whistleblower protections and
the OSH Act offers us an opportunity
to extend those protections immediately. The OSH Act has been the law
of the land since 1978, more than 30
years. It has improved over time
through congressional and administrative action. And by incorporating oil
rig workers into existing protections,
they will automatically be included
into any future changes of the law.
In short, the Republican motion to
recommit provides parity in whistleblower protections. The Democrats’
bill creates confusion. Our approach
gives certainty. The Democrats’ bill
creates legal conflict. Our approach has
established case law. The Democrats’
bill will take time to implement and
understand. Our approach will provide
immediate protections in a manner
Federal authorities and workers already know and understand.
I strongly urge my colleagues to support this motion.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I rise in opposition to the motion.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, Members of the House, I
would strongly urge you to reject the
Republican motion to recommit. What
we have before us today in the legislation that I am offering along with Mr.
MARKEY, is an effort to provide the
level of protection that these offshore
oil workers on the rigs on the Outer
Continental Shelf of the United States
of America are entitled to. What the
Republicans are suggesting is that a
law that was written in 1970 is good
enough for these workers.
Let’s understand the environment in
which these workers are working.
They’re working on the most expensive
oil rigs in the history of the world.
They’re making the most complex
drills in the history of the world.
They’re using the most complex technology in the history of the world, and
they’re doing it in constant motion on
top of the seas as they drill for these
resources.
Now, why shouldn’t they have the
same protection that railroad workers
have? that transport workers have?
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that nuclear workers have? that pipeline workers have? Because they all
have a modern whistleblower statute.
But those men and women who go out
on those rigs today do not have any
protection, much less a modern protection, but the Republicans are telling
you they should take second-class protection.
Now, as we saw the case of a whistleblower, Mr. Abbott, who called BP, an
engineer, and said the designs are
wrong, the drawings are flawed, he
would not be covered under this statute. The court found his claim to be
valid that he passed on serious information to BP that they rejected. Now,
let’s understand this is about one
worker with knowledge and understanding of the drilling processes and
procedures making a decision that
something’s about to go very wrong. So
that worker has the courage to say, ‘‘I
think we better stop and check it out’’
in a very complex process, in this case,
of withdrawing from the well and capping that well.
They’re telling that worker, ‘‘This
rig is a half a million dollars a day.
We’re going to get it off our books.
We’re going to get it out of here. Just
keep going,’’ and then the tragedy happens.
Let’s talk about who that worker’s
talking to. They’re talking to a company that’s drilling on the Outer Continental Shelf, British Petroleum, on
American soil, under American laws,
who violates willfully and egregiously
those laws 807 times; who, in 2005, violated those laws hundreds of times and
blew up a refinery in Texas, killed 15
workers and injured another 180; promised to fix those violations, and 4 years
later, they hadn’t fixed 700 of those violations and were fined $87 million. Apparently, they think it’s cheaper to
pay fines than it is to protect the
workers of this country.
I don’t know if you’ve been around
oil rigs. I don’t know if you’ve watched
people in this business, but this is a
choreography that takes place among
those workers on those rigs that is unbelievable, and it can be lethal. I’ve
seen it because I know what you have
to do on those rigs. This is how workers put themselves in jeopardy every
day. It’s whether a pipe falls on you,
whether a chain snaps, whether a pipe
breaks, whether the fluids blow out,
whether you get hit from the overhead.
This is a very dangerous profession.
Companies work hard, some companies, but are we going to really tell a
worker that they’re going to go up
against BP when BP is so fully prepared to violate the laws, the health
and safety laws of this Nation?
I think we ought to understand we
owe American workers a much better
deal on the American Outer Continental Shelf, and that’s why this motion to recommit should be rejected. It
should be rejected because that’s our
obligation. They’re entitled to a modern whistleblower law just like the
other workers that I named to you.
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We can do no less for these workers.
We can do no less for those workers
who tried to come forward and stop the
dangers on this rig and lost their lives
because they weren’t listened to. The
workers who told their wives, ‘‘Get my
papers and my wills and my business in
order.’’ Imagine a worker going to
work and saying, ‘‘Get my affairs in
order. Let’s check my will.’’ That’s
what people do when they go to war.
They shouldn’t have to do it when they
go to work on an American rig in the
American Outer Continental Shelf.
Give these workers what they’re entitled to. Give them a decent, honest,
modern whistleblower law with real
protections.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is ordered 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 ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of passage.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 171, nays
234, not voting 27, as follows:
[Roll No. 505]
YEAS—171
Aderholt
Alexander
Austria
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Childers
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.
Djou
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
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Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Minnick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nye
Olson
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Posey
Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher

H6554
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stearns
Sullivan
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (PA)

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

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano

Thornberry
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Young (AK)
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NAYS—234
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—27
Akin
Bachmann
Baird
Berry
Brown (SC)
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Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sestak

Buyer
Carney
Delahunt
Foxx
Griffith
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Himes
Hoekstra
Johnson (GA)
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
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McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Nunes
Radanovich

Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Slaughter
Tiahrt

Wamp
Watson
Wu
Young (FL)

b 1704
Messrs. BRADY of Pennsylvania,
CLYBURN, CARNAHAN, CARDOZA,
CUELLAR,
Ms.
WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ and Mr. CLEAVER changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’
Mr. SULLIVAN changed his vote
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’
So the motion to recommit was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
Stated against:
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, on rollcall
No. 505, had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘no.’’
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.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This
will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 315, nays 93,
not voting 25, as follows:
[Roll No. 506]
YEAS—315
Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Austria
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boccieri
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Butterfield
Camp
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Childers
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Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
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Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Garamendi
Gerlach
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
King (NY)
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)

Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
LaTourette
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Nadler (NY)

Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Platts
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)

Aderholt
Alexander
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bishop (UT)
Boehner
Bonner
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Campbell
Cantor
Carter
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Culberson
Duncan
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert

Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hunter
Inglis
Jenkins
Johnson, Sam
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
Kingston
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Latham
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Lucas
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKeon

Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

NAYS—93
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Myrick
Neugebauer
Olson
Paul
Pence
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Price (GA)
Rehberg
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Schmidt
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shuster
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Sullivan
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Westmoreland
Wilson (SC)
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—25
Akin
Bachmann
Berry
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Carney
Davis (KY)

Delahunt
Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
Marchant
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McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Nunes
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)

July 30, 2010
Shadegg
Tiahrt

Watt
Young (FL)

b 1712
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

CONSOLIDATED
LAND,
ENERGY,
AND AQUATIC RESOURCES ACT
OF 2010
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to House Resolution 1574 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. 3534.
b 1712
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.
3534) to provide greater efficiencies,
transparency, returns, and accountability in the administration of Federal mineral and energy resources by
consolidating administration of various Federal energy minerals management and leasing programs into one entity to be known as the Office of Federal Energy and Minerals Leasing of
the Department of the Interior, and for
other purposes, with Mr. JACKSON of Illinois in the chair.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIR. When the Committee of
the Whole rose earlier today, amendment No. 9 printed in part B of House
Report 111–578 offered by the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. MELANCON)
had been disposed of.
Pursuant to clause 6 of rule XVIII,
proceedings will now resume on those
amendments printed in House Report
111–578 on which further proceedings
were postponed, in the following order:
Amendment No. 1 printed in part B
by Mr. RAHALL of West Virginia.
Amendment No. 3 printed in part B
by Mr. KIND of Wisconsin.
Amendment No. 5 printed in part B
by Mr. TEAGUE of New Mexico.
Amendment No. 6 printed in part B
by Mr. OBERSTAR of Minnesota.
Amendment No. 8 printed in part B
by Mr. MELANCON of Louisiana.
The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. RAHALL

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amendment.

A recorded vote was ordered.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 250, noes 161,
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 26, as
follows:
[Roll No. 507]
AYES—250
Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Bordallo
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castle
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)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Gerlach
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene

Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hirono
Hodes
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Norton
Oberstar

Aderholt
Alexander

Austria
Bachus

RECORDED VOTE
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Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perriello
Peters
Petri
Pierluisi
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ros-Lehtinen
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)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Yarmuth
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Barrett (SC)
Bartlett

Sfmt 0634

Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chaffetz
Childers
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Crenshaw
Critz
Culberson
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (TX)
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen

Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hinojosa
Holden
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Matheson
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)

Miller (MI)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nye
Olson
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Peterson
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Posey
Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Roskam
Ross
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Skelton
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stearns
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Wu
Young (AK)

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1
Miller, Gary

NOT VOTING—26
Akin
Bachmann
Berry
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Carney
Christensen
Davis (KY)
Delahunt

Faleomavaega
Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Nunes

Perlmutter
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

The CHAIR (during the vote). There
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
b 1729
Messrs. CHILDERS, ROHRABACHER
and POSEY changed their vote from
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. KIND

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND) on
which further proceedings were postponed and on which the ayes prevailed
by voice vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amendment.
RECORDED VOTE

NOES—161

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.
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Wamp
Watson

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.
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A recorded vote was ordered.
The CHAIR. This will be a 2-minute
vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 404, noes 1,
not voting 33, as follows:
[Roll No. 508]
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AYES—404
Ackerman
Aderholt
Adler (NJ)
Alexander
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Austria
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baldwin
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boccieri
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Bordallo
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
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Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
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
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
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Hunter
Inglis
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
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)
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
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Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Norton
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pierluisi
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel

Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sablan
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)

Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)

NOES—1
Lummis

NOT VOTING—33
Akin
Bachmann
Berry
Boehner
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Campbell
Carney
Christensen
Davis (KY)
Delahunt

Faleomavaega
Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra
Issa
Kilpatrick (MI)
Latham
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Nunes

Perlmutter
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
Shadegg
Sutton
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

b 1733
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. TEAGUE

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. TEAGUE)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes prevailed by voice vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amendment.
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 device, and there were—ayes 399, noes 8,
not voting 31, as follows:
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[Roll No. 509]
AYES—399
Ackerman
Aderholt
Adler (NJ)
Alexander
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Austria
Baca
Bachus
Baird
Baldwin
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boccieri
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Bordallo
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro

Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
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)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
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
Kilroy
Kind
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King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
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
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Norton
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen

July 30, 2010
Payne
Pence
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pierluisi
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)

Sablan
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan

NOES—8
Castor (FL)
Franks (AZ)
Garamendi

Hall (TX)
Johnson, Sam
Nye

Ryan (WI)
Sensenbrenner

NOT VOTING—31
Akin
Bachmann
Berry
Boehner
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Campbell
Cardoza
Carney
Christensen
Davis (KY)

Delahunt
Faleomavaega
Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick (MI)
Lamborn
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Nunes

Perlmutter
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)
Sessions
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

b 1737
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. OBERSTAR

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes prevailed by voice vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amendment.
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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 device, and there were—ayes 258, noes 149,
not voting 31, as follows:
[Roll No. 510]
AYES—258
Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
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Baca
Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
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Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)

Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)

Jkt 089060

Blumenauer
Boccieri
Bordallo
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Cao
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fortenberry
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Gerlach
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Heinrich

Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Norton
Oberstar
Obey
Olver

Aderholt
Alexander
Austria
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner

Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Capito

Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pierluisi
Pingree (ME)
Platts
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
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
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Yarmuth

NOES—149
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Carter
Cassidy
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Crenshaw
Culberson
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dreier
Duncan
Emerson

Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance

Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Matheson
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nye
Olson
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Stearns
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Turner
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—31
Akin
Bachmann
Berry
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Campbell
Carney
Christensen
Davis (KY)
Delahunt
Faleomavaega

Griffith
Hastings (FL)
Himes
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Nunes
Perlmutter
Radanovich

Rogers (MI)
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Wu
Young (FL)

b 1740
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. MELANCON

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. MELANCON)
on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes prevailed by voice vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amendment.
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 device, and there were—ayes 216, noes 195,
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 27, as
follows:
[Roll No. 511]
AYES—216
Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Baldwin
Barrow
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)

Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Bordallo
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Brown, Corrine
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Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Chandler
Childers
Clarke
Cleaver
Clyburn
Connolly (VA)

H6558
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Kosmas
Kratovil
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Neal (MA)
Norton
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perriello

Aderholt
Alexander
Austria
Bachus
Baird
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bean
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)

Chaffetz
Chu
Clay
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Djou
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)

Peters
Peterson
Pierluisi
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Putnam
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sablan
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Visclosky
Walz
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
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Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Holden
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

Grayson
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hodes
Holt
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
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Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Manzullo
Marchant
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Meek (FL)
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Minnick
Moore (WI)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Napolitano
Neugebauer
Olson
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)

Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Posey
Price (GA)
Quigley
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schmidt
Schock
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Sessions

Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Speier
Stearns
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Velázquez
Walden
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Young (AK)

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1

Delahunt
Faleomavaega
Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)

Nunes
Perlmutter
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

b 1745
Ms. WATERS, Messrs. DEUTCH and
PASTOR of Arizona, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, Messrs. HALL of New York
and KUCINICH changed their vote from
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’
Messrs. JACKSON of Illinois and
MILLER of North Carolina changed
their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment in the nature of a substitute, as amended.
The amendment was agreed to.
The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Committee rises.
Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
SERRANO) having assumed the chair,
Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, 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. 3534) to provide
greater efficiencies, transparency, returns, and accountability in the administration of Federal mineral and energy
resources by consolidating administration of various Federal energy minerals
management and leasing programs into
one entity to be known as the Office of
Federal Energy and Minerals Leasing
of the Department of the Interior, and
for other purposes, and, pursuant to
House Resolution H. Res. 1574, reported
the bill back to the House with an
amendment adopted in the Committee
of the Whole.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is ordered.
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MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
motion to recommit.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?
Mr. CASSIDY. I am, in its current
form.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recommit.
The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. CASSIDY moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 3534 to the Committee on Natural Resources with instructions to report the same
back to the House forthwith with the following amendment:
Strike section 231 and insert the following:
SEC.

Miller, Gary

NOT VOTING—27
Akin
Bachmann
Berry
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Campbell
Carney
Christensen
Davis (KY)

The question is on the amendment in
the nature of a substitute, as amended.
The amendment was agreed to.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

231.—TERMINATION OF MORATORIA
OFFSHORE DRILLING.

ON

Notwithstanding, any other provision of
this Act, the mortorium set forth in the Minerals Managment Service Notice to Lessees
No. 2010–N04, dated May 30, 2010, the decision
memorandum from the Secretary of the Interior to the Director of the Bureau of Ocean
Energy Management, Regulation, and Enforcement regarding the suspension of certain offshore permitting and drilling activities on the Outer Continental Shelf, dated
July 12, 2010, and any suspension of operations issued in connection with the moratorium or the decision memorandum, shall
have no force or effect.

Mr. RAHALL (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
the reading of the motion be dispensed
with.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from West Virginia?
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana is recognized
for 5 minutes in support of his motion.
Mr. CASSIDY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY).
Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
with millions of American families out
of work, Republicans will fight for
American energy workers and their
jobs. The question is will Democrats
fight alongside us?
The drilling moratorium is killing
American energy jobs now. It needs to
end now. The rigs are already leaving
overseas. So are the jobs, equipment,
and the capital. Workers are being laid
off, small businesses are struggling to
survive, and they won’t. The Melancon
amendment doesn’t save these jobs,
these families, these small businesses
whose livelihoods are at risk. It does
not end the current moratorium that’s
devastating us now. The Republican
motion to recommit will.
It is the only vote on this floor where
each lawmaker can stand up and fight
for these American energy workers
right now.
Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, the gulf
oil spill has been terrible for the gulf
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coast. But as bad as it has been, the
Federal Government’s moratorium on
deepwater drilling can be worse. And
the tragedy of it is that it actually is
not going to measurably improve safety.
Now, it’s not me saying that, it’s the
entity, the National Academy of Engineering, eight of them, the President
appointed them and asked them to approve and to look at his plan. They
issued a statement after the blanket
moratorium. These are the petroleum
engineers. ‘‘A blanket moratorium is
not the answer. It will not measurably
reduce risk. The tragedy has very specific causes. The blanket moratorium
will have the indirect effect of harming
thousands of workers and further impact State and local economies. We
would in effect be punishing a large
swath of people who were and are acting responsibly in providing a product
the Nation needs. Overcome emotion
with fact.’’
b 1750
What does that mean? Overcome
emotion with fact. We’re all angry. Everybody in here is angry at BP. Everybody in here in some way wants to punish those responsible.
On the other hand, it’s not Big Oil
being punished. It’s not BP. It is the
workers. It is the blue collar welders,
roustabouts. It is the service industry.
It is the caterers. They are the ones
who are going to be punished.
And, by the way, the BP fund to recompense them is only $100 million. Estimated wages lost are $700 million. It
is not going to come close to covering
it. These people don’t want an unemployment check. They want a paycheck.
In case you think I overestimate,
these are the most conservative estimates of the economic impact. Over
8,000 jobs lost in the gulf coast, 12,000
nationwide, $700 million in lost wages,
$2.1 billion in lost economic activity in
the gulf coast, and nearly $2.7 billion
lost nationwide.
Now, it’s not just the President’s engineers; it’s also the President’s cochairs of his Presidential commission.
Bob Graham said—former Senator from
Florida—There is a disconnect between
Washington and the gulf coast in the
sense of urgency needed in winding
down the moratorium.
Bill Reilly said, Questions were
raised by witnesses. Unanimously, they
opposed the moratorium, even among
the fishermen.
Now, the other Reilly quote was, It is
not clear to me why it should take so
long to reassure oneself about safety
considerations in those rigs.
So we have the engineers. We have
the cochairmen of the Presidential
commission. We also have a Federal
judge. When the Federal judge threw
out the first moratorium, he said, The
administration simply cannot justify
the immeasurable effect on the plaintiffs, the local economy, the gulf region.
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So we’ve heard from engineers. We’ve
heard from the cochair. We’ve heard
from a Federal judge. Most importantly, let’s hear from the families.
CHARLIE MELANCON earlier spoke
movingly of families in his district who
fear they will lose it all because of this
moratorium. There are people who
have walked up to me and said, Hey, I
would be with you but my concern is
my district won’t understand. These
people don’t fear a district. They fear
dissolution of their financial health.
Think about it. These are blue-collar
people who made decisions about buying a house, about buying a car.
They’re going to have a 6-month interruption in income. Can any one of
those families tolerate 6 months of lost
wages?
I ask you to overcome emotion with
fact. Agree with the engineers, agree
with the cochair, agree with the Federal judge, but, most importantly,
agree with the families. End this moratorium now.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the motion to recommit.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Virginia is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. RAHALL. As the gentleman from
Louisiana knows from our debate and
work in committee on this, this gentleman from West Virginia is not
against lifting moratoria when it
comes to the production of domestic
energy resources. What I care about is
safety; the safety of our most valuable
resource, which is the worker him- or
herself. That’s what I care about,
whether it’s oil and gas or whether it’s
coal mining.
Mr. CASSIDY. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. RAHALL. I will yield to the gentleman from Louisiana whose amendment just passed that does lift the
moratorium when it comes to the protection and safety of our workers. His
amendment passed with votes from
votes from your side of the aisle. Mr.
MELANCON cares about the fishermen,
the jobs of everyone along his coast,
and I yield to him at this point.
Mr. MELANCON. Thank you, Mr. RAHALL.
I thank the 216 people that stood by
me to try and protect what is best and
loved by the people of south Louisiana
and the entire State. Yes, 80 percent of
the people in Louisiana believe that
they are directly or indirectly affected
by this moratorium, directly and indirectly affected by the spill. So what do
we do?
If we have it the way of the other
side, we will send rigs back out, not inspect them, the hell with it. Next thing
we know, we’re back where we started.
My amendment provides for safety
inspection in accordance with a rolling
stock, to get people back to work, to
make sure that America has energy, to
make sure the people of my district
and the State of Louisiana have jobs,
good jobs, and we can continue the
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prosperity that we have had in the
past.
Mr. RAHALL. I yield to the chairman of the Education and Labor Committee, Mr. MILLER of California.
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, Members of the House, if
we accept this moratorium, it’s to suggest that we as a Congress of the
United States of America have learned
nothing since the Deepwater Horizon
blew up in a tragic accident. We have
learned nothing in the last hundred
days to simply say we’re going to go
back to business as usual. Mr.
MELANCON has given us a way to lift
the moratorium, but to do it because
the things that we have learned in our
congressional investigations, that the
Coast Guard has learned and others.
This is to suggest that we would not
redesign the levees around Louisiana;
we would just give them the money.
Because we did that for 30 years, we
have to take lessons learned. In every
tragedy, the lessons are learned. And
you have businesspeople all along the
gulf who are losing millions of dollars
in business. You have fishers who are
losing their livelihood, and the question is will they ever get to come back.
And if we do it right in lifting the moratorium, yes, they will get to come
back. We will have energy development, and we will have a cleaner gulf
than we have today because we learned
something.
You take this vote home to your constituents and you’re telling them you
have learned nothing in the last hundred days about the operation.
We’re talking about an oil company
that blew up a rig that killed 15 people
in Texas City, refused to fix it afterwards, and paid $87 million in fines.
We’re talking about a company that
disregarded their workers. We have got
to change those laws so this doesn’t
happen again. And we’re on our way,
thanks to Mr. MELANCON and others.
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, what we
have seen in the gulf is just plain
wrong. We don’t know what was the
final cause of this explosion and this
tragedy, but we know that something
went wrong and we know that there are
other scenarios that exist today where
something may yet go wrong again. We
hope not. We pray to God it does not.
But the fact is we need new safety requirements, and we cannot lift any
moratoria in any domestic production
of energy without ensuring that the
new safety requirements are met. In
this pending legislation, we do that. We
don’t just trust what the industry gives
the oil rig safety inspectors. We say
you have to verify. The safety inspectors have to verify what previously had
just been given to them by the industry to submit as a final safety report.
So what we’re doing in this legislation is not only providing ethics requirements for safety inspectors, proper training for safety inspectors, but
we’re also saying let’s do a better job
than we have in the past. And that’s
what this whole effort is about in the
CLEAR Act.
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I would urge my colleagues to reject
this moratoria MTR because of what
we have already adopted again in a bipartisan fashion. We’ve adopted the
gentleman from Louisiana’s amendment to lift the moratorium as long as
safety requirements are met.
So if you support lifting the moratoria to protect oil workers’ jobs,
which everybody says they do, I hope
that we’ll do it and ensure that jobs
are safe, and we do that by rejecting
this MTR and passing this bill.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is ordered 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. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, I demand
a recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on the motion to
recommit will be followed by 5-minute
votes on passage of H.R. 3534, if ordered, and the motion to suspend the
rules and pass H.R. 5892.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 166, noes 239,
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 26, as
follows:
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[Roll No. 512]
AYES—166
Aderholt
Alexander
Austria
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boucher
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Costa
Cuellar
Culberson
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (TX)
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Ehlers
Ellsworth
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo

Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mitchell
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Olson
Ortiz
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Rehberg
Reichert
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Roskam
Ross
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Salazar

Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)

Smith (TX)
Space
Stearns
Sullivan
Teague
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Turner

Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Boswell
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Brown, Corrine
Buchanan
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Djou
Doggett
Doyle
Driehaus
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Grijalva

Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick

Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—26
Akin
Bachmann
Berry
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Campbell
Carney
Davis (KY)
Delahunt

Foster
Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
Moran (KS)
Nunes

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

NOES—239
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Ros-Lehtinen
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
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining
on this vote.
b 1816
Messrs. PASTOR, BILIRAKIS and
ALTMIRE changed their vote from
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’
Mr. SALAZAR changed his vote from
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’
So the motion to recommit was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
Stated against:
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall
vote No. 512 on H.R. 3534 (motion to recommit), I was unavoidably detained. Had I been
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’
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.
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This
will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 209, nays
193, answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting
30, as follows:
[Roll No. 513]
YEAS—209
Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Costello
Courtney
Critz

Crowley
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Ehlers
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Hill

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1
Edwards (MD)
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Perlmutter
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)
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Hinchey
Hirono
Hodes
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)

July 30, 2010
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne

Pelosi
Peters
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Richardson
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
Shuler
Sires

Aderholt
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Boccieri
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boucher
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Childers
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cooper
Costa
Crenshaw
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (AL)
Davis (TN)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Djou
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (TX)
Ellsworth
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)

Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Hinojosa
Holden
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marshall
Matheson
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Mitchell
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Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nye
Olson
Ortiz
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Perriello
Peterson
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Reichert
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Skelton
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Space
Stearns
Sullivan
Tanner
Teague
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Titus
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Young (AK)
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ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1
Miller, Gary

NOT VOTING—30
Akin
Barrett (SC)
Berry
Blunt
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Campbell
Carney
Davis (KY)
Delahunt

Griffith
Himes
Hoekstra
Johnson, Sam
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
McCarthy (CA)
McKeon
Moran (KS)
Nunes

Obey
Perlmutter
Radanovich
Reyes
Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

b 1823
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

SMALL BUSINESS TAX RELIEF
ACT OF 2010
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5982) to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the expansion of certain information reporting requirements to corporations and
to payments for property, to eliminate
loopholes which encourage companies
to move operations offshore, and for
other purposes, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.
This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 241, nays
154, not voting 37, as follows:
[Roll No. 514]
YEAS—241
Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca
Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Cao
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
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Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
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Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
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
Kilroy
Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)

Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
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
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
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)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz

Aderholt
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Djou
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen

Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Minnick

Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

NAYS—154
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Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Olson
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Posey
Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stearns
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Young (AK)

H6562
NOT VOTING—37
Akin
Barrett (SC)
Berry
Blunt
Brown (SC)
Buyer
Campbell
Carney
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Davis (KY)
Delahunt

Farr
Griffith
Harman
Himes
Hoekstra
Johnson, Sam
Kilpatrick (MI)
Linder
Luetkemeyer
McCarthy (CA)
McKeon
Moran (KS)
Nunes

Obey
Perlmutter
Radanovich
Rogers (MI)
Shadegg
Spratt
Tanner
Tiahrt
Wamp
Watson
Young (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining
in this vote.
b 1830
So (two-thirds not being in the affirmative) the motion was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. Mr. Speaker,
I was unable to attend several votes today,
July 30, 2010. Had I been present, I would
have voted ‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 1574; ‘‘aye’’ on
H. Res. 1558; ‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 5901; ‘‘aye’’ on
H. Res. 1566; ‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 5414; ‘‘nay’’ on
H.R. 5851, the motion to recommit; ‘‘aye’’ on
final passage of H.R. 5851; on the Rahall
Manager’s Amendment; ‘‘aye’’ on the Kind
Amendment; ‘‘aye’’ on the Teague Amendment; ‘‘aye’’ on the Oberstar Amendment;
‘‘aye’’ on the Melancon Amendment; ‘‘nay’’ on
the motion to recommit H.R. 3534; ‘‘aye’’ on
final passage of H.R. 3534; and ‘‘aye’’ on final
passage of H.R. 5982.
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f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, the tragic death of
two brave firemen from Bridgeport, CT, did not
permit me to vote today on the House floor,
but I wish to share my position on the votes
taken Friday, July 30, 2010.
On H. Res. 1574, the rule providing for consideration of H.R. 3534, Consolidated Land,
Energy and Aquatic Resources Act and H.R.
5851, Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower Protection Act, I would have voted
‘‘yes.’’
On H. Res. 1558, the resolution expressing
the sense of the House of Representatives
that fruit and vegetable and commodity producers are encouraged to display the American flag on labels of products grown in the
United States, reminding us all to take pride in
the healthy bounty produced by American
farmers and workers, I would have voted
‘‘yes.’’
On H.R. 5901, the Real Estate Jobs and Investment Act, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
On H. Res. 1566, the resolution recognizing
the commemorating The Fiftieth Anniversary
of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC) and the National Sit-In Movement, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
On the motion to recommit to H.R. 5851, I
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
On the final passage of H.R. 585, Offshore
Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower Protection
Act, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
On the amendments to H.R. 3534:
On The Rahall manager’s amendment, I
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
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On the Kind Kratovil/Heinrich/Perriello/Titus/
Kissel/Arcuri amendment, I would have voted
‘‘yes.’’
On the Teague Jackson Lee (TX) amendment, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
On the Oberstar/Himes amendment, I would
have voted ‘‘yes.’’
On the Melancon/Childers amendment, I
would have voted ‘‘no.’’
On the motion to recommit on H.R. 3534, I
would have voted ‘‘no.’’
On the final passage of H.R. 3534, Consolidated Land, Energy and Aquatic Resources
Act, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
On H.R. 5982, Small Business Tax Relief
Act (Representatives Levin/Murphy (NY)/
Owens), I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, on July 30, 2010, I
was absent from the House and missed rollcall votes 505, 506, 507, 508, 509, 510, 511,
512, 513, and 514.
Had I been present, I would have voted
‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 505, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 506, ‘‘no’’
on rollcall 507, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 508, ‘‘yes’’ on
rollcall 509, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 510, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 511, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall 512, ‘‘no’’ on rollcall
513, and ‘‘no’’ on rollcall 514.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, on
Friday, July 30, 2010, I was unable to participate in all of the day’s votes due to a family
emergency. Had I been present I would have
voted:
On rollcall No. 506—‘‘no’’—H.R. 5851, the
Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower
Act.
On rollcall No. 507—‘‘no’’—Rahall Amendment.
On rollcall No. 508—‘‘yes’’—Kind Amendment.
On
rollcall
No.
509—‘‘yes’’—Teague
Amendment.
On rollcall No. 510—‘‘no’’—Oberstar/Himes
Amendment.
On rollcall No. 511—‘‘no’’—Melancon
Amendment No. 8.
On rollcall No. 512—‘‘yes’’—Republican Motion to Recommit on H.R. 3534, the Consolidated Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources
Act.
On rollcall No. 513—‘‘no’’—H.R. 3534, the
Consolidated Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources Act.
On rollcall No. 515—‘‘no’’—H.R. 5982, the
Small Business Tax Relief Act.
f

AUTHORIZING
THE
CLERK
TO
MAKE
CORRECTIONS
IN
ENGROSSMENT OF H.R. 5851, OFFSHORE OIL AND GAS WORKER
WHISTLEBLOWER
PROTECTION
ACT OF 2010
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk be authorized to
make technical corrections in the engrossment of H.R. 5851, to include corrections in spelling, punctuation, page
and line numbering, section numbering
and cross-referencing, and insertion of
the appropriate headings.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
TITUS). Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from California?
There was no objection.
f

AUTHORIZING
THE
CLERK
TO
MAKE
CORRECTIONS
IN
ENGROSSMENT OF H.R. 3534, CONSOLIDATED LAND, ENERGY, AND
AQUATIC RESOURCES ACT OF
2010
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk be authorized to
make technical corrections in the engrossment of H.R. 3534, to include corrections in spelling, punctuation, section numbering, cross-referencing, and
the insertion of appropriate headings.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from California?
There was no objection.
f

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS TO
CONGRESSIONAL AWARD BOARD
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to section 803(a) of the Congressional Recognition for Excellence in
Arts Education Act (2 U.S.C. 803(a)),
and the order of the House of January
6, 2009, the Chair announces the Speaker’s appointment of the following members to the Congressional Award Board:
Mr. Nicholas Scott Cannon, Los Angeles, California, for the remainder of
the term ending September 25, 2011 and
in addition,
Mr. Jimmie Lee Solomon, Washington, D.C.
f

RECOGNIZING CECELIA STEINBERG
(Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)
Ms.
WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ.
Madam Speaker, I rise today with a
heavy heart to remember Cecelia
Steinberg, a woman who spent her extraordinary life as a dedicated mother
and grandmother, loving wife and life
partner, and selfless activist for her
community.
Cecelia—or Ceil to her friends—was
born in Philadelphia and later joined
the south Florida community in 1951.
For many years, Ceil and her late husband, Irving, offered their hearts and
their time in service to the Jewish and
veteran communities in south Florida.
As the President of the Ladies National Auxiliary of the Jewish War
Veterans of the United States, Ceil
worked tirelessly to combat the powers
of bigotry and hatred. She honored the
service and sacrifice of so many Jewish
men and women who pledged their allegiance and their lives to the United
States.
Ceil is survived by her two daughters,
Debra and Anita, four grandchildren
and four great-grandchildren. Our
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thoughts and prayers go out to Bill
Kling, Ceil’s life partner for the past 11
years, as well as all of Ceil’s family and
loved ones during this trying time. I
will personally miss her very much.
f

THE NEW YORK FUND
(Mr. GOHMERT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. GOHMERT. Madam Speaker, the
last 2 days we have seen some extraordinary things on this floor. There was a
bill, well intentioned, to help those not
only first responders, but anybody who
may have suffered from inhaling what
happened on 9/11.
September 12 was an amazing day
when people came together all over the
country, and we were Americans together. Our hearts went out to the New
Yorkers, and in fact people stood in
line in my hometown for hours to give
blood. We gave generously, we continue
to give. And never mind that there’s no
concern about first responders around
the country, we’ll continue to want to
help New Yorkers.
But when the pay-for is going to cost
thousands and thousands of jobs
around this country to pay for that
fund, have a little sympathy. People
shouldn’t have to lose their jobs to pay
for the New York fund. We will continue to be generous. Don’t ask for us
to continue to give up jobs to do so.
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f

HONORING BISHOP WALLACE
EDWARD LOCKETT
(Mr. AL GREEN of Texas asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, June 30, 2010 will mark a significant
date in the history of our country. On
that date, in Mobile, Alabama, the
Honorable W. Edward Lockett became
the 57th Bishop of the CME Church.
Bishop Lockett has been a longtime
stalwart in the Houston area. He has
demonstrated what being one’s keeper
is all about. He has been his brother’s
keeper. And I am honored to say that I
have had a flag flown over the Capitol
of the United States of America to celebrate this great historic occasion for
the CME Church for many of my constituents.
I will close with this: Bishop
Lockett, we thank you for what you
have done not only for the Houston
community, but for what you have
done in the United States of America.
I hope and pray that you will continue
to do God’s work.
It is my honor to recognize and pay tribute
to Bishop Wallace Edward Lockett of Houston,
Texas on his election as the 57th Bishop of
the Christian Methodist Episcopal (CME)
Church at their 36th Quadrennial Session and
the 37th General Conference of the Christian
Methodist Episcopal Church on June 30, 2010
in Mobile, Alabama.
The CME is a 139-year old historically African American Christian denomination with
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more than 1.2 million members across the
United States. CME also has missions and
sister churches in Haiti, Jamaica, Ghana, Liberia, Nigeria and the Democratic Republic of
the Congo, Sudan/Egypt, Kenya, Tanzania,
Uganda, Rwanda and Burundi.
The quintessential public servant, Bishop
Lockett has been a strong advocate for those
without a voice, strengthening the family and
working to better the condition of those in
need, both here at home and abroad.
A pioneer in Houston’s economic development community-based corporation, Bishop
Lockett previously presided over the Board of
Directors of a successful community-based
development corporation, Sunnyside-Up, Incorporated, specializing in substantial rehabilitation of both single and multi-family housing.
Under his leadership the organization managed an inventory of more than one hundred
homes in the organization’s signature ‘‘leasepurchase program.’’ Additionally, over 600
units of multi-family housing were purchased,
rehabilitated and joint managed.
For the past four years, Bishop Lockett and
his business partner, Dr. Gideon Adjei (a native Ghanaian), have been involved in developing Crystal Horizon Investment (Ghana) Ltd.
This project supports the development and security of 35,000 acres of land for farming, affordable housing, health care facilities, and
schools in the Volta River area known as
Ocosenbou of West Africa.
Prior to his recent election, Bishop Lockett
served as the pastor of the 1,500-member
CME Metropolitan Church in Houston for over
25 years.
During his tenure, more than 45 ministries
have been developed, including a charter
school middle for males. Bishop Lockett was
also instrumental in leading Metropolitan CME
Church in directing the construction of a new
49,000 square foot building which houses
many of its ministries.
While actively involved in church, community, and for profit enterprises, Bishop Lockett
also finds time for civic and political involvement. He serves on the Texas College Board
of Trustees, (Tyler, Texas). He has served as
a member of the Ministers Advisory Council to
each mayor of Houston since 1985. Past positions held include President of the Texas State
Legal Services Support Center (Austin,
Texas), Board Member of the Deep East
Texas Council of Government (DETCOG), and
President of the Lufkin Branch of the NAACP,
Lufkin, Texas.
Bishop Lockett also served his country honorably as a member of the United States Air
Force working as a team member with the
Intercontinental Ballistic Missile System.
Bishop Lockett attended Florida A&M University, Ohio University State University, and
holds a Masters Degree in Business Management and International Marketing from the University of Phoenix. He is a candidate for Master of Theological Studies at Trinity Theological Seminary.
Lockett is married to Lillie B. and is the father of three children, Dwayne Demetrius,
Vernon Dale and Nicole Tonita. He is the
proud grandfather of five grandchildren.
A faithful shepherd and servant, Houston
and Texas will miss Bishop Lockett. It is truly
an honor to pay tribute to Rev. Lockett’s distinguished life and a privilege to enter these
words into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the
United States House of Representatives.
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I ask that my colleagues join me in congratulating Bishop Wallace Edward Lockett as
the 57th C.M.E Bishop and Presiding Prelate
for the Fifth Episcopal District overseeing Alabama and Florida in the 140-year history of
the Christian Methodist Episcopal (CME)
Church.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of January 6, 2009, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.
(Mr. AL GREEN of Texas addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

WIKILEAKS DOCUMENTS ADD TO
MOUNTING EVIDENCE AGAINST
AFGHAN WAR
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentlewoman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.
Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, the
documents released to the news media
this past weekend by WikiLeaks add to
the mounting evidence that the war in
Afghanistan
remains
fiscally
unsustainable and morally unjustifiable. The New York Times puts it
bluntly. They say, ‘‘The documents illustrate why, after the United States
has spent almost $300 billion on the
war in Afghanistan, the Taliban are
stronger than at any time since 2001.’’
Madam Speaker, I don’t know how
we can possibly reach any other conclusion: This war is not worth the huge
investment in blood and treasure which
the American people have been asked
to make for nearly a decade.
WikiLeaks uncovers much that has
been missing from the official accounts
of the situation on the ground in Afghanistan. To give just one important
example, they reveal that the Taliban
gained access to sophisticated heatseeking missiles, which they used to
kill U.S. and NATO troops.
Afghan security forces do not enjoy
any trust or legitimacy in the eyes of
Afghan citizens. They are not just incapable,
according
to
specific
WikiLeaks reports, they are often brutally cruel and corrupt. Petty bribery;
a police chief selling ammunition on
the black market; commanders stealing their underlings’ salaries—this is
just the least of it, Madam Speaker. In
one account, a police commander takes
advantage of a teenage girl and then
shoots his own bodyguard when the
bodyguard refuses to open fire on a civilian complaining about the rape.
Most shockingly of all, perhaps, is the
revelation that the Government of
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Pakistan, our purported ally, is actively assisting the very militants we
are fighting in Afghanistan.
Pakistan is a country that we lavish
with foreign aid, one that U.S. officials
repeatedly praise as an important partner in the struggle against terrorism,
and it appears they’re using our money
to support our enemy.
We are not just talking about the
passive enabling of terrorism. There
are reports of Pakistani intelligence
officials recruiting and training suicide
bombers and helping to plan major
Taliban offensives.
Perhaps most galling of all is the collective shrug from many in the foreign
policy community about the WikiLeaks reports. We have known about
this stuff all along, they say. This is
nothing new.
Well, first of all, Madam Speaker, I
am willing to bet a good percentage of
the American people didn’t know that
their tax dollars are helping Pakistan
fight against our interests.
Second, I think it is important to ask
everyone who has responsibility for
prosecuting this war: If you knew
about these things, what are you doing
about them?
As if I needed any more persuasion,
the WikiLeaks revelations left me with
no other choice earlier this week than
to vote against the supplemental,
Madam Speaker. How could I, in good
conscience, endorse continued financial
support for an unwinnable war, one
that does violence to our values and is
undermining our national security objectives?
There is only one option, Madam
Speaker: End this war and bring our
troops home.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentleman 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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is recognized for 5 minutes.
(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentlewoman
from
Florida
(Ms.
ROSLEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes.
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN 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 gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.
(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

VerDate Mar 15 2010

July 30, 2010

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

Jkt 089060

REVISIONS TO THE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS AND BUDGETARY AGGREGATES ESTABLISHED BY THE
CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS ON
THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEARS
2010 AND 2011
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, under section 422(a) of S. Con. Res. 13, the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010,
as revised by H. Res. 1493, providing for
budget enforcement for fiscal year 2011, I
hereby submit for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD revised 302(a) allocations for
the Committee on Appropriations for fiscal
years 2010 and 2011 and revised budget aggregates for 2010.
Section (a)(1)(A) of H. Res. 1493 provides
for adjustments to discretionary spending limits for certain Program Integrity Initiatives
when these initiatives are included in an appropriations bill. The House amendments to
the Senate amendments to H.R. 4899 (Making
supplemental appropriations for fiscal year
2010), as passed the House on July 1, 2010,
included an appropriation for such initiatives in
accordance with S. Con. Res. 13. At that time,
I submitted an adjustment accordingly. However, the House receded from its amendments
and concurred in the Senate amendments to
H.R. 4899 on July 27, 2010. The Senate
amendments did not include an appropriation
for such initiatives. Therefore I am adjusting
the allocations and aggregates accordingly to
reflect the absence of these initiatives in the
enacted measure. Corresponding tables are
attached.
These adjustments are filed for the purposes of sections 311 and 302 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amended.
For the purposes of the Congressional Budget
Act, this adjusted allocation is to be considered as an allocation included in the budget
resolution, pursuant to section 427(b) of S.
Con. Res. 13.
DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS—APPROPRIATIONS
COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS
[In millions of dollars]
BA
Allocation for 2010
Current allocation under S. Con. Res. 13 ....
Change to remove program integrity provided on July 1, 2010, to reflect removal
of funding in cleared Supplemental Appropriations (H.R. 4899) ..........................
Revised allocation .........................................
Allocation for 2011
Allocation included in H. Res. 1493 1 ..........
Change to remove program integrity provided on July 1, 2010, to reflect removal
of funding in cleared Supplemental Appropriations (H.R. 4899) ..........................
Revised allocation .........................................
1 Includes

OT

1,221,430

1,377,314

¥538
1,220,892

¥35
1,377,279

1,121,000

1,314,469

0
1,121,000

¥469
1,314,000

emergency funding incorporated in CBO’s March baseline.

BUDGET AGGREGATES
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars]
Fiscal year
2010
Current Aggregates: 1
Budget Authority ...........................................
Outlays ..........................................................
Revenues .......................................................
Change for final Supplemental Appropriations (H.R. 4899):
Budget Authority ...........................................
Outlays ..........................................................
Revenues .......................................................
Further Revised Aggregates:
Budget Authority ...........................................
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Fiscal years
2010–2014

2,892,317
3,004,412
1,651,218

n.a.
n.a.
10,588,269

¥538
¥35
0

n.a.
n.a.
0

2,891,779

n.a.
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BUDGET AGGREGATES—Continued
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars]
Fiscal year
2010
Outlays ..........................................................
Revenues .......................................................

3,004,377
1,651,218

Fiscal years
2010–2014
n.a.
10,588,269

n.a. = Not applicable because FY10 budget resolution, following precedent, did not provide an allocation for Appropriations beyond 2010.
1 Current aggregates do not include the disaster allowance assumed in
the budget resolution. The budgetary impact of items with emergency designations is excluded from current level (section 423(b)).

f

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS APPROVED BY THE PRESIDENT
The President notified the Clerk of
the House that on the following dates
he had approved and signed bills and
joint resolutions of the following titles:
March 26, 2010:
H.R. 4938. An Act to permit the use of previously appropriated funds to extend the
Small Business Loan Guarantee Program,
and for other purposes.
March 30, 2010:
H.R. 4872. An Act to provide for reconciliation pursuant to Title II of the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2010
(S. Con. Res. 13).
March 31, 2010:
H.R. 4957. An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Airport and
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend authorizations for the
airport improvement program, and for other
purposes.
April 7, 2010:
H.J. Res. 80. A joint resolution recognizing
and honoring the Blinded Veterans Association on its 65th anniversary of representing
blinded veterans and their families.
H.R. 4621. An Act to protect the integrity
of the constitutionally mandated United
States census and prohibit deceptive mail
practices that attempt to exploit the decennial census.
April 15, 2010:
H.R. 4851. An Act to provide a temporary
extension of certain programs, and for other
purposes.
April 26, 2010:
H.R. 4573. An Act to urge the Secretary of
the Treasury to instruct the United States
Executive Directors at the International
Monetary Fund, the World Bank, the InterAmerican Development Bank, and other
multilateral development institutions to use
the voice, vote, and influence of the United
States to cancel immediately and completely Haiti’s debts to such institutions,
and for other purposes.
H.R. 4887. An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to ensure that health
coverage provided by the Department of Defense is treated as minimal essential coverage.
April 30, 2010:
H.R. 5147. An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Airport and
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend authorizations for the
airport improvement program, and for other
purposes.
May 7, 2010:
H.R. 4360. An Act to designate the Department of Veterans Affairs blind rehabilitation
center in Long Beach, California, as the
‘‘Major Charles Robert Soltes, Jr., O.D. Department of Veterans Affairs Blind Rehabilitation Center’’.
May 14, 2010:
H.R. 5146. An Act to provide that Members
of Congress shall not receive a cost of living
adjustment in pay during fiscal year 2011.
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May 17, 2010:
H.R. 3714. An Act to amend the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to include in the Annual
Country Reports on Human Rights Practices
information about freedom of the press in
foreign countries, and for other purposes.
May 24, 2010:
H.R. 1121. An Act to authorize a land exchange to acquire lands for the Blue Ridge
Parkway from the Town of Blowing Rock,
North Carolina, and for other purposes.
H.R. 1442. An Act to provide for the sale of
the Federal Government’s reversionary interest in approximately 60 acres of land in
Salt Lake City, Utah, originally conveyed to
the Mount Olivet Cemetery Association
under the Act of January 23, 1909.
H.R. 2802. An Act to provide for an extension of the legislative authority of the
Adams Memorial Foundation to establish a
commemorative work in honor of former
President John Adams and his legacy, and
for other purposes.
H.R. 5148. An Act to amend title 39, United
States Code, to clarify the instances in
which the term ‘‘census’’ may appear on
mailable matter.
H.R. 5160. An Act to extend the Caribbean
Basin Economic Recovery Act, to provide
customs support services to Haiti, and for
other purposes.
May 27, 2010:
H.R. 5014. An Act to clarify the health care
provided by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs that constitutes minimum essential
coverage.
June 8, 2010:
H.R. 5128. An Act to designate the United
States Department of the Interior Building
in Washington, District of Columbia, as the
‘‘Stewart Lee Udall Department of the Interior Building’’.
H.R. 5139. An Act to provide for the International Organizations Immunities Act to be
extended to the Office of the High Representative in Bosnia and Herzegovina and the
International Civilian Office in Kosovo.
June 9, 2010:
H.R. 2711. An Act to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide for the transportation and moving expenses for the immediate family of certain Federal employees
who die in the performance of their duties.
H.R. 3250. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1210 West MainStreet in Riverhead, New
York, as the ‘‘Private First Class Garfield M.
Langhorn Post Office Building’’.
H.R. 3634. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 109 Main Street in Swifton, Arkansas, as
the ‘‘George Kell Post Office’’.
H.R. 3892. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 101 West Highway 64 Bypass in Roper,
North Carolina, as the ‘‘E.V. Wilkins Post
Office’’.
H.R. 4017. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 43 Maple Avenue in Shrewsbury, Massachusetts, as the ‘‘Ann Marie Blute Post Office’’.
H.R. 4095. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 9727 Antioch Road in Overland Park, Kansas, as the ‘‘Congresswoman Jan Meyers Post
Office Building’’.
H.R. 4139. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 7464 Highway 503 in Hickory, Mississippi,
as the ‘‘Sergeant Matthew L. Ingram Post
Office’’.
H.R. 4214. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 45300 Portola Avenue in Palm Desert,
California, as the ‘‘Roy Wilson Post Office’’.
H.R. 4238. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
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at 930 39th Avenue in Greeley, Colorado, as
the ‘‘W.D. Farr Post Office Building’’.
H.R. 4425. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 2–116th Street in North Troy, New York,
as the ‘‘Martin G. ‘Marty’ Mahar Post Office’’.
H.R. 4547. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 119 Station Road in Cheyney, Pennsylvania, as the ‘‘Captain Luther H. Smith, U.S.
Army Air Forces Post Office’’.
H.R. 4628. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 216 Westwood Avenue in Westwood, New
Jersey, as the ‘‘Sergeant Christopher R.
Hrbek Post Office Building’’.
H.R. 5330. An Act to amend the Antitrust
Criminal Penalty Enhancement and Reform
Act of 2004 to extend the operation of such
Act, and for other purposes.
June 25, 2010:
H.R. 3962. An Act to provide a physician
payment update, to provide pension funding
relief, and for other purposes.
June 28, 2010:
H.R. 3951. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 2000 Louisiana Avenue in New Orleans,
Louisiana, as the ‘‘Roy Rondeno, Sr. Post Office Building’’.
July 1, 2010:
H.R. 2194. An Act to amend the Iran Sanctions Act of 1996 to enhance United States
diplomatic efforts with respect to Iran by expanding economic sanctions against Iran.
July 2, 2010:
H.R. 5569. An Act to extend the National
Flood Insurance Program until September
30, 2010.
H.R. 5611. An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Airport and
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend authorizations for the
airport improvement program, and for other
purposes.
H.R. 5623. An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the homebuyer tax credit for the purchase of a principal residence before October 1, 2010, in the
case of a written binding contract entered
into with respect to such principal residence
before May 1, 2010, and for other purposes.
July 21, 2010:
H.R. 4173. An Act to promote the financial
stability of the United States by improving
accountability and transparency in the financial system, to end ‘‘too big to fail’’, to
protect the American taxpayer by ending
bailouts, to protect consumers from abusive
financial services practices, and for other
purposes.
July 22, 2010:
H.R. 4213. An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring provisions, and for other purposes.
July 27, 2010:
H.J. Res. 83. A joint resolution approving
the renewal of import restrictions contained
in the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act
of 2003, and for other purposes.
H.R. 689. An Act to interchange the administrative jurisdiction of certain Federal
lands between the Forest Service and the Bureau of Land Management, and for other purposes.
H.R. 3360. An Act to amend title 46, United
States Code, to establish requirements to ensure the security and safety of passengers
and crew on cruise vessels, and for other purposes.
H.R. 4840. An Act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 1981 Cleveland Avenue in Columbus, Ohio,
as the ‘‘Clarence D. Lumpkin Post Office’’.
H.R. 5502. An Act to amend the effective
date of the gift card provisions of the Credit
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Card Accountability Responsibility and Disclosure Act of 2009.
f

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS APPROVED BY THE
PRESIDENT
The President notified the Clerk of
the House that on the following dates
he had approved and signed bills and
joint resolutions (of the Senate) of the
following titles:
March 26, 2010:
S. 3186. An Act to reauthorize the Satellite
Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization
Act of 2004 through April 30, 2010, and for
other purposes.
April 26, 2010:
S.J. Res. 25. A joint resolution granting
the consent and approval of Congress to
amendments made by the State of Maryland,
the Commonwealth of Virginia, and the District of Columbia to the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Regulation Compact.
April 30, 2010:
S. 3253. An Act to provide for an additional
temporary extension of programs under the
Small Business Act and the Small Business
Investment Act of 1958, and for other purposes.
May 5, 2010:
S. 1963. An Act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide assistance to caregivers of veterans, to improve the provision
of health care to veterans, and for other purposes.
May 24, 2010:
S. 1067. An Act to support stabilization and
lasting peace in northern Uganda and areas
affected by the Lord’s Resistance Army
through development of a regional strategy
to support multilateral efforts to successfully protect civilians and eliminate the
threat posed by the Lord’s Resistance Army
and to authorize funds for humanitarian relief and reconstruction, reconciliation, and
transitional justice, and for other purposes.
May 27, 2010:
S. 1782. An Act to provide improvements
for the operations of the Federal courts, and
for other purposes.
S. 3333. An Act to extend the statutory license for secondary transmissions under
title 17, United States Code, and for other
purposes.
June 15, 2010:
S. 3473. An Act to amend the Oil Pollution
Act of 1990 to authorize advances from Oil
Spill Liability Trust Fund for the Deepwater
Horizon oil spill.
June 30, 2010:
S.J. Res. 33. A joint resolution to provide
for the reconsideration and revision of the
proposed constitution of the United States
Virgin Islands to correct provisions inconsistent with the Constitution and Federal
law.
July 7, 2010:
S. 1660. An Act to amend the Toxic Substances Control Act to reduce the emissions
of formaldehyde from composite wood products, and for other purposes.
S. 2865. An Act to reauthorize the Congressional Award Act (2 U.S.C. 801 et seq.), and
for other purposes.
S.J. Res. 32. A joint resolution recognizing
the 60th anniversary of the outbreak of the
Korean War and reaffirming the United
States-Korea alliance.
July 13, 2010:
S. 3104. An Act to permanently authorize
Radio Free Asia, and for other purposes.
July 22, 2010:
S. 1508. An Act to amend the Improper
Payments Information Act of 2002 (31 U.S.C.
3321 note) in order to prevent the loss of billions in taxpayer dollars.
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to:
Mr. BROWN of South Carolina (at the
request of Mr. BOEHNER) for today after
2:30 p.m. on account of family reasons.
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan (at the request of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of attending his father’s wedding.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED
By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legislative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:
(The following Members (at the request of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and extend their remarks and include extraneous material:)
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SPRATT, for 5 minutes, today.

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED
The Speaker announced her signature to an enrolled bill of the Senate of
the following title:

f

SENATE BILLS REFERRED
Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 3372. An act to modify the date on which
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency and applicable States
may require permits for discharges from certain vessels.

S. 258. An act to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to provide enhanced penalties for marketing controlled substances to
minors; to the Committee on the Judiciary;
in addition, to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
S. 3567. An act to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
100 Broadway in Lynbrook, New York, as the
‘‘Navy Corpsman Jeffrey L. Wiener Post Office Building’’; to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.

f

ADJOURNMENT
Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, pursuant to House Concurrent Resolution
308, 111th Congress, I move that the
House do now adjourn.
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 40 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until Tuesday, September 14, 2010, at 2 p.m.

h

BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF PAYGO LEGISLATION
Pursuant to Public Law 111–139, Mr. SPRATT hereby submits, prior to the vote on passage, the attached estimate of
the costs of the bill H.R. 5982, the Small Business Tax Relief Act of 2010, for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD:
CBO ESTIMATE OF THE STATUTORY PAY-AS-YOU-GO EFFECTS FOR THE SMALL BUSINESS TAX RELIEF ACT OF 2010 AS TRANSMITTED TO CBO ON JULY 30, 2010
By fiscal year, in millions of dollars—
2010

Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Impact ..................................................................................................

2011

2012

2013

NET INCREASE OR DECREASE (¥) IN THE DEFICIT
0
¥1,230
¥1,305
1,427

2014

2015

236

38

2016

2017

70

125

2018

121

2019

146

2020

222

2010–
2015

¥833

2010–
2020

¥149

h

Note: Components may not sum to totals because of rounding.
Source: Congressional Budget Office and the Joint Committee on Taxation.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.
Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
8652. A letter from the Director, Defense
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, Department of Defense, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement; Publication of Notification of Bundling of Contracts
of the Department of Defense (DFARS Case
2009-D033) received July 12, 2010, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Armed Services.
8653. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Changes
in Flood Elevation Determinations [Docket
ID: FEMA-2010-0003; Internal Agency Docket
No. FEMA-B-1081] received June 17, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial Services.
8654. A letter from the Secretary, Federal
Trade Commission, transmitting the Commission’s final rule — Disclosures for NonFederally Insured Depository Institutions
Under the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation Improvement Act (FDICIA) (RIN:
3084-AA99) July 12, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.
8655. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Employee Benefits Security Administration,
Department of Labor, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Amendment to Prohibited Transaction Exemption (PTE) 84-14
for Plan Asset Transactions Determined by
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Independent Qualified Professional Asset
Managers [Application Number D-11270]
(ZRIN: 1210-ZA07) received July 12, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education and Labor.
8656. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Employee Benefits Security Administration,
Department of Labor, transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — Interim
Final Rules for Group Health Plans and
Health Insurance Issuers Relating to Internal Claims and Appeals and External Review
Process Under the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act (RIN: 1210-AB45) received July 27, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education
and Labor.
8657. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Regulations Policy and Management Staff,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Listing of Color Additives Exempt From Certification; Bismuth Citrate; Confirmation of
Effective Date [Docket No.: FDA-2008-C-0098]
received July 16, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
8658. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Revisions to the California
State Implementation Plan, Sacramento
Metropolitian Air Quality Management District and South Coast Air Quality Management District [EPA-R09-OAR-2010-0514; FRL9172-3] received July 9, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
8659. A letter from the Deputy Chief, CGB,
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
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mitting the Commission’s final rule — Telecommunications Relay Services and Speechto-Speech Services for Individuals with
Hearing and Speech Disabilities [CG Docket
No.: 03-123] received July 12, 2010, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.
8660. A letter from the Deputy Chief, CGB,
Federal Communications Commission, transmitting the Commission’s final rule — Structure and Practices of the Video Relay Service Program [CG Docket No.: 10-51] received
July 12, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
8661. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Quality Assurance Program Requirements for Research and Test Reactors,
Regulatory Guide 2.5, Revision 1, received
July 12, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
8662. A letter from the Acting Deputy Associate Administrator for Acquisition Policy,
General Services Administration, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Federal
Acquisition Regulation; Federal Acquisition
Circular 2005-44; Small Entity Compliance
Guide [Docket: FAR 2010-0077, Sequence 6]
received July 12, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.
8663. A letter from the Rules Administrator, Department of Justice, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Administrative Remedy Program: Exception to Initial
Filing Procedures [BOP-1159I] (RIN: 1120AB59) received July 16, 2010, pursuant to 5
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U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
8664. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Safety
Zone; City of Martinez 4th of July Fireworks, Martinez, CA [Docket No.: USCG2010-0371] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 19,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
8665. A letter from the Attorney, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zone;
Pierce County, Washington, Department of
Emergency Management, Regional Water
Exercise [Docket No.: USCG-2010-0475] (RIN:
1625-AA00) received July 20, 2010, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.
8666. A letter from the Attorney, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zone,
Alligator River, NC [Docket No.: USCG-20100091] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received July 20, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
8667. A letter from the Attorney, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zone;
Wilson Bay, Jacksonville, NC [Docket No.:
USCG-2010-0158] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
July 20, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
8668. A letter from the Senior Program Analyst, Department of Transportation, transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30727; Amdt. No. 3376] received
July 21, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
8669. A letter from the Program Manager,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Major’’
final rule — Medicare Program; Prospective
Payment System and Consolidated Billing
for Skilled Nursing Facilities for FY 2011
[CMS-1338-NC] (RIN: 0938-AP87) received July
22, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
jointly to the Committees on Energy and
Commerce and Ways and Means.
8670. A letter from the Program Manager,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Major’’
final rule — Medicare Program; Inpatient
Rehabilitation Facility Prospective Payment System for Federal Fiscal Year 2011
[CMS-1344-N] (RIN: 0938-AP89) received July
22, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
jointly to the Committees on Energy and
Commerce and Ways and Means.
8671. A letter from the Program Manager,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Major’’
final rule — Medicare Program; Hospice
Wage Index for Fiscal Year 2011 [CMS-1523NC] (RIN: 0938-AP84) received July 22, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to
the Committees on Ways and Means and Energy and Commerce.
f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:
Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Resources. Supplemental report on H.R. 3534. A
bill to provide greater efficiencies, trans-

VerDate Mar 15 2010

05:47 Nov 05, 2010

H6567

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 089060

parency, returns, and accountability in the
administration of Federal mineral and energy resources by consolidating administration of various Federal energy minerals management and leasing programs into one entity to be known as the Office of Federal Energy and Minerals Leasing of the Department of the Interior, and for other purposes
(Rept. 111–575, Pt. 2). Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania: Committee
on House Administration. H.R. 5711. A bill to
provide for the furnishing of statues by the
territories of the United States for display in
Statuary Hall in the United States Capitol
(Rept. 111–583). Referred to the House Calendar.
f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally referred, as follows:
By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts:
H.R. 5981. A bill to increase the flexibility
of the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development with respect to the amount of
premiums charged for FHA single family
housing mortgage insurance, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Financial
Services. considered and passed. considered
and passed.
By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. OWENS,
Mr. MURPHY of New York, Mr. STARK,
of
Georgia,
Mr.
Mr.
LEWIS
BLUMENAUER, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms.
BERKLEY, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
ARCURI, Mr. BARROW, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr.
HILL,
Mr.
Ms.
GIFFORDS,
KRATOVIL, Mr. PERRIELLO, Mr. KIND,
Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. CHU, and Ms.
KOSMAS):
H.R. 5982. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the expansion of
certain information reporting requirements
to corporations and to payments for property, to eliminate loopholes which encourage
companies to move operations offshore, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Committee on the Budget, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. TOWNS (for himself and Mr.
BILBRAY):
H.R. 5983. A bill to revise the Javits-Wagner-O’Day Act; to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Ms. RICHARDSON (for herself and
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois):
H.R. 5984. A bill to establish a pilot program to provide training and certification in
the culinary arts for Federal inmates to be
utilized during the normal inmate meals
process and to be accredited for future employment and educational opportunities, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
By Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona:
H.R. 5985. A bill to authorize the conveyance of two small parcels of land within the
boundaries of the Coconino National Forest
containing private improvements that were
developed based upon the reliance of the
landowners in an erroneous survey conducted in May 1960; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.
By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for himself, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. RUSH,
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Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. PAYNE, Ms.
RICHARDSON, and Ms. LEE of California):
H.R. 5986. A bill to require the submission
of a report to the Congress on parasitic disease among poor Americans; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. POMEROY (for himself, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Ms. GIFFORDS, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. BRIGHT,
Ms. SUTTON, Ms. KOSMAS, Mr. CRITZ,
Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. BECERRA, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BISHOP of New
York, Mr. BOREN, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. CASTOR of
Florida, Ms. CLARKE, Mr. CLAY, Mr.
COSTA, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. COURTNEY,
Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs.
DAHLKEMPER, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois,
Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
DRIEHAUS, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland,
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FILNER, Ms. FUDGE,
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mr. HALL of New York, Mr. HARE, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. HINCHEY,
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. KAGEN,
Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. KILPATRICK of
Michigan, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona, Mr. KISSELL, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. LEE of
California, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mrs. LOWEY,
Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. NEAL of
Massachusetts, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr.
ORTIZ, Mr. PERRIELLO, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. RAHALL, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. SABLAN, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHAUER, Ms.
SCHWARTZ, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mr.
STARK, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr.
WALZ, Mr. WILSON of Ohio, Mr.
YARMUTH, and Mr. MEEK of Florida):
H.R. 5987. A bill to ensure that seniors, veterans, and people with disabilities who receive Social Security and certain other Federal benefits receive a one-time $250 payment
in the event that no cost-of-living adjustment is payable in 2011; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Committees on Transportation and Infrastructure, and Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Ms. RICHARDSON:
H.R. 5988. A bill to amend title 31, United
States Code, to require each agency Chief Financial Officer to submit to the Office of
Management and Budget a report on and recommendations concerning the adjustment or
reduction of fees imposed by the agency for
services and things of value it provides; to
the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. POLIS:
H.R. 5989. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act to enhance the
credit program for charter schools through
green initiatives, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and Labor.
By Mr. KIND (for himself and Mr.
HERGER):
H.R. 5990. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a business credit
for investments in rural microbusinesses; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut (for
himself and Mr. RYAN of Ohio):
H.R. 5991. A bill to establish small metalworking business financial assistance programs, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Small Business, and in addition to
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the Committee on Ways and Means, for a period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska (for himself,
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. CHAFFETZ,
and Mr. JONES):
H.R. 5992. A bill to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to eliminate
the authority of the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency to deny or
restrict the use of a defined area as a dredged
or fill material disposal site, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Mrs. HALVORSON (for herself, Mr.
FILNER, Mr. HALL of New York, and
Ms. PINGREE of Maine):
H.R. 5993. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to ensure that beneficiaries of
Servicemembers’ Group Life Insurance receive financial counseling and disclosure information regarding life insurance payments, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mr. WELCH (for himself, Mr.
CONNOLLY of Virginia, and Ms. LEE of
California):
H.R. 5994. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to disallow deductions for
the payment of punitive damages, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.
By Mr. GRIJALVA:
H.R. 5995. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to deny the trade or business expense deduction for damages paid pursuant to the Oil Pollution Act of 1990; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. STEARNS (for himself and Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia):
H.R. 5996. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to improve the prevention,
diagnosis, and treatment of veterans with
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mr. TURNER (for himself and Mr.
REICHERT):
H.R. 5997. A bill to amend the Rules of the
House of Representatives and the Congressional Budget and Impoundment Control Act
of 1974 to require that public hearings be
held on all earmark requests in the district
of the Member, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner making the request, and to further
increase earmark transparency and accountability; to the Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct, and in addition to the Committee on Rules, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.
By Mr. HENSARLING:
H.R. 5998. A bill to repeal the enhanced
compensation structure reporting requirement of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform
and Consumer Protection Act; to the Committee on Financial Services.
By Mr. HENSARLING:
H.R. 5999. A bill to amend the Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act to repeal the Office of Financial Research; to the Committee on Financial Services.
By Mr. GRAYSON:
H.R. 6000. A bill to provide for criminal liability for the denial of health care coverage
of a treatment or an individual, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce, and in addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. PITTS:
H.R. 6001. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for the estab-
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lishment of tax-free COBRA premium payment accounts, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. COSTELLO:
H.R. 6002. A bill to amend title II of the Social Security Act to provide that the waiting
period for disability insurance benefits shall
not be applicable in the case of a disabled individual suffering from a terminal illness; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. FOSTER:
H.R. 6003. A bill to provide for the establishment of the National Fab Lab Network
to build out a network of community based,
networked Fabrication Laboratories across
the United States to foster a new generation
with scientific and engineering skills and to
provide a work force capable of producing
world class individualized and traditional
manufactured goods; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, and in addition to
the Committee on Science and Technology,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Ms. SHEA-PORTER:
H.R. 6004. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to modify certain provisions concerning charter
schools; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.
By Mr. BURGESS (for himself, Mr.
STEARNS, and Mrs. BLACKBURN):
H.R. 6005. A bill to amend titles XVIII and
XIX of the Social Security Act to provide for
the temporary treatment of certain electronic health records as certified EHR technology for purposes of health information
technology payment incentives under the
Medicare and Medicaid Programs; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. KUCINICH:
H.R. 6006. A bill to affirm that waters of
the Great Lakes Basin are impressed with a
public trust and managed consistent with
public trust principles and other standards
to protect the navigational, conservation,
and public interests in such waters, to provide for enforcement, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Mr. CRITZ (for himself, Ms. LINDA
T. SÁNCHEZ of California, and Mr.
BOCCIERI):
H.R. 6007. A bill to amend section 310 of the
Trade Act of 1974 to strengthen provisions
relating to the identification of United
States trade expansion priorities; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. SCHAUER (for himself, Ms.
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr.
EHLERS, Mr. WALZ, Mr. UPTON, Mr.
PETERS, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan,
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs.
HALVORSON, and Mr. LIPINSKI):
H.R. 6008. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to ensure telephonic notice of
certain incidents, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, and in addition to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. MCCARTHY of California (for
Mrs.
himself,
Mr.
HARPER,
BACHMANN, Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of
California, and Mr. MCKEON):
H.R. 6009. A bill to amend the Uniformed
and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act
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to require the Secretary of Defense to provide expedited delivery of marked absentee
ballots of absent overseas uniformed services
voters to the appropriate election officials
when such ballots are collected on or before
the last Friday before the election, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on House
Administration.
By Mr. KUCINICH (for himself, Mr.
CONYERS, Mr. FILNER, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mr. STARK, Mr. ELLISON, and Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois):
H.R. 6010. A bill to prohibit the
extrajudicial killing of United States citizens, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Intelligence (Permanent Select),
and in addition to the Committees on the Judiciary, and Armed Services, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. SCHIFF:
H.R. 6011. A bill to direct the Attorney
General to design and implement a procedure to permit enhanced searches of the National DNA Index System; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.
By Mr. SPACE (for himself, Mr. TERRY,
Ms. DEGETTE, and Mr. CASTLE):
H.R. 6012. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to review uptake
and utilization of diabetes screening benefits
and establish an outreach program with respect to such benefits, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. ADLER of New Jersey (for himself, Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr. ROTHMAN
of New Jersey):
H.R. 6013. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to increase plot allowances for
certain veterans buried in Department of
Veterans Affairs cemeteries or State cemeteries and to direct the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to provide a plot allowance for
spouses and children of certain veterans who
are buried in State cemeteries, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mr. BOOZMAN (for himself, Mr.
BERRY, Mr. ROSS, and Mr. SNYDER):
H.R. 6014. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
212 Main Street in Hartman, Arkansas, as
the ‘‘M.R. ’Bucky’ Walters Post Office’’; to
the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Ms. BORDALLO (for herself, Mr.
BROWN of South Carolina, Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN,
Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. AL
GREEN of Texas, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr.
HONDA):
H.R. 6015. A bill to require the Director of
the Bureau of Economic Analysis of the Department of Commerce to publish certain
economic data regarding territories and
Freely Associated States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Natural Resources, and in addition to the Committee on
the Judiciary, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.
By Mr. BRADY of Texas:
H.R. 6016. A bill to provide for a GAO investigation and audit of the operations of the
fund created by BP to compensate persons
affected by the Gulf oil spill; to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
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By Mrs. CAPPS:
H.R. 6017. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to ensure that the Federal Government has independent, peer-reviewed scientific data and information to assess short-term and long-term direct and indirect impacts on the health of oil spill
clean-up workers and vulnerable residents
resulting from the Deepwater Horizon oil
spill, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. CASTLE (for himself and Mr.
DENT):
H.R. 6018. A bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act with respect to a country that denies or unreasonably delays accepting the country’s nationals upon the request of the Secretary of Homeland Security;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. CASTLE (for himself and Mr.
PLATTS):
H.R. 6019. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to extend the post-employment
restrictions on certain executive and legislative branch officers and employees, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition to the Committees
on House Administration, and Rules, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. CLAY (for himself, Mr. RANGEL,
and Ms. LEE of California):
H.R. 6020. A bill to amend title 11 of the
United States Code with respect the sale by
the trustee of property that is subject to a
lease; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. CONYERS (for himself, Mr.
BERMAN, Ms. LEE of California, Ms.
WATSON, Ms. WATERS, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, Ms. NORTON, Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. RUSH, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.
LEE
of
Texas,
Mrs.
JACKSON
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. STARK, Mr. TOWNS,
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas,
Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Ms.
CLARKE, and Mr. JACKSON of Illinois):
H.R. 6021. A bill to authorize appropriations for fiscal years 2010 through 2014 to promote long-term, sustainable rebuilding and
development in Haiti, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. COURTNEY:
H.R. 6022. A bill to improve the Federal
contracting process with respect to veterans,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Small Business, and in addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (for himself
and Mr. LIPINSKI):
H.R. 6023. A bill to deauthorize a portion of
the project for navigation, Chicago Harbor,
Illinois, under the jurisdiction of the Corps
of Engineers; to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mrs.
LOWEY, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LEE of
California, Mr. MEEKS of New York,
and Ms. RICHARDSON):
H.R. 6024. A bill to amend the Federal Meat
Inspection Act to develop an effective sampling and testing program to test for E. coli
in boneless beef manufacturing trimmings
and other raw ground beef components, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.
By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
PERRIELLO, Ms. SUTTON, and Mr.
CARNAHAN):
H.R. 6025. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow manufacturing
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businesses to establish tax-free manufacturing reinvestment accounts to assist them
in providing for new equipment and facilities
and workforce training; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.
By Mr. DRIEHAUS (for himself, Mr.
TOWNS, and Mr. CLAY):
H.R. 6026. A bill to require the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget to establish and maintain a single website accessible to the public that allows the public to
obtain electronic copies of congressionally
mandated reports; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. EDWARDS of Texas (for himself, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. DANIEL
E. LUNGREN of California, and Mr.
RODRIGUEZ):
H.R. 6027. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to protect youth from exploitation by adults using the Internet, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. EDWARDS of Texas:
H.R. 6028. A bill to amend the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 to prohibit treatment of
the Gray wolf as an endangered species or
threatened species; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.
By Mr. ELLISON (for himself and Mr.
SCOTT of Virginia):
H.R. 6029. A bill to reauthorize and improve
the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Education and Labor,
and in addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Mr. SHERMAN, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York,
Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. SIRES,
and Mr. GUTIERREZ):
H.R. 6030. A bill to protect the Nation’s law
enforcement officers by banning the FiveseveN Pistol and 5.7 x 28mm SS190, SS192,
SS195LF, SS196, and SS197 cartridges, testing handguns and ammunition for capability
to penetrate body armor, and prohibiting the
manufacture, importation, sale, or purchase
of such handguns or ammunition by civilians; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. ENGEL:
H.R. 6031. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to deny certain tax benefits
to persons responsible for an oil spill if such
person commits certain additional violations; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas (for
himself and Mr. TERRY):
H.R. 6032. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to authorize appointment
of Doctors of Chiropractic to regular and reserve corps of the Public Health Service
Commissioned Corps, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. HALL of New York:
H.R. 6033. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to consolidate education
tax benefits into one credit against income
tax for higher education expenses; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. HALL of New York (for himself,
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. OWENS,
Ms. BORDALLO, and Ms. RICHARDSON):
H.R. 6034. A bill to amend title 36, United
States Code, to designate the musical piece
commonly known as ‘‘Taps’’ as the National
Song of Remembrance, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
and in addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.
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By Mr. HOLDEN:
H.R. 6035. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide an investment
credit to promote the conversion of United
States coal and domestic carbonaceous feedstocks into synthetic fuels and synthetic
gas; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. HOLT (for himself and Mr.
TONKO):
H.R. 6036. A bill to improve foreign language instruction; to the Committee on Education and Labor.
By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mr.
WHITFIELD, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. MILLER
of Florida, and Mr. ROONEY):
H.R. 6037. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to provide for an exception to
the prohibition against mailing tobacco
products for products mailed to members of
the Armed Forces serving in a combat zone;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. TOWNS,
and Mr. BACHUS):
H.R. 6038. A bill to amend the Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act to increase financial industry transparency, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Financial Services, and in addition to the Committee on Agriculture, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. KAGEN (for himself, Mr. PETRI,
Mr. KIND, and Ms. BALDWIN):
H.R. 6039. A bill to establish the Fox-Wisconsin Heritage Parkway National Heritage
Area, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Ms. KAPTUR:
H.R. 6040. A bill to establish the Maumee
Valley National Heritage Area in Ohio and
Indiana, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. KIRK:
H.R. 6041. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to exclude income attributable to certain empowerment zone real
property from gross income; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. KLEIN of Florida (for himself
and Ms. BERKLEY):
H.R. 6042. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to expand burial benefits for
certain homeless veterans; to the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mr. KLEIN of Florida (for himself,
Mr. KIRK, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. MCMAHON, Ms.
BERKLEY, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
and Mr. ENGEL):
H.R. 6043. A bill to restrict participation in
offshore oil and gas leasing by a person who
engages in any activity for which sanctions
may be imposed under section 5 of the Iran
Sanctions Act of 1996, to require the lessee
under an offshore oil and gas lease to discloses any participation by the lessee in certain energy-related joint ventures, investments, or partnerships located outside Iran,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Natural Resources, and in addition to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. LATTA (for himself, Mr.
FORTENBERRY, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, and Mr. MANZULLO):
H.R. 6044. A bill to amend the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 to prohibit the United
States Agency for International Development from procuring manufactured articles
to provide disaster relief assistance or emergency relief assistance in a foreign country
unless the articles are manufactured in such
foreign country or in certain circumstances
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in the United States or third countries; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Ms. LEE of California (for herself,
Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. FILNER,
Ms. SPEIER, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. WATERS, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland,
Mr. CONYERS, Ms. JACKSON LEE of
Texas, Mr. PAUL, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr.
ELLISON, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr.
HONDA, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. TOWNS,
Mr. WELCH, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. JONES):
H.R. 6045. A bill to provide that funds for
operations of the Armed Forces in Afghanistan shall be obligated and expended only for
purposes of providing for the safe and orderly
withdrawal from Afghanistan of all members
of the Armed Forces and Department of Defense contractor personnel who are in Afghanistan; to the Committee on Armed Services, and in addition to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.
By Mr. LEE of New York:
H.R. 6046. A bill to require the GAO to
evaluate the propriety of assistance provided
to General Motors Corporation under the
Troubled Asset Relief Program, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and Labor, and in addition to the Committees on Financial Services, the Judiciary,
and Oversight and Government Reform, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mrs. LOWEY:
H.R. 6047. A bill to improve airport screening and security; to the Committee on Homeland Security.
By Mrs. LOWEY:
H.R. 6048. A bill to amend the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act to ensure that certain tenants
are able to return to affordable housing after
a major disaster; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Ms. MARKEY of Colorado:
H.R. 6049. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior, in cooperation with Kiowa
County, Colorado, to restore the Murdock
Building in Eads, Colorado, for use as the
visitor center for the Sand Creek Massacre
National Historic Site; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.
By Ms. MARKEY of Colorado:
H.R. 6050. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior, to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior, in cooperation with the Koshare
Indian Museum, to assist in the expansion of
the Museum’s storage facility in La Junta,
Colorado, to house the collection of Bent’s
Old Fort National Historic Site and collections from other National Park Service
units; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts (for
himself, Mr. HINCHEY, Mrs. CAPPS,
Mr. INSLEE, and Mr. WELCH):
H.R. 6051. A bill to prohibit the Secretary
of the Interior from issuing any new lease
that authorizes the production of oil or natural gas under the Outer Continental Shelf
Lands Act to a person that does not renegotiate existing leases held by the person to incorporate limitations on royalty relief based
on market price that are equal to or less
than price thresholds that apply to other
leases under that Act, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. MCHENRY:
H.R. 6052. A bill to require the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget to es-
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tablish and maintain a website to track the
expenditure of Government funds; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.
By Mr. MEEK of Florida:
H.R. 6053. A bill to amend the Oil Pollution
Act of 1990 to provide for timely consideration of claims submitted by States and political subdivisions for reimbursement of removal costs; to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Mr. MELANCON:
H.R. 6054. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to increase and to provide for
an annual adjustment of the amounts of assistance payable by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs for veterans’ funeral and burial
expenses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut (for
himself and Mr. RYAN of Ohio):
H.R. 6055. A bill to support and strengthen
small businesses manufacturing in America,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Financial Services.
By Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts:
H.R. 6056. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to treat certain employeefunded pensions created before June 25, 1959,
in the same manner as qualified trusts for
purposes of unrelated debt-financed income
derived from real property, and to increase
the limitation on elective deferrals to such
employee-funded pensions; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.
By Mr. OWENS (for himself and Mr.
COURTNEY):
H.R. 6057. A bill to amend the Consolidated
Farm and Rural Development Act to expand
eligibility for Farm Service Agency loans; to
the Committee on Agriculture.
By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself and Mr.
MINNICK):
H.R. 6058. A bill to ensure that the housing
assistance programs of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development and the Department of Veterans Affairs are available to
veterans and members of the Armed Forces
who have service-connected injuries and to
survivors and dependents of veterans and
members of the Armed Forces; to the Committee on Financial Services, and in addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Mr. PIERLUISI (for himself, Ms.
JACKSON LEE of Texas, Mr. SCOTT of
Virginia, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin,
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
COHEN, Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. DEGETTE,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. POLIS, Mr. BACA,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr.
NADLER of New York, and Mr. FARR):
H.R. 6059. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to provide for deferred sentencing and the possibility of dismissal for
drug offenders, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina:
H.R. 6060. A bill to support innovation and
research in the United States textile and
fiber products industry; to the Committee on
Science and Technology.
By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina (for
himself, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, and Mr. PLATTS):
H.R. 6061. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to reform the system of
public financing for Presidential elections,
and for other purposes; 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 Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
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By Mr. ROONEY:
H.R. 6062. A bill to identify and remove
criminal aliens incarcerated in correctional
facilities in the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey:
H.R. 6063. A bill to amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to
enhance the safety of elementary schools
and secondary schools; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
By Mr. RUPPERSBERGER:
H.R. 6064. A bill to provide certain rights
to commuters who ride public transportation; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.
By Mr. RUPPERSBERGER:
H.R. 6065. A bill to provide that certain Secret Service employees may elect to transition to coverage under the District of Columbia Police and Fire Fighter Retirement and
Disability System; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform, and in
addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California:
H.R. 6066. A bill to amend title II of the Social Security Act to provide appropriate
safeguards for applicants for disability insurance benefits and other benefits based on disability under such title against inappropriate offsets of such benefits against benefits otherwise provided under private disability insurance coverage; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California:
H.R. 6067. A bill to increase by $25 million
the funding available for individual development accounts for each of fiscal years 2011
and 2012, and to amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to eliminate the domestic production deduction for coal and other hard
mineral fossil fuels; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.
By Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California (for herself and Mr. HALL of
Texas):
H.R. 6068. A bill to amend title 44, United
States Code, to require each agency to include contact information for the agency in
its collection of information; to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. SARBANES:
H.R. 6069. A bill to ensure adequate funding
for foreclosure mitigation counseling activities of the Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation in connection with the Home Affordable Modification Program of the Secretary of the Treasury; to the Committee on
Financial Services.
By Mr. SCHRADER:
H.R. 6070. A bill to amend the Grand Ronde
Reservation Act to make technical corrections, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. SHERMAN (for himself, Ms.
Mr.
KAGEN,
Mr.
ROS-LEHTINEN,
JONES, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and
Mr. DEFAZIO):
H.R. 6071. A bill to withdraw normal trade
relations treatment from the products of the
People’s Republic of China, to provide for a
balanced trade relationship between that
country and the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and in addition to the Committee on
Rules, for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
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By Mr. SPACE (for himself, Mr. STARK,
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. BURGESS, and
Mr. ENGEL):
H.R. 6072. A bill to amend titles XVIII and
XIX of the Social Security Act to clarify the
application of EHR payment incentives in
cases of multi-campus hospitals; to the Committee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mrs.
BIGGERT, Mr. BACA, Ms. CORRINE
BROWN of Florida, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas,
Ms.
LEE
of
California,
Mr.
LATOURETTE, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. STARK, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. HARMAN, Mr.
HOLT, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. CONNOLLY of
Virginia, Mrs. DAVIS of California,
Mr. ELLISON, Mrs. HALVORSON, Mr.
KUCINICH, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina,
Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Ms.
TITUS, Ms. TSONGAS, Ms. SUTTON,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. JACKSON LEE of
Texas, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mrs.
EMERSON, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, and Mr. MCDERMOTT):
H.R. 6073. A bill to award a congressional
gold medal to Dr. Balazs ‘‘Ernie’’ Bodai in
recognition of his many outstanding contributions to the Nation, including a tireless
commitment to breast cancer research; to
the Committee on Financial Services.
By Mr. STUPAK:
H.R. 6074. A bill to amend titles XVIII and
XIX of the Social Security Act to enhance
quality under the Medicaid Program through
nursing facility survey system improvements; to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and in addition to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provisions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
By Mr. TIERNEY (for himself, Mr.
of
Massachusetts,
Mr.
FRANK
KUCINICH, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. JONES,
and Mr. COURTNEY):
H.R. 6075. A bill to amend the MagnusonStevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act to require payment of costs, fees,
and expenses incurred by certain prevailing
parties in proceedings under such Act from
sums received as fines, penalties, and forfeitures, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. WEINER (for himself, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. BISHOP of
New York, Ms. CLARKE, Ms. DEGETTE,
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. HALL of New York,
Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr.
ISRAEL, Mr. KING of New York, Mr.
LEE of New York, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr.
MAFFEI, Mrs. MALONEY, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr.
MEEKS of New York, Mr. MURPHY of
New York, Mr. NADLER of New York,
Mr.
RANGEL,
Mr.
Mr.
OWENS,
SERRANO, Mr. TONKO, Mr. TOWNS, Mr.
ARCURI, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, and Ms.
SLAUGHTER):
H.R. 6076. A bill to provide for the award of
a gold medal on behalf of Congress posthumously to Father Mychal Judge, O.F.M.,
beloved Chaplain of the Fire Department of
New York who passed away as the first recorded victim of the September 11, 2001, attacks in recognition of his example to the
Nation of selfless dedication to duty and
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compassion for one’s fellow citizens; to the
Committee on Financial Services.
By Mr. WHITFIELD:
H.R. 6077. A bill to amend the Energy Policy Act of 2005 to clarify policies regarding
ownership of pore space; to the Committee
on Natural Resources.
By Ms. WOOLSEY (for herself, Ms.
RICHARDSON, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. WATSON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. PAYNE, Ms.
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Ms.
FUDGE, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. HOLT, Mr.
SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. POLIS, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. DAVIS
of Illinois, Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas,
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. NORTON, and Ms. LEE of California):
H.R. 6078. A bill to amend the Elementary
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to provide grants to local educational agencies to
encourage girls and underrepresented minorities to pursue studies and careers in
science, mathematics, engineering, and technology; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.
By Mr. MINNICK (for himself, Mr.
CULBERSON, Mr. CUELLAR, and Mr.
BISHOP of Utah):
H.J. Res. 95. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States allowing the States to call a
limited convention solely for the purposes of
considering whether to propose a specific
amendment to the Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas (for
himself, Mr. UPTON, Mr. BACA, Mr.
Mrs.
BLACKBURN,
Mr.
BARROW,
BLUNT, Mrs. BONO MACK, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. BOREN, Mr. BRIGHT, Mr.
BURGESS, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr.
BUYER, Mr. CHILDERS, Mr. COSTA, Mr.
CUELLAR, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee,
Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. HALL of Texas, Ms. EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
LATTA, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr.
MOORE of Kansas, Mr. TIM MURPHY of
Pennsylvania, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr.
ORTIZ, Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, Mr.
PITTS, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. RAHALL,
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ of California, Mr.
SCALISE, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. SHIMKUS,
Mr. SIRES, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. TERRY, Mr. WALDEN, and
Mr. WHITFIELD):
H. Con. Res. 311. Concurrent resolution to
express the sense of Congress that it is the
responsibility of Congress to determine the
regulatory authority of the Federal Communications Commission with respect to
broadband Internet services; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. BROUN of Georgia (for himself,
Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. WESTMORELAND,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Mr.
GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. PRICE of
Georgia, Mr. BARROW, Mr. BISHOP of
Georgia, and Mr. MARSHALL):
H. Con. Res. 312. Concurrent resolution recognizing Springfield Baptist Church as the
first African-American church established in
the City of Greensboro, Georgia, following
the Emancipation Proclamation and, therefore, the oldest in Greene County, on the occasion of its placement as a permanent
marker by the Georgia Historical Society; to
the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. BAIRD (for himself, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. CAO, Mr.
of
Tennessee,
and
Mr.
DAVIS
SCALISE):
H. Con. Res. 313. Concurrent resolution expressing thanks to the people of Qatar for
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their assistance to the victims of Hurricane
Katrina; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Ms. ESHOO (for herself, Mr. BACA,
Mr. BECERRA, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr.
CARDOZA, Mr. COSTELLO, Mrs. DAVIS
of California, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr.
FARR, Mr. FILNER, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr. GRAYSON, Ms. JACKSON LEE of
Texas, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN
of California, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts, Ms. MATSUI,
Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. NADLER of New
York, Mr. OBEY, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
PERLMUTTER, Ms. RICHARDSON, Ms.
Ms.
LINDA
T.
ROYBAL-ALLARD,
SÁNCHEZ of California, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. SPEIER, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WELCH, and Ms. WOOLSEY):
H. Con. Res. 314. Concurrent resolution expressing the sense of Congress on the closure
of the main entrance to the Supreme Court;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. BOUSTANY (for himself, Mr.
SCALISE, Mr. CAO, Mr. MELANCON, Mr.
ALEXANDER, Mr. CASSIDY, and Mr.
FLEMING):
H. Res. 1583. A resolution observing the
fifth anniversary of the date on which Hurricane Rita devastated the coasts of Louisiana
and Texas, remembering those lost in the
storm and in the process of evacuation, recovery, and rebuilding; saluting the dedication of the volunteers who offered assistance
in support of those affected by the storm,
recognizing the progress of efforts to rebuild
the affected Gulf Coast region, commending
the persistence of the people of the States of
Louisiana and Texas following the second
major hurricane to hit Louisiana that season, and reaffirming Congress’ commitment
to restore and renew the Gulf Coast region;
to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself, Mr.
BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. MATHESON):
H. Res. 1584. A resolution honoring the
members of the Utah National Guard; to the
Committee on Armed Services.
By Mr. GARAMENDI (for himself, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms.
GIFFORDS, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. HERGER, Ms. ESHOO, Ms.
FALLIN, Mr. BACA, Ms. HARMAN, and
Mr. MCNERNEY):
H. Res. 1585. A resolution honoring and recognizing the exemplary service and sacrifice
of the 60th Air Mobility Wing, the 349th Air
Mobility Wing, the 15th Expeditionary Mobility Task Force, and the 615th Contingency
Response Wing civilians and families serving
at Travis Air Force Base, California; to the
Committee on Armed Services.
By Mr. ALTMIRE:
H. Res. 1586. A resolution expressing support for designation of the first week of August as ‘‘National Family Business Week’’;
to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. BISHOP of Utah (for himself,
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr.
LAMBORN, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. MCCLINTOCK,
Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.
CONAWAY, Mr. PENCE, Mr. PRICE of
Georgia, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. PITTS,
Mr. LATTA, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr.
COFFMAN of Colorado, Mr. TIAHRT,
Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia,
Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, and Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS):
H. Res. 1587. A resolution recognizing that
the cause of liberty demands that government should be made accountable again to
the consent of the governed, and calling for
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the real decentralization of power through
the restoration of American federalism; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. CAPUANO (for himself, Mr.
MCCAUL, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. SMITH of
New Jersey, and Mr. WOLF):
H. Res. 1588. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives on the
importance of the full implementation of the
Comprehensive Peace Agreement to help ensure peace and stability in Sudan during and
after mandated referenda; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.
By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. ROYBALALLARD, Mr. CONYERS, Mrs. CAPPS,
Ms. NORTON, Ms. LEE of California,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. COHEN, Ms.
MATSUI, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, and Ms. WOOLSEY):
H. Res. 1589. A resolution commending the
Women’s Bureau of the U.S. Department of
Labor on its 90th anniversary; to the Committee on Education and Labor.
By Ms. GIFFORDS (for herself, Mr.
LAMBORN, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr.
BONNER, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
Mr. BARROW, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. JONES, Mr. SABLAN, Mr.
Mr.
OWENS,
Mrs.
THORNBERRY,
MYRICK, Mr. KISSELL, Mr. MICHAUD,
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. ADERHOLT, Ms.
KILPATRICK of Michigan, Mr. SPRATT,
Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. TURNER,
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, and Mr.
HEINRICH):
H. Res. 1590. A resolution recognizing the
150th anniversary of the Army Signal Corps;
to the Committee on Armed Services.
By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (for himself, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida,
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. PAYNE,
Ms. RICHARDSON, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN,
Mr. RUSH, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland,
of
Georgia,
Mr.
Mr.
JOHNSON
CUMMINGS, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. MEEK of
Florida, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Ms.
NORTON, and Mr. CLAY):
H. Res. 1591. A resolution recognizing the
Black Barbershop Health Outreach Program’s contribution to the national fight
against health disparities through education,
community involvement, research, and culturally relevant strategies that seek to improve health outcomes in Black communities across the country; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:
H. Res. 1592. A resolution recognizing persons of African descent in Europe; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas (for herself, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr.
HINOJOSA, Mr. REYES, and Mr. GENE
GREEN of Texas):
H. Res. 1593. A resolution supporting academically-based social studies curriculum
standards for the Nation’s elementary and
secondary education public school textbooks; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.
By Mr. KINGSTON:
H. Res. 1594. A resolution celebrating the
69th anniversary of the first combat action
of the American Volunteer Group and recognizing the contribution of the American Volunteer Group and the 23rd Fighter Group
known as the ‘‘Flying Tigers’’ to the victory
of the United States in World War II; to the
Committee on Armed Services.
By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. CAMP,
Mr. STARK, Mr. HERGER, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas,
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Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr.
BRADY of Texas, Mr. TANNER, Mr.
CANTOR, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. LINDER,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. TIBERI, Mr.
KIND, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr.
PASCRELL, Mr. REICHERT, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. CROWLEY,
Mr. HELLER, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
ROSKAM, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois, and Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of
California):
H. Res. 1595. A resolution recognizing the
50th anniversary of the passage of legislation
that created real estate investment trusts
(REITs) and gave millions of Americans new
investment opportunities that helped them
build a solid foundation for retirement security and has contributed to the overall
strength of our economy; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.
By Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California (for himself, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. WOLF, and Mr. SMITH of
New Jersey):
H. Res. 1596. A resolution condemning al
Shabaab for its practice of child conscription
in the Horn of Africa; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. MAFFEI (for himself, Mr. LEE
of New York, and Mr. MCMAHON):
H. Res. 1597. A resolution encouraging the
United Kingdom to investigate British Petroleum (BP) for foreign corrupt practices;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York (for
herself and Mr. PLATTS):
H. Res. 1598. A resolution expressing support for the designation of the month of October as National Work and Family Month;
to the Committee on Education and Labor.
By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York:
H. Res. 1599. A resolution reaffirming support for Israel as a longtime friend, ally, and
strategic partner of the United States and
Israel’s right to defend itself; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Ms. MCCOLLUM (for herself and Mr.
TERRY):
H. Res. 1600. A resolution supporting the
critical role of the physician assistant profession and supporting the goals and ideals of
National Physician Assistant Week; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. PALLONE:
H. Res. 1601. A resolution recognizing that
the religious freedom and human rights violations of Kashmiri Pandits has been ongoing since 1989; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.
By Mr. POMEROY:
H. Res. 1602. A resolution honoring North
Dakota’s colleges and universities for their
efforts in serving members of the United
States Armed Forces, veterans, and their
families; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.
By Mr. ROSS:
H. Res. 1603. A resolution expressing support for designation of September 2010 as National Craniofacial Acceptance Month; to
the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (for herself,
Mr. SERRANO, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr.
SABLAN, Mr. ORTIZ, Ms. RICHARDSON,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr.
PASTOR of Arizona, Mr. CUELLAR, and
Mr. BERMAN):
H. Res. 1604. A resolution honoring the bicentennial anniversary of Mexican independence and the centennial anniversary of the
beginning of the Mexican Revolution; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for
himself, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. MCKEON,
Mr. SPRATT, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr.
ORTIZ, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. REYES, Mr.
SNYDER, Mr. SMITH of Washington,
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Mr. ANDREWS, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. LARSEN of Washington,
Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. COURTNEY, Ms.
GIFFORDS, Mr. KISSELL, Mr. HEINRICH,
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. THORNBERRY,
Mr. JONES, Mr. FORBES, Mr. MILLER
of Florida, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. KLINE of
Minnesota, Ms. FALLIN, Mr. ROONEY,
Mr. DJOU, Mr. CARTER, Ms. GRANGER,
Mr. HARE, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia,
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms.
ESHOO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms.
MATSUI, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. BILIRAKIS,
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
HUNTER, and Mr. BACA):
H. Res. 1605. A resolution recognizing the
service of the medical and air crews in helping our wounded warriors make the expeditious and safe trip home to the United States
and commending the personnel of the Air
Force for their commitment to the wellbeing of all our service men and women; to
the Committee on Armed Services.
f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS
Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolutions as follows:
H.R. 43: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.
H.R. 197: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. POMEROY, Mr.
COSTELLO, and Mr. NYE.
H.R. 208: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan and Mr.
EDWARDS of Texas.
H.R. 223: Mr. STUPAK and Mr. CLAY.
H.R. 227: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California.
H.R. 231: Mrs. LOWEY.
H.R. 333: Mr. REICHERT and Mr. AUSTRIA.
H.R. 442: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. MATHESON, and Mr. PETERS.
H.R. 483: Mr. REICHERT.
H.R. 507: Mr. NUNES.
H.R. 557: Mr. ROSKAM.
H.R. 678: Mr. GARAMENDI.
H.R. 775: Mr. AUSTRIA.
H.R. 963: Ms. WOOLSEY.
H.R. 982: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California.
H.R. 1020: Mr. MOLLOHAN.
H.R. 1074: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. MATHESON, and Mr. COSTELLO.
H.R. 1086: Mr. CASTLE.
H.R. 1124: Mr. POLIS, Mr. CONYERS, Ms.
CHU, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. WU, and Ms. FUDGE.
H.R. 1126: Mr. MICHAUD and Mr. KENNEDY.
H.R. 1159: Mr. KLEIN of Florida.
H.R. 1193: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut.
H.R. 1205: Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. WALZ, and Mr.
JONES.
H.R. 1206: Mr. CALVERT.
H.R. 1351: Mrs. CAPPS and Ms. BALDWIN.
H.R. 1507: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey.
H.R. 1545: Mr. KIND.
H.R. 1546: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
H.R. 1549: Mr. TONKO and Ms. BALDWIN.
H.R. 1569: Mr. GUTIERREZ and Ms. ROYBALALLARD.
H.R. 1597: Mr. PETERS.
H.R. 1646: Mr. CALVERT.
H.R. 1826: Ms. GIFFORDS and Mr. KRATOVIL.
H.R. 1829: Mr. HEINRICH.
H.R. 1923: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas.
H.R. 1929: Mr. STUPAK, Mr. DEFAZIO, and
Mr. CONYERS.
H.R. 1961: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois.
H.R. 1995: Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 2000: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. BACHUS, Mrs.
BONO MACK, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. DJOU, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. EHLERS,
Mr. MACK, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Ms. KILROY, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. JONES, Mr. UPTON, and
Mr. Harper.
H.R. 2030: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. CARNAHAN.
H.R. 2057: Mr. NADLER of New York.
H.R. 2061: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
H.R. 2103: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina
and Mr. SHERMAN.
H.R. 2107: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California.
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H.R. 2109: Mr. HEINRICH, and Mr. CRITZ.
H.R. 2110: Mr. HEINRICH.
H.R. 2145: Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 2149: Mr. WALDEN.
H.R. 2177: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. ROTHMAN
of New Jersey.
H.R. 2222: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.
H.R. 2243: Mr. MCNERNEY.
H.R. 2262: Mr. GARAMENDI and Mr. CLAY.
H.R. 2275: Mr. WAMP, Mr. CLAY, Mr. HARE,
Ms. ESHOO, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. NEAL
of Massachusetts, Mr. FILNER, and Mr.
ENGEL.
H.R. 2277: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois.
H.R. 2287: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey and
Mr. BOREN.
H.R. 2293: Ms. LEE of California.
H.R. 2296: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. RODRIGUEZ,
Mr. POMEROY, and Mr. NYE.
H.R. 2308: Ms. CASTOR of Florida.
H.R. 2358: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.
H.R. 2381: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.
H.R. 2408: Mr. WALDEN.
H.R. 2429: Ms. CHU.
H.R. 2521: Mr. BOSWELL.
H.R. 2568: Ms. KAPTUR.
H.R. 2575: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California
and Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.
H.R. 2648: Ms. SPEIER.
H.R. 2746: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr.
LANCE, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mrs.
BIGGERT, and Mr. KING of New York.
H.R. 2853: Mr. FOSTER.
H.R. 2866: Mr. TIERNEY.
H.R. 2906: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia and Mr.
GUTIERREZ.
H.R. 2987: Mr. HINCHEY and Mr. KILDEE.
H.R. 3006: Mr. GUTIERREZ and Ms. ROYBALALLARD.
H.R. 3043: Mr. WU and Mr. LOEBSACK.
H.R. 3077: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.
H.R. 3108: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina
and Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey.
H.R. 3202: Ms. BALDWIN.
H.R. 3249: Mr. GUTIERREZ.
H.R. 3251: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota.
H.R. 3299: Mr. KUCINICH.
H.R. 3301: Mr. KING of Iowa and Mr. SPACE.
H.R. 3328: Mr. SHERMAN.
H.R. 3402: Mr. REICHERT.
H.R. 3408: Mr. PALLONE, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr.
VISCLOSKY, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. OLVER, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, and Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts.
H.R. 3421: Mr. KILDEE and Mr. BURGESS.
H.R. 3452: Mr. STUPAK.
H.R. 3463: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California.
H.R. 3464: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. MURPHY of
Connecticut, Mr. HODES, Mr. OWENS, and Mr.
HEINRICH.
H.R. 3525: Mr. WU.
H.R. 3536: Ms. TSONGAS and Ms. KAPTUR.
H.R. 3564: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey.
H.R. 3586: Mr. ROSKAM.
H.R. 3641: Mr. OWENS.
H.R. 3668: Mr. LOEBSACK.
H.R. 3716: Mr. CRITZ.
H.R. 3720: Mr. POMEROY.
H.R. 3721: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.
H.R. 3742: Mr. BLUMENAUER.
H.R. 3745: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia.
H.R. 3765: Mr. ROYCE.
H.R. 3786: Ms. DELAURO.
H.R. 3858: Mr. DEFAZIO.
H.R. 3943: Mr. HODES.
H.R. 3974: Mr. BACA and Mr. BISHOP of New
York.
H.R. 4116: Mr. REICHERT, Mr. GONZALEZ,
Ms. MARKEY of Colorado, Mr. SIRES, and Mr.
TONKO.
H.R. 4181: Mr. GUTIERREZ and Mr. SIRES.
H.R. 4195: Mr. DEFAZIO.
H.R. 4202: Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. HIRONO, and
Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 4229: Mr. LEE of New York.
H.R. 4278: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KRATOVIL, Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, and Mr. LEE of New York.
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H.R. 4306: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mr.
HELLER.
H.R. 4316: Mr. LARSEN of Washington.
H.R. 4364: Mr. DOYLE.
H.R. 4403: Mr. DEFAZIO.
H.R. 4427: Mr. REICHERT and Mr. COFFMAN
of Colorado.
H.R. 4429: Mr. CRITZ.
H.R. 4436: Mr. CALVERT.
H.R. 4443: Mr. HODES.
H.R. 4455: Mrs. BIGGERT.
H.R. 4544: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia and Mr.
TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania.
H.R. 4555: Mr. MEEK of Florida.
H.R. 4557: Mr. CARNAHAN.
H.R. 4662: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
WALZ, and Mr. LEE of New York.
H.R. 4689: Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr.
FORTENBERRY, and Ms. GIFFORDS.
H.R. 4693: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. EDWARDS
of Texas, and Mr. KAGEN.
H.R. 4709: Mr. WU.
H.R. 4722: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey and
Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.
H.R. 4746: Mr. LANCE, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr.
BILBRAY, and Mr. SENSENBRENNER.
H.R. 4764: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan.
H.R. 4771: Mr. PERRIELLO.
H.R. 4772: Mr. DRIEHAUS.
H.R. 4806: Mr. POLIS.
H.R. 4808: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. ARCURI,
Mr. MAFFEI, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, and Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California.
H.R. 4830: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. SIRES, and Mr.
CLAY.
H.R. 4836: Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts,
Ms. ESHOO, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Ms. KILROY, Ms. BORDALLO, Ms.
FUDGE, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas,
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
HOLT, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. KILDEE, Ms.
DEGETTE, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Ms. SLAUGHTER, and
Mr. GARAMENDI.
H.R. 4844: Mr. WALDEN.
H.R. 4871: Mrs. HALVORSON.
H.R. 4879: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.
H.R. 4914: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr.
PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. KLEIN of Florida, Ms. SUTTON, and Mr. KUCINICH.
H.R. 4925: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
H.R. 4926: Mr. BISHOP of New York and Mr.
CASTLE.
H.R. 4952: Mr. MILLER of Florida and Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS.
H.R. 4954: Ms. BALDWIN.
H.R. 4958: Mrs. LOWEY.
H.R. 4959: Mr. HOLT.
H.R. 4971: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. DINGELL, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr.
CROWLEY, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr.
COHEN, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. BERRY, Mr.
PALLONE, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. BALDWIN,
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, and Mr. SIRES.
H.R. 4972: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN.
H.R. 4985: Mr. PRICE of Georgia and Mr.
GARY G. MILLER of California.
H.R. 4986: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California and Mr. LAMBORN.
H.R. 4993: Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, Mr.
MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. PETERSON,
Mr. MCMAHON, and Mr. CRITZ.
H.R. 5008: Mr. WALZ.
H.R. 5015: Mr. KILDEE.
H.R. 5016: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan.
H.R. 5033: Ms. WATERS.
H.R. 5034: Mr. HOLDEN.
H.R. 5037: Mr. KUCINICH.
H.R. 5040: Mr. LATHAM and Ms. SUTTON.
H.R. 5042: Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 5043: Mr. WATT, Mr. DELAHUNT, and
Mr. STARK.
H.R. 5044: Mr. BLUMENAUER.
H.R. 5058: Mr. SCALISE, Ms. GRANGER, and
Mr. KLEIN of Florida.
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H.R. 5064: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN.
H.R. 5065: Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. GOHMERT, and
Mr. ALEXANDER.
H.R. 5081: Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. MOLLOHAN,
Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania, and Mr.
DENT.
H.R. 5107: Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. COURTNEY, and
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.
H.R. 5117: Mr. HARE, Mr. MILLER of North
Carolina, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, and
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois.
H.R. 5124: Mr. KUCINICH.
H.R. 5137: Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida and Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.
H.R. 5141: Mr. HELLER, Mr. PERRIELLO, Mr.
COLE, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. RYAN
of Wisconsin, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. DREIER,
Mr. HARPER, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. KIRK,
Mr. SULLIVAN, and Mr. REICHERT.
H.R. 5162: Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. POMEROY, Mr.
SULLIVAN, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. MARIO
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. PETERSON, Mr.
CRENSHAW, Mr. LEE of New York, Mr.
STEARNS, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. MATHESON,
Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, and Mr. NYE.
H.R. 5207: Mr. PETERSON.
H.R. 5234: Mr. BISHOP of New York.
H.R. 5235: Mr. BISHOP of New York and Mr.
LIPINSKI.
H.R. 5244: Mr. CLEAVER.
H.R. 5257: Mr. DUNCAN.
H.R. 5276: Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey.
H.R. 5285: Mr. DOYLE.
H.R. 5288: Mr. BACA.
H.R. 5291: Mr. WALZ.
H.R. 5328: Ms. SLAUGHTER.
H.R. 5351: Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. KLINE
of Minnesota, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr.
BLUNT, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. BUYER, and Mr.
GARY G. MILLER of California.
H.R. 5355: Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 5393: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi.
H.R. 5409: Mr. NYE.
H.R. 5418: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin.
H.R. 5421: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California.
H.R. 5422: Mrs. LOWEY.
H.R. 5424: Mr. CASTLE.
H.R. 5426: Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana.
H.R. 5434: Mr. POLIS, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN,
and Mr. CAMPBELL.
H.R. 5440: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 5447: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
H.R. 5457: Mr. BOUCHER and Mr. ARCURI.
H.R. 5475: Ms. WOOLSEY.
H.R. 5476: Mr. MCCOTTER and Ms. SUTTON.
H.R. 5477: Mr. HEINRICH.
H.R. 5504: Ms. MATSUI and Mr. FILNER.
H.R. 5527: Mr. DRIEHAUS.
H.R. 5533: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.
H.R. 5539: Mr. LEE of New York.
H.R. 5549: Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN.
H.R. 5554: Mr. TIBERI.
H.R. 5567: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia.
H.R. 5568: Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, Mr. WALZ,
and Mrs. HALVORSON.
H.R. 5572: Mr. KLEIN of Florida.
H.R. 5575: Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 5577: Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 5578: Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 5588: Mr. KILDEE and Mr. KUCINICH.
H.R. 5597: Mr. COHEN, Mr. BUTTERFIELD,
Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey, and Ms. RICHARDSON.
H.R. 5599: Mr. HELLER.
H.R. 5600: Ms. BALDWIN and Mr. BARRETT of
South Carolina.
H.R. 5625: Ms. BALDWIN.
H.R. 5627: Mr. MICA.
H.R. 5636: Ms. SUTTON.
H.R. 5643: Ms. LEE of California, Ms. ZOE
LOFGREN of California, and Mr. ROTHMAN of
New Jersey.
H.R. 5645: Mr. WALDEN.
H.R. 5652: Mr. BLUMENAUER.
H.R. 5671: Mr. RANGEL.
H.R. 5690: Mr. SCHOCK.
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H.R. 5696: Mr. KAGEN.
H.R. 5718: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
H.R. 5726: Mr. TIERNEY and Mr. DRIEHAUS.
H.R. 5729: Mr. SNYDER and Ms. GRANGER.
H.R. 5737: Ms. BALDWIN.
H.R. 5743: Ms. KAPTUR.
H.R. 5746: Mr. MICHAUD, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr.
CLEAVER, and Mr. INSLEE.
H.R. 5753: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia.
H.R. 5766: Mrs. LOWEY and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
H.R. 5769: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona.
H.R. 5773: Mr. BARTLETT, Ms. EDWARDS of
Maryland, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
Mr. KRATOVIL, Mr. LEVIN, and Mr. POMEROY.
H.R. 5778: Mr. LEE of New York, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, and Mr. PETRI.
H.R. 5783: Mr. KUCINICH.
H.R. 5786: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
H.R. 5787: Ms. SUTTON.
H.R. 5793: Mr. HEINRICH.
H.R. 5797: Mr. KIND, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr.
CROWLEY, and Mr. CARNAHAN.
H.R. 5806: Mr. STARK, Ms. MATSUI, Ms.
MOORE of Wisconsin, and Mr. SABLAN.
H.R. 5818: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina,
Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr. ISSA, Mr. PRICE
of Georgia, Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr.
LAMBORN, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. HALL of Texas,
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. BISHOP of Utah,
Mr. PITTS, Mr. PENCE, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr.
LATTA, Mr. BRADY of Texas, and Mr. BARTLETT.
H.R. 5840: Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado.
H.R. 5842: Mr. LUCAS.
H.R. 5843: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia.
H.R. 5853: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr.
WESTMORELAND, and Mr. KLINE of Minnesota.
H.R. 5856: Mrs. HALVORSON.
H.R. 5858: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. SABLAN.
H.R. 5861: Mrs. MALONEY and Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 5898: Ms. SUTTON and Mr. LIPINSKI.
H.R. 5899: Mr. SCHOCK and Mr. BROUN of
Georgia.
H.R. 5902: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin and Mr.
KILDEE.
H.R. 5905: Mr. TONKO and Mr. KLEIN of
Florida.
H.R. 5915: Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida.
H.R. 5917: Mr. PETERSON.
H.R. 5923: Mr. PITTS and Mr. KLINE of Minnesota.
H.R. 5926: Mr. KAGEN.
H.R. 5928: Ms. TITUS.
H.R. 5929: Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts.
H.R. 5939: Ms. JENKINS, Mr. LEE of New
York, Mr. REHBERG, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia,
Mr. PAUL, and Mr. WILSON of Ohio.
H.R. 5940: Mr. JONES, Mr. COBLE, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, and Mr. DAVIS of Alabama.
H.R. 5942: Mr. MEEKS of New York and Mr.
RUSH.
H.R. 5954: Mr. DRIEHAUS.
H.R. 5956: Mr. CLAY.
H.R. 5967: Mr. ADLER of New Jersey, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. KUCINICH, Ms.
WATERS, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. RANGEL,
and Mr. MEEK of Florida.
H.R. 5971: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr.
FATTAH, Ms. FUDGE, and Ms. NORTON.
H.R. 5972: Mr. LEE of New York, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, and Mr. JONES.
H.R. 5973: Mr. BOUSTANY and Mr.
MELANCON.
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H.R. 5974: Ms. DEGETTE.
H.R. 5978: Mr. WITTMAN and Mrs. LOWEY.
H.R. 5980: Mr. FORBES.
H.J. Res. 78: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona
and Mrs. HALVORSON.
H.J. Res. 79: Mr. KINGSTON.
H. Con. Res. 198: Mr. PLATTS.
H. Con. Res. 259: Mr. GALLEGLY.
H. Con. Res. 274: Mr. BUCHANAN.
H. Con. Res. 281: Mr. HENSARLING.
H. Con. Res. 310: Ms. FALLIN, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BUYER, Mr. HOEKSTRA, and Mr.
FLEMING.
H. Res. 263: Mr. BISHOP of New York.
H. Res. 709: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia.
H. Res. 762: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. MEEKs of New
York, Mr. CROWLEY, Ms. NORTON, Ms. LINDA
T. SÁNCHEZ of California, and Mr. MORAN of
Virginia.
H. Res. 849: Mr. GERLACH.
H. Res. 850: Mr. GERLACH.
H. Res. 899: Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. OWENS,
and Ms. BORDALLO.
H. Res. 1016: Mr. STARK and Mr. FILNER.
H. Res. 1019: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.
H. Res. 1110: Mr. GARAMENDI.
H. Res. 1129: Mr. LUETKEMEYER.
H. Res. 1217: Mr. WITTMAN and Ms. FALLIN.
H. Res. 1264: Mr. BACHUS and Mr.
BLUMENAUER.
H. Res. 1309: Mrs. LOWEY.
H. Res. 1314: Mrs. LOWEY.
H. Res. 1355: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.
H. Res. 1431: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr.
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Mr. DICKS, Mr. SIRES, Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, and Mr. GORDON of Tennessee.
H. Res. 1433: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey,
Ms. HARMAN, Mr. UPTON, Mr. DOYLE, Ms.
BALDWIN, Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts, Mr.
SHIMKUS, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. PITTS, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. MACK, Mrs. BONO Mack, Mr.
WALDEN, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. BARRETT of
South Carolina, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. DUNCAN,
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. STUPAK, and Mr. GINGREY of
Georgia.
H. Res. 1442: Mr. LIPINSKI, Mrs. MCMORRIS
RODGERS, and Mr. STEARNS.
H. Res. 1444: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. BUTTERFIELD,
Mr. INSLEE, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms.
LEE of California, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. ROSS,
Ms. ESHOO, Mr. WAXMAN, and Mr. GINGREY of
Georgia.
H. Res. 1445: Mr. NEUGEBAUER.
H. Res. 1454: Mr. KUCINICH.
H. Res. 1461: Mr. LANCE and Ms. RICHARDSON.
H. Res. 1485: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. POSEY, and
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.
H. Res. 1488: Mr. BACHUS, Mr. PERLMUTTER,
Mr. GONZALEZ, and Mr. WALDEN.
H. Res. 1494: Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr.
KUCINICH, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Ms. MATSUI,
Mr. WEINER, Ms. NORTON, Mrs. MILLER of
Michigan, and Mr. DOYLE.
H. Res. 1497: Mr. LANCE, Mr. LATTA, Mr.
BURTON of Indiana, and Mrs. BACHMANN.
H. Res. 1501: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. PENCE, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr.
COLE, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. GINGREY
of Georgia, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr.
INGLIS, Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. GRAVES
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of Missouri, Mr. TAYLOR, Ms. GIFFORDS, Ms.
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. POSEY, and
Mr. LEE of New York.
H. Res. 1503: Mr. CASTLE, Mr. HOLDEN, and
Ms. SHEA-PORTER.
H. Res. 1518: Ms. NORTON, Mr. POLIS, Ms.
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. SCHOCK, and Mr. KENNEDY.
H. Res. 1522: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. SKELTON,
Mr. OBERSTAR, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. MCCOTTER,
Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. ARCURI, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey,
Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. DRIEHAUS,
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. KIRK,
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
EHLERS, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. COURTNEY, and Mr.
JONES.
H. Res. 1524: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
H. Res. 1528: Mr. FILNER, Ms. LEE of California, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and Ms. HARMAN.
H. Res. 1529: Mr. LEE of New York.
H. Res. 1532: Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. NADLER of
New York, and Ms. SCHWARTZ.
H. Res. 1535: Mr. GARAMENDI.
H. Res. 1536: Mr. HARPER, Mr. WILSON of
South Carolina, Mr. CAO, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.
SHUSTER, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. PETERSON,
Mr. POSEY, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. SCHOCK,
Mr. PLATTS, Mr. TERRY, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr.
KILDEE, Mr. NUNES, Mr. HENSARLING, Mr.
ROE of Tennessee, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. DJOU, Mr.
GUTHRIE, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado, Mr. AUSTRIA, Mr. BURTON of Indiana,
Mr. LANCE, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. HUNTER, Mr.
LEE of New York, Mr. EHLERS, Ms. JENKINS,
Mr. DOYLE, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr. KANJORSKI, and Mr. COLE.
H. Res. 1540: Mr. WALDEN.
H. Res. 1546: Ms. ESHOO.
H. Res. 1554: Mr. REICHERT and Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER.
H. Res. 1570: Mr. WITTMAN.
H. Res. 1572: Mr. ROYCE and Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ of California.
H. Res. 1578: Mr. WAMP.
f

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and resolutions as follows:
H.R. 5081: Mr. CARTER.
f

DISCHARGE PETITIONS—
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS
The following Members added their
names to the following discharge petition:
Petition 11 by Mr. KING of Iowa on H.R.
4972: Thomas E. Petri, Doc Hastings, Don
Young, Ginny Brown-Waite, Patrick J.
Tiberi, Mike Rogers of Michigan, Joe Barton,
Adam H. Putnam, Dave Camp, Steven C.
Latourette, Dean Heller, Peter T. King,
Mario Diaz-Balart, Lincoln Diaz-Balart,
Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, Tim Murphy, and
Charles W. Dent.
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WASHINGTON, FRIDAY, JULY 30, 2010

No. 114

Senate
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable MARK
R. WARNER, a Senator from the Commonwealth of Virginia.

RECOGNITION OF MAJORITY
LEADER
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. The majority leader is recognized.

PRAYER

f

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, offered the following prayer:
Let us pray.
O God, who gives life to the world,
who breathed Your spirit into humanity, infuse the Members of this body
with the spirit of Your wisdom. May
this wisdom lead them to serve others
with an awareness of their accountability to You. Help them to make it
their primary goal to please You, using
their talents for the good of others.
Lord, be with those Senators who are
experiencing ill health. Enable them to
feel Your healing touch. May Your
goodness and mercy follow us all the
days of our lives.
We pray in Your righteous Name.
Amen.

SCHEDULE
Mr. REID. Mr. President, following
leader remarks, the Senate will proceed to a period of morning business.
Senators will be permitted to speak for
up to 10 minutes each.
There will be no rollcall votes during
today’s session. The next vote will
occur Monday evening.

f

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. INOUYE).
The legislative clerk read the following letter:
U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, July 30, 2010.
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To the Senate:
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable MARK R. WARNER, a
Senator from the Commonwealth of Virginia, to perform the duties of the Chair.
DANIEL K. INOUYE,
President pro tempore.

Mr. WARNER thereupon assumed the
chair as Acting President pro tempore.

f

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the previous order, leadership time is reserved.
f

MORNING BUSINESS
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the previous order, there
will be a period of morning business,
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I note the
absence of a quorum.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.
f

AIRLINE SAFETY AND FEDERAL
AVIATION ADMINISTRATION EXTENSION ACT OF 2010
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, soon I
am going to ask unanimous consent
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of H.R. 5900. First, I want to
make a couple of comments.

H.R. 5900 is a piece of legislation sent
to us by the House of Representatives
that will extend for 2 months the FAA
reauthorization act. I regret that we
have another extension. It is extension
after extension after extension. It is so
symbolic of the way this place works
these days.
The reason there is an urgency to get
the FAA reauthorization act done is
that it includes so many significant
issues that deal with the safety of the
air traveling public, with the airport
improvement funds, with substantial
investments in air traffic control modernization—a wide range of issues that
are very important. Despite the fact
that everybody understands the urgency, the FAA reauthorization bill is
stuck in the morass of difficulties that
now afflict the Senate and House these
days. It is very difficult to get anything done.
The question will be, Will we now—
extending this for 2 more months—at
the end of this year adjourn sine die
once again without having approved an
FAA reauthorization bill?
The Europeans are moving very aggressively on air traffic control modernization. I have met with Europeans
on these issues. We should be doing the
same, and yet it is held hostage by not
passing an FAA reauthorization bill.
The issue of safety is another very
important issue. I have held hearing
after hearing on the issue of safety.
The question is, Do we have one standard of safety on airplanes these days as
between major carriers and regional
carriers? When you step onto an airplane that is 32-passenger or 50-passenger—a regional carrier—do you have
the same level of safety as is applied
with respect to the crew, the training,
and all the other issues as exists with
the major carriers? The law requires
that; FAA requires that.
Does it exist? Well, we explored in
great detail the crash of Colgan Air.
We saw, with respect to Colgan Air,
one flight on one night—one tragic
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night—where 45 passengers got on a
Bombardier Dash 8 at La Guardia to fly
to Buffalo, NY. Flying through the ice
that evening, they had their wings iced
up and they went into a dive and
crashed, killing all of the passengers on
board—a flight attendant, two pilots,
and one person on the ground as well.
When we dissected what happened
that evening, it was unbelievable. It
may be that this is one circumstance
that has occurred only in that situation—I doubt it. Neither pilot had slept
in a bed the night before. One traveled
across the United States from Seattle,
WA, to Newark, just to reach her duty
station to go to work. Think of that,
traveling all night because it is your
commute to your job, from Seattle to
Newark, and then getting in an airplane and flying. That was the copilot
who flew the right seat—a person who,
a report said, was paid $20,000 or $22,000
a year and had to have a second job to
make ends meet, and who previously
lived with her parents because of the
low salaries paid to pilots on commuter
airlines.
The pilot in the left seat had not
slept the night before either. Evidence
was that he was only in the crew
lounge where there are no beds. He
commuted from Florida, I believe—one
of the Florida cities—to Newark to his
work station.
It is also the case that, as we looked
at the transcript of the cockpit recording, we found all kinds of very difficult
circumstances that existed—a discussion by the copilot that she had very
little training flying in icing. This is
someone in a cockpit flying a commercial airline saying: I have had very little experience flying in icing. We took
a look at the records of the pilot and
discovered that the pilot had failed, on
multiple occasions, some key exams,
and sufficient so that had the airline
known, they said: ‘‘We would not have
hired that pilot had we known of those
failures.’’ Except the pilot’s records
were not transparent to the airlines.
And the list goes on. It is about the
training regime, stick shakers, stick
pushers in the cockpit dealing with the
circumstances that evening.
The question is: Was this an isolated
incident or have we learned something
that ought to be very concerning to all
of us about safety in the skies? We included a number of recommendations
in the FAA reauthorization bill dealing
with safety. Some of those recommendations have been sent to us by
the House of Representatives today in
the 2-month extension. We will go
ahead and adopt those and they will become law.
It does not represent all of the safety
issues we have included in the Senate
FAA reauthorization bill. It represents
significant and important safety recommendations. It deals with FAA pilot
records database and access to that
database, the number of hours that are
required for a pilot getting in a cockpit—1,500 hours as opposed to the 250
hours. The 1,500 represents what is re-
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quired by the ATP, and that standard
is applied in the House bill and also in
the discussions we have had leading up
to this point with the House negotiators.
We include issues such as the pilot
training issues, safety inspectors,
flight crew member mentoring, development, and leadership—a range of
things that are very important.
The FAA is also involved separately
on issues dealing with fatigue. They
are not at this point, I believe, dealing
with commuting, but I think commuting is an issue and has to be dealt
with.
The point is that the FAA reauthorization bill is not now going to be
passed. We will pass a 60-day extension
to the end of September. The extension
will include the safety provisions I
have just described.
I want to mention as well the families of the victims of the Colgan air
crash who, in my judgment, need to receive a lot of credit for pushing these
issues and making certain that those
loved ones they lost in that crash—I
guess whose memory they labor in to
try to make these kinds of changes and
push the Congress to do what is necessary to improve safety. I believe the
families have done very substantial
work and very important work.
At every hearing I have held on the
issue of safety, those family members
have been present. They wear on their
lapels and on their suit jackets photographs of their loved ones. They are
doing that because they want to make
sure this does not happen again. My
heart goes out to them. I also say
thanks to them for doing the kind of
work they have done to make sure
these issues do not fall by the wayside.
Let me make one final point. We
have now from the period of perhaps 3
or 4 weeks in September and then a few
weeks in a lameduck session to get the
FAA reauthorization bill done, and if it
does not get done, then we will have
once again failed. I am pretty familiar
with that kind of failure. I have
watched time and time again.
Without being disrespectful to any of
my colleagues, I know there are a number of issues that are of concern and of
controversy. They deal with the issue
of the perimeter rule at Washington
National Airport—DC National—and
also the slot provisions at DC National.
There are differences of opinion in this
Chamber. I believe we must resolve
them. Those issues are not that significant. There has been discussion of 16
conversions that would not result in
additional flights out of DC National.
It is not a case of somebody saying:
Let’s have more flights.
I hope that all of those who are involved in this discussion will find a
way to reach a compromise. This place
does not work without compromise. If
we have a dozen people digging in their
heels telling us the way to resolve this
issue is my way and if you do not like
my way, I do not intend to do anything
to allow anybody else to get anything,
then this place does not work.
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Frankly, we are close to not working
very well. In the first instance, last
evening we had another cloture vote. I
know the majority leader felt strongly
we probably would have the opportunity to get that vote. It is symbolic,
I guess, of this Chamber these days. All
year long, we have had votes on motions to proceed on noncontroversial
bills—cloture votes that require a cloture motion to be filed and then wait
for 2 days and then have a cloture vote
on a motion to proceed to a noncontroversial issue. Then in addition to
being required to file a cloture motion
to shut off debate on something noncontroversial, once we get cloture with
an overwhelming number of votes, we
have to wait 30 hours to take action.
That is not legislating. That is stalling. That is obstruction. We have seen
way too much of it in this Chamber.
At any rate, I feel of two minds at
the moment. No. 1, I am very disappointed that we have to have another extension. It is over and over
again, nothing much changes, extend,
extend, extend, rather than do the kind
of legislating we should do. We will do
this extension to the end of September
on the FAA reauthorization bill. It relates to safety in the skies. It relates
to jobs. It relates to investment in airport infrastructure in America. It relates to air traffic control modernization—all of those important issues, all
of them again put on hold for another
couple of months.
That is a profound disappointment,
as far as I am concerned. Even as disappointed as I am about that, let me
say the safety provisions that we will
now proceed to enact, sent to us in the
bill by the House of Representatives,
are a significant step forward. I am
pleased we are going to be able to do at
the minimum this amount of work.
More will be done even on safety when
the Senate bill, if the Senate bill, is
ever able to be passed in the Senate
and become law.
Having said that, Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the immediate consideration of H.R. 5900, the Airline Safety
and Federal Aviation Administration
Extension Act of 2010, received from
the House and is now at the desk.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will report the bill by
title.
The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (H.R. 5900) to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Airport and
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend airport improvement
program project grant authority and to improve airline safety, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.
Mrs. MCCASKILL. Mr. President, I
rise today to speak on the extension of
the Federal Aviation Administration
authorization, which includes a number of critical policy reforms that will
make our skies safer for millions of
Americans and their families.
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On the evening of February 12, 2009,
Continental flight 3407, operated by
Colgan Air, departed from Newark
International Airport for Buffalo, NY.
The 45 passengers and five crewmembers were just miles from the Buffalo airport when a series of events resulted in the death of all aboard as well
as a father on the ground whose home
was the unfortunate final resting place
of flight 3407.
Over this last year and a half, I have
gotten to know many of the families of
the victims. They are a constant presence here in Washington, DC, working
to improve safety conditions so that
others are spared the same loss they
have had to endure.
Sitting in my office last spring, as
the NTSB began to release information
on the crash, I discussed with the families the tremendous value of their advocacy. For decades the system has
been slow to change and in the mean
time innocent lives have been lost. We
discussed the possibility of seizing on
this very legislation as a vehicle for
change—to bring accountability and
transparency
to
the
system—to
strengthen the training requirements
and push forward to achieving—not
just ‘‘one level of safety’’—but a ‘‘higher level of safety.’’
As I speak to you today many of
those family members are with us here
in Washington. It is because of their
tireless efforts—their unwavering pursuit for justice—that we are in a position today to take some of the most
significant steps in improving the safety of the nation’s aviation system in
years.
The measures we are considering in
this extension are the result of bipartisan efforts in both the Senate and the
House yielding a number of provisions
that I have worked to advance—and
that aim to bring increased oversight
and accountability to the system that
force the FAA to respond to the growing concerns over crewmember fatigue
and commuting—that strengthen the
training requirements for our commercial pilots to ensure that those who are
trusted with the lives of so many have
the critical experience needed to safely
operate an aircraft and respond accordingly in the event of an emergency.
I want to recognize my colleagues,
and
Chairman
Chairman
DORGAN
ROCKEFELLER, who have been working
around the clock on trying to bring the
FAA reauthorization bill to the floor.
We still have work to do, and I look
forward to joining them after the summer work period to see the larger legislative package, which is long overdue,
sent to President’s desk.
It is my sincere hope, that these good
people who have suffered such sorrow
at the loss of mothers and fathers, sisters and brothers, sons and daughters,
husbands, wives that they can return
home, their heads held high, knowing
that they turned their loss into action,
and that their efforts might spare others the same pain that they themselves
have endured.
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I thank the families for their
strength. I thank them for their steadfast advocacy. The American people
owe them a debt of gratitude for the
work they have done over these many
months.
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
read three times, passed, and the motion to reconsider be laid upon the
table; that any statements relating to
the measure be printed in the RECORD,
without further intervening action or
debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The bill (H.R. 5900) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, let me
finally say that while I have mixed
feelings about having done this—one
regret and the other a strong feeling of
accomplishment on the safety issues—
I intend to come back to the floor in
September, and if we have not made
progress to resolve the FAA bill—I do
not shout very much, but I said yesterday I have had a bellyful of this sort of
thing—I am going to come to the floor
and act very unlike a Lutheran Norwegian. You can count on that.
f

THE CALENDAR
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the following postal-naming
bills en bloc: Calendar Nos. 489, 490, and
491—S. 3567, H.R. 5278, and H.R. 5395.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bills be
read a third time and passed en bloc;
that the motions to reconsider be laid
upon the table en bloc, with no intervening action or debate; and that any
statements relating to the bills be
printed in the RECORD.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.
f

NAVY CORPSMAN JEFFREY L.
WIENER POST OFFICE BUILDING
The bill (S. 3567) to designate the facility of the United States Postal Service located at 100 Broadway in
Lynbrook, New York, as the ‘‘Navy
Corpsman Jeffrey L. Wiener Post Office
Building’’, was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:
S. 3567
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. NAVY CORPSMAN JEFFREY L. WIENER POST OFFICE BUILDING.
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the

United States Postal Service located at 100
Broadway in Lynbrook, New York, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘Navy Corpsman Jeffrey L. Wiener Post Office Building’’.
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(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility referred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Navy Corpsman Jeffrey L. Wiener Post Office Building’’.
f

PRESIDENT RONALD W. REAGAN
POST OFFICE BUILDING
The bill (H.R. 5278) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 405 West Second
Street in Dixon, Illinois, as the ‘‘President Ronald W. Reagan Post Office
Building,’’ was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
f

PAULA HAWKINS POST OFFICE
BUILDING
The bill (H.R. 5395) to designate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 151 North Maitland
Avenue in Maitland, Florida, as the
‘‘Paula Hawkins Post Office Building,’’
was ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.
f

NATIONAL INFANT MORTALITY
AWARENESS MONTH
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consideration of S. Res. 602, submitted earlier
today.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will read the resolution
by title.
The legislative clerk read as follows:
A resolution (S. Res. 602) expressing support for the goals and ideals of National Infant Mortality Awareness Month 2010.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed
to, the motions to reconsider be laid
upon the table, with no intervening action or debate, and any statements related to the resolution be printed in
the RECORD.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The resolution (S. Res. 602) was
agreed to.
The preamble was agreed to.
The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:
S. RES. 602
Whereas ‘‘infant mortality’’ refers to the
death of a baby before the baby’s first birthday;
Whereas the United States ranks 29th
among industrialized countries in the rate of
infant mortality;
Whereas premature birth, low birth
weight, and shorter gestation periods account for more than 60 percent of infant
deaths in the United States;
Whereas high rates of infant mortality are
especially prevalent in communities with
large minority populations, high rates of unemployment and poverty, and limited access
to safe housing and medical providers;
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Whereas premature birth is a leading cause
of infant mortality and, according to the Institute of Medicine of the National Academies, costs the United States more than
$26,000,000,000 annually;
Whereas infant mortality can be substantially reduced through community-based
services such as outreach, home visitation,
case management, health education, and
interconceptional care;
Whereas support for community-based programs to reduce infant mortality can result
in lower future spending on medical interventions, special education, and other social
services that may be needed for infants and
children who are born with a low birth
weight;
Whereas the Department of Health and
Human Services, through the Office of Minority Health, has implemented the ‘‘A
Healthy Baby Begins With You’’ campaign;
Whereas the Maternal and Child Health
Bureau of the Health Resources and Services
Administration has provided national leadership on the issue of infant mortality;
Whereas public awareness and education
campaigns on infant mortality are held during the month of September each year; and
Whereas September 2010 has been designated as ‘‘National Infant Mortality
Awareness Month’’: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Senate—
(1) supports the goals and ideals of National Infant Mortality Awareness Month
2010;
(2) supports efforts to educate people in the
United States about infant mortality and
the contributing factors to infant mortality;
(3) supports efforts to reduce infant deaths,
low birth weight, pre-term births, and disparities in perinatal outcomes;
(4) recognizes the critical importance of including efforts to reduce infant mortality
and the contributing factors to infant mortality as part of prevention and wellness
strategies; and
(5) calls upon the people of the United
States to observe National Infant Mortality
Awareness Month with appropriate programs
and activities.

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, I yield
the floor.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio.
Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak for up to
20 minutes.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.

pwalker on DSK8KYBLC1PROD with SENATE

f

ENERGY AND NATIONAL SECURITY
Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, I
come to the floor today to support the
Oil Spill Response Improvement Act of
2010. It is a bill that seeks to directly
deal with one of the most serious issues
facing our country today in the aftermath of the Deepwater Horizon incident and how the Federal Government
responds to what will likely turn out
to be one of the worst ecological disasters that have taken place off our Nation’s shores.
The bill is a targeted piece of legislation that supports jobs in the gulf
coast region, prevents our Nation from
relying further on foreign nations for
our energy needs, and protects the
American taxpayer from being placed
on the hook should, God forbid, a future incident ever occur. Specifically,
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the bill gives the President the ability
to raise caps on economic damages
done by oil companies. It creates a
Price-Anderson model where all entities operating in the gulf would share
the risk, as we do with the 104 nuclear
powerplants. I don’t think the public is
aware of the fact that they all have the
same insurance policy, and if something were to go wrong with one nuclear powerplant, all the others’ insurance would be called upon. So there is
no question about liability; they just
take care of the problem. We need to do
the same thing in terms of these oil
rigs.
The legislation maintains the integrity of the Oil Spill Liability Trust
Fund. It provides States an additional
funding system to be used to protect
the ecosystem. It accelerates the lifting of the deepwater moratorium in the
Gulf of Mexico. It creates a bipartisan
spill commission with subpoena power
to investigate causes of the Deepwater
Horizon explosion. These are good ideas
that I think will address the crisis at
hand. They are good ideas that will
help get people back to work in the
gulf.
I know Senator REID has proposed an
alternative piece of legislation. I understand that it maintains the current
moratorium on deepwater drilling off
the Outer Continental Shelf, creates a
liability regime that will likely limit
production in the Gulf of Mexico to
only the largest of oil companies, and
raises the Oil Spill Liability Trust
Fund to pay for untested efficiency
programs.
I welcome a robust debate, but looking at the schedule next week, my understanding is that the majority leader
will likely fill the tree and not allow
any amendments. So what we are probably going to see is a RepublicanDemocratic side-by-side taken care of
in 1 day. To be candid, this is a much
too serious issue to cram into 1 day
with just side-by-side proposals. And I
think that gives rise, for those watching what we are doing here in the Senate, to some feeling that what we are
doing here is not genuine, is disingenuous and, quite frankly, if we do this
next week, I think what it will do is
further cause the public to think less
of the institution of the Senate.
Regardless of whether you are a Republican or a Democrat, you ought to
be concerned about the fact that since
polling has been done regarding the approval of the Senate, the numbers
today are the worst we have ever seen.
So something is going on out there,
and they are watching what we are
doing and they are saying: These people seem to be more interested in partisan politics or who is going to win
the next election in terms of how many
new Senators or who is going to control the House of Representatives instead of really looking at the problems
confronting our country. They are asking: Can’t you people work together on
a bipartisan basis to solve the problems
we have? There is a fear and uncer-
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tainty today in this country that I
have never seen anything like, and I
think all of us should be concerned
about how the people in this country
feel about what we are doing here.
Whether you are a Democrat or a Republican, environmental advocate, oil
industry employee, I think all should
agree that Congress needs to respond
intelligently to the situation with action that balances environmental risks
with our Nation’s energy requirements.
Much of the responsibility for this
spill should lie on the shoulders of a
few bad actors in the private sector,
and they are primarily with BP. I have
to say, from my looking at this, there
is gross negligence. It is amazing what
they knew about and didn’t do, and I
think that will all come out, although
I imagine there is going to be enough
blame to go around once we have had a
chance to step back and see just what
happened.
I must also say that I think the decisions this administration has made,
not only in reacting to the spill but
also in its general attitude toward domestic oil and gas production, have
been disastrous for the gulf region.
Last year, I sat down in my office
with Secretary Ken Salazar to talk
about domestic oil and gas production
and our Nation’s energy strategy. In
that meeting, I conveyed to him that I
have always believed one of the most
pressing challenges America faces
today is reducing our reliance on foreign sources of energy. I called it the
second declaration of independence—
finding more oil and using less. I told
Secretary Salazar that I was concerned
about the administration’s actions
that were limiting energy production
in the United States.
He disagreed with me. Secretary
Salazar said the Department was in the
process of restructuring and undergoing a thorough review to ensure
proper oversight of the oil and gas industry was being provided. He pointed
out that the Department was moving
forward with lease sales in the Atlantic
and that, in his opinion, things were
just fine. I took him at his word and
waited but didn’t see any change in the
Department’s attitude.
I sent a letter to the Secretary on
April 19, 2010—April 19—reiterating my
concern that his Department was ignoring its obligations to oversee domestic oil and gas development and focusing too much of its attention and
resources on renewed efforts to promote renewable energy projects that
make good photo-ops but would have
little effect in meeting our Nation’s
long-term energy needs.
I expressed further concern that efforts to lease areas of the Outer Continental Shelf for oil and gas production
were being restricted. For example, in
November of 2009, the Department of
the Interior acted to shorten the lease
terms for a specific sale of leases in the
Gulf of Mexico. The shortening of the
lease terms will likely do nothing to
guarantee more discoveries but, rather,
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serve to increase risk as companies are
rushed to complete production before
the expiration of their lease.
Three months later, I have yet to receive an answer to my letter. And this
is particularly disappointing to me because I consider Secretary Salazar—a
former colleague—a friend, and I have
always respected him.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD the
letter I sent to Secretary Salazar.
There being no objection, the material was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:
UNITED STATES SENATE,
Washington, DC, April 29, 2010.
Hon. KEN SALAZAR,
Secretary, U.S. Department of the Interior,
Washington, DC.
DEAR SECRETARY SALAZAR: I believe one of
the most pressing challenges America faces
today is reducing our reliance on foreign energy sources and crafting a comprehensive
national energy policy for the United States
that makes use of every energy resource at
our disposal. It is critical that we improve
our energy security to increase our competitiveness in this growing global marketplace
and improve our national security.
As the Secretary of the Interior, you play
an instrumental role in implementing energy policy. And your department should be
applauded for its work in managing the nearly 8,000 active onshore leases and the over
55,000 active offshore leases, for its successful
lease sales in 2009, and for scheduling additional Federal oil and gas lease sales for 2010.
I am concerned however, by your comments that the Department of Interior is
moving adequately to promote domestic production of oil and natural gas, and your efforts to ‘‘balance’’ the federal government’s
procedures dealing with the leasing of federal lands for energy production. I know that
you are sincere when you say that you are
trying to find an approach to managing the
nation’s natural resources that provides the
protection necessary to ensure that we are
not sacrificing irreplaceable natural treasures while allowing for the safe and responsible production needed to address future energy needs. But from what I have witnessed
and from what I have gathered from accounts conveyed me, I am troubled that DOI
is coming across as being more concerned
with catering to the political whims of the
environmental community.
Some have argued that unlike the attention being paid to renewable energy projects,
government action that would promote increased domestic oil and natural gas production is getting neglected. I am of the opinion
that there is no silver bullet when it comes
to meeting future energy needs. We are going
to need a wide portfolio of energy options
that include different sets of technologies
and solutions. As such, no particular energy
option should receive preferential treatment
on the basis of its constituencies. But neither should the domestic production of a reliable and abundant energy source, such as
oil, natural gas, or coal, be curtailed for the
same reasons.
I was encouraged by the President’s announcement to consider expanding oil and
gas production on the U.S. Outer Continental Shelf. This is a good first step, but
there are still large areas both in Pacific and
Atlantic that would remain off-limits to exploration. Further, much of the Eastern Gulf
of Mexico remains under a congressional
moratorium until 2022.
While steps are being taken to expand domestic offshore oil and gas production, I
must tell you I have concerns that as DOI
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works to schedule lease sales in the select
areas that have been released from moratoria, progress could very easily be stalled
completely by external roadblocks such as
lawsuits from the environmental community. This is a strategy that groups have successfully utilized to halt the construction of
coal fired power plants. I hope the Administration and with your leadership at DOI will
follow through with this proposal and expand
our domestic oil and gas resources.
Additionally, your department is taking
unilateral action that could be construed as
making more difficult for oil gas production
to take place domestically. For example,
last November DOI acted to shorten the
lease terms of an upcoming Central Gulf of
Mexico lease sale. Industry argues that the
shortening of the lease terms does nothing to
guarantee more discoveries but rather takes
away from companies the flexibility necessary to operate in an extremely challenging and risky environment.
I continue to value our friendship and will
work with you as we both seek to achieve energy security, the creation of jobs, and the
rebuilding of our economy. I am optimistic
that we can bridge any differences as we
strive to make the United States more energy independent from oil rich foreign countries who do not share our interests.
Sincerely,
GEORGE V. VOINOVICH,
United States Senator.

Mr. VOINOVICH. Meanwhile, the
Gulf of Mexico is now under a revised
moratorium on deepwater offshore
drilling imposed by President Obama
and the Department of Interior. This
moratorium jeopardizes 30 percent of
this Nation’s domestic oil production
and 13 percent of our natural gas production.
There are 33 drilling platforms currently idle in the Gulf of Mexico. That
doesn’t sound like a large number, but
keep in mind that these rigs are really
the size of factories. Each platform
supports as many as 1,400 direct and indirect jobs, which means that as many
as 46,200 jobs could be lost in the short
term because of this moratorium. As
these are good-paying jobs, this could
amount to as much as $10 million in
lost wages per month, per platform.
Further, the moratorium threatens
the livelihood of more than 300,000 oil
and gas workers in the region. The loss
of revenue will be in the billions. A 6month moratorium could result in a
$147 billion loss in local, State, and
Federal revenue over the next 10 years.
Oil and gas production in the Gulf of
Mexico is a significant revenue stream
for the Federal Government. A moratorium on production that lasts 6 months
could cost the Federal Government between $120 million and $150 million in
lost royalties and a $300 million to $500
million decline in government revenue
in just 2011. That is next year.
This is sure to have a devastating effect on our Nation’s long-term national
security. I have said over and over that
Americans are hurting from our addiction to oil. I am not sure they fully realize the extent to which our national
security, and indeed our very way of
life, is threatened—threatened—by our
reliance on foreign oil.
Every year, we send billions of dollars overseas for oil and pad the coffers
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of many nations that do not have our
best interests at heart, such as Venezuela, whose leader has threatened to
cut off his oil exports. Today, over 80
percent of the world’s oil reserves are
in the hands of governments and their
respective national oil companies, and
16 of the world’s 20 largest oil companies are state owned. Russia has proven
it has no qualms about using energy as
a weapon. In Venezuela, Hugo Chavez
has forcefully consolidated the nation’s
vast oil reserves under the control of
their state-owned oil company. He frequently uses the company as political
leverage in his region.
With the rise in national oil companies around the world and the apparent
weaponization of the globe’s energy resources, U.S. domestic oil production
has been on a decline. We now import
nearly 60 percent of our oil, and as a
consequence we are sending billions of
dollars overseas and putting our faith
in the hands of regimes that do not
have our best interests at heart. For
example, in 2007, we spent $327 billion
to import crude oil and refined petroleum products. In 2008, the amount we
shipped overseas spiked to more than
$700 billion. In other words, we take
American money and send it overseas.
And 55 percent of that money, or nearly $400 billion, went to oil-exporting
OPEC nations. Today, oil amounts for
over half our trade deficit.
Our dependence on foreign oil is even
made more troubling when you consider our Nation’s financial situation.
The national debt stands at $13.3 trillion—more than double the $5.6 trillion
that existed when I came to the Senate
in 1999. By the end of 2010, the national
debt is expected to have grown to over
$14 trillion. Last year, we borrowed $1.4
trillion.
The best way I can explain the soup
we are in is that last year, for every
dollar the Federal Government spent,
we borrowed 41 cents. Most people,
when I tell them that, just can’t believe it. But that is the situation. This
year, we are going to borrow $1.5 trillion or another year where we will borrow 41 or 42 cents for every dollar we
spend. Over half the privately owned
national debt is being held by foreign
creditors,
mostly
foreign
central
banks. In fact, foreign creditors have
provided more than 60 percent of the
private funds the U.S. Treasury has
borrowed since 2001, according to the
Department of Treasury.
Who are the creditors? According to
the Treasury Department, the three
largest foreign holders of U.S. debt are
China, Japan, and the OPEC nations.
These concerns led me to introduce
the National Energy Security Act last
year with Senator BYRON DORGAN. The
bill expands development of domestic
oil and natural gas by streamlining the
inventory and permitting of the most
promising areas of the Outer Continental Shelf. By the way, the group
that is supporting this is a group of
former admirals and generals who basically said we have to do something; because of the fact of too much reliance
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on foreign oil we are in terrible shape.
We are on thin ice, in terms of our national security.
In addition, the bill provides $50 billion in Federal loan guarantee authority for low-carbon electricity, including nuclear and advanced coal. It promotes the electrification of the transportation fleet to reduce dependence on
foreign oil, supports building the crucial infrastructure necessary to create
a robust, reliable national grid, and
strengthens electricity transmission,
including giving FERC the power to
site transmission lines.
Americans today demand action and
they demand we come together in a bipartisan fashion to solve not only this
crisis in the gulf but our larger energy
crisis. For 10 years, I have been a member of the Environment and Public
Works Committee and for 10 years I
have tried to coax Congress into harmonizing our energy, our economy, and
our environment. Congress has refused
and now the chickens have come home
to roost and we are paying the price because we were not able to get together.
I believe the best message we can
send the world is that we get it. We
must demonstrate that we can safely
and responsibly produce oil off our
shores, while also promising ourselves
that we are going to use less by undertaking a renewed effort to make the
United States of America the most oilindependent nation in the world. I envision an America 10 years from now
where we can have enough oil to take
care of our needs. I imagine an America that is the least reliant country in
the world on oil, an America where our
economy is not threatened by our reliance on foreign energy sources. It will
be an America that has created hundreds of thousands of jobs through responsible development of our Nation’s
resources and through the creation of
new industries in the field of alternative energy.
Wouldn’t it be great for our children
and grandchildren to one day celebrate
the time America put aside its differences and came together to announce what I refer to as a second
‘‘Declaration of Independence’’—to find
more and use less? I believe, with this
attitude, we can rekindle the American
spirit of self-reliance, innovation, and
creativity to usher in a new era of
prosperity.
The first step is to pass the Oil Spill
Improvement Act to get people back to
work in the gulf and to give the Department of Interior the tools it needs
to provide proper oversight of the oil
and gas industry. Second, Congress
needs to do its job—make the passing
of a comprehensive energy bill a priority and provide certainty as to how
our Nation will supply energy to its
economy in the future.
I reiterate and call upon my colleagues, the majority leader, the minority leader, for us next week to put
out the Republican proposal and the
Democratic proposal, and to have backto-back votes will do nothing but in-
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crease the cynicism that is out there
among the American people about
what we are doing in the Senate. Next
week, we should finish the small business bill—get on with that. We ought
to get on with consideration of the
Kagan nomination by the President
and we should come together and say
let’s get serious, let’s work during the
August break to see if we cannot come
together on a compromise between the
two back-to-back bills so maybe when
we get back in September we can have
something we can all agree on and get
passed and reassure the American people we are serious about dealing with
their problems and maybe even give
consideration—I know this would be
difficult—to look at what many of us
have suggested, to look at the bill that
JEFF BINGAMAN and the Senate Energy
and Natural Resources Committee put
together on a bipartisan basis.
Perhaps we could look at a bill Senator ROCKEFELLER and I have worked
on for over a year that deals with capturing and sequestering carbon; to look
at a title that deals with nuclear energy that I worked with with Senator
LIEBERMAN and others—and get something done. It may not be satisfactory
to a lot of the environmental groups,
but at least we would move the ball
down the field this year so people know
we are serious about becoming less reliant on foreign sources of energy and
also that we are genuinely concerned
about reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
As I said, I have been around here,
this is the 12th year on Environment
and Public Works. For years, we wanted to do something about NOX, SOX,
and carbon, bring down the caps. The
environmental groups said: No, we
won’t agree with that, we have to include greenhouse gas emissions, so we
did nothing.
I will never forget the Secretary of
State, when she was a Senator from
New York, and she wanted a compromise on emissions because the Adirondack Council and the folks from the
Smoky Mountains agreed if we did the
Ps, reduce SOX, NOX, and mercury, we
could move along, and then the environmental groups came along and they
gave her the ‘‘Villain of the Month
Award.’’ Hillary Clinton gets the ‘‘Villain of the Month Award’’ because she
is trying to work on a compromise to
move us down the road.
We have some time left. I know it is
going to be difficult because we have
the backdrop of the election facing us.
I hope once that is over we have a robust lameduck session so we can deal
with some of the things that are on the
minds of the American people and,
hopefully, perhaps this Commission
that you and I wanted to see done on
the floor of the Senate, that the President finally had to do through Executive action, could come back here with
some positive suggestions on how we
can deal with our debt and these budgets that are not going to be balanced as
far as the eye can see.
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I yield the floor.
f

TRIBUTE TO ELIZABETH GORE,
CHIEF OF STAFF
Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, for the
past 10 years I have had the privilege of
working with Elizabeth Gore, the chief
of staff of my U.S. Senate office.
Today, as Elizabeth leaves her job to
pursue other career opportunities, I
want to pay tribute to her extraordinary work. Elizabeth Gore has made
important contributions not only to
the effective management of my Senate office, but also to the creation of
good public policy for our country.
Elizabeth joined my staff 10 years
ago following a career that included
work in both the U.S. House of Representatives and for the White House.
She possesses that wide range of skills
that is always necessary for success.
She is smart, tough, honest, and has
demonstrated an uncanny sense of good
judgment.
I know the American people view the
U.S. Senate through the lives of those
of us who are elected to serve here.
But, frankly, every U.S. Senator will
admit that a substantial amount of the
credit for their accomplishments in the
Senate belong to some very talented
staff. That has been especially true of
Elizabeth in my office. She has directed a complicated set of issues in an
office full of activity with great skill.
The term ‘‘regular hours’’ would not
fit any job description in most Senate
offices. Long hours, family sacrifices,
and devotion to getting the job done
describes everything about the commitment Elizabeth made to me, my
staff, and the people of North Dakota
over the past decade.
I know Elizabeth will now add another chapter to what is already an illustrious career and others will discover the joy of working with her.
I join all of my staff members in saying thank you to Elizabeth Gore for
having spent the past decade working
in my office. All of us owe her a great
debt of gratitude.
f

NATIONAL COUNCIL ON
INTERNATIONAL VISITORS
Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I wish
to speak to a resolution honoring the
National Council for International
Visitors, NCIV, on the occasion of its
50th anniversary. The United States
has the responsibility of protecting its
citizens by ensuring peace, and I believe that citizen diplomacy as practiced by the NCIV is a crucial tool to
achieving that end.
With the goal of promoting ‘‘excellence in civilian diplomacy,’’ the NCIV
promotes the idea that individual citizens have the right and responsibility
to promote peaceful and cooperative
foreign relations. NCIV champions the
belief that ‘‘citizen diplomacy has the
power to shape American perceptions
of foreign cultures and international
perceptions of the United States, effectively shattering stereotypes, illuminating
differences,
underscoring
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common human values, and developing
the web of human connections needed
to achieve more peaceful relations between nations.’’
In a partnership with the Department of State, the NCIV cosponsors the
International Visitor Leadership Program, IVLP, which brings distinguished foreign leaders to the United
States for short-term professional programs. Since 1961, the NCIV has organized people-to-people exchanges for
more than 190,000 foreign leaders participating in the IVLP, and of these
participants, 285 went on to lead their
respective countries. The IVLP’s distinguished alumni include Tony Blair,
Margaret Thatcher, Anwar Sadat,
Indira Gandhi, and Nicolas Sarkozy,
among others.
Throughout my tenure in the Senate,
I have sought to engage leaders of
friendly and adversarial nations alike,
as I recognize the potential for dialogue to yield positive results where
few prospects for progress were at first
seen. Refusing to negotiate with adversarial countries exacerbates relations
with these nations, and the resulting
mutual lack of understanding strengthens anti-American sentiments.
It is my personal experience that
meeting with leaders whose policies
are in conflict with those of the United
States can yield positive results. I cite
my interactions with former President
Hafiz al-Asad of Syria, President Fidel
Castro of Cuba, and President Hugo
Chavez of Venezuela as examples.
Achievements resulting in some small
part from this personal diplomacy included expansion of emigration rights
in Syria and cooperation with Cuba
and Venezuela on counter-narcotics
policy. By investing in diplomacy, the
United States can foster international
relationships that facilitate peaceful
resolutions to conflict.
The NCIV promotes these relationships on an individual basis, ‘‘[bridging] cultures and [building] mutually
beneficial relationships through international exchanges.’’ I nominated the
NCIV network of citizen diplomats for
the 2001 Nobel Prize believing they
‘‘have done . . . the best work for fraternity between nations.’’ On the occasion of the NCIV’s 50th anniversary, I
hope that my colleagues join me in
honoring their work.
f
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ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS
REMEMBERING JOE ‘‘THE OLD
MASTER’’ GANS
∑ Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I encourage my colleagues to join me in
marking the 100th anniversary of the
passing of Joe ‘‘The Old Master’’ Gans,
a great American who inspired millions
with his feats in the boxing ring. At a
time of pervasive racial discrimination
and inequality, Gans provided the
country with a glimpse of the true potential of African Americans by rising
to the top of what was then the most
popular sport in America.
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Gans had the humblest of beginnings.
He was born in Baltimore, MD, in 1874,
and orphaned 4 years later. Then, he
was raised by a foster mother in a segregated world in which the future
seemed to hold no more for him than
the same menial labor he performed at
the Baltimore harbor in his teenage
years. In an ironic twist of fate, the
racist conditions that hemmed in his
world eventually lifted him out of it.
His incredible talent for boxing was
first discovered when he emerged victorious in a Battle Royale, a cruel
sporting event in which white gamblers
bet on which of 10 black youths thrown
together in a ring would be the last
standing.
In the years that followed, Gans
honed his skills and accumulated success after success as a lightweight
boxer, becoming famous for his perceptive, impregnable defensive tactics and
devastating counterpunch. With an
easy one-punch knockout victory in
1902, Gans first earned the world lightweight title, at the time the greatest
athletic achievement made by an African American. Four years later, he solidified his hold on the title, which he
would keep until 1908, with his victory
over Matthew ‘‘Battling’’ Nelson on
Labor Day, 1906, in Goldfield, NV.
The Goldfield fight, held outdoors
under a blazing Sun, drew an audience
of 8,000 people. The purse was $30,000.
Gans’s foster mother, Maria Grant,
sent him a telegram urging him to
‘‘bring home the bacon,’’ a phrase that
caught on in the media accounts when
Gans won what was dubbed ‘‘the fight
of the century’’ after 42 grueling
rounds. It was the longest gloved
championship match recorded under
Marquis of Queensbury rules.
Despite winning the fight, Gans received much less prize money than his
white opponent who lost. But the
winnings were enough for Gans to
found the Goldfield Hotel, a leading incubator of Black culture where, among
others, the great jazz pianist Eubie
Blake first attracted notice. Gans’
achievements became a beacon of hope
for the African-American community.
The prominent preacher and civil
rights leader Francis J. Grimke once
remarked that the great Booker T.
Washington had done much for African
Americans, but he ‘‘never did one-tenth
to place the black man in the front
rank as a gentleman as has been done
by Joe Gans.’’
Gans was one of the first practitioners of scientific gloved boxing, following the era of bare-knuckles fights.
Nat Fleischer described his footwork as
‘‘beautiful side-stepping, and legwork’’
in ‘‘Black Dynamite.’’ The San Francisco Chronicle reported that Gans
‘‘was in and away or inside as it suited
him best, with will-o-the-wisp elusiveness.’’ Jack Johnson said, ‘‘Joe moved
around like he was on wheels.’’ All in
all, he fought in three divisions—featherweight,
lightweight,
and
welterweight—for 18 years, compiling
over 150 career wins and over 100
knockouts.
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The remarkable life of Joe Gans was
cut short at age 34 when he succumbed
to tuberculosis. I ask my colleagues to
join me, a century after his death, in
recognizing the inspiring accomplishments of an American hero whom the
great Baltimore writer H.L. Mencken
called ‘‘probably the greatest boxer
who ever lived.’’∑
f

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE
At 10:03 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Ms. Niland, one of its reading clerks,
announced that the House has passed
the following bills, in which it requests
the concurrence of the Senate:
H.R. 3040. An act to prevent mail, telemarketing, and Internet fraud targeting seniors in the United States, to promote efforts
to increase public awareness of the enormous
impact that mail, telemarketing, and Internet fraud have on seniors, to educate the
public, seniors, their families, and their
caregivers about how to identify and combat
fraudulent activity, and for other purposes.
H.R. 5900. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Airport and
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend airport improvement
program project grant authority and to improve airline safety, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
House has passed the following bill,
without amendment:
S. 3372. An act to modify the date on which
the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency and applicable States
may require permits for discharges from certain vessels.

At 11:25 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, announced that the House has passed the
following bills, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:
H.R. 5981. An act to increase the flexibility
of the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development with respect to the amount of
premiums charged for FHA single family
housing mortgage insurance, and for other
purposes.
f

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS
The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and documents, and were referred as indicated:
EC–6901. A communication from the Deputy Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Service, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Black Sea Bass Fishery; 2010 Black
Sea Bass Specifications; Emergency Rule Extension’’ (RIN0648–XT99) received in the Office of the President of the Senate on July
28, 2010; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.
EC–6902. A communication from the Acting
Director of Sustainable Fisheries, National
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pacific
Ocean Perch for Catcher Vessels Participating in the Rockfish Entry Level Trawl
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Fishery in the Central Regulatory Area of
the Gulf of Alaska’’ (RIN0648–XX35) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on July 28, 2010; to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
EC–6903. A communication from the Acting
Director of Sustainable Fisheries, National
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pelagic Shelf Rockfish in the Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska’’ (RIN0648–
XX55) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on July 28, 2010; to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
EC–6904. A communication from the Acting
Director of Sustainable Fisheries, National
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries in the
Western Pacific; American Samoa Pelagic
Longline Limited Entry Program’’ (RIN0648–
XX41) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on July 28, 2010; to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
EC–6905. A communication from the Acting
Director of Sustainable Fisheries, National
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Pelagic Shelf Rockfish in the Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska’’ (RIN0648–
XX49) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on July 28, 2010; to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
EC–6906. A communication from the Acting
Director of Sustainable Fisheries, National
Marine Fisheries Service, Department of
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the
Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Northern Rockfish, Pacific Ocean Perch, and Pelagic Shelf Rockfish for Catcher Vessels Participating in the Limited Access Rockfish
Fishery in the Central Regulatory Area of
the Gulf of Alaska’’ (RIN0648–XX35) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on July 28, 2010; to the Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation.
EC–6907. A communication from the Assistant Secretary for Export Administration,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Department of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Foreign
Direct Products of U.S. Technology’’
(RIN0694–AE27) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on July 27, 2010; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.
EC–6908. A communication from the Assistant Secretary for Export Administration,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Department of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘The Jurisdictional Scope of Commodity Classification Determinations and Advisory Opinions
Issued by the Bureau of Industry and Security’’ (RIN0694–AE94) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on July 27, 2010;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS
The following petition or memorial
was laid before the Senate and was referred or ordered to lie on the table as
indicated:
POM–136. A resolution adopted by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota expressing
its strong opposition to the creation of a fed-
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eral insurance charter as proposed in S. 40/
H.R. 3200 and any other such federal legislation that would threaten the power of the
state legislatures, governors, insurance commissioners, and attorneys general to oversee,
regulate, and investigate the business of insurance, and to protect consumers; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.
RESOLUTION NO. 3
Whereas, the current financial crisis facing
the United States and the world is causing
Congress and the Administration to review
the current regulatory structure presently in
force with the object of revising it; and
Whereas, the Federal Reserve Board of
Governors, Comptroller of the Currency, Securities and Exchange Commission, and
other federal regulatory institutions failed
their responsibility, causing great harm to
the financial system of the United States;
and
Whereas, the prime example of the failure
of the federal regulatory institutions to exercise their responsibility is AIG; and
Whereas, the failure of AIG has been
caused by the actions and activities of its
holding company, the regulation of which is
the sole responsibility of the federal government; and
Whereas, the regulation of AIG’s insurance
company subsidiaries has been the responsibility of the state regulators who have fulfilled their responsibilities, which is demonstrated by the fact that none of the approximately 170 insurance subsidiaries has
failed; and
Whereas, regulation, oversight, and consumer protection have traditionally and historically been powers reserved to state governments under the McCarron-Ferguson Act
of 1945; and
Whereas, state legislatures are more responsive to the needs of their constituents
and the need for insurance products and regulation to meet their state’s unique market
demands; and
Whereas, many states, including Minnesota, have recently enacted and amended
state insurance laws to modernize market
regulation and provide insurers with greater
ability to respond to changes in market conditions; and
Whereas, state legislatures, the National
Conference
of
Insurance
Legislators
(NCOIL), the National Association of Insurance Commissioners (NAIC), and the National Conference of State Legislators
(NCSL) continue to address uniformity
issues between states by the adoption of
model laws that address market conduct,
product approval, agent and company licensing, and rate deregulation; and
Whereas, new federal legislation to create
a national insurance charter is expected to
be introduced in 2009 that will have the potential to fundamentally alter the role of
state governments in the insurance industry,
thereby creating an unwieldy and unnecessary federal bureaucracy proposed without
consumer and constituent demand; and
Whereas, such initiatives as S. 40/H.R.
3200—the National Insurance Act of 2007—
proposed optional federal charter legislation
may bifurcate insurance regulation and result in a labyrinth of federal and state directives that would promote ambiguity and confusion among consumers; and
Whereas, bills such as S. 40/H.R. 3200 would
allow insurance companies choosing a federal charter to avoid state insurance regulatory oversight and evade important state
consumer protections; and
Whereas, the mechanism that would have
been set up under S. 40/H.R. 3200 cannot respond to the unique insurance market dynamics and local constituent concerns
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present in each of the 50 states as state regulation does; and
Whereas, bills such as S. 40/H.R. 3200 have
the potential to compromise state guaranty
fund coverage, and employers could end up
absorbing losses otherwise covered by these
safety nets for businesses affected by insolvencies; and
Whereas, bills such as S. 40/H.R. 3200 would
ultimately impose the costs of a new and
needless federal bureaucracy upon businesses
and the public; and
Whereas, many state governments derive
general revenue dollars from the regulation
of the business of insurance, including nearly
$14 billion in premium taxes and $2.7 billion
in fees and assessments generated in 2006—of
which the state of Minnesota generated over
$346 million; and
Whereas, bills such as S. 40/H.R. 3200
threaten the loss of over $10 million in state
revenues from insurance fees and assessments, thereby putting at risk the funding of
a wide array of essential state services; now,
therefore, be it
Resolved, by the Legislature of the State of
Minnesota, That it joins the National Conference of Insurance Legislators in expressing its strong opposition to creation of a federal insurance charter as proposed in S. 40/
H.R. 3200 and any other such federal legislation that would threaten the power of state
legislatures, governors, insurance commissioners, and attorneys general to oversee,
regulate, and investigate the business of insurance, and to protect consumers; and be it
further
Resolved, That the Secretary of State of
the State of Minnesota is directed to prepare
copies of this memorial and transmit them
to the President and the Secretary of the
United States Senate, the Speaker and the
Clerk of the United States House of Representatives, the chair and members of the
United States Senate Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs, the chair
and members of the United States House of
Representatives Committee on Financial
Services, and Minnesota’s Senators and Representatives in Congress.
f

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS
The following bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous consent, and referred as indicated:
By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and
Mr. DORGAN):
S. 3679. A bill to establish a grant program
in the Department of Transportation to improve the traffic safety of teen drivers; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.
By Mr. DURBIN:
S. 3680. A bill to amend the Family and
Medical Leave Act of 1993 to permit leave to
care for a same-sex spouse, domestic partner,
parent-in-law, adult child, sibling, or grandparent who has a serious health condition; to
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions.
By Mr. FEINGOLD:
S. 3681. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to reform the system of
public financing for Presidential elections,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Finance.
f

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS
The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:
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By Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr.
BURR):
S. Res. 602. A resolution expressing support
for the goals and ideals of National Infant
Mortality Awareness Month 2010; considered
and agreed to.
By Mr. SPECTER (for himself, Mr.
LUGAR, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. BURR, Mr.
BAYH, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. BURRIS, Mrs.
Mr.
DORGAN,
Mrs.
LINCOLN,
GILLIBRAND, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BOND,
Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. BENNETT, Mr.
CASEY, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. UDALL of
New Mexico, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mrs.
MURRAY, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. HAGAN,
Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. ISAKSON, and
Mr. COBURN):
S. Res. 603. A resolution commemorating
the 50th anniversary of the National Council
for International Visitors, and designating
February 16, 2011, as ‘‘Citizen Diplomacy
Day’’; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
f

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
S. 1643

At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cosponsor of S. 1643, a bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a
credit for the conversion of heating
using oil fuel to using natural gas or
biomass feedstocks, and for other purposes.
S. 3034

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
3034, a bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to strike medals in commemoration of the 10th anniversary of
the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks on the United States and the establishment of the National September
11 Memorial & Museum at the World
Trade Center.
S. 3669

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a cosponsor of S. 3669, a bill to increase
criminal penalties for certain knowing
violations relating to food that is misbranded or adulterated.
S. RES. 579

At the request of Mr. BROWNBACK, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of
S. Res. 579, a resolution honoring the
life of Manute Bol and expressing the
condolences of the Senate on his passing.
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AMENDMENT NO. 4567

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, his
name was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 4567 proposed to H.R.
1586, an act 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 for
other purposes.
f

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
By Mr. DURBIN:
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S. 3680. A bill to amend the Family
and Medical Leave Act of 1993 to permit leave to care for a same-sex spouse,
domestic partner, parent-in-law, adult
child, sibling, or grandparent who has a
serious health condition; to the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions.
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce the Family and
Medical Leave Inclusion Act. This is a
bill—previously introduced in the
House of Representatives on a bipartisan basis—that would extend the important protections of the Family and
Medical Leave Act to same-sex couples
in America. Under current law, it is
impossible for many employees to be
with their partners during times of
medical need.
The late Senator Edward Kennedy
once said, ‘‘It is wrong for our civil
laws to deny any American the basic
right to be part of a family, to have
loved ones with whom to build a future
and share life’s joys and tears, and to
be free from the stain of bigotry and
discrimination.’’
America has a rich history of embracing those once discriminated
against and making them part of our
nation’s family. All Americans—regardless of their background—are deserving of dignity and respect.
In 1993, Congress passed the Family
and Medical Leave Act to, among other
things, protect American workers facing either a personal health crisis, or
that of a close family member.
Thanks to the FMLA, those people in
the workforce who suffer a serious illness or significant injury are able to
take time to heal, recover, follow their
doctors’ orders, and return to their jobs
strong, healthy, and ready to be productive again. Most importantly, they
know that they will still have jobs to
return to, because those are protected
by the law.
Likewise, workers who learn the terrible news that a child, a parent, or a
spouse is sick or injured, and in need of
help from a loved one, can provide that
care and support knowing that their
jobs are not in jeopardy for doing so.
In passing the FMLA, Congress followed the lead of many large and small
businesses which had already recognized and addressed this need. These
companies had put in place systems
that gave their employees time to heal
themselves or their family members,
and ensured that those employees
would return to work as soon as they
could. In standing by their employees
in a time of need, these companies accomplished three laudable goals: they
eased the burden of those employees in
crisis, they reassured the rest of their
employees that they too would be covered should they find themselves in
need of that protection, and they ensured the return of these skilled and
trusted employees, sparing business
the expense and effort of recruiting and
training new people. It was a win-win
strategy.
The FMLA took that model and its
benefits and brought the majority of
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the American workforce under the
same protections.
Today, once again, we have the opportunity to learn from a number of
forward-thinking,
pioneering
businesses—big and small and across the
United States—who have taken it upon
themselves to improve on the protections provided by law. While respecting
the spirit and purpose of the FMLA,
these companies have simply recognized the changing nature of the modern American family.
According to the Human Rights Campaign—a leading civil rights organization that strongly supports the Family
and Medical Leave Inclusion Act—461
major American corporations, nine
states, and the District of Columbia
now extend FMLA benefits to include
leave on behalf of a same-sex partner.
In 1993, the FMLA was narrowly tailored to apply only to those caring for
a very close family member. The idea
was to capture that inner circle of people, where the family member assuming the caretaker role would be one of
very few, if not the only person, who
could do so. That idea is still valid, and
that idea has not changed.
What has changed are the people who
might be in that inner circle. The nuclear American family has grown—
sometimes by design, and sometimes
by necessity. More and more, that
inner circle of close family might include a grandparent or grandchild, siblings, or same-sex domestic partners in
loving and committed relationships.
As the law stands right now, too
many of these people are left outside of
the protections of the FMLA.
Earlier this summer, the U.S. Department of Labor issued guidance
clarifying that an individual serving as
a parent, but who may not have a legal
or biological relationship to a child, is
eligible to take FMLA leave to care for
that child or attend to a birth or adoption. As Labor Secretary Hilda Solis
noted, ‘‘No one who intends to raise a
child should be denied the opportunity
to be present when that child is born
simply because the state or an employer fails to recognize his or her relationship with the biological parent.
. . . The Labor Department’s action
today sends a clear message to workers
and employers alike: All families, including LGBT families, are protected
by the FMLA.’’
I applaud the Labor Department and
the Obama Administration for sending
this important message, but unfortunately, the FMLA statute still does not
allow an employee to take leave to
care for a same-sex partner. We must
act to truly make these important protections available to all families.
At times like these, when we as a nation are experiencing a difficult employment market, those with good jobs
know the value of those jobs and are
working as hard as they can to keep
them. Those people should never have
to weigh the value of their employment
security against family duties to care
for a loved one.
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But even in the best of economic
times, this bill makes sense. Injury or
illness can come at any time, and families are rocked by the needs and decisions that come along with that reality.
There are many who would understandably question what this kind of
change in the law would cost the business community. I would remind those
people that the FMLA is already a very
good law; it is in place and it is working. It provides unpaid leave when the
need arises, and it only applies to businesses that have enough employees on
hand to handle the absence of a single
worker without too great a burden.
We have also seen that 90 percent of
the leave time that has been taken
under the FMLA has been so that employees can care for themselves or for a
child in their care, and those situations
are already covered under the law as it
stands. What the Family and Medical
Leave Inclusion Act would do is provide a little more flexibility, and recognize that there are a few more people
in that inner circle of family who we
might call upon, or who might call
upon us. It will not make a big difference to the companies involved, but
it will make all the difference in the
world to those protected by it.
We often hear calls from some of our
colleagues who feel that the Government tries to do too much, and that we
try to force government to do for us
what we should be doing for ourselves
or for each other. That is exactly why
this should be a law that we can all
agree upon. Certainly we can all agree
that family is the first and best safety
net in times of personal crisis. Families need to be given the realistic ability to provide that assistance. What
the Family and Medical Leave Inclusion Act does is give those family
members the ability to help their loved
ones in ways that only they can, without fear of losing their jobs in the process.
The Family and Medical Leave Inclusion Act takes a very good law and
makes it even better. It contains reasonable changes that merely reflect the
modern American family. It is the
right thing to do, and I hope we can
join together on a bipartisan basis to
pass it.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.
There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:
S. 3680
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
pwalker on DSK8KYBLC1PROD with SENATE

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Family and
Medical Leave Inclusion Act’’.
SEC. 2. LEAVE TO CARE FOR A SAME-SEX SPOUSE,
DOMESTIC PARTNER, PARENT-INLAW, ADULT CHILD, SIBLING, OR
GRANDPARENT.
(a) DEFINITIONS.—
(1) INCLUSION OF ADULT CHILDREN AND CHILDREN OF A DOMESTIC PARTNER.—Section
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101(12) of such Act (29 U.S.C. 2611(12)) is
amended—
(A) by inserting ‘‘a child of an individual’s
domestic partner,’’ after ‘‘a legal ward,’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘who is—’’ and all that follows and inserting ‘‘and includes an adult
child.’’.
(2) INCLUSION OF SAME-SEX SPOUSES.—Section 101(13) of the Family and Medical Leave
Act of 1993 (29 U.S.C. 2611(13)) is amended by
inserting ‘‘, and includes a same-sex spouse
as determined under applicable State law’’
before the period.
(3) INCLUSION OF GRANDPARENTS, PARENTSIN-LAW, SIBLINGS, AND DOMESTIC PARTNERS.—
Section 101 of such Act (29 U.S.C. 2611) is further amended by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(20) DOMESTIC PARTNER.—The term ‘domestic partner’, used with respect to an employee, means—
‘‘(A) the person recognized as the domestic
partner of the employee under any domestic
partner registry or civil union law of the
State or political subdivision of a State
where the employee resides; or
‘‘(B) in the case of an unmarried employee
who lives in a State where a person cannot
marry a person of the same sex under the
laws of the State, a single, unmarried adult
person of the same sex as the employee who
is in a committed, personal (as defined in
regulations issued by the Secretary) relationship with the employee, who is not a domestic partner to any other person, and who
is designated to the employer by such employee as that employee’s domestic partner.
‘‘(21) GRANDCHILD.—The term ‘grandchild’,
used with respect to an employee, means any
person who is a son or daughter of a son or
daughter of the employee.
‘‘(22) GRANDPARENT.—The term ‘grandparent’, used with respect to an employee,
means a parent of a parent of the employee.
‘‘(23) PARENT-IN-LAW.—The term ‘parent-inlaw’, used with respect to an employee,
means a parent of the spouse or domestic
partner of the employee.
‘‘(24) SIBLING.—The term ‘sibling’, used
with respect to an employee, means any person who is a son or daughter of the employee’s parent.
‘‘(25) SON-IN-LAW OR DAUGHTER-IN-LAW.—
The term ‘son-in-law or daughter-in-law’,
used with respect to an employee, means any
person who is a spouse or domestic partner
of a son or daughter of the employee.’’.
(b) LEAVE REQUIREMENT.—Section 102 of
the Family and Medical Leave Act of 1993 (29
U.S.C. 2612) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)(1)—
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking
‘‘spouse, or a son, daughter, or parent, of the
employee, if such spouse, son, daughter, or
parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse or domestic
partner, or a son, daughter, parent, parentin-law, grandparent, or sibling, of the employee if such spouse, domestic partner, son,
daughter, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, or sibling’’; and
(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking
‘‘spouse, or a son, daughter, or parent’’ and
inserting ‘‘spouse or domestic partner, or a
son, daughter, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, or sibling,’’;
(2) in subsection (a)(3), by striking ‘‘spouse,
son, daughter, parent,’’ and inserting
‘‘spouse or domestic partner, son, daughter,
parent, son-in-law or daughter-in-law, grandchild, sibling,’’; and
(3) in subsection (e)—
(A) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking
‘‘spouse, parent,’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse, domestic partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, sibling,’’; and
(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘spouse,
or a son, daughter, or parent,’’ and inserting
‘‘spouse or domestic partner, or a son,
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daughter, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, or sibling,’’.
(c) CERTIFICATION.—Section 103 of the Family and Medical Leave Act of 1993 (29 U.S.C.
2613) is amended—
(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘spouse,
or parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse, domestic
partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent,
or sibling’’; and
(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking
‘‘spouse, or parent and an estimate of the
amount of time that such employee is needed
to care for the son, daughter, spouse, or parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse, domestic partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, or
sibling and an estimate of the amount of
time that such employee is needed to care
for such son, daughter, spouse, domestic
partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent,
or sibling’’; and
(B) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘parent,
or spouse’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse, domestic
partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent,
or sibling’’.
(d) EMPLOYMENT AND BENEFITS PROTECTION.—Section 104(c)(3) of the Family and
Medical Leave Act of 1993 (29 U.S.C.
2614(c)(3)) is amended—
(1) in subparagraph (A)(i), by striking
‘‘spouse, or parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse,
domestic partner, parent, parent-in-law,
grandparent, or sibling’’; and
(2) in subparagraph (C)(ii), by striking
‘‘spouse, or parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse,
domestic partner, parent, parent-in-law,
grandparent, or sibling’’.
SEC. 3. FEDERAL EMPLOYEES.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—
(1) INCLUSION OF ADULT CHILDREN AND CHILDREN OF A DOMESTIC PARTNER.—Section
6381(6) of title 5, United States Code, is
amended—
(A) by inserting ‘‘a child of an individual’s
domestic partner,’’ after ‘‘a legal ward,’’; and
(B) by striking ‘‘who is—’’ and all that follows and inserting ‘‘and includes an adult
child.’’.
(2) INCLUSION OF GRANDPARENTS, PARENTSIN-LAW, SIBLINGS, AND DOMESTIC PARTNERS.—
Section 6381 of such title is further amended—
(A) in paragraph (11)(B), by striking ‘‘;
and’’ and inserting a semicolon;
(B) in paragraph (12), by striking the period and inserting a semicolon; and
(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(13) the term ‘domestic partner’, used
with respect to an employee, means—
‘‘(A) the person recognized as the domestic
partner of the employee under any domestic
partner registry or civil union law of the
State or political subdivision of a State
where the employee resides; or
‘‘(B) in the case of an unmarried employee
who lives in a State where a person cannot
marry a person of the same sex under the
laws of the State, a single, unmarried adult
person of the same sex as the employee who
is in a committed, personal (as defined in
regulations issued by the Secretary) relationship with the employee, who is not a domestic partner to any other person, and who
is designated to the employer by such employee as that employee’s domestic partner;
‘‘(14) the term ‘grandchild’, used with respect to an employee, means any person who
is a son or daughter of a son or daughter of
the employee;
‘‘(15) the term ‘grandparent’, used with respect to an employee, means a parent of a
parent of the employee;
‘‘(16) the term ‘parent-in-law’, used with
respect to an employee, means a parent of
the spouse or domestic partner of the employee;
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‘‘(17) the term ‘sibling’, used with respect
to an employee, means any person who is a
son or daughter of the employee’s parent;
‘‘(18) the term ‘son-in-law or daughter-inlaw’, used with respect to an employee,
means any person who is a spouse or domestic partner of a son or daughter of the employee; and
‘‘(19) the term ‘spouse’, used with respect
to an employee, includes a same-sex spouse
as determined under applicable State law.’’.
(b) LEAVE REQUIREMENT.—Section 6382 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended—
(1) in subsection (a)(1)—
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking
‘‘spouse, or a son, daughter, or parent, of the
employee, if such spouse, son, daughter, or
parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse or domestic
partner, or a son, daughter, parent, parentin-law, grandparent, or sibling, of the employee, if such spouse, domestic partner, son,
daughter, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, or sibling’’; and
(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking
‘‘spouse, or a son, daughter, or parent’’ and
inserting ‘‘spouse or domestic partner, or a
son, daughter, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, or sibling,’’;
(2) in subsection (a)(3), by striking ‘‘spouse,
son, daughter, parent,’’ and inserting
‘‘spouse or domestic partner, son, daughter,
parent, son-in-law or daughter-in-law, grandchild, sibling,’’; and
(3) in subsection (e)—
(A) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking
‘‘spouse, parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse, domestic partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, sibling’’; and
(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘spouse,
or a son, daughter, or parent,’’ and inserting
‘‘spouse or domestic partner, or a son,
daughter, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent, or sibling,’’.
(c) CERTIFICATION.—Section 6383 of title 5,
United States Code, is amended—
(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘spouse,
or parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse, domestic
partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent,
or sibling’’; and
(2) in subsection (b)(4)(A), by striking
‘‘spouse, or parent, and an estimate of the
amount of time that such employee is needed
to care for such son, daughter, spouse, or
parent’’ and inserting ‘‘spouse, domestic
partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent,
or sibling and an estimate of the amount of
time that such employee is needed to care
for such son, daughter, spouse, domestic
partner, parent, parent-in-law, grandparent,
or sibling’’.

By Mr. FEINGOLD:
S. 3681. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to reform the system of public financing for Presidential
elections, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Finance.
Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, today
I will reintroduce a bill to repair and
strengthen the presidential public financing system. The Presidential
Funding Act of 2010 will ensure that
this system will continue to fulfill its
promise in the 21st century. The bill
will take effect in January 2011, so it
will first apply in the 2012 presidential
election.
It is important to note that the cost
of this bill is completely offset by reforms to the federal irrigation subsidy
program. Friends of the Earth in its
2003 Green Scissors report estimated
that these provisions would save at
least $4.4 billion over 10 years, which is
more than sufficient to cover the esti-
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mated cost of this bill—$1.1 billion over
4 years.
The presidential public financing system was put into place in the wake of
the Watergate scandals as part of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1974.
It was held to be constitutional by the
Supreme Court in Buckley v. Valeo.
The system, of course, is voluntary, as
the Supreme Court required in Buckley. Until the 2008 election, every
major party nominee for President
since 1976 had participated in the system for the general election and, prior
to 2000, every major party nominee had
participated in the system for the primary election as well.
In the 2004 election, President Bush
and two Democratic candidates, Howard Dean and the eventual nominee,
JOHN KERRY, opted out of the system
for the presidential primaries. President Bush and Senator KERRY elected
to take the taxpayer-funded grant in
the general election. President Bush
also opted out of the system for the Republican primaries in 2000 but accepted
the general election grant.
In 2008, several of the leading candidates for President, including President Obama, Secretary Clinton, Senator MCCAIN and Governors Huckabee
and Romney, did not participate in the
primary system. While Senator MCCAIN
accepted the public grant for the general election, President Obama became
the first major party candidate not to
participate in the general election public funding system.
It is unfortunate that the matching
funds system for the primaries has become less practicable. The system protects the integrity of the electoral
process by allowing candidates to run
viable campaigns without becoming
overly dependent on private donors.
The system has worked well in the
past, and it is worth repairing so that
it can work in the future. If we don’t
repair it, the pressures on candidates
to opt out will increase until the system collapses from disuse.
In the post-Citizens United world, the
likelihood of general election candidates participating in the system if it
is not changed is greatly reduced as
well. The current system completely
prohibits private fundraising, requiring
candidates to fund their campaigns
solely with the general election grant,
which was $84.1 million in 2008. Senator
MCCAIN, who accepted the grant, raised
approximately $220 million for the primaries in 2008. President Obama, who
did not participate in either the primary or general election public funding system, raised a total of approximately $746 million for the entire 2008
campaign. The public funding system is
clearly not keeping pace with the current cost of campaigns or the ability of
candidates to raise private money.
This bill makes changes to both the
primary and general election public financing system to address the weaknesses and problems that have been
identified by participants in the system, experts on the presidential elec-
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tion financing process, and an electorate that is increasingly dismayed by
the influence of money in politics.
First and most important, it eliminates all spending limits in the law for
both the primary and the general elections. This should make the system
much more viable for serious candidates facing opponents who are capable of raising significant sums outside
the system. The bill also makes available substantially more public money
for participating candidates. It increases the match of small contributions from 1:1 to 4:1 and provides up to
$100 million in matching funds for a
participating candidate in the primaries and $200 million in total grants
for the general election.
In exchange for the much more generous public grants provided by the
bill, participating candidates are required to focus their fundraising on
small donors. First, they must agree to
accept contributions of only up to
$1,000 in the primaries. The current individual contribution limit, established
by the Bipartisan Campaign Reform
Act of 2002, is $2,400. In addition, only
contributors of $200 or less can have
their contributions matched. Since
each $200 contribution will yield $800 in
matching funds, there will be a great
incentive for candidates to seek out
small donors. The 2008 campaign saw
an explosion of small donations to the
campaigns of both parties. This bill
should help promote and extend this
trend, which is a positive development
for our democracy.
Under the bill, for the first time,
matching funds will also be part of the
general election system. In addition to
a $50 million grant, general election
candidates can receive up to $150 million in matching funds, again based on
a 4:1 match of contributions of $200 or
less. General election candidates can
also raise contributions of up to $500
from other donors whose contributions
will not be matched. General election
candidates, therefore, will be able to
spend up to $200 million in public funds
plus whatever they can raise in contributions of $500 or less. Even in light
of the specter of corporate spending
permitted by Citizens United, these
should be adequate resources for a
campaign that lasts only a few months.
One very important provision of the
bill ties the primary and general election systems together and requires
candidates to make a single decision
on whether to participate. Candidates
who opt out of the primary system and
decide to rely solely on private money
cannot return to the system for the
general election. And candidates must
commit to participate in the system in
the general election if they want to receive Federal matching funds in the
primaries.
This bill also addresses what some
have called the ‘‘gap’’ between the primary and general election seasons.
Presumptive presidential nominees
have emerged earlier in the election
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year over the life of the public financing system. This has led to some nominees being essentially out of money between the time that they nail down the
nomination and the convention where
they are formally nominated and become eligible for the general election
grant. For a few cycles, soft money
raised by the parties filled in that gap,
but the Bipartisan Campaign Reform
Act of 2002 fortunately has now closed
that loophole. By eliminating spending
limits in the primaries, the bill makes
sure that candidates can continue raising and spending the money they need
to remain competitive. In addition, the
political parties will be permitted to
spend up to $50 million coordinated
with their candidates, an increase from
the current limit of $15 million.
Obviously, these changes make this a
more generous system. So the bill also
makes the requirement for qualifying
more difficult. To be eligible for
matching funds, a candidate must raise
$25,000 in matchable contributions—up
to $200 for each donor—in at least 20
States. That is five times the threshold
under current law.
The bill also makes a number of
changes in the system to reflect the
changes in our presidential races over
the past several decades. For one thing,
it makes matching funds available
starting six months before the date of
the first primary or caucus, which is
approximately 6 months earlier than is
currently the case. For another, it sets
a single date for release of the public
grants for the general election—the
Friday before Labor Day. This addresses an inequity in the current system,
under which the general election
grants are released after each nominating convention, which can be several weeks apart.
The bill also prohibits Federal elected officials and candidates from soliciting soft money for use in funding the
party conventions and requires presidential candidates to disclose bundled
contributions. The bundling provision
builds on a provision contained in ethics and lobbying reform legislation enacted in 2007. It requires presidential
candidates to disclosure all bundlers of
$50,000 or more.
Additional provisions, and those I
have discussed in summary form here,
are explained in a section-by-section
analysis of the bill that I will ask to be
printed in the RECORD, following my
statement.
The purpose of this bill is to improve
the campaign finance system, not to
advance one party’s interests. The current President raised and spent more
money than any other candidate in history. But he has a history of supporting the presidential public funding
system, and he recognizes the importance of reforming and updating the
current system. I am optimistic that
he will endorse this bill, and will participate in the system if he runs for reelection.
Fixing the presidential public financing system will cost money. The total
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cost of the system, based on data from
the 2008 elections, is projected to be
around $1.1 billion over the 4-year election cycle. Though this is a large number, it is actually a very small investment to make to protect our democracy and preserve the integrity of our
presidential elections. The American
people do not want to see a return to
the pre-Watergate days of candidates
entirely beholden to private donors. We
must act to ensure the fairness of our
elections and the confidence of our
citizens in the process by repairing the
cornerstone of the Watergate reforms.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that a section by section analysis
be printed in the RECORD.
There being no objection, the material was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD as follows:
PRESIDENTIAL FUNDING ACT OF 2010 SECTION
BY SECTION ANALYSIS
SECTION 1: SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS
TITLE I—PRIMARY ELECTIONS
Section 101: Increase in and modifications
to matching payments—Current law provides
for a 1–to–1 match, where up to $250 of each
individual’s contributions for the primaries
is matched with $250 in public funds. Under
the new matching system, individual contributions of up to $200 from each individual
will be matched at a 4–to–1 ratio, so a $200 individual contribution can be matched with
$800 from public funds. Contributions are
‘‘matchable contributions,’’ however, only if
the donor has made $200 or less in aggregate
contributions to the candidate, and the candidate certifies that he or she will not accept
more than $200 from that donor. In addition,
‘‘matchable contributions’’ may not be bundled by anyone other than an individual.
A participating candidate can receive up to
$100 million in matching funds.
‘‘Contribution’’ is defined as ‘‘a gift of
money made by a written instrument which
identifies the person making the contribution by full name and mailing address.’’
Section 102: ELigibility requirements for
matching payments—Current law requires
candidates to raise $5,000 in matchable contributions (currently $250 or less) in 20
states. To be eligible for matching funds
under this bill, a candidate must raise $25,000
of matchable contributions (up to $200 per individual donor) in at least 20 states.
In addition, to be eligible for matching
funds, candidates must agree not to accept
more than $1,000 in aggregate contributions
from a single donor. That amount will be indexed for inflation. Participating candidates
must also agree to not accept contributions
either made by or bundled by lobbyists and
PACs.
Finally, to receive matching funds in the
primary, candidates must also pledge to
apply for and accept public money in the
general election if nominated.
Section 103: Inflation adjustment for contribution limitations and matching contributions—Contribution limits will be indexed
for inflation, with 2012 as the base year.
Section 104: Repeal of expenditure limitations—Under current law, participating candidates cannot spend in excess of the primary spending limit, which was $54 million
in 2008. The bill eliminates that spending
limit.
Section 105: Period of availability of
matching payments—Current law makes
matching funds available on January 1 of a
presidential election year. The bill makes
such funds available six months prior to the
first state caucus or primary. That date for
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the 2008 elections would have been July 3,
2007.
Section 106: Examination and audits of
matchable contributions—Current law requires that the Commission conduct an audit
of the qualified campaign expenses of candidates and authorized committees that received payments under section 9037. This
Section would require the Commission to
also audit matchable contributions accepted
by candidates and authorized committees.
Section 107: Modification to limitation on
contributions for presidential primary candidates—Under current law, all elections
held in a calendar year for President are considered to be a single election for purposes of
the contribution limits. This Section addresses the possibility that a primary or caucus might be actually be held the year before
the general election by changing ‘‘calendar
year’’ to ‘‘four year election cycle.’’
TITLE II—GENERAL ELECTIONS
Section 201: Modification of eligibility requirements for public financing—Currently,
candidates can participate in either the primary or the general election public financing system, or both. Under the bill, a candidate must participate in the primary
matching system in order to be eligible to
receive public funds in the general election.
Furthermore, the candidate must agree to
(1) furnish the Commission with evidence of
qualified campaign expenses, if requested; (2)
agree to keep any records, books and other
information the Commission may request;
and (3) agree to an audit by the Commission
and pay any amounts required to be paid as
a result of that audit.
To receive public funding in the general
election, candidates must certify that they
will not (1) accept contributions or bundled
contributions from lobbyists or contributions from a political committee other than
a political party; (2) solicit funds for a joint
fundraising committee that includes a political party after June 1 of the election year ;
and (3) solicit funds for any political party
committee after they have received their
general election grant.
Section 202: Repeal of expenditure limitations and use of qualified campaign contributions—Currently, candidates who receive
public funds are prohibited from raising any
private funds for general election campaign
expenses. Under the bill, such candidates
may continue to raise ‘‘qualified contributions’’ for the general election. Qualified
contributions are defined as contributions of
no more than $500 in the aggregate that are
received after June 1 of the election year. To
accept a qualified contribution, candidates
must certify that the donor has not contributed more than $500 in the aggregate to the
candidate for the general election, and the
candidate will not accept additional contributions from that donor once $500 has
been received from that donor.
Section 203: Matching payments and other
modifications to payment amounts—The
major party candidates for President will be
entitled to equal payments of $50 million,
plus matching funds of up to $150 million for
a maximum total of $200 million in public
funding. Individual contributions raised
after June 1 of the election year of up to $200
will be matched at a 4–to–1 ratio. Contributions are ‘‘matchable contributions,’’ however, only if the candidate certifies that the
donor has made contributions of $200 or less
in aggregate for the general election, the
candidate will not accept more than $200
from that donor, and the contribution has
not been bundled or forwarded by anyone
other than an individual fundraiser.
Minor party candidates can receive grants
and matching funds for the general election
after the fact, based on the percentage of
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votes received by those candidates in the
election. If a minor party fielded a candidate
in the previous election, general election
funds can be received by that party’s candidate based on the performance of the candidate in the previous election. These rules
mirror current law on the availability of
general election funding for minor party
candidates.
Section 204: Inflation adjustment for payment amounts and qualified contributions—
The general election grant amount, ($50 million in 2012), general election matching fund
maximum amount ($150 million in 2012), and
qualified contribution limit for the general
election ($500 in 2012) will be indexed for inflation.
Section 205: Increase in limit on coordinated party expenditures—Current law provides a single coordinated spending limit for
national party committees. In 2008, that
limit was about $15 million. The bill increases the limit to $50 million. This will
allow the party to support the presumptive
nominee during the so-called ‘‘gap’’ between
the end of the primaries and the conventions. The entire cost of a coordinated party
communication is subject to the limit if any
portion of that communication has to do
with the presidential election. Party spending limits will be indexed for inflation.
Section 205: Establishment of uniform date
for release of payments—Under current law,
candidates participating in the system for
the general election receive their grants of
public money immediately after receiving
the nomination of their party, meaning that
the two major parties receive their grants on
different dates. Under the bill, all candidates
eligible to receive public money in the general election would receive their grants and
whatever matching funds they are entitled
to at that time on the Friday before Labor
Day, or 24 hours after both major party candidates have been nominated, whichever is
later.
Section 206: Amounts in presidential election campaign fund—Under current law, in
January of an election year if the Treasury
Department determines that there are insufficient funds in the PECF to make the required payments to participating primary
candidates, the party conventions, and the
general election candidates, it must reduce
the payments available to participating primary candidates and it cannot make up the
shortfall from any other source until those
funds come in. Under the bill, in making
that determination the Department can include an estimate of the amount that will be
received by the PECF during that election
year, but the estimate cannot exceed the
past three years’ average contribution to the
fund. This will allow primary candidates to
receive their full payments as long as a reasonable estimate of the funds that will come
into the PECF that year will cover the general election candidate payments. The bill
also allows the Secretary of the Treasury to
borrow the funds necessary to carry out the
purposes of the fund during the first campaign cycle in which the bill is in effect.
Section 207: Use of general election payments for general election legal and accounting compliance—Current FEC regulations
permit general election candidates to raise
money for a separate fund to pay their legal
and accounting expenses (so-called ‘‘GELAC
funds’’). The bill specifies that all such expenses will now considered general election
expenses and must be paid for out of their
general election funds.
TITLE III—POLITICAL CONVENTIONS
Section 301: Repeal of public financing of
party conventions—This section eliminates
the public financing of party conventions.
Section 302: Contributions for political
conventions—This section allows the na-
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tional political parties to establish a separate account to receive contributions that
can only be used to fund their party conventions. Individuals may contribute up to
$25,000 in a four year election cycle to that
account. The aggregate annual contribution
limit applicable to an individual who contributes to a political convention account
will be increased by the amount of such contributions, meaning that the contributions
essentially will not count toward the aggregate limit.
Section 303: Prohibition on use of soft
money—Federal candidates and officeholders
and national parties and their officers are
prohibited from raising or spending soft
money in connection with a nominating convention of any political party, including
funds for a host committee, civic committee,
or municipality.
TITLE IV—OTHER PROVISIONS
Section 401: Revisions to designation of income tax payments by individual taxpayers—The tax check-off is increased from
$3 (individual) and $6 (couple) to $10 and $20.
The amount will be adjusted for inflation,
and rounded to the nearest dollar, beginning
in 2010.
The IRS shall require by regulation that
electronic tax preparation software does not
automatically accept or decline the tax
checkoff. The FEC is required to inform and
educate the public about the purpose of the
Presidential
Election
Campaign
Fund
(‘‘PECF’’) and how to make a contribution.
Funding for this program of up to $10 million
in a four year presidential election cycle,
will come from the PECF. These provisions
will take effect immediately upon enactment
of this bill.
Section 402: Regulations with respect to
best efforts for identifying persons making
contributions—Within six months of enactment, the FEC must promulgate new regulations on what constitutes ‘‘best efforts’’ for
determining the identity of persons making
contributions, including persons making
contributions over the Internet or by credit
card. The regulations must require the entity receiving the contribution to verify that
the name on the credit card matches the
name of the donor.
Section 403: Prohibition on joint fundraising committees—Federal candidates are
prohibited from forming a joint fundraising
committee with any political committee
other than an authorized candidate committee.
Section 404: Disclosure of bundled contributions to presidential campaigns—This
section builds on the bundling disclosure
provision of the Honest Leadership and Open
Government Act of 2007 (‘‘HLOGA’’) to require presidential campaigns to disclose the
name, address, and employer of all individuals or groups that bundle contributions totaling more than $50,000 in the four year
election cycle. Individuals who are registered lobbyists would have to be separately
identified. HLOGA’s definition of bundling
would apply to bundling disclosure by the
presidential candidates, and no change is
made to the requirements of HLOGA with respect to congressional campaigns.
Section 405: Judicial review of actions related to campaign finance laws—Current law
provides four separate judicial review provisions: (1) Section 403 of the Bipartisan Campaign Reform Act (‘‘BCRA’’), which applies
to actions challenging the constitutionality
of any provision of that Act; (2) 2 U.S.C.
§ 437h, which applies to actions challenging
the constitutionality of any other provision
of the Federal Election Campaign Act
(‘‘FECA’’); (3) 26 U.S.C. § 9011, which applies
to certifications or other actions taken by
the FEC in connection with the general elec-
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tion public financing program; and (4) 26
U.S.C. § 9041, which applies to certifications
and other actions by the FEC in connection
with the primary public funding system.
The bill replaces all four of those provisions with a single judicial review provision.
All actions shall be filed in the U.S. District
Court for the District of Columbia, with an
appeal permitted to the Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia Circuit and then to
the Supreme Court. All courts are required
to expedite any such actions to the greatest
extent possible, and Members of Congress are
granted the right to intervene as of right in
any case challenging the constitutionality of
any provision of FECA or the public financing provisions in the Internal Revenue Code.
Members of Congress may themselves bring
such a case.
TITLE V—OFFSETS
Section 501: Offsets—This section would reform a federal irrigation subsidy program by
closing a loophole in the 1982 Reclamation
Reform Act to require a means test to qualify for federal irrigation subsidies. This
would ensure that small family farmers, not
huge agribusinesses, benefit from federal
water pricing policies intended to help small
entities struggling to survive. This new approach limits the amount of subsidized irrigation water delivered to any operation in
excess of the 960 acre limit that claimed
$500,000 or more in gross income. Friends of
the Earth in its 2003 Green Scissors report
estimated that these provisions would save
at least $4.4 billion over 10 years, which is
more than sufficient to cover the estimated
cost of this bill—$1.1 billion over 4 years.
TITLE VI—SEVERABILITY AND EFFECTIVE DATE
Section 601: Severability—If any provision
of the bill is held unconstitutional, the remainder of the bill will not be affected.
Section 602: Effective date—The amendments contained in this bill will apply to
presidential elections occurring after January 1, 2010.
f

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS
SENATE
RESOLUTION
602—EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE
GOALS AND IDEALS OF NATIONAL
INFANT
MORTALITY
AWARENESS MONTH 2010
Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr.
BURR) submitted the following resolution; which was considered and agreed
to:
S. RES. 602
Whereas ‘‘infant mortality’’ refers to the
death of a baby before the baby’s first birthday;
Whereas the United States ranks 29th
among industrialized countries in the rate of
infant mortality;
Whereas premature birth, low birth
weight, and shorter gestation periods account for more than 60 percent of infant
deaths in the United States;
Whereas high rates of infant mortality are
especially prevalent in communities with
large minority populations, high rates of unemployment and poverty, and limited access
to safe housing and medical providers;
Whereas premature birth is a leading cause
of infant mortality and, according to the Institute of Medicine of the National Academies, costs the United States more than
$26,000,000,000 annually;
Whereas infant mortality can be substantially reduced through community-based
services such as outreach, home visitation,
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case management, health education, and
interconceptional care;
Whereas support for community-based programs to reduce infant mortality can result
in lower future spending on medical interventions, special education, and other social
services that may be needed for infants and
children who are born with a low birth
weight;
Whereas the Department of Health and
Human Services, through the Office of Minority Health, has implemented the ‘‘A
Healthy Baby Begins With You’’ campaign;
Whereas the Maternal and Child Health
Bureau of the Health Resources and Services
Administration has provided national leadership on the issue of infant mortality;
Whereas public awareness and education
campaigns on infant mortality are held during the month of September each year; and
Whereas September 2010 has been designated as ‘‘National Infant Mortality
Awareness Month’’: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Senate—
(1) supports the goals and ideals of National Infant Mortality Awareness Month
2010;
(2) supports efforts to educate people in the
United States about infant mortality and
the contributing factors to infant mortality;
(3) supports efforts to reduce infant deaths,
low birth weight, pre-term births, and disparities in perinatal outcomes;
(4) recognizes the critical importance of including efforts to reduce infant mortality
and the contributing factors to infant mortality as part of prevention and wellness
strategies; and
(5) calls upon the people of the United
States to observe National Infant Mortality
Awareness Month with appropriate programs
and activities.
f
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SENATE
RESOLUTION
603—COMMEMORATING THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE NATIONAL
COUNCIL FOR INTERNATIONAL
VISITORS,
AND
DESIGNATING
FEBRUARY 16, 2011, AS ‘‘CITIZEN
DIPLOMACY DAY’’
Mr. SPECTER (for himself, Mr.
LUGAR, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. BURR, Mr.
BAYH, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. BURRIS, Mrs.
LINCOLN, Mr. DORGAN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BOND, Mrs.
MCCASKILL, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. CASEY,
Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mrs. MURRAY, Ms.
CANTWELL,
Mrs.
HAGAN,
Mrs.
HUTCHISON, Mr. ISAKSON, and Mr.
COBURN) submitted the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary:
S. RES. 603
Whereas the year 2011 marks the 50th Anniversary of the National Council for International Visitors (referred to in this preamble as the ‘‘NCIV’’), originally founded as
the National Council for Community Services to International Visitors (commonly referred to as ‘‘COSERV’’) in 1961;
Whereas the mission of NCIV is to promote
excellence in citizen diplomacy—the concept
that the individual citizen has the right and
responsibility to help develop constructive
United States foreign relations ‘‘one handshake at a time’’;
Whereas citizen diplomacy has the power
to shape perceptions in the United States of
foreign cultures and international perceptions of the United States, effectively shattering stereotypes, illuminating differences,
underscoring common human aspirations,
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and developing the web of human connections needed to achieve more peaceful relations between countries;
Whereas NCIV is the private sector partner
of the United States Department of State
International Visitor Leadership Program
(referred to in this preamble as the ‘‘IVLP’’),
a public diplomacy initiative that brings distinguished foreign leaders to the United
States for short-term professional programs
under the authority of the Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange Act of 1961
(22 U.S.C. 2451 et seq.; also referred to as the
‘‘Fulbright-Hays Act’’);
Whereas the NCIV network comprises individuals, program agencies, and 92 community organizations throughout the United
States, including approximately 80,000 volunteers who are involved in NCIV member activities each year as host families, professional resources, volunteer programmers,
board members, and other supporters;
Whereas the network of citizen diplomats
in NCIV has organized professional programs, cultural activities, and home visits
for more than 190,000 foreign leaders participating in the IVLP, 285 of whom went on to
become chiefs of state or heads of government in their countries;
Whereas the NCIV network has hosted and
strengthened the relationships of the United
States with notable foreign leaders who are
alumni of the IVLP, including: Abdullah Gul,
President of Turkey, Nicolas Sarkozy, President of France, Manmohan Singh, Prime
Minister of India Morgan Tsvangarai, Prime
Minister of Zimbabwe, and Alvaro Uribe
Velez, President of Colombia, as well as
Willy Brandt, former Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany, Kim Dae-Jung,
Former President of South Korea, Frederik
W. de Klerk, former President of South Africa, Indira Ghandi, former Prime Minister of
India, Anwar Sadat, former President of
Egypt, and many others;
Whereas United States ambassadors have
in repeated surveys ranked the NCIV network-facilitated IVLP first among 63 United
States public diplomacy programs;
Whereas in 2001, Senator Arlen Specter
nominated the NCIV network of citizen diplomats to receive the Nobel Peace Prize,
stating that they ‘‘have done . . . the best
work for fraternity between nations’’;
Whereas all Federal funding for the citizen
diplomacy of the NCIV network is spent in
the United States, where it has leveraged $6
in local economic impact for every Federal
dollar expended;
Whereas NCIV member organizations provide invaluable opportunities for United
States students to develop global perspectives and vividly experience the diversity of
the world by bringing foreign leaders into
local schools, loaning teachers cultural artifacts, and developing internationally focused
curricula;
Whereas participation of United States
communities, businesses, and universities in
the international exchange programs implemented by the NCIV network strengthens
the ability of the United States to produce a
globally literate and competitive workforce;
Whereas NCIV celebrates excellence in citizen diplomacy and has honored 7 individuals—Senator J. William Fulbright in 1987,
the Honorable John Richardson in 1990, Maya
Angelou in 1993, Richard Stanley in 2000,
Keith Reinhard in 2007, Garth Fagan in 2008,
and Rick Steves in 2009—with the NCIV Citizen Diplomat Award for their exemplary
work towards transcending barriers between
the peoples of the world in visionary ways;
Whereas NCIV provides leadership at the
national level having convened leaders of sister organizations for 2 national Summits on
Citizen Diplomacy and providing funding to
its member organizations for Summits on
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Citizen Diplomacy in communities throughout the United States, giving those organizations the opportunity to foster internationally focused dialogue and to cultivate lasting
partnerships with like-minded organizations
in their own communities; and
Whereas NCIV member organizations serve
as international gateways, sharing their
communities with the world and the world
with their communities—welcoming strangers and sending home friends: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Senate—
(1) commemorates the 50th anniversary of
the National Council for International Visitors and its extraordinary efforts to promote
excellence in citizen diplomacy;
(2) commends the achievements of the
thousands of citizen diplomats who have
worked for generations to share the best of
the United States with foreign leaders, specialists, and scholars;
(3) thanks the National Council for International Visitors citizen diplomats for their
service to their communities, our country,
and the world; and
(4) designates February 16, 2011, as ‘‘Citizen
Diplomacy Day’’.
f

NOTICE OF HEARING
IMPEACHMENT TRIAL COMMITTEE ON THE ARTICLES AGAINST JUDGE G. THOMAS PORTEOUS,
JR.

Mrs. McCASKILL. Mr. President, I
wish to announce that the Impeachment Trial Committee on the Articles
Against Judge G. Thomas Porteous, Jr.
will meet on Wednesday, August 4,
2010, at 1 p.m., to conduct a hearing.
For futher information regarding
this meeting, please contact Erin Johnson at 202–228–4133.
f

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT
AGREEMENT—H.R. 1586
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask
unanimous consent that the cloture
vote on the motion to concur in the
House amendment to the Senate
amendment to H.R. 1586 with amendment No. 4567 occur at 5:45 p.m., Monday, August 2, with the time from 5:15
p.m. to 5:45 p.m. equally divided and
controlled between the majority and
minority leaders or their designees.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.
f

ORDER FOR RECORD TO REMAIN
OPEN
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the RECORD remain
open today until 1 p.m. for the introduction of legislation, submission of
statements, and cosponsorships.
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.
f

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, AUGUST 2,
2010
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that when the Senate
completes its business today, it adjourn until 2 p.m. on Monday, August 2;
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that following the prayer and pledge,
the Journal of proceedings be approved
to date, the morning hour be deemed
expired, the time for the two leaders be
reserved for their use later in the day;
that following any leader remarks, the
Senate proceed to a period of morning
business until 3 p.m., with Senators
permitted to speak therein for up to 10
minutes each; that following morning
business, the Senate resume consideration of the House message on H.R.
1586.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so ordered.
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PROGRAM
Mr. REID. So, Mr. President, at approximately a quarter to 6 on Monday,
the Senate will proceed to a cloture
vote on the motion to concur with respect to H.R. 1586, the legislative vehicle for FMAP and teacher funding.
Next week we have a lot of work to accomplish. In addition to the FMAP and
education funding, we need to consider
an energy bill, the nomination of Elena
Kagan to be an Associate Justice of the
Supreme Court, and there are other
matters we are going to try to clear for
action on the legislative and Executive
Calendars. We feel hopeful we can com-
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plete business on the Small Business
Administration legislation we have
spent so much time on early next
week.
f

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY,
AUGUST 2, 2010, AT 2 P.M.
Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is
no further business to come before the
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that
it adjourn under the previous order.
There being no objection, the Senate,
at 11:46 a.m., adjourned until Monday,
August 2, 2010, at 2 p.m.
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS
RECOGNIZING
FRIENDSHIP
MISSIONARY
BAPTIST
CHURCH’S
50TH ANNIVERSARY OF SERVICE
TO THE PONTIAC COMMUNITY

HONORING THE MILITARY SERVICE OF LANCE CORPORAL ANTHONY ROBERTSON

HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI
OF ILLINOIS

HON. GARY C. PETERS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. PETERS. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to recognize the Friendship Missionary Baptist
Church on the occasion of its 50th Anniversary of service to the Pontiac community. As
a Member of Congress, it is my privilege to
honor the Church, its leadership and its congregation on achieving this most impressive
milestone.
Friendship Missionary Baptist Church began
its service to the community as a house of fellowship, joining the community together to affirm the goodness of spirituality under the vision of Reverend Alvin Hawkins, the Church’s
first Pastor. Under Rev. Hawkins’ leadership,
the congregation of Friendship flourished, creating a Sunday School, nurses’ guild, and a
music ministry. Furthermore, to forever enshrine and guide them in their greater service
to the community, the congregation adopted a
covenant and the Articles of Faith.
After seven years of service to the community through piety, charity and faith, Rev. Hawkins was called to a new journey, and leadership of the Church was entrusted to Rev.
Eddie McDonald. Rev. McDonald, another
man of vision and action, guided Friendship in
its spiritual journey, creating an outreach ministry and a young women’s group. During the
prosperity of Rev. McDonald’s strong stewardship, the Church paid off the mortgage on its
first home on Williams Street and expanded its
congregation, eventually seeking a larger
space on Michigan Street, its current home.
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It was with great sadness that the congregation of Friendship Baptist Church said farewell
to Rev. McDonald after 32 years, but with
hope for the future, they welcomed in Rev.
William Dulaney. Rev. Dulaney has continued
upon the steadfast and strong leadership of
his predecessors and established the Learning
Lab and youth department to further expand
the service of the Church to the community.
Under his leadership, the congregation of
Friendship continues to grow strong.
Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join
me, and the congregation of Friendship Missionary Baptist Church in celebrating their
50th Anniversary of fellowship in spirituality
and service. I wish the congregants and leadership of Friendship Missionary Baptist Church
many more years of prosperity to come.

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. LIPINSKI. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to honor Lance Corporal Anthony Robertson
of the United States Marine Corps.
Lance Corporal Robertson grew up in Justice, Illinois and currently lives in neighboring
Willow Springs. After joining the Marines, he
was deployed to Afghanistan. While there, he
was severely injured by a roadside bomb. It
was an honor to personally congratulate and
thank Lance Corporal Robertson, and his wife,
Sheri Robertson for his brave service when
we met on July 26th at a welcome home celebration conducted by the Village of Justice.
His sacrifice will rightfully be honored with a
Purple Heart—our Nation’s oldest actively
used military medal.
It is a privilege to welcome home to his family and community someone who has given so
much. As Lance Corporal Robertson prepares
to enter the ranks of almost 600,000 living veterans who have received the Purple Heart
Medal, I ask you to join me in honoring his
service, and the work of all men and women
in uniform who have shed blood in the service
of our country.
f

HONORING MR. ALVARO BOTERO

HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida.
Madam Speaker, this week Colombia celebrates 200 years as a sovereign nation. As we
congratulate our democratic ally and friend on
its Bicentennial, it is fitting that we also honor
some of Colombia’s finest, and among them,
is Alvaro Botero.
Alvaro is a respected journalist, author and
writer. He is a strong advocate for freedom of
the press. He knows that many around the
world are censored and prohibited from speaking the truth, so he values his ability to write
and report in a free and democratic society.
Alvaro is committed to keeping the connection
between his native Colombia and his home of
23 years, South Florida. He works hard to ensure that the Colombian American community
in the United States is informed and in tune
with what is happening in Colombia, South
Florida and around the world.
For more than 16 years, Alvaro has published ‘‘El Notiloco de Botero’’ a satirical news
magazine and in recent years launched a corresponding news site. He started his career in
Colombia studying journalism and public relations. His work has appeared in publications
throughout Latin America and the United

States and he has published several books,
earning recognitions at the Feria Internacional
de Libro, International Book Fair. Alvaro has
served as a correspondent for Colombian
news network RCN, RCN Radio and RCN
Miami, and was instrumental in the creation of
Radio Caracol, South Florida’s Colombian
Radio Station, with daily programming in the
United States and Colombia.
Alvaro works to promote democracy and
speak out for those who cannot express themselves freely as he can, and he continues to
humor us each day through his writing. After
23 years of living in Miami, he is still as passionate about his native Colombia as he is
about his home, the United States.
I ask that you join me in honoring Alvaro
Botero, a fine journalist, friend and the voice
of South Florida’s Colombian American community.
f

HONORING MACCULLOCH HALL

HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to honor Macculloch Hall, in Morristown, New Jersey, which is celebrating its
200th anniversary, as well as the 60th anniversary of the Macculloch Hall Historical Museum.
The cornerstone of Morristown’s National
Historic District, Macculloch Hall Historical Museum preserves the history of the MaccullochMiller families and the Morris area, and the
legacy of its founder, the Honorable W. Parsons Todd through its historic site, collections,
exhibits, educational and cultural programs.
George Macculloch emigrated with his family to America from London and in 1810 built
the Federal-style brick mansion in Morristown.
Macculloch is best known as the ‘‘father’’ of
the Morris Canal, an international engineering
marvel. Mrs. Macculloch was instrumental in
establishing St. Peter’s Episcopal Church and
the Female Charitable Society, today Family
Service of Morris County. The family and their
descendants influenced education, economics,
politics and culture.
In 1949, Morristown philanthropist and
former mayor, W. Parsons Todd, purchased
and restored Macculloch Hall to house his collections of American and English decorative
and fine arts as well as a major collection of
original works by Thomas Nast, America’s
leading 19th century political cartoonist. Nast
once lived across the avenue and created the
Republican Elephant, the Democratic Donkey,
and popularized America’s image of Santa
Claus.
With the Morristown Garden Club, Todd restored Macculloch Hall’s gardens—the oldest
in Morris County. Three acres of original plantings and landscape features include more
than 40 varieties of heirloom roses; the first
documented tomato grown in New Jersey is

∑ This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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said to have been grown here. The garden is
a popular retreat and is open to the public
from dusk to dawn.
Through the efforts of its Trustees, staff,
members and volunteers, Macculloch Hall Historical Museum continues to serve thousands
of annual visitors from the greater Morristown,
New Jersey community and throughout the
United States, who come to the site to enjoy
the beauty and history portrayed by its collections, engage with compelling political history
in the works of Thomas Nast, and experience
the tranquility of the historic gardens.
Madam Speaker, I ask you and my colleagues to join me in congratulating
Macculloch Hall as they celebrate these milestones.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. VERNON J. EHLERS

Not Santa Ana’s Mater Dei, not Concord’s De
La Salle, not Los Angeles’ Crenshaw High, not
Long Beach Poly—no athletic powerhouse,
private or public in California, had completed
such a feat until Serra High did it. At the end
of the 2009–10 school year, Serra’s athletic
program was rated by ESPN as the fourth
best all-around high school athletic program in
the USA and the number one program in California. I also understand the Cavalier Track
team came within two points of being state
champions and that the Girls Basketball and
Track teams have also excelled.
I congratulate President Erick Rubalcava,
Principal Michael Wagner, Athletic Director
Ted Dunlap, Head Football Coach Scott
Altenberg, Head Basketball Coach Dwan Hurt,
their assistant coaches, the entire school staff
and all of the amazing faculty and students at
Serra for their excellence both in academics
and athletics.

also a firm believer in the principles of liberty
and freedom and works to ensure that his native Colombia continues to be Latin America’s
leading democracy.
I ask that you join me in honoring and
thanking my good friend Ricardo Tribin for his
hard work, service and dedication to free enterprise, empowering others, and seeing his
community flourish.

f

Mr. PETERS. Madam Speaker, I ask my
colleagues to join me in recognizing Mr.
Thomas Denomme, the 2010 recipient of the
Community Service Award given by the Birmingham Community House, located in Birmingham, Michigan. Since it was established
in 1923, the Birmingham Community House
has been a community institution and hub of
civic life in our area.
Mr. Denomme’s recognition is well-deserved. His personal and professional accomplishments and contributions have made the
Birmingham community, and indeed, Southeast Michigan, a better place to live, raise our
children and do business.
Mr. Denomme’s career began in southeast
Michigan after obtaining his marketing degree
from the University of Detroit in 1961. He embarked on a career in the automotive world at
Ford Motor Company and spent 20 years
there before moving to the Chrysler Corporation in 1980. He was a leader at Chrysler,
serving as a Vice-Chairman and the Chief Administrative Officer during the 1990s.
While working in a key industry in Michigan,
Tom remained committed to civic activism in a
variety of arenas. He served his alma mater,
the University of Detroit, as a tireless advocate
and by serving on its Board of Trustees for a
number of years. He lent his time, energy and
expertise to a number of major community efforts and organizations including the Michigan
Thanksgiving Parade Foundation, the Michigan Gaming Commission, the Detroit Investment Fund, and the Congressional Economic
Leadership Initiative.
Currently, Mr. Denomme serves as Chairman of the Board for William Beaumont Hospital, a nationally renowned and respected
health institution that is centered in my Congressional District. His service to that institution and the surrounding community was recognized recently when he received the Michigan Health and Hospital Association Keystone
Center for Patient Safety and Quality Leadership Award.
Madam Speaker, I am honored today to recognize Thomas Denomme for his years of
service to the people and institutions of Birmingham, Michigan and all of Southeast
Michigan. We live in a better community due
to his selfless commitment to civic service and
he serves as an example to us all. I thank the
Birmingham Community House for honoring
Mr. Tom Denomme this year with its 2010
Community Service Award.

OF MICHIGAN

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. EHLERS. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
Nos. 480, 481, and 482, I was absent due to
a commitment to speak to a large group in the
Cannon Caucus Room, and could not leave
them in mid-meeting.
Had I been present, I would have voted
480: ‘‘yes’’; 481: ‘‘no’; 482: ‘‘yes.’’
f

SUPPORTING OF JUNIPERO SERRA
HIGH SCHOOL

HON. RANDY NEUGEBAUER
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker, I was
detained from votes due to a meeting on July
28, 2010. Had I been present, I would have
voted as follows: rollcall 477, ‘‘nay’’ rollcall
478; ‘‘yea’’ rollcall 479, ‘‘yea.’’
f

HONORING MR. RICARDO TRIBIN

HON. MAXINE WATERS

HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

OF FLORIDA

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Ms. WATERS. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to celebrate the accomplishments of Junipero
Serra High School which is located in Gardena, California in my district. Serra High has
become the first in California state history to
win a state football championship and a state
basketball championship in the same school
year. Even more remarkable and more important is the fact that for three years running,
100% of Serra High School’s graduating seniors were accepted to college.
Junipero Serra High School is operated by
the Department of Catholic Schools of the
Archdiocese of Los Angeles. Serra High
School was founded in 1950 and graduated its
first class in 1953. Over the years, the school
has played a very important role in the life of
the community, graduating over six thousand
students in the South Bay area.
Serra’s recent achievements add immensely
to its already strong legacy. In December, the
Cavaliers became the California Interscholastic Federation’s Division III state champions in football with a victory that was ‘‘as
much a triumph of athletic skill as one of perseverance from year to year and play to play,’’
as local newspaper the Daily Breeze stated.
Against Marin Catholic High School, the Cavaliers won 24–20, establishing themselves as a
dominant force in the very competitive California high school football climate.
In March, Serra High School captured the
Division III basketball championship with a 63–
59 overtime victory over Oakland’s Bishop
O’Dowd completing the historic double victory.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida.
Madam Speaker, this week Colombia celebrates 200 years as a sovereign nation. As we
congratulate our democratic ally and friend on
its Bicentennial, it is fitting that we also honor
some of Colombia’s finest, and among them is
Ricardo Tribin.
As former President of the Colombian American Chamber of Commerce and current
Board Member, Ricardo continues to be a
leader for small businesses in South Florida.
He has created opportunities for Colombian
Americans to become successful business
men and women, immerse themselves in the
world of trade and commerce, and expand
their businesses. As a consultant and businessman himself, Ricardo has been able to
use his knowledge and experience to help others, and does so with humility and professionalism. He has successfully authored and
published a number of self-help books in the
United States and Colombia, encouraging others to move past life’s most difficult challenges
and find strength to achieve success in both
personal and professional settings.
Ricardo is also fully engaged in ensuring
that the needs of his community are met and
actively participates in the democratic process.
He understands the need for a Free Trade
Agreement between the United States and
Colombia and the positive impact it would
have on the South Florida economy by creating jobs. As such, he has been a leading
voice in urging passage of the deal. Ricardo is
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RECOGNIZING THOMAS G.
DENOMME

HON. GARY C. PETERS
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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HONORING DR. JOYCE HEDLUND,
PhD

HON. MICHAEL H. MICHAUD
OF MAINE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. MICHAUD. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the accomplishments of
Joyce Hedlund.
The former president of Eastern Maine
Community College in Bangor, Joyce is now
the president of Washington County Community College in Calais.
A native of Fort Kent, Joyce has dedicated
herself to education for the past 36 years,
having started her career in higher education
administration at the University of Maine at
Fort Kent, then at the University of Maine,
Husson University, and finally at Eastern
Maine Community College in 1987 as president for sixteen years. Joyce has been credited as a visionary leader and an integral
member of her community. She is a member
of the Maine Higher Education Council, the
state committee for Employer Support of the
Guard and Reserve, Secretary/Treasurer for
the Maine Compact for Higher Education, a
member of the College Board’s New England
Community College Advisory Committee, a
Commissioner on the ACE Commission on
Lifelong Learning and board member for Eastern Maine Healthcare Systems and the Eastern Maine Development Corporation.
An accomplished academic, Joyce holds a
PhD from the University of Maine, where she
also received her master’s and bachelor’s degrees in personnel services and counselor
education. She is a graduate of the Delta
Class of Leadership Maine and is the recipient
of the 1998 Kenneth M. Curtis Leadership
Award, granted by the Alumni of Leadership
Maine.
Joyce is recognized as one of New England’s most outstanding college leaders; I am
confident she will continue her track record of
excellence in her new role with the Washington County community college system.
Joyce has left a lasting mark on Eastern
Maine Community College and surrounding
areas. On behalf of the people of Maine, it is
with pride that I congratulate Joyce for her excellent work; I would also like to offer my continued support and best wishes.
Madam Speaker, please join me in honoring
Dr. Joyce Hedlund for her continued commitment to the education of Maine’s students.
f

STRIDE, STRIDE BY STRIDE: SGT
KENDRA COLEMAN, 173RD SPECIAL TROOPS BATTALION, AIRBORNE, THE UNITED STATES
ARMY

losing her leg she had a choice to make, give
up or get up! She chose to get up and begin
her run to recovery! In just a few short months
she traveled so far and so fast in her recovery. The strides she has made, have taught us
all so much, and will continue to bless us all.
She is a shining example of the type of
women and men who serve our Nation in The
United States Armed Forces, and their families
quiet courage who help them to recover.
Kendra and her husband Brandon, are rebuilding their life at record pace, and they make us
all proud to be Americans. I ask that this
poem penned in honor of them by Albert
Caswell be placed in the RECORD.
STRIDE, STRIDE BY STRIDE
Stride,
Stride by Stride!
Step, Step by Step!
All within a fine heart resides. . . .
All in what, a heart of honor so excepts. . . .
So excepts, so deep down inside!
This gift from God!
That which so brings tears, to even the Angel’s eyes. . . .
Our Nation blesses, with all of your most
selfless sacrifice so yes this. . . .
As yes you Kendra, are but where courage
lies. . . . where Courage Crest’s!
A Hero who goes off to war. . . .
All for our God and Country Tis of Thee, as
was your burden bore!
When, all in the midst of most evil war. . . .
A hero lies bleeding, clinging to life. . . . As
Such Strength In Honor. . . .
Faith In Heart’s, she is so needing!
As when you looked down, and saw what this
war had found!
As when, your most courageous heart began
to pound. . . .
With only one leg now!
As you hit the ground running, for nothing
was going to hold you down!
Wiping those tears from your most beautiful
eyes, and as you began to stride!
Step by Step! Stride by Stride, as defeat you
would not except! RISE!
Going The Distance, When Courage Crests!
To Teach Us! To So Beseech Us! To All
Hearts, To So Reach Us!
Running To Recovery, upon wings of courage
you now so glide!
Because, your Army Strong! Because, The
Title Hero. . . . upon you so belongs!
Mothers! Fathers! Teach your daughters
about this great American Love Song!
And The Steps We Take, The Strides We
Must Make! All to live a great life!
Kendra, at such a great pace. . . . your fine
heart so runs this night!
Oh how you Shine, ’Oh how you bring your
light!
In life, What Steps do take?
What strides must we so make?
To Heaven rise!
Hooah! Kendra. . . .
Oh how you touch our hearts inside!
With each new Stride!
Stride By Stride!
f

HERO DAJA WANGCHUK MESTON

HON. JIM MARSHALL

HON. FRANK R. WOLF

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

OF VIRGINIA

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. MARSHALL. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor one of Georgia’s finest! On
May 11, 2010 in Charkh Afghanistan, an
American Hero named Seargent Kendra Coleman of The 173rd Special Troops Battalion
Airborne, United States Army almost lost her
life in an IED explosion. Clinging to life, and
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Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, I want to share
with our colleagues the untimely passing of a
brave and heroic man who made the cause of
fighting for the people of Tibet his life’s calling.
Daja Wangchuk Meston served as my guide
when I traveled to Tibet in 1997. Accompanied

PO 00000

Frm 00003

Fmt 0626

Sfmt 0634

E1495

only by my late chief of staff Charlie White
and Daja, I was at the time just the second sitting member of the U. S. House of Representatives to visit Tibet since the Chinese occupation began in 1959. We traveled with U.S.
passports and on tourist visas issued by the
government of China. At no time did anyone
ask nor did I make known that I was a member of Congress. Had I done so, I am sure
that my visit would not have been approved,
just as other members of Congress requesting
permission to visit Tibet have been turned
down.
I couldn’t have made the trip without Daja.
He knew the Tibetan people and their struggles against iron-fisted Chinese rule. He
opened the doors for my meetings with persecuted monks, men and women on the street
and others who risked their personal safety
and well-being to steal a few moments alone
with me to reveal the unspeakably conditions
in Tibet and to petition help and support from
the West. He later paid the price for his heroism when he returned to Tibet to investigate
the Chinese government’s population resettlement program underwritten by the World
Bank. He was subsequently captured, tortured
and imprisoned by Chinese authorities, and
badly injured when he tried to escape by
jumping from a window. He endured a
harrowing experience before his release.
In our search for modern-day heroes, Daja
Wangchuk Meston is a true hero. I am thankful that I had the opportunity to know him. I
submit for the RECORD a moving account of
Daja’s life written by Linda Anna Mancini, coordinator of the Boston Tibet Network, who
worked closely with Daja. The Boston Tibet
Network links various Tibetan support groups,
local individuals, national and international organizations, and the Tibetan Association of
Boston.
Daja Wangchuk Meston was beautiful in
his modesty, strength and honesty. Powerful
in his choices. This hero would not be called
by that title when he was with us, but now
that he has left us, I feel compelled to name
him the hero that he was. Brave in the face
of danger, with strength above tragedy,
Wangchuk was a hero. It was my honor to
know him. Such a beautiful man.
With so much sadness at his death, I look
at his brave life for comfort. While remembering his work, I can treasure his dignity
and all that he achieved. May the memory of
his beauty and achievements sustain his
family and all who loved him and cherish
him still.
Certainly His Holiness the Dalai Lama is
the most significant treasure to Tibetans
and Tibet supporters. He is a great leader.
And, as he knows, the actions of many others
also shed a light—Wangchuk was one, a
bright light. We are all indebted to him. The
moment of his capture in Amdo in 1999 galvanized the Tibetan struggle into the unified
grass roots movement that has held strong
since that time.
The Tibetan issue in itself is truly an
ocean of suffering. Each person’s story is distinctive, whether born in Tibet, or India, or
the states—or, in Wanchuk’s case, an American raised as a Tibetan. Wangchuk was born
in Switzerland, child of Americans who traveled to Nepal where his mother placed him
with a Tibetan family and later, when he was
6, into the monastery. His mother lived as a
nun in India, while his father returned to
California burdened with great personal
challenges. At 17 Wangchuk left the monastery and came to the states. After a few
years, he attended Brandeis. How valiant he
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was when he first arrived, young teenager
alone, wearing jeans, not maroon robes.
Looking for his birth family, an education
and his American self. He found his dear
wife—they understood too well both tragedy
and exile. They courageously trusted each
other, shared love and pain and family, and
the struggle for human rights in Tibet.
It was the spring of 1999 when I met
Wangchuk. He was impressive, knowledgeable. We were just a group of people interested in Tibet who gathered to share ideas.
We formed an alliance, the Boston Tibet Network (BTN) to share information and be able
to act on it. Present were Tibetan Buddhists,
folks from Amnesty, a scholar archivist of
Tibetan Buddhist texts, a Harvard professor,
those interested in Tibet, in Buddhism, in social justice. All concerned about the well
being of Tibetans in Tibet and those in exile,
about human rights and non-violent action.
The network still exists, we now know each
other well and continue to work toward the
same goals.
A few months after our first meetings,
Wangchuk went to Tibet. He went in August
to investigate, see what was happening to
the nomads in Amdo at the hands of the Chinese. He was outstandingly brave to do this.
He knew there was danger. The Tibetan
movement had learned that the World Bank,
contrary to their own mandate, had financed
Chinese population resettlement. Tibet supporters worldwide protested loudly with
marches and more. Bowing to international
pressure, the Chinese government said all
were welcome to visit and explore their
nomad resettlement project which they
claimed was beneficial; yet the pattern was
set—the Chinese were perpetually hard about
all things Tibetan. Wangchuk was one of
those who decided to take them at their
word and go and see their project.
Once there Wangchuk was quickly captured by the Chinese, questioned and tortured. Despairing of ever being released, he
jumped from a window trying to escape. He
was seriously injured and held in a nearby
hospital by the Chinese.
For BTN our first group action was to announce the terrible news that Wangchuck
was imprisoned. We begged the Chinese government to release him and lobbied our own
government to assist in freeing him. The
Chinese made his release difficult, so
Wangchuk’s wife Phuntsok and their friend,
Carl, went to China to get him. A harrowing
experience but finally they returned to the
states and he was admitted to Brigham and
Womens’ Hospital for a long stay.
August of 1999, Wangchuk’s imprisonment,
his subsequent injuries and release, world
protests—all this was a pivotal moment for
the Tibetan movement. The World Bank relented to demands and stopped the funding
to the Chinese for nomad resettlement in
Amdo. The Tibetan movement was energized
and Tibet supporters became a strongly
united grass roots movement that has continued to grow powerful all these years
since.
Wangchuk was heroic to go to Amdo. He
was brave when he endured the endless surgeries needed to rebuild his shattered feet.
He was generous to write his autobiography
‘‘Comes the Peace’’ and share his personal
life, thoughts and feelings. He was happy
with his wife and their boutique ‘‘Karma’’
where they shared workdays and he told stories to friends and shoppers, and enjoyed his
Newton Center community.
Yes, it hurts that he is not with us anymore, and that he chose to leave us. But I am
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so grateful to have known Wangchuk, he was
a hero. Such an honest man, he took my
breath away. He is remembered well.
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This bill also invests in National Infrastructure to Support Jobs. It includes funding for:
Highway infrastructure

f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. JOHN LEWIS
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Madam Speaker, on
July 28, 2010 I was unable to cast rollcall
votes 476 through 482. Had I been here I
would have cast the following votes: on rollcall
No. 476, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’; on rollcall
No. 477, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’; on rollcall
No. 478, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’; on rollcall
No. 479, I would have voted ‘‘no’’; on rollcall
No. 480, I would have voted ‘‘no’’; on rollcall
No. 481, I would have voted ‘‘no’’; on rollcall
No. 482, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
f

There is $45.2 billion in the bill to improve
and repair our nation’s aging highway infrastructure. It is estimated that this increased investment will support more than 142,000 additional jobs across all sectors of the economy,
according to the job model developed by the
Department of Transportation (DOT). According to the DOT’s 2008 Conditions and Performance Report, an average annual investment of $105.6 billion from all levels of government is needed just to sustain the current
conditions of our highways and bridges, and
$174.6 billion is needed to improve our current
system. In addition, the report of the National
Surface Transportation Policy and Revenue
Study Commission issued in December 2007
recommended investing $225 billion annually
over the next 50 years to maintain, upgrade,
and expand our transportation networks.
Public Transportation Investments

TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2011
SPEECH OF

HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 5850) making appropriations for the Departments of Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2001, and for other purposes:

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair, I
rise in support of H.R. 5850, the ‘‘Transportation, Housing and Urban Development, and
Related Agencies Appropriations Act of 2011.’’
This bill includes important funding and necessary investments in our transportation,
housing and other critical aspects of this country’s infrastructure. This bill also provides assistance to the most vulnerable Americans, including the homeless, disabled, low-income
and elderly. Additionally, this bill provides support for our veterans who serve this nation so
valiantly and who have earned a right to adequate housing.
Mr. Chair, this bill includes funding for critical transportation projects that will improve
mobility and stimulate economic activity in
communities across the country. What I am
particularly proud of is the funding for two light
rail lines in Houston, Texas—the North and
Southeast lines. These projects have successfully gone through the Federal Transit Administration’s New Starts review process, and I
am looking forward to passage of this bill and
funding of these projects. As the fourth largest
city in the country, we are anxiously awaiting
construction of an integrated rail network that
will create jobs, provide mobility and spur economic development. Funding for these
projects will be a significant step towards
achieving our goals.
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There is also $11.3 billion to support bus
and rail projects, including capital expenditures. The increase from last year will support
an estimated 20,000 additional jobs for transit
workers around the country. The Federal
Transit Administration estimates that our nation’s public transportation system has a stateof-good-repair backlog of nearly $78 billion.
Public Housing Capital Fund
Additionally, the bill includes $2.5 billion to
help Public Housing Authorities make critical
repairs and improvements to public housing
units and improve living conditions for residents, including green and sustainable rehabilitation. Every dollar invested in the Capital
Fund produces $2.12 in economic return for
local economies.
HOPE VI
The bill also includes $200 million for grants
to rehabilitate distressed public housing neighborhoods by transforming them into sustainable mixed-income communities. This transformation will help create jobs in the hard-hit
construction industry and will revitalize distressed neighborhoods.
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
In addition, the bill provides for $4.35 billion
to spur local construction and development.
The CDBG program works to ensure decent
affordable housing, to provide services to the
most vulnerable in our communities, and to
create jobs through the expansion and retention of businesses. CDBG helps local governments tackle serious challenges facing their
communities and makes a difference in the
lives of millions of people across the nation.
Passenger Rail Grant Program
Also included in the bill is $1.4 billion to expand and improve intercity passenger rail and
develop a robust national high speed rail system, which will create jobs and reinvigorate
our manufacturing base. Additionally, this investment will help reduce our dependence
on fossil fuels and decrease congestion
between
cities
across
the
country
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by providing a transportation alternative for
congested highways and air space.

more than 57 percent are either elderly or disabled.

Amtrak

Housing for the Elderly

There is $1.77 billion in the bill to make capital investments, including improvements to
Amtrak’s fleet and upgrades to Amtrak stations to ensure they are accessible for the disabled. This increase above FY 2010 will save
or create an additional 1,130 jobs.

Funding in the amount of $825 million is included in the bill to support affordable housing
for the elderly by constructing approximately
3,200 new units and keeping over 50,000 elderly Americans in their homes.

VULNERABLE POPULATIONS

The bill also includes $300 million to support
affordable housing for the disabled by constructing approximately 1,400 new units and
keeping over 13,000 Americans with disabilities in their homes.

Foreclosure Mitigation and Housing Counseling Funds

Indian Housing

The bill includes $113 million to support
foreclosure counseling for families through
NeighborWorks America and $88 million for
the Department of Housing and Urban Development’s housing counseling assistance program to provide help for low and moderate income families before they purchase a home.
Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing Vouchers
I am very pleased to know that we are taking care of our veterans by including $75 million for housing vouchers for homeless veterans, coordinated with supportive services
from the VA Medical Centers. This funding will
support 10,000 new vouchers and supports
the effort to end veteran homelessness.
Housing and Services for Homeless Persons
Demonstration
This bill also includes $85 million for a new
demonstration coordinated between HUD and
HHS to couple housing vouchers and mainstream health services for 10,000 homeless
persons and individuals. Homeless individuals
need both housing and services to build selfsufficiency, and integrating the programs of
HUD and HHS in a seamless manner for
these families and individuals will provide
comprehensive support for long-term housing
stability.

A very important measure in this bill includes $700 million to support and construct
affordable housing for American Indians.
These funds will assist over 540 tribes, provide rental assistance to over 57,000 families,
and add approximately 8,000 housing units to
the over 26,000 housing units constructed and
54,000 housing units rehabilitated by this program since 1998.
Additionally, the bill includes $350 million to
prevent homelessness among persons with
AIDS. Up to 70 percent of all people living
with HIV or AIDS report a lifetime experience
of homelessness or housing instability and the
HIV/AIDS death rate is seven to nine times
higher for homeless adults than for the general population. This funding will provide housing assistance for over 60,000 households nationwide.
Homeless Assistance Grants
The bill also provides $2.2 billion for permanent and transitional housing for homeless
families and individuals. It is important to note
that this is the first year of implementation of
the HEARTH Act, which will support both the
prevention of, and rapid resolution of, homelessness in America.
Reverse Mortgages

Also included is $4.849 billion to support
public housing units’ maintenance and energy
costs. The public housing inventory consists of
more than 1.1 million units of housing to support low-income persons, whose average income level is $13,346.

Also included is $150 million to support elderly homeowners and assist them in keeping
their homes rather than forcing them to move
to expensive assisted living facilities. This
funding level is important because it will keep
the program running in 2011 at expected volume levels.

This bill also includes $19.4 billion to renew
all vouchers currently in use and allow more
than 2 million low income families to stay in
their homes. Included in this total is $113 million to renew housing vouchers for persons
with disabilities and $60 million to support the
Family Self-Sufficiency program, which helps
families increase income and move out of assisted housing.
Section 8 Project-Based Rental Assistance
Additionally, this bill includes $9.4 billion to
support the 1.3 million units of housing assisted. The average annual income of a resident of this form of housing is $11,217, and
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Safety Administration to make America’s roads
safer by encouraging safety belt use, preventing drinking and driving, improving child
safety, enhancing motorcyclist safety, and
other initiatives.
Railroad Safety Technology Program
There is also $75 million to provide grants
to help deploy positive train control, PTC, systems, which perform a critical safety function
on rail lines with mixed freight and passenger
traffic. These funds will help train operators
with the estimated $5.5 billion necessary for
initial PTC system acquisition and implementation, which is required on all lines that jointly
operate passenger and freight traffic by December 15, 2015.
Mr. Chair, this bill includes crucial support
for our transportation, housing and infrastructure that will create jobs for Americans all
across this country. It also includes vital support for veterans and vulnerable populations
such as the elderly, low-income, and homeless who need a lifeline in the midst of this
economic storm. I urge my colleagues to support this bill.
f

Housing for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA)

Public Housing Operating Fund

Section 8 Tenant Based Rental Assistance

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

Housing for the Disabled

This bill includes vital support for vulnerable
populations who need our help in a difficult
economic environment. Included are the following:
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ENSURING SAFE TRANSPORTATION

Aviation Safety Programs
The bill provides $1.3 billion for the Federal
Aviation Administration’s, FAA, safety enforcement efforts including $17 million to hire 122
additional safety inspectors to assist with
NextGen development and the oversight of
foreign repair stations. This additional funding
will help meet the safety goals established in
the FAA’s Administrator’s Call to Action in the
aftermath of the tragic Colgan air crash.
Highway Safety Programs
Also included in the bill is $891.2 million for
the programs of the National Highway Traffic
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. W. TODD AKIN
OF MISSOURI

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. AKIN. Madam Speaker, on July 29,
2010, I was absent from the House and
missed rollcall votes 491, 492, 493, 494, 495,
496, 497, 498, and 499.
Had I been present, I would have voted
‘‘no’’ on rollcall No. 491, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No.
492, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 493, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall
No. 494, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 495, ‘‘yes’’ on
rollcall No. 496, ‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 497,
‘‘yes’’ on rollcall No. 498, and ‘‘no’’ on rollcall
No. 499.
f

RECOGNIZING THE SALEM UNITED
CHURCH OF CHRIST

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to honor the Salem United Church of Christ in
Alhambra, Illinois for their 150th Anniversary
of ministry.
The origins of the church date back to 1860
when German immigrants settled in and
around Alhambra and formed a congregation
with a small church that was without a tower
or steeple. In 1877, the congregation decided
to build a new Gothic style church. The congregation has since added a parish hall for a
gathering place for young and old alike for
many activities. Since they built their first
church with timbers cut in a steam-powered
mill, the members of the Salem United Church
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of Christ have been diligent in care of their
sanctuary.
While the congregation takes pride in their
sanctuary and other buildings, it is not the
property, but the worship and all the activities
of the congregation that are the heart of the
church. This anniversary is the celebration of
150 years of steadfast worship where there
have been 2,189 Baptisms, 1,640 Confirmations, 690 Marriages and 1,514 Funerals recorded since 1860.
Descendents of families who first organized
the church are among those who continue to
welcome new members to worship. Together
all the members of the Salem United Church
of Christ honor the past as well as look to the
future of their church.
f

TRIBUTE TO U.S. ARMY SPC. 1ST
CLASS DAMON SHONTELL

brotherhood’’ and who so honored his son. In
keeping with his request, I bring to the attention of the U.S. House those officers who deserve special recognition for their compassion:
Sgt. Terry Horn, Sgt. Kevin Lasonde, Sgt. William Crews, Sgt. David Beaton, Sgt. Stacy
Case, Cpt. Tara Mahoney, Col. James Love,
Sgt. Ken Lucas; and, at Fort Rucker, Alabama, Sgt. Michelle Flores.
Madam Speaker, on behalf of the people of
Alabama, I wish to extend my heartfelt condolences to Spc. 1st Class Shontell’s father,
David, and his family and friends for their profound personal loss. We all mourn the passing
of this very special young man who was taken
away from all of us in the prime of his youth.
Damon Shontell loved his father, his country,
and his God. He will never be forgotten. May
he rest in peace.
f

FAIR SENTENCING ACT OF 2010

HON. JO BONNER

SPEECH OF

OF ALABAMA

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, I rise in solemn tribute to the memory of a patriotic young
man from South Alabama who recently
passed away while honorably serving our Nation.
On July 5, 2010, U.S. Army Spc. 1st Class
Damon Shontell, age 22 of Grand Bay, Alabama, died at Fort Jackson, South Carolina.
A graduate of Alma Bryant High School in
Irvington, Alabama, Spc. Shontell joined the
Army after receiving his diploma. He was
known for his deep and abiding patriotism and
his determination to serve his country. He
planned to pursue a degree in engineering
upon completion of his military service.
After entering the Army, Damon attended
Military Police Training at Fort Leonard Wood,
Missouri in June 2006. After completion of his
training, he was transferred to Fort Hood,
Texas, where he was stationed with the 64th
Military Police Company. In May 2007, Spc.
Shontell deployed with the 64th MP Company
to Iraq where he bravely defended his comrades in gun battles with the enemy. In July
2008, he returned to Fort Hood for another 12
months before transferring to the 17th Military
Police Detachment at Fort Jackson in July
2009. He continued to serve at Fort Jackson
as a Military Policeman, and was awarded the
Army Commendation Medal (1 OLC), Army
Achievement Medal, Overseas Service Ribbon, Global War on Terrorism Medal, National
Defense Service Medal, and the Iraq Campaign Medal.
He was a devoted soldier who witnessed
the hardship and sacrifice of war, but he never
faltered in his dedication to duty.
Madam Speaker, we owe so much to those
who wear the uniform of our country and put
themselves in harm’s way to ensure our safety
and security.
Even more than the loss of a hero, there is
no greater loss than the loss of a child. Spc.
Damon Shontell’s father, David, personally
wrote me a touching letter about the tremendous void that has been created in his life
through the passing of his only child, who was
also his best friend.
Mr. Shontell also asked me to express his
gratitude to those personnel at Fort Jackson
who treated him with ‘‘love, respect, trust and
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HON. HENRY C. ‘‘HANK’’ JOHNSON, JR.
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 28, 2010
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in support of S. 1789, the Fair Sentencing Act of 2010. For too long, crack cocaine users, predominantly minorities, have
been subject to excessive penalties when
compared to users of powder cocaine even
though both drugs are chemically identical.
While this bill does not go far enough towards
righting this injustice, it is a tremendous step
in the right direction, and I commend Senator
DURBIN and the rest of the Senate for passing
this long overdue piece of legislation and urge
my colleagues to support this bill.
Mr. Speaker, for too long users of crack cocaine were sentenced to prison terms that
were much longer than prison terms for users
of cocaine, a chemically identical drug. We all
know why this is the case. In the 1980’s, the
United States was in the midst of a crack cocaine epidemic. While cocaine was often considered a harmless, even glamorous, ‘‘recreational’’ drug of privilege, crack cocaine was
considered a more harmful drug and was associated with crime and destitution. The reality
is that crack cocaine, though chemically identical to cocaine, is less pure and therefore
sells for less on the street. As a result, this
drug rapidly spread across already impoverished and crime-ridden areas of the country, in
many cases making a bad situation worse. As
we all know, low income Americans are disproportionately minority. Crack cocaine quickly
became associated with minorities, particularly
African Americans. It would be more accurate,
however, to associate crack cocaine use with
poverty than with African Americans. It is important to let the American people know that,
at the height of the crack cocaine epidemic in
this country, a 1982 the National Survey on
Drug Abuse found that 22 million Americans
had used cocaine at one time or another. I
say this to make it clear that cocaine was as
much of an epidemic as crack cocaine during
the 1980s. The only difference between crack
and cocaine is the user.
In response to the crack cocaine epidemic,
Congress passed the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of
1986 in a reactionary effort to try and put a
stop to the use of crack cocaine. The law was
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a part of the so called ‘‘war on drugs,’’ a popular political catch phrase at the time. This
‘‘war’’ was launched by stressing the serious
social harms of violent crime, theft, social exclusion; with which crack cocaine use was associated.
Current law provides that a person convicted of crack cocaine possession receives
the same mandatory prison term as someone
who possesses 100 times the same amount of
powder cocaine and the law has mandatory
minimums for simple possession. Mr. Speaker,
let me repeat that. The Anti-Drug Abuse Act of
1986 sets the penalty for possession of crack
cocaine at 100 times the penalty for a chemically identical drug, cocaine and sets mandatory minimum sentences for crack cocaine
users while setting a mandatory minimum sentence for cocaine users. As a result of this
law, wealthy users of cocaine have received
more lenient penalties than poor minority
users of crack, a chemically identical drug. According to U.S. government statistics, 82 percent of Federal crack cocaine offenders are
African American and only 9 percent are
white. African-Americans and Latinos were incarcerated at a higher rate because of their
drug use preference. In this country, where
everyone is born equal, it is absolutely outrageous that the law could be so slanted. It
simply makes no sense. As a former Magistrate Judge and defense attorney, I firmly believe that there should be no difference in the
ratio of sentencing for crack cocaine and powder cocaine possession.
Over the years, there have been numerous
efforts to lower this ratio to a more reasonable
difference in sentencing for crack cocaine and
powder cocaine. In 2007, The United States
Sentencing Commission voted to recommended that this disparity be rectified and
existing sentences reduced. Also in 2007, The
Supreme Court ruled in Kimbrough v. United
States that the guidelines for cocaine are advisory only, and that a judge may consider the
disparity between the guidelines’ treatment of
crack and powder cocaine offenses when sentencing a defendant. Finally, today, the United
States House of Representatives will consider
and hopefully pass a bill that will lower the
ratio of sentencing from 100 to 1, to a new
ratio of 18 to 1. Mr. Speaker, I support this bill
but 18 to 1 is still unnecessary and discriminatory. An 18 to 1 ratio still preserves and institutional disparity between drug sentences of
wealthy cocaine users and predominantly poor
and African American crack cocaine users.
I support the direction that this bill takes the
country however I am disappointed that, after
all these years, an institutional disparity will be
preserved. I firmly believe that there should be
no disparity in the ratio of sentencing between
users of crack cocaine and powder cocaine.
The ratio should be one to one. This view is
shared by both Republicans and Democrats
alike. Former D.C. prosecutor, later D.C. Superior Court judge, and present D.C. Federal
judge, Judge Reggie B. Walton, a Republican
nominated by former President George W.
Bush, supports an equalization of the sentencing disparity. Even President Obama stated in 2008 that the sentencing disparity ‘‘has
disproportionately filled our prisons with young
black and Latino drug users.’’ He cited figures
that African Americans serve almost as much
time for drug offenses, at 58.7 months, as
whites do for violent offenses, at 61.7 months.
Finally, in early 2009, Attorney General Holder
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made it clear where the Administration stands
when he said, ‘‘One thing is very clear. We
must review our Federal cocaine sentencing
policy. This administration firmly believes that
the disparity in crack and powdered cocaine
sentencing is unwarranted. It must be eliminated.’’
There is absolutely no justification for this
racial disparity in federal cocaine sentencing
policy. The playing field must be leveled to
bring total equality for all races in sentencing
for drug use for all variations of the same
drug.
I urge my colleagues to take an enormous
step in the right direction by supporting this bill
to greatly improve this outdated and discriminatory law. I urge my colleagues to support
this bill.
f

WOMEN OF THE MUSIC CITY

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to mark the accomplishments of the
women of Music City. ‘‘Let’s Hear It For The
Girls,’’ the 2010 Source Awards, celebrates
the women who helped found the Nashville
music industry. Celia Froehlig, Carol Phillips,
Sherytha Scaife, Elizabeth Thiels, Ruth Bland
White and Jo Walker Meador Lifetime
Achievement Award recipient Frances Williams Preston will be honored at the 8th annual event. ‘‘In the long run, you make your
own luck—good, bad, or indifferent.’’ Loretta
Lynn’s words many triumphs ago speak still
for the women of today’s victories who blaze
the musical trail of their own luck.
Nashville’s music industry has a dazzled
history of women pioneers. Mother Maybelle
Carter created the Carter scratch. Kitty Wells
was the first female artist to have her own LP.
Patsy Cline paved the way for women to sell
records as well as men. And Loretta Lynn was
the first woman in country music to have 50
Top 10 hits. Paving the way for Dolly Parton’s
songwriting strengths, Tammy Wynette’s sultry
vocals, and Reba McEntire’s awarded success, the women on whose shoulders today’s
stars stand are a present part of Nashville’s
legacy.
The call of women to the varying notes of
the music industry is just as strong today as
when Sarah ‘‘Minnie Pearl’’ Cannon first
graced the Grand Old Opry in 1942. Women
have come a long way in the music business,
and Nashville continues to celebrate their success in paving the way for tomorrow’s high
notes. Founded in 1991, Source began the
work to unify women executives and professionals that work and succeed in all facets of
Nashville’s music industry.
With backgrounds as singers, songwriters,
pianists, producers, publishers, mothers,
wives, sisters, and performers, the honored at
the 2010 Source Awards are tied together by
the love of music and the stories Nashville
tells in the notes she plays. I ask my colleagues to join me in celebrating the accomplishments, vision, and success of the women
of Nashville’s music industry.
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HONORING THE CITY OF FEDERAL
WAY, WASHINGTON FOR HOSTING THE 2012 U.S. OLYMPIC DIVING TRIALS

HON. ADAM SMITH
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to honor the City of Federal Way,
Washington for being selected to host the
2012 U.S. Olympic Diving Trials.
It was recently announced that the USA Diving and the United States Olympic Committee
selected Federal Way to hold the 2012 U.S.
Olympic Diving Trials. This prestigious event
will be made possible through the partnership
with the Seattle Sports Commission, the City
of Federal Way, and King County Parks and
Recreation with USA Diving and the United
States Olympic Committee. Federal Way also
hosted the diving trials in 2000, in advance of
the Summer Olympic Games held in Sydney,
Australia.
The 2012 U.S. Olympic Diving Trials will
highlight our country’s 100 best divers as they
compete to advance to the 2012 Summer
Olympic Games in London, England. Taking
place from June 18 to 24, 2012, the trials will
be broadcast by NBC from the Weyerhaeuser
King County Athletic Center, a world-class facility that was first constructed for the swimming and diving events of the 1990 Goodwill
Games and hosts more than 50 competitions
annually.
In addition to bringing many of our nation’s
top athletes together in preparation for the
2012 Summer Games, the Diving Trials are
also expected to bring increased tourism to
the region and will spotlight the City of Federal
Way and the greater Puget Sound Region. In
total, USA Diving expects the U.S. Olympic
Diving Trials to have an economic impact of
$3.5 million on the Federal Way area.
Madam Speaker, please join me in congratulating the City of Federal Way, Washington on this impressive opportunity, and to
wish our athletes the best as they prepare for
this competition.
f

IN TRIBUTE TO THE BREEZY
POINT
COOPERATIVE
CELEBRATING THEIR 50TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. ANTHONY D. WEINER
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. WEINER. Madam Speaker, I rise to recognize the Breezy Point Cooperative for 50
years of service to the Breezy Point, Roxbury
and Rockaway Point communities, which are
located on the Rockaway peninsula in
Queens, New York, the most populous barrier
island in the country.
Though these beachside communities were
founded in the late 19th century, it wasn’t until
1960 that residents banded together to save
the peninsula from being sold out to developers. On November 17 of that year, the
Breezy Point Cooperative was organized and
a few months later purchased the land that
currently comprises Breezy Point. Members of
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the community sometimes refer to it as ‘‘Cois
Farraige’’, Gaelic for ‘‘By the Sea.’’
The Cooperative fought tirelessly with and
alongside the federal government and the National Park Service to preserve the breathtaking and resplendent scenes of nature that
surrounded the area, and the Gateway National Recreation area was developed around
Breezy Point, where Gateway continues to be
one of the greatest treasures Queens County
has to offer.
There are several civic groups in Breezy
that also deserve recognition at the time of
this anniversary. The Roxbury People’s Association, headed by Katherine Sebale, the Point
Breeze Association, headed by Christopher
Stokes, and the Rockaway Point Association,
headed by Tom MacLellan, are all organizations that work tirelessly to better their community and strengthen the heart and soul of
Breezy Point.
The story of the Breezy Point Cooperative is
a story of a community that relies on the
strength of its leaders and citizens, and I
would like to memorialize this great milestone
of 50 years of service and dedication to
bettering the community and its neighbors. I
wish the residents of Breezy, as well as the
General Manager of the cooperative, Arthur
Lighthall, the other members of the cooperative’s management Denise Neibel, Patricia
Kirby, Dennis Dier, Edward Ammirati, and the
Board of Directors of the cooperative, Joseph
Lynch, Kerry Schreiner-Cardaio, Barney
Cassidy, George Donley, Brendan Gallagher,
Martin Ingram, Joseph Kerrigan, Robert Pierson, Matthew Regan, Arthur J. Smith, Thomas
Sullivan, Donatina Trotter, John Tully, Thomas
Wipf and Robert Lee, congratulations on this
important milestone and wish them many
happy returns on this happy occasion.
f

TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF
SMALL BUSINESS PROGRAMS
SPEECH OF

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 27, 2010
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
express strong support for House Resolution
5849, which extends temporary programs
under the Small Business Act and the Small
Business Investment Act of 1958.
It is a well known fact that small businesses
drive our economy in a significant way and
serve as a stimulator for job creation and economic development. In my congressional district, there are thousands of small businesses
which provide work opportunities and facilitate
the continuous flow of goods and services
which help to keep the economy moving.
Again, I express my strong support for
House Resolution 5849 and look forward to its
implementation.
f

TRIBUTE TO MARION STRICKLER
ADAMS

HON. JO BONNER
OF ALABAMA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, I rise to
honor the memory of a much beloved Mobile
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businessman and friend, Mr. Marion Strickler
Adams Jr., who passed away at age 78 on
July 26, 2010, after a courageous battle
against lung cancer.
Ma’on, as he was known by his family and
many friends, exemplified honor and leadership throughout his endless accomplishments
and in everyday life.
While studying at Vanderbilt University, his
future leadership skills became apparent with
his role as commander of ‘‘A’’ Company in the
Naval Reserve.
After graduating Cum Laude, he was commissioned in the United States Navy as an
Ensign and served on active duty for two
years. He continued as an active member of
the Naval Reserve for several years following
his discharge, attaining the rank of full lieutenant, along with being a member of the Mobile
Council of the Navy League.
Ma’on joined his father’s family owned business, Mobile Glass Company, where he
served as president until his retirement.
An active member of the community, he
was a Rotary Club Paul Harris Fellow and a
member of numerous civic and mystic societies.
As a lifelong, faithful member of Government Street Presbyterian Church, Ma’on
served in numerous leadership roles on both
local church levels and in Presbytery and
General Assembly capacities. His faith was
the foundation of his life.
His love for family and the outdoors was
nurtured during countless summers at Point
Clear, and later on at his beloved Mount
Pleasant where he enjoyed fishing, hunting,
and being surrounded by his adoring children
and grandchildren.
A friend to everyone and a devoted family
man, he brought great joy to his loved ones.
Ma’on was deeply loved by his wife of 50
years, Ann Greer Adams, his three children,
Marion S. Adams III, Sumner Greer Adams,
and Monnie Adams Caine, as well as his eight
loving grandchildren, Strickler IV, Glenn,
Robin, Sumner, Laura, Winston, Marion, and
Elliott. He also leaves behind a sister, many
nieces and nephews and 17 first cousins who
continue to congregate at the Adam’s home
place in Beersheba Springs, Tennessee, along
with countless numbers of friends all over Alabama.
On behalf of everyone who knew and loved
Ma’on, I offer my deepest condolences to his
family. Marion Adams lived a truly remarkable
life and will always be remembered.
f

applications. I am a proud to have voted with
a majority of the House to pass this important
piece of legislation.
Processing patents is crucial to the U.S.
economy. In order for our nation to thrive in a
global economy, it is essential that patent and
trademark applications are processed in a
timely and efficient manner. Currently, the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO)
can take an average of nearly three years to
complete the examination of a patent application and has maintained a backlog of
unexamined applications for several years. At
this time, there are approximately 1.2 million
patent applications in the system with more
than 750,000 awaiting review by a USPTO
patent examiner. The more time patent applications are waiting to be reviewed, the longer
the U.S. goes without an invention that can
spur economic growth.
Specifically, H.R. 5874 provides up to $129
million, fully offset, to help prevent additional
backlogs in the processing of patent applications. With this funding, the USPTO will be
able to hire additional staff and afford to pay
necessary overtime to prevent additional backlogs.
Patents are critical to American innovation
and economic growth. An efficient patent examination system will foster innovation and job
creation by ensuring that individuals and small
businesses have the ability to protect their intellectual property and continue to create new
products.
Again, I am a proud supporter of this supplemental appropriations bill for the USPTO. I
am proud to have voted with a majority of the
House yesterday to pass this vital legislation.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. J. GRESHAM BARRETT
OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. Madam
Speaker, unfortunately, I missed the following
recorded votes on the House floor on Monday,
July 26, 2010.
Had I been present I would have voted ‘‘no’’
on rollcall vote No. 467 (on motion to suspend
the rules and agree to H.R. 1320), ‘‘aye’’ on
rollcall vote No. 468 (on motion to suspend
the rules and agree to H. Res. 1504), ‘‘aye’’
on rollcall vote No. 469 (on motion to suspend
the rules and agree to H.R. 3101).
f

UNITED
STATES
PATENT
AND
TRADEMARK
OFFICE
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2010

HONORING VALERIE HENRY

HON. GREG WALDEN
OF OREGON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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SPEECH OF

HON. HENRY C. ‘‘HANK’’ JOHNSON, JR.

Friday, July 30, 2010

OF GEORGIA

Mr. WALDEN. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to pay tribute and express sincere gratitude to
Valerie Henry, who after 13 years of work on
Capitol Hill, including seven years of service to
the people of Oregon’s Second Congressional
District, is departing this institution today to
become, as she puts it, full-time CEO of her
household as she continues to raise her two
wonderful children.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, July 28, 2010
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to support H.R. 5874, the United
States Patent and Trademark Office Supplemental Appropriations Act of 2010. This bill
will help reduce backlogs in processing patent
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Valerie has become very well-respected in
the Congress as a sharp-as-a-tack policy aide
in health care, education, taxes, budget
issues, and telecommunications. But don’t just
take my word for it. In 2005, the National
Rural Health Association bestowed on her the
NRHA Legislative Staff Award in recognition of
her ongoing commitments to improving the
health care of rural Americans.
Valerie was born and raised just across the
Potomac River in Alexandria, Virginia. She
learned the value of representative democracy
from her mom (Virginia Franco) who served
for 30 years as the deputy registrar of voters
for the city of Alexandria and oversaw the administration of hundreds of local, State and
Federal elections.
After graduating from her beloved Virginia
Tech in 1997, she began her career on Capitol Hill as an intern for her home State senator and quintessential statesman, Senator
John Warner. That internship eventually translated into a full-time job. She worked for Senator Warner through the historic impeachment
proceedings of President Bill Clinton.
While in Senator Warner’s office, she also
met her future husband, Patrick Henry, who
worked for Senator Warner in his committee
office. Pat remains a dedicated public servant,
serving now as Special Agent in the U.S. Secret Service, and is one heck of a good guy.
In 1999, Valerie joined the staff of Idaho
Senator MIKE CRAPO shortly after he was
sworn in as United States Senator. It was
there, Madam Speaker, that Valerie says she
developed her love for policy analysis and an
appreciation for the impact that the Federal
government has on the lives of individuals.
A brief stint downtown with a health law and
lobbying firm confirmed for Valerie that Capitol
Hill was where her talents could best be put
to use. So in April 2003, Valerie returned to
the Hill as a legislative assistant in my Washington, D.C. office, where she faithfully served
the people of Oregon’s Second Congressional
District for the next seven years.
Through those years, Madam Speaker, Valerie provided essential guidance to me on
several historic legislative measures, including
the Medicare Modernization Act and the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act.
I and my staff celebrated when Valerie and
Pat welcomed their first child in 2005—a
daughter, Carlson ‘‘Carly’’ Jean Henry, named
after Valerie, and again in 2009 when their
son, Patrick ‘‘Trip’’ Timothy Henry III, was
born. Carly and Trip are great kids, and fortunate to have such loving parents.
Madam Speaker, it is these precious legacies that have lured Valerie away from our
beloved House on Capitol Hill to her home in
Falls Church, Virginia.
I speak for all of Oregon’s Second District,
and this historic institution, when I say ‘‘thank
you’’ to Valerie Henry for her selfless and valuable service over these years.
Madam Speaker, I will greatly miss Valerie’s
highly informed counsel and wonderfully infectious personality. And I know the staff will miss
the camaraderie that Valerie brought to the office every single day. While we might prefer
not to lose her invaluable professional contributions, we are comforted knowing that our
friend will never be that far away.
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HONORING REAR ADMIRAL LEROY
COLLINS, JR.

HON. GUS M. BILIRAKIS
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor the life of Rear Admiral Leroy
Collins, Jr., who was taken from this world
after a tragic accident in South Tampa.
A graduate of the U.S. Naval Academy, Admiral Collins continued to serve our country
first on active duty and then in the Naval Reserves for 34 years. He continued his dedication to country as an advocate for veterans’
health and economic well being in his role as
Executive Director of the Florida Department
of Veterans’ Affairs.
At 75, Admiral Collins was still an active
member of the community. In addition to maintaining a rigorous athletic schedule, he served
on the boards of Tampa General Hospital,
Collins Center for Public Policy, S.S. American
Victory, and the Armed Forces Financial Network.
I know that his wife, children, and grandchildren played an enormous role in his life
and brought him great joy. It is with great sympathy that I extend my condolences to his
family. I am honored to have known Admiral
Collins. He has truly served our community,
State, and country well and will be missed.
f

HONORING THE MEMORY OF REV.
HAROLD BLACKBURN

HON. JO BONNER
OF ALABAMA

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BONNER. Madam Speaker, I rise to pay
homage to the memory of a much beloved
servant of the Lord—and good friend to many
in South Alabama—who recently passed away
at the age of 93.
For some, a career of nearly two decades
working for the phone company would be the
foundation of their life, yet for Harold
Blackburn, a native of Citronelle, Alabama, it
was just a warm-up. He was destined for a
higher calling.
After 19 years at South Central Bell, Mr.
Blackburn traded his business clothes for the
cloth, becoming a minister of the Lord.
For the next 36 years, Reverend
Blackburn—or Brother Harold as he was affectionately known—embarked upon a grand
journey that took him from the pulpit to the
field, first serving as pastor for a number of
Southern Baptist churches all across Alabama.
From the church sanctuary, Reverend
Blackburn turned his message to outreach,
becoming Director of Missions, serving
churches in Clarke and Chambers counties for
23 years, and then leading Baldwin County
church missions programs for another 13
years.
Reverend Blackburn loved nature and was
also an avid hunter. In his retirement years in
Silverhill, Alabama, he was well known for his
interest in taxidermy.
Without question, this man of incredible faith
lived a long and remarkable life with a legacy
of dear friends that literally stretches from one
end of the state to the other.
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In this time of deep personal loss, I offer my
condolences to his wife and childhood sweetheart, Miriam, their two daughters, Carol Ann
and Deborah Kay, their six grandchildren, and
19 great grandchildren.
Make no mistake: he loved his family, his
friends, his country and his God, and not necessarily in that order.
Rev. Blackburn’s life was an inspiration to
everyone he met and his memory will long linger in our hearts. May he rest in peace.
f

HONORING SOJOURN TO THE PAST
ON ITS 10TH ANNIVERSARY
SPEECH OF

HON. LAURA RICHARDSON
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, July 26, 2010
Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in support of H. Res. 1058, which honors and praises the Sojourn to the Past organization on the occasion of its 10th anniversary. This resolution recognizes an important
educational program that helps students understand the invaluable role of the Civil Rights
Movement in our Nation’s moral and social development.
I thank Chairman MILLER for his leadership
in bringing this measure to the floor. I also
thank the sponsor of this resolution, Congressman Louis, whose role in the Civil Rights
Movement and work as a public servant has
made the United States a more tolerant and
democratic country.
Madam Speaker, the Civil Rights Movement
was a transformative experience for the United
States. It helped our Nation grow out of a culture of bigotry, segregation, and oppression,
and extend the democratic freedoms promised
by our Nation’s founders to people that had,
for more than two centuries, been deemed
second-class citizens. It elevated our moral
standing in the world and brought our Nation
closer to meeting the ideals set forth in our
founding documents.
It is absolutely essential that every high
school student in the United States understands the moral gravity and massive historical significance of the Civil Rights Movement.
The Sojourn to the Past project helps us
achieve this goal. Established in 1999, the Sojourn to the Past project takes high school students on a 10-day excursion along the path of
the Civil Rights Movement in the southern
United States, engaging them with historical
sites and talks with prominent veteran leaders
of the movement. The longest running civil
rights education program in the United States,
the program has conducted 55 sojourns and
introduced over 5,000 high school juniors and
seniors to the lessons, locations, and leaders
of the Civil Rights Movement.
Madam Speaker, the Civil Rights Movement
is not only a vital part of our past, but its lessons are instructive in the ongoing efforts to
end violence, discrimination, hatred, and inequality in the United States and across the
world. The work of the Sojourn to the Past
program is extremely commendable. It instills
in our future leaders the knowledge and understanding needed to bring continued moral
and social progress to our Nation.
I urge my colleagues to join me in supporting this resolution.
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IN
HONOR
OF
STEPHEN
J.
BRAVERMAN’S EIGHTEEN YEARS
OF SERVICE FOR THE PUBLIC
GOOD OF THE COMMONWEALTH
OF MASSACHUSETTS

HON. STEPHEN F. LYNCH
OF MASSACHUSETTS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I rise today in
honor of Stephen J. Braverman, in recognition
of his outstanding contributions to senior citizens in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts
and to commend him for eighteen years of
service to Hebrew SeniorLife and the Institute
for Aging Research.
During his tenure, Steve provided rigorous
medical research of new models and standards by which to enhance long-term care for
the aging community. Steve has worked to
maximize the strength, vigor, and physical
well-being, and preserve the cognitive and
functional capabilities of senior citizens as
they age.
I would also like to acknowledge his continued commitment to developing and managing
two of the largest capital campaigns for senior
care, housing, and research throughout the
country, which enhance the resources for agerelated disease and disability. In addition, he
has actively sought and secured endowed
chairs for research in Quality and Health Care
Standards and Aging Brain Research.
Most importantly, Steve has been a consistent leader in his community, and a strong
mentor and friend to his colleagues.
Madam Speaker, it is my distinct honor to
take the floor of the House today to join with
his family, friends and contemporaries to thank
Steve for his remarkable service to the Institute for Aging Research and the people of
Massachusetts. I urge my colleagues to join
me in recognizing Stephen J. Braverman’s efforts and dedicated service to others.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. KEVIN BRADY
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BRADY of Texas. Madam Speaker, on
Monday, July 26, 2010, I was unable to cast
my vote in support of the Twenty-first Century
Communications and Video Accessibility Act.
I am in support of this legislation and its
passage.
f

CELEBRATING THE 65TH WEDDING
ANNIVERSARY OF FRED AND
BETTY WILLIAMS

HON. KENNY MARCHANT
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. MARCHANT. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the 65th anniversary of the
marriage of Fred and Betty Williams. Fred and
Betty embody all that marriage should be: fidelity, loyalty, and a strong bond formed by
love. They, and all that they have done to help
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their communities throughout their lives, are
typical of the hard-working Americans we represent across our great Nation.
I have known Fred and Betty for almost 40
years, beginning when I attended college with
their son Larry at Southern Nazarene University. Married in Longview, Texas, on August
30, 1945, they worked for years at Sears—
Fred for 33, and Betty for 8, after a career at
JC Penney. After retirement, they moved to
Carrollton, Texas, where they embarked on an
active retirement in politics, as church volunteers, and as donors to those less fortunate
than themselves.
Since moving to Carrollton, the Williams’
dedication to the town and area has been unmatched. Fred has served two terms as the
Denton County Grand Juror and two terms on
the Denton County Appraisal Review Board.
Additionally, both Betty and Fred have served
as polling place election judges and assistants
for over a decade throughout north Texas; including Dallas, Carrollton, Denton County,
Farmers Branch Independent School District,
and Lewisville Independent School District.
Fred and Betty have been involved in the
Church of Nazarene for 60 years. Both have
taught Sunday School, sang in the choir,
worked with children and youth, and held official positions within the church—Fred as
church treasurer and Betty as missionary society president. Furthermore, they have helped
clean the church for 10 years, and conducted
various duties for the benefit of missionaries,
pastors, evangelists, and college students.
Fred and Betty embody the best of the
American spirit of hard work and dedication to
neighbors and community. They have raised
three great children in addition to everything
else they have done to improve the environment in which they live. It is with recognition
of these accomplishments that I ask all of my
distinguished colleagues to join me in honoring and thanking the Williams for their lifetime of service and congratulating them on 65
years of marriage.
f

CONGRATULATING COAST GUARD
ACADEMY ON 100TH ANNIVERSARY
SPEECH OF

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM
OF MINNESOTA

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 27, 2010
Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the United States Coast
Guard Academy on its 100 years of operation
in New London, Connecticut and in support of
H. Con. Res. 258, sponsored by my friend and
colleague, Mr. COURTNEY of Connecticut. Congratulations are due to the Commandant, the
Superintendent, dedicated staff, cadets and all
graduates of this fine U.S. Service Academy.
The U.S. Coast Guard Academy has educated and developed a century of U.S. leaders
of character who have led and continue to
lead men and women in the Coast Guard’s
unique role as a multi-mission, maritime military force. I am proud of those Minnesotans
from my congressional district who have gone
on to become leaders.
The role of the U.S. Coast Guard has grown
beyond maritime safety and security. Particularly since the terrorist attacks of September
11, 2001, the Coast Guard has answered the
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call to serve our community, country and fellow citizens through critical service in protection of natural resources, management of maritime traffic, commerce and navigation and our
national defense.
Madam Speaker, I am honored to submit
this statement in honor of 100 years of excellence at the United States Coast Guard Academy. All Americans are fortunate to benefit
from the leadership and service of its graduates.
f

TRIBUTE TO COMMERCIAL BANK

HON. HAROLD ROGERS
OF KENTUCKY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to recognize the 100th anniversary
of Commercial Bank in West Liberty, Kentucky. Founded in January 1910, Commercial
Bank has grown to serve Morgan, Wolfe,
Magoffin and Elliott Counties, many of which
are located in the 5th congressional district of
eastern Kentucky.
The citizens of Morgan County have been
served by Commercial Bank’s one location in
downtown West Liberty since the bank’s
founding 100 years ago. Like the other locallyowned banks across my district, Commercial
Bank has a conservative lending approach
that provides stability and security for the community. The bank is owned by 25 local investors in partnership with the employees of the
institution.
Commercial Bank is dedicated to the local
community and supports numerous activities
that make West Liberty and Morgan County
such a special place. The bank and its employees have been longtime supporters of
civic clubs, youth sports, the local school system, and the annual Morgan County Sorghum
Festival.
Commercial Bank is led today by Hank
Allen who serves as president and chief executive officer. He is joined on the Board of Directors by a distinguished group of business
and civic leaders which include Morris L. Peyton, Howard B. Elam, Jr., Bob Hutchison,
Tommy Phipps, Earl May, Jr., Frank Oldfield,
Kent Nickell, Robert Henderson, David
Osborne, Joe S. Wells, Edward C. Keeton, Jr.,
William Holbrook, Jerry Murphy, Tommy Hill,
Barrett Frederick, Tim Keller, William S. Wells,
Robert Wells, Jimmy V. Hill, Proctor Blair,
Henry L. Allen, Paul D. Kidd, Stanley Franklin,
and Jeff Bailey.
Madam Speaker, the people of West Liberty
and Morgan County will gather in early August
at West Liberty’s Old Mill Park to celebrate
Commercial Bank’s 100th anniversary. I am
proud to serve the people of Morgan County
here in Congress and wish to extend congratulations to Commercial Bank on its 100
years of service to West Liberty.
f

TRIBUTE TO CAPTAIN FRANK
ROBERTS (RET.)

HON. GLENN C. NYE
OF VIRGINIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. NYE. Madam Speaker, I rise today in
tribute to Captain Frank Roberts (ret.), a long-
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time resident of Virginia Beach and a lifelong
public servant, on the occasion of his retirement from the Hampton Roads Military and
Federal Facilities Alliance.
Frank Roberts is a 1969 graduate of the
U.S. Naval Academy and had a distinguished
27-year active duty career with the U.S. Navy,
retiring with rank of Captain. One of only 300
aviators ever to surpass 1000 carrier arrested
landings, Frank is a graduate of the ‘‘Topgun’’
Navy Fighter Weapons School and the Naval
War College. He has always welcomed professional challenges and never declined an
opportunity to serve his country. The list of
Frank’s active duty assignments is long and
many Naval personnel, both uniformed and civilian, count themselves fortunate for the opportunity to have served with, and learned
from, Frank Roberts.
Upon his retirement from the U.S. Navy in
1996, Frank was employed by OC, Incorporated and provided military analytical support to the Joint Warfighting Center. From
1997 to 2003, Frank served as the Vice President and Director of Hampton Roads operations for Battlespace, Inc., where he supported joint unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV)
experimentation at U.S. Joint Forces Command (USJFCOM). From 2003 to 2006, Frank
was employed by Old Dominion University Research Foundation and was assigned to
USJFCOM to lead the Joint Operational Test
Bed System UAV experimentation program focused on transforming intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance capabilities.
The Hampton Roads area was fortunate
when Frank Roberts stepped in as the first Executive Director of the Hampton Roads Military
and Federal Facilities Alliance in 2006. The
communities that comprise the Alliance—
Chesapeake, Franklin, Hampton, Newport
News, Norfolk, Poquoson, Portsmouth, Suffolk, Virginia Beach, Williamsburg, Isle of
Wight, James City and York—selected Frank
to lead the Alliance because of his expertise,
his experience, his work ethic, and his dedication. Hampton Roads has played a critical role
in America’s national and homeland defense
for generations. In Frank, the Alliance found
an effective and tireless advocate on behalf of
the region’s unique capabilities and the Commonwealth’s contributions to protecting our nation. During a time of great change and uncertainty due in part to the Base Realignment and
Closure Commission, Frank’s tenure as the
head of HRMFFA will be remembered for his
steadfast leadership as he navigated the Alliance through choppy waters to calmer seas.
Frank has been buoyed in his professional
career by a loving family at home—his wife
Joan, his son Jim, his late daughter Andrea
and his grandchildren, Reagan and Lucas,
have been a source of love and support. On
behalf of the Second Congressional District, I
would like to thank Frank Roberts and the
Roberts family for his many years of public
service to Virginia and to our nation. Frank
Roberts is someone who answered the call to
serve his country, and his service has made a
difference. We wish you well, Frank, and hope
you know how deeply grateful we are for your
contributions.
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HONORING
THE
SERVICE
AND
DEDICATION
OF
RUSSELL
T.
VOUGHT

HON. JEB HENSARLING
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, I rise
to honor Russell T. Vought’s service to the
United States Congress, our nation and the
cause of individual liberty.
Russ began his service to the Congress immediately following his graduation from Wheaton College (Illinois) in 1998. After working
briefly for retiring Senator Dan Coats, Russ
joined the staff of Texas’ senior senator and
my political mentor, Senator Phil Gramm. During the four years Russ served on Senator
Gramm’s policy staff, he became a student of
legislative procedure and mastered federal
budget policy.
Russ joined my staff as Policy Director
shortly after I was sworn-into office in 2003.
He served as my top advisor on budget issues
and worked tirelessly to help me develop the
Family Budget Protection Act, which was heralded by pro-taxpayer organizations as the
‘‘Gold Standard’’ of budget enforcement legislation. For several years, Russ provided invaluable counsel to me on tax, entitlement and
spending policy and worked with me to author
three federal fiscal year budgets.
When I was elected Chairman of the Republican Study Committee for the 110th Congress, I asked Russ to become the committee’s Executive Director. Russ worked with me
and the 100-plus members of the committee
with integrity and an unwavering devotion to
the conservative principles that we share.
At the beginning of the 111th Congress, my
friend Chairman MIKE PENCE asked Russ to
serve the House Republican Conference as
his Policy Director. In addition to managing the
Conference’s policy staff, which is the main
hub of information and analysis for all Republican House Members and their staff, he
serves as its principal advisor on a broad
range of issues, specializing in budget, appropriations, Social Security, legislative procedure, and entitlements.
As Russ’ work with me and my colleagues
comes to a close, I reflect most fondly upon
the unpopular and lonely legislative battles
that we faced together. As a wise person once
said, ‘‘True friendship isn’t about being there
when it’s convenient; it’s about being there
when it’s not.’’
I take heart knowing that Russ’s service to
the cause of liberty will continue in whichever
path he chooses for his life. He personifies the
conservative movement and his devotion to
the constitutional, limited government principles is second-to-none.
Madam Speaker, I wish my conservative
brother and, most importantly, my friend Russ
Vought, best wishes for the future.
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HONORING THE COMMISSIONING
OF THE USS MISSOURI

Missouri to take place tomorrow, the 31st of
July, and to congratulate the crew of the newest addition to the United States naval fleet.
USS Missouri is the nation’s newest and
most advanced nuclear-powered attack submarine. This vessel was designed to not require refueling during the life of the ship—a
feature that will reduce lifecycle costs while increasing underway time.
The Missouri is 377 feet long and 34 feet
wide, and is capable of traveling in both shallow and deep waters. Specially designed for
undersea warfare, she can dive deeper than
800 feet and is capable of operating speeds
exceeding 25 knots while submerged.
Weighing 7,800 tons, Missouri is a Virginiaclass submarine engineered to excel in antisubmarine and anti-surface warfare, special
operations missions, strike, intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance, carrier and expeditionary strike group support, and mine
warfare missions.
The soon-to-be-commissioned submarine
embodies five of the six Navy maritime strategy core capabilities including sea control,
power projection, forward presence, maritime
security, and deterrence.
The seventh of the Virginia-class of submarines to join the U.S. Navy, the Missouri
was built under a teaming arrangement by
General Dynamics Electric Boat and Northrop
Grumman Shipbuilding-Newport News.
She is scheduled to be commissioned on
July 31st at Naval Submarine Base New London in Groton, CT, and will join Submarine
Squadron 4 under the leadership of Commander Timothy Rexrode with a crew totalling
134 officers and enlisted personnel.
Following the commissioning of the Missouri
on Saturday, she will be the fifth Navy ship to
bear the name honoring the ‘‘Show Me State.’’
The fourth such ship was the famous battleship which served in World War II, the Korean
War, and the Persian Gulf War. It was aboard
this predecessor of the Missouri that the
United States and Allied officers, among them
Fleet Adm. Chester Nimitz and Gen. Douglas
MacArthur, accepted the unconditional surrender of Japanese forces marking the end of
World War II on September 2, 1945.
The people of the great state of Missouri
are proud to have a fantastic new ship bearing
our state’s name. It honors our state and the
many men and women from Missouri who
proudly serve in the United States Armed
Forces.
We expect great accomplishments and a life
of unwavering loyalty and service from the
newest USS Missouri. It is with great honor
that I welcome the USS Missouri to our nation’s fleet, the best submarine in the strongest navy in the world.
f

INTRODUCTION OF A CONCURRENT
RESOLUTION EXPRESSING THE
SENSE OF THE CONGRESS ON
THE CLOSURE OF THE MAIN ENTRANCE
OF
THE
SUPREME
COURT

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO

HON. W. TODD AKIN
OF MISSOURI

OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. AKIN. Madam Speaker, today I rise to
commemorate the commissioning of the USS

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. ESHOO. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to introduce a Resolution expressing the
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sense of Congress, and, I believe, of the
American people, that every American have
the opportunity to enter the Supreme Court
through its main entrance, as they have been
permitted to do since the building first opened.
Our founders vested the Supreme Court
with the judicial power of our nation, and gave
it the charge to dispense justice. Since 1935,
visitors have climbed the marble steps of the
Supreme Court and entered the nation’s temple of justice through its main entrance, under
the words ‘‘Equal Justice Under Law.’’ Chief
Justice John Roberts, during his confirmation
hearing, described the ‘‘lump in his throat’’ that
formed every time he walked up those marble
steps and through that main entrance.
Millions of Americans and visitors from
around the world have stepped through those
doors to watch the Court work in openness,
and to pay tribute to a nation not of men, but
of laws.
On May 3, 2010, Chief Justice Roberts announced that the Supreme Court would no
longer allow visitors to enter through the main
doors of the Supreme Court, closing the main
entrance for the first time in nearly 75 years.
Justice Stephen Breyer, joined by Justice
Ginsberg, expressed his concern about the
closure, stating, ‘‘To many members of the
public, this Court’s main entrance and front
steps are not only a means to, but also a metaphor for, access to the Court itself.’’
I encourage all of my colleagues to join me
in sending a clear message that access to this
most vital symbol of transparency and openness should not be restricted.
f

RECOGNIZING THE BICENTENNIAL
OF SOUTH MIDDLETON TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA

HON. TODD RUSSELL PLATTS
OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. PLATTS. Madam Speaker, I rise to recognize South Middleton Township, Pennsylvania on its 200th Birthday.
Established in 1810, South Middleton Township is comprised of approximately 52 square
miles and has a population of almost 14,500.
A wonderful community in which to live, work,
and play, the Township is bordered on the
north by Carlisle Borough, North Middleton
Township, and Middlesex Township. To the
east is Monroe Township and to the south are
York and Adams Counties. Dickinson Township borders South Middleton to the west. The
Township is predominantly a rural farming
community and forested area. Approximately
75 percent of the land is used for farming, forest, or woodland. South Middleton Township
was created when the area known as Middleton was divided into North Middletorn and
South Middleton. The governing body consists
of five elected supervisors and an appointed
township manager.
Madam Speaker, the observance of the
200th Birthday of South Middleton Township
provides a special opportunity to pay tribute to
the citizens of the township, past and present,
who have contributed immeasurably to the
township’s wonderful quality of life. South Middleton Township will be celebrating the Bicentennial all summer long with parades, picnics,
and events at local venues. Over Memorial
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Day the Township had floats accompanied by
veterans in both the Boiling Springs and Carlisle Memorial Day parades. Labor Day will
conclude the official Bicentennial celebrations
and will include a fireworks display. I encourage all of my constituents, whether South Middleton residents or visitors, to attend these
gatherings and commemorate the Township’s
birth. It is with heartfelt wishes that I recognize
South Middletown Township on its 200th Birthday.
f

BARRY BASICS MODULAR
MEDICAL APPAREL

HON. JOE WILSON
OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam
Speaker, Lt. Col. Albert Barry, USMC, Retired
(1936–2007) served his country honorably for
almost a half-century before battling Glioblastoma, an aggressive brain cancer. Al Barry’s wish to make patients receiving medical
treatment more comfortable during illness recovery is now being carried out by his wife,
Liz Taylor-Barry, through the Al Barry Foundation.
The Al Barry Foundation created Barry Basics, a modular medical apparel line, to provide patients with a product that emphasizes
convenience, range of motion, and comfort.
The medical apparel offers upper and lower
body garments that encourage movement with
their flexible snap closures and various removable pieces. Barry Basics carries a women’s
line, men’s line, children’s line, and a breast
cancer line. They also produce almost all apparel in the USA and work with Clemson Apparel Research, CAR.
I know firsthand of her extraordinary compassion because on Wednesday at Bethesda
National Naval Medical Center, she visited
with Marine Lance Corporal Bradley Christian
Fite. Brad is a Wounded Warrior Hero of
America and a former Washington staff member of the south congressional district of South
Carolina.
Liz Taylor-Barry sends the proceeds from
Barry Basics to Wounded Warriors, veterans,
and cancer patients.
I want to thank the Barry family and all
those involved in the Al Barry Foundation for
their selfless contributions in South Carolina
and across the globe.
f

HONORING LISA KINOSHITA FOR
WINNING THE GREATER TACOMA
COMMUNITY
FOUNDATION’S
THIRD ANNUAL FOUNDATION OF
ART AWARD

HON. ADAM SMITH
OF WASHINGTON

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise to honor Tacoma artist Lisa Kinoshita for
being awarded the 2010 Foundation of Art
Award by the Greater Tacoma Community
Foundation. This impressive achievement
speaks to her individual talents, as well as
those of the entire art community in the greater Tacoma, Washington region.
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The Greater Tacoma Community Foundation has long fostered the arts as a necessary
component to a vibrant and successful community. The foundation established the annual
Foundation of Art Award to honor professional
artists living and creating in Pierce County.
The award honors artists’ talents and recognizes the community’s creative culture.
In addition to being recognized for her work
by
the
Community
Foundation,
Lisa
Kinoshita’s art has also been the focus in
many widely read publications, including Seattle Magazine, Elle Magazine, and the New
York Times. She founded Mineral, an art gallery and studio in Tacoma, which features
many works that blend art and fashion through
jewelry, visual art, photography, and mixed
media.
In addition to the Foundation of Art Award,
the Greater Tacoma Community Foundation
will commission an original piece of art by Lisa
Kinoshita, which will be unveiled in the autumn
of 2010.
Madam Speaker, I congratulate Lisa
Kinoshita on this impressive achievement, and
celebrate her talent, creativity, community involvement, and contribution to the arts and
culture of the Tacoma community and Washington State.
f

TOLEDO
FACILITY
PROUD
TO
SPEARHEAD KRAFT FOODS EFFORTS
TO
DOUBLE
WHOLE
GRAIN IN CRACKER PRODUCTS

HON. MARCY KAPTUR
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. KAPTUR. Madam Speaker, this week,
Kraft Foods announced plans to significantly
increase the whole grain content in its leading
Nabisco cracker brands, more than doubling
the amount of whole grain currently used.
I am privileged to share this announcement
which has been made possible through thousands of hours of research and testing, investment in innovation and capital at the company’s Toledo Mill. The tireless work of the
Toledo Mill employees who make the quality
whole grain flours that will be important ingredients in many of these products.
As the largest flour mill in east of the Mississippi and the largest soft wheat mill in North
America, the Toledo Mill employs nearly 100
workers who labor tirelessly to produce 3.1
million pounds of flour daily.
Kraft Foods has spent four years and invested millions of dollars in its flour milling
technology, recipe development and testing to
find ways to add more, whole grain to its popular cracker brands which culminated in a multimillion dollar investment at the Toledo Mill.
The whole grain flours produced in Toledo
will double the amount of whole grain in Original Wheat Thins from 11g to 22g per serving;
more than triple the amount in Wheat Thins
Toasted Chips from 5g to 17g per serving;
and quadruple the amount in Honey Maid
Original Graham Crackers from 5g to 20g per
serving. Whole grain will also be added to
Premium and Ritz crackers.
This week’s announcement by Kraft highlights a commitment to ensure that by 2013,
the company expects Nabisco crackers will
contribute more than 9 billion servings of
whole grain to American diets each year.
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Kraft’s commitment comes at a time when
the American people and Congress are examining our diets and attempting to address an
alarming increase in obesity rates.
The Institute of Medicine has recommended
that at least half of the grains we consume
should be rich in whole grains and, based on
today’s announcement, the Toledo mill will
serve as a cornerstone in our regions effort to
remain the center of a national network feeding our people.
The nutrition benefits of whole grains include fiber, B vitamins, and minerals. Eating
whole grains at recommended levels as part
of a healthy diet can also help reduce risk of
heart disease, may help with weight maintenance and may lower risk for other chronic
diseases. Today, most Americans only get
about one serving (16g) of whole grain a day,
compared with the recommended minimum
three servings (at least 48g) per day.
Americans are increasingly conscious of the
quality of their diet. They want and deserve
healthful products that taste good and are
good for them. The men and women who
work at the Toledo Mill are proud of this important contribution to increasing the range of
healthful products available to all of us.
I offer my heartiest congratulations to Kraft
Foods, and my appreciation to Kraft’s Toledo
Mill employees.
KRAFT FOODS ANNOUNCES PLANS TO DOUBLE
THE AMOUNT OF WHOLE GRAIN IN NABISCO
CRACKERS
9 BILLION SERVINGS OF WHOLE GRAIN EXPECTED
ANNUALLY BY 2013

NORTHFIELD, IL (July 26, 2010).—Kraft
Foods announced plans today to significantly increase the whole grain content in
its leading Nabisco cracker brands, more
than doubling the amount of whole grain
currently used across the Nabisco portfolio.
Over the next three years, some of America’s
favorite cracker brands, including Wheat
Thins, Honey Maid, Premium and Ritz will
include more whole grain. By 2013, the company expects Nabisco crackers will contribute more than 9 billion servings of whole
grain to American diets each year.
‘‘Nine out of ten Americans eat less than
the recommended daily amount of whole
grains,’’ said Rhonda Jordan, President,
Global Health & Wellness, Kraft Foods. ‘‘And
a growing number of consumers are trying to
increase their consumption of whole grains.
By significantly increasing the amount of
whole grain in our crackers, we’re giving
them an easy, delicious way to get the whole
grain they need in the foods they already
enjoy.’’
Kraft Foods began to transform its cracker
portfolio in August 2009 when it increased
the whole grain content of Original and Reduced-Fat Wheat Thins from 5g to 11g per 31g
serving. In continuing this effort, the company plans to increase whole grain in more
than 100 products over the next three years,
including:
Doubling the amount of whole grain in
Original Wheat Thins from llg to 22g per
serving;
More than tripling the amount in Wheat
Thins Toasted Chips from 5g to 17g per serving;
Quadrupling the amount in Honey Maid
Original Graham Crackers from 5g to 20g per
serving; and
Adding whole grain to Premium and Ritz
crackers.
With these improvements, a number of
products, including Original Wheat Thins
and Honey Maid Original Graham Crackers,
will be made with 100% whole grain.
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Most Americans only get about one serving
(16g) of whole grain a day, compared with the
recommended minimum three servings (at
least 48g) per day, which means they could
be missing the important nutrition benefits
that whole grain offers. Eating a variety of
foods to reach the recommended amount of
three or more servings of whole grains can
help consumers get fiber, B vitamins, and
minerals like iron and magnesium.
COMBINING THE GOODNESS OF WHOLE GRAIN
WITH THE TASTE CONSUMERS LOVE

Kraft Foods has spent four years and invested significant resources in its flour milling technology, recipe development and testing to find ways to add more whole grain to
its popular cracker brands. The company
will be using whole grain wheat flour to increase the whole grain content of these products. Whole grain wheat flour is milled using
the entire wheat kernel (bran, endosperm
and germ) to offer the benefits of whole
grain.
‘‘It was critical for us to get the recipe
right to deliver the benefits of whole grain
without sacrificing the taste consumers expect from their favorite crackers,’’ said Carlos Abrams Rivera, Vice President for Nabisco crackers. ‘‘Just adding whole grain can
change a product’s flavor and, in the case of
crackers, can make them denser and grittier.
But the combination of the right recipe and
ingredients can help us maintain delicious
taste and texture while adding significant
levels of whole grain.’’
ACCELERATING HEALTH AND WELLNESS
EFFORTS

Today’s announcement is a continuing
demonstration of Kraft Foods’ commitment
to health and wellness. Earlier this year, the
company announced plans to reduce sodium
by an average of 10% across its North American portfolio of products, including crackers. And over the past five years, Kraft Foods
has reformulated about one in four products
in the United States to make them better for
consumers.
‘‘We’re accelerating our efforts in health
and wellness because it’s good for consumers
and good for business,’’ said Jordan. ‘‘Whether it’s adding more whole grain, reducing sodium or removing calories from our products, we’re making the foods consumers love
even better.’’

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

ABOUT KRAFT FOODS

With annual revenues of approximately $48
billion, Kraft Foods is a global powerhouse
in snacks, confectionery and quick meals.
The company is the world’s second largest
food company, making delicious products for
billions of consumers in more than 160 countries. The portfolio includes 11 iconic brands
with revenues exceeding $1 billion—Oreo, Nabisco and LU biscuits; Milka and Cadbury
chocolates; Trident gum; Jacobs and Maxwell House coffees; Philadelphia cream
cheeses; Kraft cheeses, dinners and dressings;
and Oscar Mayer meats. Approximately 70
brands generate annual revenues of more
than
$100
million.
Kraft
Foods
(www.kraftfoodscompany.com; NYSE: KFT)
is a member of the Dow Jones Industrial Average, Standard & Poor’s 500, Dow Jones Sustainability Index and Ethibel Sustainability
Index.
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JAMES ZADROGA 9/11 HEALTH AND
COMPENSATION ACT OF 2010

for providing access to affordable, high quality,
and cost-effective health care to the citizens of
the 7th District.

SPEECH OF

f

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak
on H.R. 847—The 9/11 Health and Compensation Act.
There have been few events in our history
as traumatic as the attacks our nation suffered
on September 11, 2001. The lives of millions
of Americans were changed on that day. People in New York were devastated. Yet the incredible response by people all over this great
country reminded us of the generous and caring people we Americans are.
Now many of those people who came from
every state in the country need our help. They
were willing to put their own health at risk to
help their neighbors. We now have the opportunity to repay them for their courageous actions.
H.R. 847—the 9/11 Health and Compensation Act will do just that. It will provide critical
health monitoring and treatment and compensate these angels of mercy for their economic sacrifices.
We are pleased that this bill is revenue neutral. But we could never place a monetary
value on the bravery and service of these heroes. I urge my colleagues in the House to do
right by these brave Americans. Passing this
bill will be another noble act in our nation’s
proud heritage.
f

NATIONAL HEALTH CENTER WEEK

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, across
the country partnerships built of people, governments, and communities are coming together offering health services to local patients. Health care centers serve 20 million
people nationally and improve access to care
for millions of Americans. I rise today in support of National Health Center Week and two
centers, Three Rivers Community Health Center and Perry County Medical Center, who are
celebrating accordingly.
Built by community initiative, health care
centers are community-driven and patient-centered. In 23 centers, over 300,000 patients are
treated throughout the great state of Tennessee. Regardless of insurance status or
ability to pay, patients receive preventative
and accessible care when healthcare is needed but scarce. The Three Rivers and Perry
County Centers focus on high-need areas
identified by elevated poverty, higher than average infant mortality, and few physicians in
residence.
By reducing costly emergency, hospital, and
specialty care, Community Health Centers
save the health care system $24 billion a year.
During National Health Center Week, we celebrate the care offered to the nation’s most vulnerable populations. I ask my colleagues to
join me in thanking the Three Rivers Community Health and Perry County Medical Centers
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H.R. 4173, THE DODD-FRANK WALL
STREET
REFORM
AND
CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT CLARIFICATION OF INTENT WITH RESPECT TO TITLE V

HON. DENNIS MOORE
OF KANSAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam Speaker,
as a House conferee and the chief sponsor of
H.R. 2571, the Nonadmitted and Reinsurance
Reform Act, that was included in the conference report for H.R. 4173, the Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection
Act, I want to make several important clarifications of intent on the final language. The
President signed the Dodd-Frank Act into law
last week (P.L. 111–203).
With respect to Sec. 533(5) of the DoddFrank Act, the definition of ‘‘reinsurer’’ is not to
be construed narrowly, thereby limiting or
avoiding the intent of Congress with respect to
Title V, Subtitle B, Part II.
Additionally, Sections 531 and 532 of the
Dodd-Frank Act entitled ‘‘Regulation of Credit
for Reinsurance and Reinsurance Agreements’’ and ‘‘Regulation of Reinsurer Solvency’’, respectively, are also not to be construed narrowly so as to limit or avoid the intent of Congress with respect to Title V, Subtitle B, Part II. Furthermore, the clear intent of
Section 532 in the manner it is written and
should be understood is that the regulation of
reinsurer solvency, pursuant to the DoddFrank Act, includes the NAIC Financial Regulation Standards and Accreditation Program’s
laws and regulations.
Finally, in order to ensure the States are appropriately implementing the Nonadmitted and
Reinsurance Reform Act, it is the intent of
Congress that the Study and Report on Regulation of Insurance required pursuant to Title
V, Subtitle A, Sec. 502 of the Dodd-Frank Act
include an evaluation of each State’s compliance with Title V, Subtitle B.
f

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2010
SPEECH OF

HON. RUSH D. HOLT
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 27, 2010
Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, this bill has not
improved since the House voted on it earlier
this year. This bill spends money on training
police in Afghanistan as communities in New
Jersey lay off police officers because of budget shortfalls. Our first responsibility to our citizens is to help keep them safe in their homes
and their communities. This bill does the opposite: It allocates billions more for a war that
cannot be won militarily while allowing our
own communities to become much easier targets of crime and violence. Moreover, this bill
is paid for by borrowing more money from
countries like China, and it violates President
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Obama’s pledge that the funding for our actions in Iraq and Afghanistan would be done
through the usual appropriations process. By
passing this unfunded bill, we will be adding
tens of billions of dollars in new debt. I cannot
support such reckless policy.
Further, the bill does not include funding
that is essential to stop massive layoffs among
teachers and other public servants we count
on. The recession that began in 2008—the
worst economic crisis since the Great Depression—has hit our communities hard, forcing
school districts to layoff teachers and cut services. Previously, the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act made several sound investments in public education to keep teachers in
the classroom and help school districts avoid
painful cuts.
Most, if not all, of this emergency funding
has been spent.
I cannot in good conscience vote for a bill
that is so at odds with the most basic of our
values, and I urge my colleagues to join me in
voting against it.
f

RECOGNIZING N. PATRICK RANGE,
SR.

HON. KENDRICK B. MEEK
OF FLORIDA

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. MEEK of Florida. Madam Speaker,
today I rise to recognize and congratulate Mr.
N. Patrick Range, Sr., a friend as well as a
constituent in my Congressional district and
recipient of this year’s Robert H. Miller Professional of the Year Award. He will be honored
by the National Funeral Directors and Mortician’s Association during its 2010 convention
in Fort Lauderdale, Florida. Mr. Range is the
third Floridian nominated for the award,
named after Mr. Miller, the first NFDMA executive director. It is because of his outstanding
service and commitment that he undoubtedly
deserves this great honor for his many years
of devotion to the South Florida community.
‘‘He’s had a significant role in supporting
colleagues and in serving the community in a
comparable manner,’’ said Henry Postell,
president of the Florida Mortician Association.
‘‘Professionalism is there regardless of the
families’ financial situation.’’
Mr. Range is the current owner of Range
Funeral Homes of Greater Miami, founded in
1953. He has been in the funeral industry as
a licensed funeral director and embalmer for
over 50 years. He obtained his license in 1965
after matriculating at the New England Institute of Anatomy following the death of his father and founder of Range Funeral Homes,
Oscar L. Range, Sr., in 1960.
After obtaining his license, Mr. Range returned to Miami to partner with ‘‘my mentor,
my guide, my inspiration, my mom,’’ M. Athalie
Range, in a relationship that would last 45
years in the family-owned funeral home. After
his mother’s death in 2006, Mr. Range continued his parents’ legacy as the principal of
Range Funeral Homes.
A member of the Epsilon Nu Delta Mortuary
Fraternity, Mr. Range also serves on the advisory board of the Miami-Dade College Department of Funeral Service Education. An active
member in a host of other professional organizations, Mr. Range was most recently recog-

VerDate Mar 15 2010

02:02 Aug 01, 2010

Jkt 089060

nized by his peers as the ‘‘Mortician of the
Year’’ in 2006 by both the First Regional District of Florida and the State of Florida Mortician’s Association. He has done an abundant
of fundraising work for mortuary science scholarships and career-related organizations, such
as 100 Black Women in Funeral Service.
Madam Speaker, Mr. N. Patrick Range, Sr.
is an inspiration not only to the South Florida
community, but to the nation at large. Morticians provide a service like no other. The care
and dedication you provide our loved ones before their homegoing services stay in our
hearts and minds forever. Please join me in
applauding the achievements of Mr. Range.
f

EXPLANATION
MISSION OF
COMMITTEES

REGARDING SUBAMENDMENTS TO

HON. BRAD SHERMAN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SHERMAN. Madam Speaker, I should
note that I sometimes submit amendments to
committees so that they are available for discussion. I do not necessarily support any
amendment drafted by myself and my staff unless I formally offer the amendment. Accordingly, no conclusion can be drawn from the
process of simply providing the text of a possible amendment to the clerk of any committee.
f

HONORING JOSEPH H. HAMILTON

HON. JIM COOPER
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. COOPER. Madam Speaker, to a boy
from Louisiana, the building blocks of life are
food, faith, and a healthy dose of Southern
hospitality. Joseph Hamilton, grew up to learn
that our world is not so simple.
By January 2010 Hamilton had played a
crucial role in an astounding discovery. He
helped find something that no one knew existed. His work was critical in forming a multinational research team, and carrying out the
discovery of Element 117—Ununseptium—the
newest addition to the Periodic Table of Elements.
Hamilton’s life started like that of any southern boy. Born in the humble town of Ferriday,
Louisiana, he stayed true to his Baptist upbringing. He attended Christian Mississippi
College, where God’s calling led him to be a
physicist. Hamilton then took his studies to Indiana University, where he studied nuclear
physics and the elements. Their tiny atoms
and their nuclei are invisible except to a select
group of scientists with very advanced equipment. For everyone outside this elite group,
the existence of atoms and their nuclei is
purely a matter of faith. The only way to observe individual atoms of elements is through
their impact on the world.
A skeptic may say that Christianity and
physics, the two most important parts of Hamilton’s life, cannot coexist, but Hamilton disagrees. He has pursued his passion without
abandoning his beliefs, and has found that the

PO 00000

Frm 00014

Fmt 0626

Sfmt 9920

July 30, 2010

two go gracefully hand in hand. As a professor
at Vanderbilt University in Nashville, Tennessee, he and his wife have coauthored
more than twenty papers on the harmony of
physics and religion.
Professor Hamilton has dedicated himself to
the growth of his students. Recognizing that
they will soon take his place in research,
Hamilton has supervised over 60 PhD dissertations and over 100 post-doctoral fellows
at Vanderbilt. He includes his students in almost everything he does. One of his few regrets in his storied career is that he did not intimately involve his students in the discovery
of Element 117.
Hamilton’s research career at Vanderbilt
over the last fifty-two years has taken him
around the world. Russia, China, Sweden, and
Germany have been but a few stops on his
journeys. The creation of Element 117 in
Dubna, Russia, just north of Moscow, was the
result of a multinational project that Hamilton
helped create. He believes that scientific discovery is a global effort, not a local one. Collaboration is key because science is one of
the few things that unite us all in peaceful
ways. Scientific principles apply around the
world, regardless of race, creed, and nationality.
The first collaborative project that Hamilton
initiated, the University Isotope Separator, has
been a key operation at the Oak Ridge National Laboratory for more than forty years.
This began as a collaboration of 11 Southeastern universities, ORNL and the State of
Tennessee. Hamilton is also a founder of the
Joint Institute for Heavy Ion Research, a cooperation of Vanderbilt, the University of Tennessee, and Oak Ridge National Laboratory.
This Institute has become a world-class scientific resource. Moreover, this Institute
opened doors that helped transform ORNL
through the development of three major new
joint institutes.
By January 2010, Hamilton’s critical role in
a joint Russian-American project came to fruition in the creation of six atoms of Element
117. While this new radioactive element has a
half-life of only 78 milliseconds faster than the
blink of an eye—its discovery points towards a
fascinating possibility. Its half-life is longer
than that of other recently discovered super
heavy elements, and suggests that we may be
on the path towards finding new, more stable,
super heavy elements.
Hamilton and his coworkers’ discovery will
be forever emblazoned on the walls of chemistry and physics labs worldwide as the newest member of the Periodic Table of Elements.
Generations of scientists will discover Element
117’s properties, but no matter what is learned
about Element 117, this Southern gentleman
will always know that his work added to the
building blocks of our world.
f

CONGRATULATING
MAJOR
GENERAL ROBERT WILLIAMS ON HIS
RETIREMENT

HON. TODD RUSSELL PLATTS
OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. PLATTS. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to recognize Major General Robert Williams,
47th Commandant of the United States Army
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War College. Just last month, Major General
Williams retired after serving our nation admirably for 36 years.
Major General Williams is a highly decorated officer who served in a number of combat and non-combat assignments. His assignments included: Tank Company Commander
in the 4th Battalion, 63d Armor at Fort Riley,
Kansas; Executive Officer of the 3d Battalion,
67th Armor at Fort Hood, Texas; Assistant Division Commander (Support) for the 1st Infantry Division in Schweinfurt, Germany; Deputy
Chief of Staff, G3/Operations, HQ Allied Command Europe, Rapid Reaction Corps,
Moenchengladbach, Germany; and Commanding General of the United States Armor
Center at Fort Knox, Kentucky. He was also
deployed to Baghdad, Iraq, in support of Operation Iraqi Freedom as the C3 for CJTF–7.
In January 2008, Major General Williams
was assigned as the 47th Commandant of the
United States Army War College in Carlisle,
Pennsylvania. I had the distinct privilege to
interact regularly with Major General Williams
during his tenure at the Ware College and witnessed first-hand his exemplary leadership.
Major General Williams’ candor and passion
for the Professional Military Education (PME)
system helped to strengthen the critically important mission of the War College and thereby enhance the strategic leadership qualities
of the College’s graduates.
It is with great admiration that I congratulate
Major General Williams on his well-deserved
retirement and express my heartfelt gratitude
for his patriotic service to our nation. I and all
Americans are forever indebted to him.
f

TRIBUTE TO DR. EVIE GARRETT
DENNIS

HON. DIANA DeGETTE
OF COLORADO

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. DEGETTE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor the extraordinary life and exceptional accomplishments of Dr. Evie Garrett
Dennis. On August 13, 2010, Dr. Dennis will
be honored by the dedication of the Evie Garrett Dennis Campus of the Denver Public
Schools. Dr. Dennis served as Superintendent
of Denver Public Schools from 1990–1994.
She was the first and to date the only African
American and woman to hold this position.
Dr. Dennis was born on September 9, 1924,
in Canton, Mississippi, the eighth of nine children born to Mrs. Ola Brown Garrett and Rev.
Eugene Garrett. A graduate of Cameron
Street High School, she married in 1950 and
her daughter Pia was born in 1951. After earning her bachelor’s degree in Biology from St.
Louis University, she worked as a research
assistant and associate. In 1958, Dr. Dennis
and her daughter moved to Denver, Colorado,
where she worked as a researcher and specialist in childhood asthma at the Children’s
Asthma Research Institute and Hospital, the
Jewish National Home for Asthmatic Children,
and other medical institutions in the area.
In 1966, Dr. Dennis began her tenure with
the Denver Public Schools (DPS) as a math
teacher. After earning a Master’s degree in
education from the University of Colorado in
1971, she worked in the DPS administration.
In 1974, she successfully implemented and

VerDate Mar 15 2010

02:02 Aug 01, 2010

E1507

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

Jkt 089060

monitored the U.S. District Court ordered
school busing plan. In 1976, she earned a
doctorate in education from Nova University.
From 1977 to 1989, she served as administrative assistant to the Superintendent of
Schools. She was appointed to the position of
Deputy Superintendent of DPS in 1989.
In 1990, Dr. Evie Dennis became Superintendent of the DPS. Under her leadership,
four innovative educational programs were
launched in the district’s schools: Expeditionary Learning in partnership with the Upward Bound Program; the Denver School of
the Arts; the K–5 International Baccalaureate
Program; and the International Studies Program at West High School. She implemented
site-based management practices in the system’s schools and started the district’s educational advisory councils; the Denver Energy,
Engineering and Education Program (DEEP);
and, the American Israel Student Exchange
Program.
Dr. Dennis is also known for the contributions she has made to Denver and the broader world. In 1986 and 1988, Denver Mayor
Federico appointed her to the Denver Private
Industry Council and the Mayor’s Black Advisory Council. In 1994, she received the Nation
Builder Award from the National Black Caucus
of State Legislators. She received the Russell
T. Tutt Award for Excellence in Leadership for
Outstanding Leadership in Colorado’s nonprofit community in 1999 from the El Pomar
Foundation.
Dr. Dennis is a multifaceted, dedicated, and
talented woman whose contributions to amateur athletics and the International Olympics
are recognized internationally. In 1962, she
helped to form the Denver All-Stars which became the Mile High Denver Track Club, in
order for her daughter to have opportunities to
compete in an era before the existence of a
girls’ high school track program.
The team was a member of the Amateur
Athletic Union, which later became the United
States Amateur Athletic Union. Dr. Dennis was
a member of the Rocky Mountain Association
of the Amateur Athletic Union in 1975. In
1978, she was elected the first female vicepresident of the national association. Dr. Dennis served USA Track and Field, Inc. for more
than four decades in numerous capacities, including as its first acting president. She has
served as a member of the board of Trustees
for the U.S. Sports Academy and the USA
Track and Field, Inc., and delegate to the
International Association of Athletics Federations.
She was the first woman vice president of
the United States Olympic Organizing Committee (USOOC) and has been involved with
every U.S. Olympics team since 1972. She
became a manager of the U.S. Women’s
Track and Field team for the Montreal Olympics in 1976. She served on the United States
Olympic Committee’s Task Force on Doping
and chaired the Women’s and Diversity and
Leadership committees. She remains a member of the Governing Bodies Council and became a member of the International Olympic
Committee in 1992.
In 1977, as a member of the USOOC, she
presented the successful motion to move the
headquarters from New York to Colorado
Springs, Colorado, which was accomplished in
1978. In 1980, she received the Congressional
Gold Medal along with the U.S. Olympic
Team. She served as Chef de Mission for the
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U.S. delegation at the 1998 Summer Olympic
Games in Seoul, South Korea. In 1992, she
received the Olympic Order for outstanding
service to the Olympic cause. In 2004, she
was inducted in to the United States Olympic
Track and Field Hall of Fame.
Dr. Dennis has authored several papers and
articles on public education and childhood
asthma. She is a staunch supporter of Title IX,
ensuring access to sports for young women.
She has been recognized for her many volunteer contributions to various committees, associations, organizations, foundations, and other
groups that focus on the advancement of education and the value of sports in our society.
She is a lifetime member of Alpha Kappa
Alpha Sorority. Dr. Dennis served as president
of the Epsilon Nu Omega chapter in Denver
and was instrumental in hosting the sorority’s
national convention in the city in 1972.
Having been inducted into the Colorado
Sportswomen Hall of Fame in 1998, Dr. Dennis was then inducted into the Colorado Women’s Hall of Fame in 2008 as one who exemplifies the best qualities of the people who
have built and sustained Colorado.
Please join me in paying tribute to Dr. Evie
Garrett Dennis for her life’s work as a distinguished educator, remarkable sportswoman,
and global community servant.
f

IN HONOR OF AND RECOGNITION
OF THE BOLZAN FAMILY’S 6TH
REUNION

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. KUCINICH. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in honor and recognition of the Bolzan
Family’s 6th reunion, which will be held in
Cleveland, Ohio from July 31 to August 6,
2010 and to acknowledge the family bonds
that span generations and continents.
Over 100 descendants of Benvenuto Antonio and Mathilde De Lorenzi Bolzan will gather
from around the world in Cleveland, Ohio to
celebrate their unbreakable bonds and unwavering support for each other. In a time of widespread use of cell phones, email, and video
communication via the internet, it is important
to recognize a family that prioritizes in-person
interaction with family members.
Of the six original siblings in this family, one
remained in Italy while the others emigrated to
Argentina, Luxembourg, France, and the
United States. As a result, previous family reunions have taken place across Europe, including Italy during World War II, in France,
and in Luxembourg. Many family members
have chosen to extend their stays to include
visits to other locations around the United
States. In addition to sharing their fondest
memories and exchanging news and other
current events, the family has several tours
planned during their visit, including those that
will showcase Cleveland’s cultural and artistic
locations. I would like to particularly recognize
Robert Milluzzi of Brecksville, Ohio, who is in
charge of all of the arrangements for this
memorable event.
Madam Speaker and colleagues, please join
me in celebrating the Bolzan Family on the occasion of their reunion. May they continue this
tradition that celebrates family, love, and commitment to each other for years.
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HONORING THE SERVICE AND
DEDICATION OF TED CANTER

HON. BART GORDON
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to honor the service and
dedication of Ted Canter, a member of my
staff who is leaving my office to pursue a law
degree at Emory University.
Ted grew up in Maryland and graduated
cum laude from Vanderbilt University with a
degree in English. After getting his start on the
Hill with the office of Senator Tim Johnson,
Ted joined my office as a Legislative Correspondent last fall and was soon promoted to
Legislative Assistant. Ted was a welcome addition to the office from the start. He handled
his legislative work skillfully and was good-natured to professional contacts, constituents
and coworkers alike. His unflappably good
manners on the phone were renowned among
our staff.
As a Legislative Assistant for education,
housing, agriculture and other vital domestic
issues, Ted has been a valuable resource to
me and to constituents with concerns in these
areas. He transitioned easily to the position,
quickly grasped the intricacies of the issues,
and speaks to the legislative process with the
confidence of a veteran staffer. Ted’s dedication and enthusiasm for the job helped me to
advance my legislative priorities and better
serve my constituents.
Madam Speaker, I am certain the qualities
that made Ted a fine staffer will make him an
equally fine fellow lawyer, and I wish him all
the best in the future.
f

STAFF SERGEANT TONY WINTERS

HON. TED POE
OF TEXAS

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, it is
with great pride and a heavy heart that I honor
a fallen Son of Texas today. Staff Sergeant
Leston Michael Winters—known to his friends
and family as Tony—gave his life in Afghanistan in defense of freedom.
Tony was killed July 15th when an IED exploded near his dismounted patrol. Tony was
in the Zhari District of the Kandahar Province.
The IED is the weapon of cowards who hide
in the shadows. These cowards are too afraid
to stand and fight.
Staff Sergeant Tony Winters was all American. He graduated from Hardin-Jefferson High
School in 1998. He joined the Army and
served as a combat medic.
Medic! Medic! Those are the words that ring
out when warriors are injured in battle. And it
is the rare breed of medical man who runs to
their aid in the heat of the battle. Through the
dust and sand and heat of the desert sun, the
medic in Afghanistan saves lives.
A combat medic is the bravest kind of warrior—running into the battle to aid the fallen
soldier.
Tony was safe and snug serving at a stateside hospital in Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri.
But last Christmas he decided to transfer to a
base that would go into combat.
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He wanted to serve on the front lines.
Tony knew full well what that decision
meant. You see, he had already served three
tours overseas, one in Kosovo and two in Iraq.
Tony knew where his skills would be best
used fighting the terrorists who attacked America on September 11th. Tony knew the importance of his job to the war effort. He was a
saver of lives in the combat arena. An Army
combat medic.
General Douglas MacArthur was speaking
of real men like Tony when he spoke those
immortal words: Duty, honor, country. Those
three hallowed words reverently dictate what
you ought to be, what you can be, what you
will be.
Tony understood duty and personal sacrifice. He went to Afghanistan to save help
save the lives of his warrior brothers and sisters.
Tony is survived by his wife, Elizabeth,
sons, Remington and Jonathon, daughter
Emma, his parents Kenneth and Cheryl
Spivey of Sour Lake, Texas, his sister Alisha
Martin of Port Arthur, and brother Cory Hunt
also of Sour Lake.
Staff Sergeant Tony Winters will be laid to
rest in Arlington National Cemetery in August.
As the early American poet Joseph Drake
said, ‘‘And they who for their country die shall
fill an honored grave, for glory lights the soldier’s tomb, and beauty weeps the brave.’’
It is my honor to offer a grateful nation’s
thanks and prayers. We are grateful that a
man like Staff Sergeant Tony Winters lived
and loved America.
It was once said that what we do for ourselves dies with us—but what we do for the
others and the world remains and is immortal.
Tony’s life was dedicated to saving the lives of
others.
All give some in Afghanistan, but Staff Sergeant Tony Winters gave all. He is an American hero.
I offer my heartfelt condolences to Tony’s
wife and children and to his friends and family.
Today we honor this great American warrior’s life and are humbled by his greatest of
sacrifices.
And that’s just the way it is.
f

HONORING GREENE COUNTY
SHERIFF’S DEPUTY JON WILLIS

HON. G.K. BUTTERFIELD
OF NORTH CAROLINA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to call my colleagues’ attention to the
tragic slaying of a 30-year-old Sheriff’s Deputy
in my home state of North Carolina.
Greene County Deputy Jon Willis died in the
direct line of duty on July 28, 2010 while responding to a domestic disturbance call. During the call, Deputy Willis was shot and killed
before the shooter ended his own life.
I have expressed my condolences to
Greene County Sheriff Lemmie Smith, and I
know that the department and the entire community are shocked and deeply saddened by
this tragic event. Flags at the Greene County
Courthouse were flown half-staff yesterday as
the community paid tribute to Deputy Willis.
The father of two children, Deputy Willis
joined the Greene County Sheriffs Office in
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December 2001, but left for a job at the
Winterville Police Department. He returned to
the Greene County Sheriff’s Office in April
2009.
Deputy Willis’ death marks the second time
the Greene County Sheriff’s Office has lost a
deputy in the line of duty. Deputy Ernest Martin Hull died in a vehicle crash on Jan. 2,
2000.
Deputy Willis is also the second area officer
to lose his life in the line of duty in the past
15 months. Lenoir County Deputy Allen Pearson was shot and killed in April 2009 near
Grifton, N.C.
On average, a law enforcement officer is
killed in America every other day. Since 1792,
when recordkeeping started, more than 20,000
officers have lost their lives in service to their
communities. And sadly, 101 officers have already been killed in the line of duty across the
country this year.
This event reminds us of the mortal dangers
that our officers face each day in the line of
duty.
Madam Speaker, it is with both sadness and
pride that I share with you the death of Deputy
Jon Willis. I ask my colleagues to join me in
wishing his loved ones the strength they require to overcome their loss. God bless Deputy Jon Willis. His bravery, courage, and
goodness will never be forgotten by his community or his state.
f

IDA PROTECTION ACT OF 2010

HON. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California.
Madam Speaker, today I am introducing the
‘‘IDA Protection Act of 2010.’’ This bill will help
the Individual Development Account program
weather a tough economic climate, so it can
continue to help lower income Americans to
go to college, buy a home, or start a small
business.
IDA accounts are designed to help low income individuals pull themselves out of poverty and learn how to manage their family’s finances. Through a partnership between local
government, non-profits, and businesses, each
dollar someone saves in an IDA account is
matched at a one or even two to one ratio.
To participate in this program, an individual
must agree to take classes on financial literacy and agree to use the proceeds to buy
a home, start a small business, or pay college
tuition. Since the program’s inception in 1999,
more than 86,000 people have opened IDAs,
many of them opening bank accounts for the
first time. These individuals have sacrificed to
save and thus, increased the standard of living
for their family.
Unfortunately, the recent recession has
threatened the future of this important program. Congress annually appropriates $24
million for IDA Accounts, and local non-profits
must find private sector matches in order to
receive a portion of these federal funds. Since
Wall Street’s meltdown shook our economy,
the usual corporate partners have not maintained their traditional level of IDA donations,
and as a result much of this $24 million for
this year remains unspent.
This bill would create a bridge for the IDA
program to better times. It more than doubles
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the program’s funding in 2011 and 2012 and
waives the private match requirement during
those two years. Private participation in the
IDA program is important, and this bill is
meant in no way to incentivize private business to take its money elsewhere.
The sad reality though, is that private donors just aren’t coming through right now. A
number of states have eliminated or cut their
IDA programs in response to this financial crisis. In California, the United Way of Los Angeles was recently forced to shutter its successful IDA program, and if Congress does not act
now, more closures are sure to follow.
Giving these low-income families a chance
to pull themselves out of poverty will benefit
us all. Their businesses will employ our neighbors; their children will be our doctors and
lawyers. I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation.
f

JAMES ZADROGA 9/11 HEALTH AND
COMPENSATION ACT OF 2010
SPEECH OF

OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I wholeheartedly support the James
Zadroga 9/11 Health and Compensation Act
and believe the House of Representatives
should act urgently to pass this must needed
piece of legislation.
The United States is engaged around the
world in a conflict against violent extremists.
The first casualties of that conflict were the
police and firefighters who responded that
day, the civilians that volunteered in the rescue and recovery efforts, the construction
workers who began clearing the site, and the
ordinary citizens who lived and worked in that
area. It is important that we act to take care
of those individuals who were harmed as a result of this attack on our nation. They suffered
that day as Americans, and it is right that we,
as Americans, ensure they receive the care
they need and deserve.
These Americans, not only New Yorkers,
but citizens of every state, continue to suffer
from serious medical conditions as a result of
the attacks and the dangerous air quality in
the time that followed. It is imperative that this
Congress act to protect those citizens who are
suffering as a result of the terrorist attacks on
our country.
I urge all of my colleagues to support this
effort.
f

HONORING HAZEL ROCHELLE
BAYLOR

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON
OF TEXAS
rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to honor a young
lady on her initiative and academic accomplishments. Hazel Rochelle Baylor is to be
commended on her efforts to fulfill her dreams
of pursuing a career in the field of space and
aviation.
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A graduate of A. Maceo Smith High School,
Hazel will soon begin classes at Embry Riddle
Aeronautical University majoring in aerospace
engineering and minoring in aviation and business. Facing many challenges early in life,
Hazel has not let her past define her future.
Her early interest in aviation was augmented by a meeting with Donald Elder, an
original Tuskegee Airman. Mr. Elder inspired
Hazel to follow her dreams in this field.
Hazel’s desire and personality have driven
her success. During an aviation presentation
with the NJROTC program, Hazel met Mr.
Monte Ford of American Airlines. He was so
impressed with her enthusiasm that it led to
an internship with American Airlines.
Hazel has many role models in aviation, but
cites her strongest inspiration has come from
Donald Elder, and astronaut, Dr. Mae
Jamison. Hazel wants to follow into the footsteps of her idol Dr. Jamison and not just be
a pilot but to become an astronaut as well.
I commend Hazel on all of her work and
wish her the best on what I know will be a
successful future.
f

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY

VerDate Mar 15 2010

E1509

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

HONORING KIM EBERT-COLELLA
FOR RECEIVING THE 2010 GREATER TACOMA PEACE PRIZE

HON. ADAM SMITH
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to honor Kim Ebert-Colella for promoting peace and understanding in her local
and global communities.
On the evening of May 22, Ms. EbertColella received the 2010 Greater Tacoma
Peace Prize at Pacific Lutheran University for
her life long commitment toward peace and
the wellbeing of others.
The Tacoma News Tribune has called Ms.
Ebert-Colella a ‘‘walking, working proof of
what kindness can mean.’’ Following the
Catholic teachings of social justice, Ms. EbertColella joined the Jesuit Volunteer Corps after
graduating from the College of St. Benedict.
Over the next few years, she served in the
L’Arche communities working with developmentally disabled people. When she turned
30, Ms. Ebert-Colella decided to volunteer at
the L’Arche home in Calcutta where she
worked directly under Mother Teresa. After her
return to the United States, she worked as a
youth minister at St. Nicholas Catholic Church
in Gig Harbor, married Niko Colella, and had
their son, Sam Colella, who attends Bryant
Montessori School.
Ms. Ebert-Colella followed her son to Bryant
Montessori where she is a volunteer adviser
for the school’s Peace Committee, which encourages philanthropy and awareness of indigent areas of the world, and provides students
a chance to work toward peace in their daily
lives while they revitalize their local communities.
Under Ms. Ebert-Colella’s leadership, students from Bryant Montessori School choose
an annual theme to implement projects dedicated to peace. For example, during the
2009–2010 school year, students decided to
focus on water. Under Ebert-Colella’s oversight, students raised money to buy four rain
barrels to collect water to use on the school’s
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garden. They also have a goal of raising
$6,000 to give a clean water system to Las
Maratos, a small town in Bolivia.
Ms. Ebert-Colella motivates students to
complete philanthropic projects and fundraisers, which have since become known as
peace projects. Through these peace projects,
Ms. Ebert-Colella emphasizes the importance
of working toward peace while living peacefully in one’s everyday life. The Peace Committee also instituted a kindness campaign at
the Bryant Montessori School in which the students report and recognize other students for
doing kind and selfless acts.
Ms. Ebert-Colella has led several other philanthropic projects such as designating the
school as an international peace site and organizing a Disco for Peace dance, which
raised over $9,000 to build a school in Pakistan.
The Greater Tacoma Peace Prize was created as a gift the from the Norwegian-American community to the people of the region in
2005 on the 100th year anniversary of Norway’s peaceful separation from Sweden. The
prize is award to an individual, group, or organization each year to recognize, honor, and
encourage peace building, education, and
awareness in the Tacoma community and beyond. Ms. Ebert-Colella has made an impression on several people in the region by working for good and touching the lives of numerous families and individuals.
Madam Speaker, I ask that my colleagues
in the House of Representatives please join
me in congratulating Kim Ebert-Colella and
her outstanding work to promote peaceful understandings throughout the Tacoma community and throughout the world.
f

HONORING PAT PLUMMER

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. RADANOVICH. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate Pat Plummer upon his
retirement as the Varsity Head Football Coach
of Hoover High School in Fresno, California
and his induction into the Hoover Hall of
Fame. Coach Plummer will be inducted into
the Hoover Hall Fame on Saturday, July 31,
2010.
Coach Pat Plummer was born in Glendale,
California. At a young age, his family moved
to northern California, where he graduated
from Del Oro High School. Upon graduating
from high school, Coach Plummer attended
Sierra Junior College in Rocklin, California. In
1970, he transferred to California State University, Fresno, on a football scholarship. In
1972, Coach Plummer was named to the AllPacific Coast Athletic Association team as an
offensive guard. Coach Plummer graduated
from CSU Fresno with a Bachelor of Arts Degree in Physical Education and a minor in Geography; in 1974, he earned a teaching credential.
Upon obtaining his credential, Coach Plummer began teaching and coaching football at
Tulare Western Union High School in Tulare,
California. He was the defensive coordinator
for two years before being named the head
varsity coach. Coach Plummer remained at
Tulare Western for eight years. In 1985, he
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was offered the position of Head Varsity Football Coach at Hoover High School. Since taking that job, Coach Plummer has compiled a
record of 132 wins, 116 losses and 3 ties. He
led his teams to six Fresno City Championships (1987, 1988, 1991, 1992, 1993, and
1994) and two North Yosemite League Championships (1997 and 1999).
In 2005 and 2006, Coach Plummer took a
hiatus from coaching varsity football so that he
and his wife, Micki, would have more time to
watch his son, Shawn, play varsity football at
a rival school. For those two years, Coach
Plummer was the head freshman football
coach at Hoover. In 2007, Coach Plummer returned to the Head Varsity Coach position. In
his 25 years as the head varsity coach, he
has coached several All-Star games including
the Tulare-Kings All Star Game in 1985, the
Fresno City-County All-Star game in 1989,
1993, and 1999, and the North-South All-Star
game in 2003 and 2007.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to commend
and congratulate Pat Plummer upon his retirement from Hoover High School and induction
into the Hoover Hall of Fame. I invite my colleagues to join me in wishing Coach Plummer
many years of continued success.
f

NASHVILLE RISING CONCERT

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, I rise
today and ask my colleagues to join me in
recognizing those artists and actors who recently participated in ‘‘Nashville Rising: A Benefit Concert for Flood Recovery’’ to aide those
affected by the catastrophic flooding in Tennessee.

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

Just a few months ago, historic flooding—a
1,000 year flood—affected 46 counties in Tennessee. The flood waters left damaged homes
and hearts. With rain-soaked hands, volunteers offered what they could, and Tennessee
lived up to its name as the Volunteer State. I
want to thank the many who supported Tennessee’s flood relief efforts.
Led by Faith Hill and Tim McGraw, artists—
Amy Grant, Billy Ray Cyrus, Blake Shelton,
Carrie Underwood, Jason Aldean, Julie Roberts, LeAnn Rimes, Luke Bryan, Lynyrd
Skynyrd, Martina McBride, Michael W. Smith,
Miley Cyrus, Miranda Lambert, Montgomery
Gentry, Taylor Swift, Toby Keith, and ZZ
Top—performed, and with messages from
Reese Witherspoon, Matthew McConaughey,
Craig Ferguson, and Dolly Parton—all joined
together to help raise over $2.2 million for
flood relief efforts.
Music has the hope to heal what the flooding left behind. I ask my colleagues to stand
with me in thanking those who offered their
time and talents to the Nashville Rising Concert, and all who have helped their neighbors
during this time of need.
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HONORING
WILSON
COUNTY
MAYOR ROBERT DEDMAN ON HIS
RETIREMENT

HON. BART GORDON
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to honor Robert
Dedman, who is retiring after twelve years of
service as Wilson County Mayor and a lifetime
of public service.
A lifelong resident of Lebanon, Tennessee,
Bob served a tour of duty with the Army in the
1950s, followed by a time with the American
Legion. After serving his country, he served
his community as Lebanon’s Purchasing
Agent in 1972. He went on to join the Tennessee Secretary of State’s Personal Property
and Inventory Division until 1984, when he
successfully ran for Wilson County Property
Assessor. After deciding not to seek re-election to the office, he spent a term with the
100th General Assembly as Senate SergeantAt-Arms.
In 1998, Bob was elected Wilson County
Mayor, and during his time in office, Wilson
County has become the fastest growing county in the state. For twelve years, he has been
a dedicated servant to the people of Wilson
County. He has always been true to his promise to listen to the people he serves, accessible and welcoming to county residents.
Recently, Progressive Farmer magazine
ranked Wilson County as one of the top ten
‘‘Most Livable Small Communities.’’ This accolade is in large part due to Bob’s leadership
and the collective vision of the Wilson County
Commission, over which he has presided.
For decades, Bob has been committed to
his community. He has served on the boards
of the Four Lakes Development District, Greater Nashville Regional Council of Governments,
University Medical Center, and the Regional
Transportation Authority. This list of memberships is only a small sample of Bob’s commitment to his community.
Thank you, Bob, for a job well done. I hope
you enjoy a long and happy retirement with
your wife Lois, your children and grandchildren.
f

HONORING THE BOY SCOUTS OF
AMERICA

HON. JEB HENSARLING
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, as one
of more than twenty Eagle Scouts serving in
Congress, I would like to honor the Boy
Scouts of America and welcome them to our
nation’s Capitol to celebrate 100 years of excellence.
Over the past 100 years, the Boy Scouts of
America have positively impacted millions of
young men, not only providing them with
knowledge of the outdoors, but building character and leadership traits that serves them,
their communities, and their nation.
This week over 46,000 Boy Scouts, leaders,
staff and volunteers from around the world are
attending the 2010 National Scout Jamboree
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at Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. Many of these
Scouts visited our nation’s capital and participated in the Boy Scouts of America Grand
Centennial Parade held this past weekend on
the National Mall. I had the privilege of attending the Jamboree in 1973, and it was the
height of my Scouting career.
On Tuesday I had the privilege of meeting
with Troop 67 from Mesquite and Troop 339
from Forney along with many others from the
5th Congressional District who are participating in this year’s events and continuing the
tradition of Scouting. I am pleased to see that
after 100 years, the Boy Scouts of America
continues to educate and prepare young men
with such success. Their visit lifted me up, and
gave me great hope for our nation’s future.
Scouting is an important part of the American character because it teaches countless
young men about service to their community,
patriotism, dedication, hard work, and reverence to God. In addition to teaching good
citizenship, Scouting builds leadership skills by
teaching self-reliance, setting goals and
‘‘learning by doing.’’ Scouts know to ‘‘Be Prepared.’’
Since 1910 the Boy Scouts of America have
served over 114 million of our nation’s youth,
including many of the members of this body.
Currently there are 211 Members of Congress
who have been involved in Scouting as a
youth, earned rank of Eagle Scout, or participated as adult volunteer. I am proud to be one
of the 22 Eagle Scouts currently serving in this
body.
For me, Scouting was great fun. Scouting is
about wonderful memories and a love of the
outdoors. It is about useful knowledge that still
comes in handy today. But far more important
than those, to me Scouting is a way of life. Although I did not realize it at the time, everything a young man needs to know about life
he learns in Boy Scouts. It is contained within
the Scout Oath and the 12 Points of the Scout
Law. So Scouting is not just an achievement
of a destination, it is a way of life. If young
men will allow Scouting to be their moral compass, it will guide them successfully through
the hazards, temptations and pitfalls of life.
We should all celebrate Scouting and recognize its great value to our nation.
Madam Speaker, I am honored to be an
Eagle Scout. On behalf of the Fifth District of
Texas, I thank the Boy Scouts of America for
100 years of devotion to service, leadership,
and citizenship.
f

AIRLINE SAFETY AND FEDERAL
AVIATION ADMINISTRATION EXTENSION ACT OF 2010
SPEECH OF

HON. EARL POMEROY
OF NORTH DAKOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. POMEROY. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to express my concerns with certain
provisions of H.R. 5900, the Airline Safety and
FAA Extension Act.
While I strongly support the goals of the airline safety portions of the bill, I continue to
have concerns regarding the practical effect of
the provision requiring a minimum of 1,500
hours of training for an airline transport pilot
certificate. As we work to improve the safety
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of airline service it is important that new training requirements have their desired effect of
improving safety while avoiding any unintended consequences that may decrease the
number of skilled pilots.
Specifically it is my concern that students
looking to get their pilots license could be
forced by financial considerations to attend
pilot training programs with an emphasis of
meeting the flight hour requirements inexpensively by flying straight and level courses without mastering important safety skills.
I support provisions that specify that certain
academic training courses can be credited towards the total number of flight hours required
by this Act. I believe that this language should
be further improved through the normal legislative process to ensure that high-quality outcome orientated training programs are given
more credit towards this requirement than
other programs.
While I will be voting in favor of this legislation in order to ensure that funding for Federal
Aviation Administration, FAA programs that
support aviation operations in North Dakota do
not lapse, I believe it is important that new
safety requirements are appropriately constructed to recognize the tremendous benefits
that our nation’s accredited flight schools provide.
f

ASSISTANCE, QUALITY, AND
AFFORDABILITY ACT OF 2010
SPEECH OF

HON. BOBBY L. RUSH
OF ILLINOIS

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I would also like to
thank Chairman WAXMAN and Chairman MARKEY, and their capable staffs, for working with
my office over the past year to amend the
Safe Drinking Water Act to avoid a repeat of
the outrageous abuse of the public trust that
left many of my constituents in Crestwood, IL,
without clean drinking water for over 20 years.
In 1986, the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) was alerted that Village of
Crestwood officials were piping in contaminated drinking water to its citizens.
Despite warnings from the state agency to
end this illegal practice, incredibly, it took another 20 years, and a personal investigation
from a courageous and determined private citizen, my constituent, Tricia Krause, before the
state finally went back out to inspect the water
supply and found that contaminated water was
still being used. Twenty years!!!
Mr. Speaker, my amendment to H.R. 5320,
which was adopted unanimously in committee,
will compel the U.S. EPA to issue a final rule,
within 12 months, requiring public water systems and states agencies to submit all compliance monitoring data electronically.
This will allow the U.S. EPA to update their
systems to gather accurate and timely data
collection so they are able to act more quickly
and effectively against violations, especially
when the public’s health is in jeopardy.
This bill will also require U.S. EPA to categorize any violations of federal drinking
standards and determine what types of followup inspections are needed, as well as the frequency of inspections the state will need to
carry out, depending on the risk to public
health.
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By enacting this bill, as Representatives of
the people, we will be able to better ensure
that all citizens have access to clean, safe
drinking water, and that the outrageous acts
that resulted in the toxic contamination of
Crestwood drinking water are never repeated.
I urge all of my colleagues to support this
bill.
f

CELEBRATING THE 45TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE BILL SIGNING OF
MEDICARE AND MEDICAID LEGISLATION

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, today I rise
to speak on acknowledgement of the 45th Anniversary of the signing of the Medicare and
Medicaid legislation.
In 1965, the United States Congress made
a commitment to our nation’s most vulnerable
citizens when it passed into law legislation that
created Medicare and Medicaid as part of the
Social Security Act. We as a nation decided
that the elderly, poor children, the blind, and
the disabled would never be denied proper
medical care because of their inability to pay.
When President Lyndon Johnson signed the
bill and made it law on July 30, 1965, millions
of elderly and poor people were spared needless worry and suffering. It was one of our nation’s finest moments. We displayed the compassion and will that makes this country great.
Access to adequate health care is a right not
a privilege.
Please join me today in commemoration of
the 45th anniversary of the bill signing for
Medicare and Medicaid.

pensation from the fund for work that is not directly related to their clients’ recovery from the
fund.
Second, I stated that if the Fund is reenacted it must include provisions that will protect the U.S. taxpayers. However, instead of
protecting the taxpayers, this bill abdicates
Congress’
legislative
authority
to
the
unreviewable and virtually unbounded discretion of the Special Master.
Third, I counseled that if the Fund is reenacted it should be for a reasonable, but limited, period of time. Once again the authors of
this legislation did not listen to my advice;
rather, they propose to keep the fund open for
21 years despite congressional testimony by
Special Master Ken Feinberg that ‘‘no latent
claims need such an extended date.’’
Finally, I suggested that if the fund is reenacted it should be paid for. Apparently, the
bill’s authors listened to me on this count, but
unfortunately, rather than choosing a pay-for
that protects U.S. taxpayers, they have chosen one that will actually cost American jobs.
We could be considering a reasonable consensus proposal to reenact the 9/11 Fund
today. Instead, I have to urge my colleagues
to oppose this legislation because not only
does it fail to protect the taxpayers, but it also
fails to ensure that those REAL victims that
answered the call of duty on September 11,
2001, will actually get the care that they deserve. Unfortunately, we have brought a bill to
the floor today that will cost American jobs
and creates gimmicks to hide the bill’s true
cost.
The taxpayers and those who responded to
the 9/11 attacks deserve better.
f

HONORING CHIEF JUDGE DANNY
DAVIS FOR HIS TWENTY-SIX
YEARS OF SERVICE

f

HON. HEATH SHULER

JAMES ZADROGA 9/11 HEALTH AND
COMPENSATION ACT OF 2010
SPEECH OF

HON. STEVE KING
OF IOWA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, we all
agree that those who heroically responded to
the 9/11 terrorist attacks should get the treatment, compensation, and liability protection
they need. The American people are grateful
to those the ground zero workers and the
emergency responders that worked heroically,
day and night, for months in rescue, recovery
and cleanup efforts at the World Trade Center
site. Unfortunately, the approach this bill takes
to accomplish these goals is unreasonable
and irresponsible.
During committee hearings on reenacting
the 9/11 Fund, I expressed the view that if the
fund is reenacted, it must be done in a manner that properly compensates the victims
while at the same time protecting the taxpayers.
First, I asserted that if the Fund is reenacted
it must provide adequate compensation to the
victims without handing the keys to the U.S.
Treasury to trial lawyers. Unfortunately, this
bill does not contain these protections. Rather,
the bill allows trial lawyers to request com-
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Mr. SHULER. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to honor Chief Judge Danny Davis for his
twenty six years of service as the Chief District Court Judge of the 30th Judicial District in
Western North Carolina. During his thirty one
years of experience in the courtroom Judge
Davis distinguished himself as a superior legal
mind, as well as a patient, restrained, and fair
jurist.
In the eyes of Judge Davis, an effective
judge must listen to both sides of an argument
and form a sound legal opinion based on fact,
while also maintaining a courteous and respectful demeanor. Holding true to his words,
Judge Davis is best known for his fairness and
sound reasoning.
Judge Davis has always strived to improve
society, leaving his community better than he
found it. Throughout his career, Davis has exemplified the highest standard of legal excellence, maintaining the strongest sense of
character while reaching a consensus.
Madam Speaker, I congratulate Judge Davis
on his retirement. He has exemplified real
leadership in his ability to ensure that the utmost fairness is in our nation’s judicial system.
It is truly an honor to recognize him for his
many years of service and dedication to Western North Carolina, and I urge my colleagues
to support this remarkable jurist.
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REVITALIZING CITIES AND TOWNS
BY BRINGING BUSINESS BACK

HON. MARK STEVEN KIRK
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. KIRK. Madam Speaker, today I introduce a bill to help our commercial neighborhoods to recover the economic activity they
have lost during the Great Recession. When
the economy tumbled and unemployment rose
to the highest level seen in a generation, businesses were forced to close their doors, transforming once-thriving commercial streets into
quiet avenues with ‘‘For Rent’’ signs.
My bill encourages private investors to develop land and vacant properties that have
had no substantial economic activity for at
least two years by exempting them from taxes
for up to ten years.
Proper tax incentives can ignite an economic renaissance in our cities and towns by
nurturing private investment and enterprise.
This is the best government stimulus I know.
f

CONGRATULATING THE JEFFERSON
DEMOCRATIC
CLUB
OF
FLUSHING ON THEIR 100TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. GARY L. ACKERMAN
OF NEW YORK
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Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. ACKERMAN. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in recognition of the 100th anniversary
of the Jefferson Democratic Club of Flushing,
Inc. Representing Part A of the 26th Assembly
District of New York, the Jefferson Democratic
Club has fiercely and tirelessly advocated on
every level for the interests of the Queens and
greater New York City communities.
Speaker Tip O’Neil once observed that ‘‘all
politics is local.’’ Organizations like the Jefferson Democratic Club are local politics’ driving
force. Without the hard work, enthusiasm, and
dedication of the men and women of political
organizations like the Jefferson Democratic
Club, the gears of our democracy would grind
to a halt.
Founded on June 14th, 1910 during the Republican Administration of William Howard
Taft, the Jefferson Dems have been championing democratic values at the grassroots
level for generations. Serving the areas of
Auburndale,
Bay
Terrace,
Bayside,
Douglaston, Floral Park, Flushing, Little Neck,
New Hyde Park, North Shore Towers, and
Whitestone, they are a staple of the community and an invaluable asset to the people they
represent. In recent years, the Club has participated in annual gift drives benefiting hospitalized war veterans; toy and clothing drives
to assist hospitalized and needy children and
the children of troops currently serving overseas; and many other important community
programs.
I am proud to recognize such a prestigious
organization and congratulate current District
Leaders Joseph Bechtold and Ann-Margaret
Carrozza; incoming District Leaders, Michael
Sais and Carol Gresser; President, David
Fisher; and all the members of the Jefferson
Democratic Club of Flushing for their one hun-

VerDate Mar 15 2010

02:02 Aug 01, 2010

Jkt 089060

dred years of service to the people of Queens
County, New York City, and New York State.
I hope to see the good work continue for one
hundred more. I ask that my colleagues in the
House to join me and rise in recognition of the
Jefferson Democratic Club of Flushing’s centennial anniversary.
f

HONORING THE MEMORY OF CEIL
STEINBERG

HON. RON KLEIN
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Madam Speaker, we
rise today to honor the life and memory of an
extraordinary member of our South Florida
community.
Ceil Steinberg passed away this week at the
age of 82, leaving behind a legacy of service
and strength.
Throughout Ceil’s remarkable life, she maintained a steadfast commitment to serving our
Nation’s veterans. She served as President of
the Ladies National Auxiliary of the Jewish
War Veterans, and continued to be active in
our local veterans community into her 80s.
Ceil’s two wonderful daughters, Circuit Court
Judge Debra Nelson and her sister Anita
Kahn, who has taught in South Florida public
schools for over 30 years, blessed their mom
with 4 grandchildren and 4 great-grandchildren, who Ceil adored.
When we think of public service, we think of
Ceil, and her determination to give back, especially to those who have served our Nation
in uniform.
We want to express our deep personal condolences to all of Ceil’s family, and her beloved partner Bill Kling, who is also a fixture
in our local veterans’ community.
We will miss seeing Ceil, but the light of her
legacy will continue to burn brightly well into
the future.
f

JAMES ZADROGA 9/11 HEALTH AND
COMPENSATION ACT OF 2010
SPEECH OF

HON. HENRY C. ‘‘HANK’’ JOHNSON, JR.
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to express my support for H.R. 847,
the James Zadroga 9/11 Health and Compensation Act of 2009, which amends the
Public Health Service Act to extend and improve protections and services to individuals
directly impacted by the terrorist attack in New
York City on September 11, 2001. The effects
of H.R. 847 will be twofold: it will mandate
funding to establish the World Trade Center
Health Programs, and it will reopen the 9/11
Victim Compensation Fund. Both provisions
are necessary to sufficiently care for the
health and economic welfare of the Americans
who were victims of the September 11 attacks
and who responded in the aftermath of the attacks. This act guarantees America’s heroes—
who have sacrificed so much for our country—
the medical and financial support they deserve.
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As we approach the ninth anniversary of the
September 11 attacks on the World Trade
Center (WTC), it is especially important that
Congress remember that there are survivors
of and responders to the attacks who continue
to suffer today. These victims may experience
a long-term negative impact on their health
many years into the future. For the first seven
years after September 11, the Bush administration failed to respond adequately to the
medical emergency caused by dangerous airborne toxins at Ground Zero. Americans from
every state and every walk of life have been
affected by those toxins, and over 71,000 people have enrolled in the WTC Health Registry
because of their condition. Toxin-related illnesses include respiratory, gastrointestinal,
and mental-health disease. Additionally, these
illnesses have caused financial loss for many
survivors and responders, 11,000 of whom
have sued the City of New York because they
have no viable alternative for receiving compensation. H.R. 847 will deal thoroughly and
effectively with each of these problems.
Title I of H.R. 847 provides mandatory funding for the establishment of the World Trade
Center Health Programs. These programs will
provide consistent and readily available medical treatment for the September 11 survivors
and those who responded in the aftermath of
the attacks, many of whom suffer egregiously
from the airborne toxins present at Ground
Zero. H.R. 847 will also strengthen the medical monitoring and treatment programs and
other social services programs for survivors already in place at the Clinical Centers of Excellence in New York City. Title I goes on to establish a WTC National Responder Program,
which will give eligible survivors and responders who live outside of the New York City
metro area access to a nationwide network of
healthcare providers associated with the 9/11
Health and Compensation Act. Additionally,
Title I provides for research into health problems related to the September 11 attacks, so
that legislators, doctors, survivors, and responders can be better informed about the nature of these conditions.
Title II of H.R. 847 will reopen the 9/11 Victim Compensation Fund (VCF), which closed
in 2003, until 2031. The original deadline prevented survivors and responders who did not
file a claim before the deadline, or who became ill after the deadline, to receive compensation for losses sustained as a result of
the attacks. Reopening the fund will not
change eligibility standards for compensation;
rather, doing so will ensure that anyone eligible for compensation at any point receives the
best care and support possible. The newly reopened VCF will also allow for the offsetting of
over 11,000 lawsuits filed by survivors and responders suffering from the effects of WTC
toxins.
Title III of the bill ensures that its $7.7 billion
cost is fully paid for by preventing a form of
tax evasion called ‘‘treaty shopping.’’ This
makes the bill pay-as-you-go neutral, and thus
amenable to Congress’ goals of intelligent
spending and fiscal responsibility.
The attacks on the World Trade Center irrevocably changed the lives of all Americans.
As a result, we see the world from a markedly
different perspective, and we have entered
two expensive and bloody wars. The number
of lives lost in Iraq and Afghanistan, added to
the toll taken by the attacks themselves, is a
devastating tragedy. But, with the passage of
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this bill, we can stop any more victims of the
September 11 attacks from dying or continuing
to suffer. We must be able to look back on our
legislative record and say that we assured justice to the heroes of 9/11, who stood on the
front lines as America came under siege.
I urge my colleagues to support this important resolution.
f

100,000
HOMES
CAMPAIGN
AND
THANKING
COMMON
GROUND
AND PINE STREET INN FOR
THEIR EFFORTS ON THIS INITIATIVE

HON. MICHAEL E. CAPUANO
OF MASSACHUSETTS

We just learned this morning that in the 2nd
quarter this year, GDP grew at 2.4%. While
this is better than no growth, it is down from
the 3.7% in the first quarter. This recovery defies conventional wisdom, which is the deeper
the recession, the stronger the recovery.
The Obama Administration and Washington
Democrats have declared their stimulus bill
and other economic policies a success. However, the American people have declared
them a failure.
f

RECOGNIZING
CLENET
INTERNATIONAL, LLC FOR RECEIVING
THE MINORITY GLOBAL TECHNOLOGY FIRM OF THE YEAR
AWARD

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CAPUANO. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the ‘‘100,000 Homes Campaign’’, an effort to address homelessness in
America by providing permanent shelter for
100,000 homeless persons over the next three
years. In Boston, the Pine Street Inn, a nonprofit organization in my district that has been
fighting homelessness for over 40 years, is
acting as the lead local agency for this national initiative. Rosanne Haggerty, President
and Founder of the New York based nonprofit
Common Ground, launched the campaign in
Washington, D.C. on July 12th at the Annual
Conference of the National Alliance to End
Homelessness. So far 34 communities have
signed on to participate. In just the short time
since the campaign’s start, over 5,000 people
nationwide have received housing assistance.
The Pine Street Inn was founded in 1969
and provides low-cost permanent housing for
homeless individuals. The organization also
assists over 10,000 homeless individuals annually by offering emergency shelter, food and
health care related services. Mental health
and substance abuse counseling are also
available through the Pine Street Inn.
Too many Americans are struggling with
homelessness and this initiative will help reduce the ranks of the homeless throughout the
country. I commend the Pine Street Inn and
Common Ground for their tireless efforts and
their compassion. Their combined work and
the efforts of so many dedicated organizations
throughout the country will help make the
‘‘100,000 Homes Campaign’’ a success.
f

WHERE ARE THE JOBS?

HON. PETER J. ROSKAM
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. ROSKAM. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to honor and congratulate CleNET International, LLC for being selected by the U.S.
Department of Commerce’s Minority Business
Development Agency to receive the Minority
Global Technology Firm of the Year Award.
Headquartered in Oakbrook, Illinois, CleNET
Technologies is one of the top technical service providers in the area of globally sourced
consulting, software development, testing and
system integration. They have become a leading global delivery partner with clients from all
over the world.
This particular award was created to recognize minority entrepreneurs who have exemplified leadership in their industry, success as a
business and who have had a positive impact
on their communities.
CleNET has played an integral role in creating jobs and sustaining the local economy. I
would like to recognize the admirable work of
owners Jeff Fang and Michael Yuan who have
built this business to be as successful as it is
today, employing over 1,100 people worldwide.
Madam Speaker and Distinguished Colleagues, please join me on this special occasion in paying tribute to CleNET International,
LLC for their superior achievements.
f

CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION TO
NATO PARLIAMENTARY ASSEMBLY MEETINGS IN LATVIA AND
BILATERAL VISIT TO MONTENEGRO

HON. JEB HENSARLING

HON. JOHN S. TANNER
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OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

OF TENNESSEE

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, the
American people want to know: where are the
jobs?
I do not understand why the Obama Administration and Congressional Democrats have
pursued jobs-killing policies such as a government take-over of health care, a national energy tax, a financial regulatory bill that enshrines us as a bailout nation; and are doing
nothing to stop the largest tax increase in
American history scheduled for the end of this
year. These policies have injected uncertainty
into the economy, causing nearly $2 trillion in
private capital to stay on the sidelines.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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Mr. TANNER. Madam Speaker, from May
28–June 3, I led a House delegation to NATO
Parliamentary Assembly (NATO PA) meetings
in Riga, Latvia, and to additional bilateral
meetings in Podgorica, Montenegro. The U.S.
delegation to the NATO PA had a highly successful trip during which we examined a range
of political, economic, and security issues currently confronting the Alliance, as well as
NATO and U.S. policy in Montenegro and the
Western Balkans.
The NATO Parliamentary Assembly consists
of members of parliament from the 28 NATO

PO 00000

Frm 00021

Fmt 0626

Sfmt 9920

E1513

states, as well as members of parliament from
candidate state Macedonia (or Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, FYROM), and
other associated states such as Russia, Georgia, and Ukraine. I currently have the honor of
serving as President of the Assembly. In this
capacity, I preside over meetings during which
delegates discuss and debate a range of
issues of importance to the Alliance. During
the NATO PA’s two annual plenary sessions,
delegates also have the opportunity to listen to
presentations by specialists on NATO affairs
and to offer guidance to NATO leadership in
Brussels. An additional element of the meetings is the opportunity to meet and develop relationships with members of parliament who
play important foreign policy roles in their own
countries. These responsibilities can include
setting defense budgets and determining the
operational restrictions placed on deployed
forces. Some of the acquaintances made
through the NATO PA can last the duration of
a career, and are invaluable for gaining insight
into developments in allied states.
Discussions during the NATO PA’s annual
spring meeting focused on the key issues currently facing the Alliance. These include: the
drafting of a new Strategic Concept for NATO;
NATO’s ongoing stabilization mission in Afghanistan; NATO’s evolving relations with
Russia; and the effects of the global economic
downturn on national security and allied commitments to NATO. More specific issues such
as the Alliance’s nuclear weapons posture,
missile defense, and emerging security challenges such as piracy and cyber and energy
security were also discussed by the delegates.
At NATO’s 60th anniversary summit in April
2009, the leaders of NATO’s 28 member
states tasked the NATO Secretary General
with producing a new Strategic Concept for
the Alliance. The re-writing of the Strategic
Concept, which was last updated in 1999, offers NATO a chance to lay out a clarified vision of its role in the 21st century security environment. Heads of state from the NATO
member states are expected to approve a new
Strategic Concept at their November 2010
summit in Lisbon. In April 2010, NATO PA
representatives presented NATO Secretary
General Anders Fogh Rasmussen with the Assembly’s recommendations for a new Strategic
Concept. There is broad agreement within the
NATO PA that the new Strategic Concept
should re-affirm NATO’s primary role as a military alliance devoted to ensuring the collective
defense and security of its members. In this
regard, Article 5 of NATO’s founding North Atlantic Treaty—which states that an attack on
one is an attack on all—remains NATO’s core
principle. Our delegation emphasized that in
the face of new and emerging security challenges, the Alliance must also continue to
broaden the traditional Cold War concept of
collective defense to include security threats
such as terrorism, proliferation of weapons of
mass destruction, cyber-security, and energy
security. In this regard, territorial defense can
no longer be separated from ‘‘out-of-area’’ security concerns. Members of our delegation
also highlighted the importance of developing
and maintaining the capabilities necessary to
achieve NATO’s stated objectives.
The key issue facing the Alliance continues
to be NATO’s effort to bring security and stability to Afghanistan. Approximately 120,000
troops from 46 countries currently serve in
NATO’s International Security Assistance
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Force (ISAF) in Afghanistan, with NATO members providing the core of the force. Close to
80,000 U.S. troops are under ISAF command.
NATO allies have generally welcomed the renewed U.S. focus on Afghanistan and have
voiced their support of the Administration’s
new strategy in the region and the associated
U.S. troop increases. In April, NATO Foreign
Ministers reiterated previous commitments to
shift ISAF’s emphasis toward transferring responsibility in the country—first and foremost
in the security sector—to the Afghan government. Our delegation made an effort to urge
our counterparts from NATO parliaments to
continue to support ISAF and to contribute the
forces and resources necessary to stabilize
Afghanistan. Our delegation also emphasized
that success in Afghanistan will depend on
more than just military efforts, and called on
the Alliance to develop a more comprehensive
political strategy for the region.
Since NATO-Russia relations reached a low
point in the wake of the August 2008 RussiaGeorgia conflict, NATO and Russia have
sought to improve ties and boost cooperation.
Meetings of the NATO-Russia Council resumed in mid–2009 but while cooperation in
some areas has resumed, disagreement persists on some issues. Officials from some
member states within the Alliance express
concern that NATO has not taken a strong
enough stance against assertive Russian behavior. Others have attempted to view Russia
as a ‘‘strategic partner’’ and call for more
pragmatic cooperation and engagement. Our
delegation contributed to a number of forceful
discussions, including with our Russian counterparts, on the future of NATO-Russia relations. We emphasized that NATO should by
no means recognize Russian spheres of influence outside Russian territory or tolerate Russian behavior that threatens the territorial integrity of independent nations. At the same
time, we pointed out the importance of developing a unified approach toward Russia within
the framework of a broader Alliance policy toward the east.
During the four-day NATO PA session, our
delegation participated in day-long meetings of
the Assembly’s five committees, in a meeting
of the NATO-Russia Parliamentary Committee,
and in a final plenary session attended by
NATO Secretary General Rasmussen. During
each NATO PA committee meeting, members
of parliament from NATO member states
present reports on a range of issues confronting the Alliance. Committee members discuss and debate the issues raised by the reports and are given the opportunity to make
counter-arguments or recommend that amendments be made to the reports. Members of the
U.S. delegation were present and active participants in all committee meetings.
The NATO PA’s Political Committee received three interesting and informative presentations from government officials and outside experts, as well as presentations from
members of parliament on three committee reports. Alvis Ronis, Latvia’s Minister of Foreign
Affairs, gave an engaging briefing on Latvia’s
foreign and security policy priorities. Despite
facing a severe economic downturn that has
forced sharp budget cuts, Latvia remains committed to NATO operations, including in Afghanistan, where it has deployed 170 troops.
The committee also heard from U.S. Assistant
Secretary of Defense for International Security
Affairs, Alexander Vershbow, who shared a
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U.S. perspective on lessons learned from the
NATO mission in Afghanistan. A third presentation, given by Alain Délétroz, Vice President
of the International Crisis Group, focused on
Central Asia and current U.S., European, Chinese, and Russian policy in the region. The
three committee reports presented included a
report on security in the Persian Gulf region
and on the Arabian peninsula written by our
colleague, Rep. MIKE ROSS. Unfortunately, Mr.
ROSS was unable to attend the meeting.
Italian Senator Sergio Di Gregorio graciously
agreed to present Mr. Ross’s report, which
was well received by the committee. Other reports debated by the Political Committee included a report on Alliance cohesion and a report on NATO’s relations with so-called ‘‘Contact Countries,’’ countries outside the Euro-Atlantic region that are not formal NATO partners.
Members of the Science and Technology
Committee heard presentations from a former
Latvian president and a senior political advisor
at NATO headquarters and debated issues
raised in three committee reports. Former Latvian President Vaira Vike-Freiberga shared
valuable insights on the Baltic states’ relations
with Russia. Michael Ruehle, Senior Political
Advisor in the NATO Secretary General’s Policy Planning Unit, gave a comprehensive assessment of efforts to strengthen the global
nuclear non-proliferation regime. The most discussed of the three committee reports presented during the session was Rep. DAVID
SCOTT’s report entitled, ‘‘Nuclear/WMD proliferation and Missile Defense: Forging a New
Partnership with Russia.’’ Rep. SCOTT gave a
lively and forceful presentation on this timely
subject, outlining a broad range of perspectives on NATO, U.S., and European cooperation with Russia on non-proliferation issues, including efforts to counter Iran’s nuclear program, and on missile defense. Additional discussions during the committee meeting centered on possible security challenges posed
by climate change and on the appropriate role
for NATO in energy security issues.
The NATO PA’s Defense and Security Committee discussed a range of security issues
facing the Alliance, including NATO’s engagement in Afghanistan and the role of non-strategic nuclear weapons in maintaining Alliance
security. On Afghanistan, delegates heard sobering accounts of ongoing NATO efforts to
develop and partner with the Afghan National
Security Forces, and on measuring success in
Afghanistan. During subsequent debate, delegates reaffirmed the importance of the mission
in Afghanistan but acknowledged the significant challenges the Alliance is facing. In response to a report on U.S./NATO non-strategic nuclear weapons in Europe, Rep. DAVID
SCOTT made a well-received intervention emphasizing that any decision on the Alliance’s
nuclear weapons posture must be made by
the Alliance as a whole. Rep. SCOTT highlighted the vital role that non-strategic nuclear
weapons have played in affirming the allied
commitment to collective defense and invited
continued talks with Russia on global nuclear
non-proliferation efforts.
The meeting of the Committee on the Civil
Dimension of Security focused on several
issues of increasing importance to Alliance security, chief among them the role of governance and regional politics in ensuring longterm stability in Afghanistan. Delegates debated a committee report outlining a range of
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governance challenges in Afghanistan and
agreed that the Afghan mission’s success will
hinge largely on the success of international
efforts to improve Afghan governance. Additional reports presented to the committee focused on NATO’s role in maritime security and
on achievements and future prospects in the
Western Balkans. On the Balkans, delegates
emphasized the importance of outlining paths
to eventual NATO membership for the countries of the region, but agreed that significant
progress must be made before membership
becomes a reality.
Members of the NATO PA’s Economics and
Security Committee discussed various aspects
of the global financial crisis and the associated
global economic downturn. This included an
in-depth presentation by the Governor of the
Bank of Latvia on the Latvian economy and an
assessment of the Greek financial crisis and
its global implications by a professor from the
London School of Economics. The reports presented by committee members focused on the
impact of the financial crisis on Central and
Eastern Europe, the impact of the global recession on the developing world, and a possible long-term shift in global economic power.
On Monday, May 31, our delegation participated in a meeting of the NATO-Russia Parliamentary Committee. As President of the
NATO PA, I chaired this meeting, which consists of members of the NATO PA’s Standing
Committee and members of the Russian parliament. The committee heard candid and insightful presentations on NATO-Russia relations from Professor Alexei Pushkov, Director
of the Institute of Contemporary International
Studies at the Diplomatic Academy of the
Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and from
Alexander Vershbow, U.S. Assistant Secretary
of Defense and former U.S. Ambassador to
Russia. Arguing that ‘‘all military alliances are
directed against something or somebody,’’
Professor Pushkov asserted that the Russian
government continues to view NATO’s possible enlargement eastward as a security
threat. Despite continued disagreement between NATO and Russia on this and some
other core issues, Professor Pushkov maintained that the two sides can minimize the
points of contention in their relationship by enhancing cooperation in areas ranging from
counter-narcotics trafficking and counterterrorism to maritime security and nuclear nonproliferation. Assistant Secretary Vershbow expressed concern that the Russian government
continues to view NATO as a security threat
but reiterated the Obama Administration’s fundamental commitment to enhancing NATORussia ties. He emphasized that NATO and
Russia have common interests and could
each benefit from cooperation on many of today’s most serious global challenges. As Monday was Memorial Day, the delegation visited
Riga’s Brethren Cemetery to commemorate
Latvian soldiers who were killed during the
First World War and Latvia’s war of independence with Russia.
On Tuesday, June 1, I chaired the closing
plenary session of the NATO PA meeting.
During the session, the Assembly had the opportunity to hear from NATO Secretary General Rasmussen, Latvian Prime Minister Valdis
Dombrovskis, Afghan Defense Minister Abdul
Rahim Wardack, the Commander of Allied
Joint Force Command, General Egon Ramms,
and the Speaker of the Latvian parliament,
Gundars Daudze. Secretary General Rasmussen used his address to the Assembly to
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outline some key principles for NATO’s new
Strategic Concept and to urge delegates to remain committed to the mission in Afghanistan.
On the new Strategic Concept, Secretary General Rasmussen emphasized the importance
of adopting a document that explains in clear
terms how the Alliance is enhancing security
in the 21st century. He argued that NATO
must remain committed to deterrence and collective defense, that the Alliance must cooperate with non-NATO member states such as
Russia, and that NATO’s approach to security
must be comprehensive and must complement
actions taken by other international organizations such as the European Union and the
United Nations. The Secretary General added
that in order to realize the strategic goals
agreed by the Alliance, NATO headquarters
must function efficiently and that NATO member states must develop more flexible and
deployable military forces and capabilities.
In sum, Madam Speaker, the 2010 spring
session of the NATO Parliamentary session in
Riga, Latvia was a great success. As President of the Assembly, I took pride in the deliberations and the informed engagement of the
delegates from all NATO member states and
our associate and observer members. For
Members of the House and Senate interested
in reading the committee reports or transcripts
of the presentations mentioned in this statement, they are available on the NATO PA
website at www.nato-pa.int. I would also like
to take this opportunity to thank our Ambassador to Latvia, Judith Garber, and her staff
for the excellent job they did assisting the delegation during our stay in Riga.
On Tuesday, June 1, after the conclusion of
the NATO PA meeting, our delegation travelled to Podgorica, Montenegro, on the invitation of Montenegrin Prime Minister Milo
Djukanović. Since achieving its independence
in 2006, Montenegro’s key foreign policy goals
have been European Union (EU) and NATO
integration. Montenegro has moved quickly to
advance its NATO membership candidacy and
in December 2009, the Alliance invited Montenegro to join the Membership Action Plan
(MAP), a critical step on the road to possible
NATO membership. The United States strongly supported Montenegro’s effort to gain independence from Serbia and continues to support its efforts to gain membership in NATO
and the European Union. During one-and-a
half days of meetings in Montenegro, our delegation observed first hand the steps being
taken by the Montenegrin government to advance its NATO membership prospects and to
ensure that membership will lead to a stronger
Alliance and enhance stability in the Western
Balkan region. We also took the opportunity to
urge the Montenegrin leadership to continue to
advance reforms in the area of democratic
governance, to combat corruption, and to enhance the rule of law in the country.
Over the course of our visit, the delegation
met with numerous Montenegrin government
officials, including Prime Minister Djukanović
and President Filip Vujanović, and had the opportunity to observe Montenegrin troops as
they trained in preparation for upcoming deployment to Afghanistan. We were also fortunate to meet with representatives of non-governmental organizations and media outlets, including several outspoken critics of the current
Montenegrin government. Shortly after our arrival in Podgorica, we received a comprehensive briefing on U.S.-Montenegrin relations
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from our Ambassador to Montenegro, Roderick Moore, and his excellent staff. Ambassador Moore highlighted the record of strong
U.S. support for Montenegro and emphasized
the work he and his staff are currently doing
to enhance democratic governance in the
country. Our meetings with Prime Minister
Djukanović, President Vujanović, Foreign Minister Milan Rocen, and Speaker of the Montenegrin Parliament Ranko Krivokapić focused
primarily on the country’s prospects for NATO
and EU membership and on the government’s
democratic reform efforts, particularly in the
rule of law area. The Montenegrin leadership
stressed the importance of Euro-Atlantic integration not only for the country but for the
Western Balkan region. Each of our interlocutors believes strongly that NATO and EU integration represent the best hope to bring lasting peace and stability to the region.
Our delegation also had the opportunity to
observe first hand the advances being made
by the Montenegrin armed forces. Since gaining independence, Montenegro has had to
create a military virtually from the ground up.
The size and capabilities of the Montenegrin
armed forces remain limited, but the government has made some notable strides in modernizing the military and creating more
deployable units. Our delegation was especially impressed to learn of Montenegro’s contribution to NATO’s International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) in Afghanistan. In
March of this year, Montengro deployed a 31man infantry unit and a medical team to Afghanistan. One of the highlights of our trip
was being able to meet with Montenegrin soldiers preparing to deploy to Afghanistan and
to express to them our sincere appreciation for
their efforts.
In conclusion, I would like to acknowledge
the hard work and dedication of Ambassador
Roderick Moore and his staff, who went out of
their way to organize an excellent visit for the
delegation. The embassy team in Podgorica
deserves high praise for the work they have
done advancing U.S. policy in Montenegro
and the Western Balkan region. As always,
members of the United States military also
contributed greatly to the success of this
NATO PA trip. The logistics of such a trip,
compressed into a tight time frame, are complicated and require lengthy and detailed preparation. Our military escorts were from the Air
Force Legislative Liaison Office and the aircrew was from the 201st Airlift Squadron at
Joint Base Andrews, MD. They did an outstanding job and I thank them for their hard
work and dedication to duty.
f

RECOGNIZING
THE
IMPORTANT
CONTRIBUTIONS OF JAMES R.
LEAMAN

HON. GERALD E. CONNOLLY
OF VIRGINIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Madam Speaker, I rise today to recognize James R.
Leaman, retiring President of the Virginia
AFL–CIO, for his leadership and service to
union members and working families across
the Commonwealth.
Throughout his distinguished career, Jim
Leaman has strived to protect the health, safe-
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ty, and quality of life for all of Virginia’s workers. Whether they were white collar or blue
collar, industrial or agricultural, public sector or
private sector workers, Jim Leaman fought for
them all.
Jim Leaman dedicated his life to ensuring
Virginia’s working men and women received a
fair wage, had access to affordable health
care, and worked in a safe environment.
He carried the banner of Virginia’s working
families to the halls of Virginia’s General Assembly, the U.S. Congress, to the counties,
cities and towns of the Commonwealth, and
within Virginia’s Democratic Party.
Throughout his many years of service to the
AFL–CIO and Virginia’s workers, Jim Leaman
never wavered from his principles. He was,
and is, a steadfast advocate for fairness,
equality, and justice for all Virginians.
Jim Leaman was a true public policy advocate. Along with his work to protect the interests of Virginia workers, he also pushed
broader issues that affected the lives of all Virginian’s, such as opposition to the usurious
rates charged by payday lenders to those who
could least afford such costs.
As a result of his efforts and leadership on
non-partisan voter registration campaigns,
thousands of Virginians became voters and
participated in our democratic process.
Prior to his four-year tenure as President,
Jim Leaman served as Secretary-Treasurer of
the Virginia AFL–CIO from 1990 to his election
as President in 2006. He was a proud 35-year
member of the Communications Workers of
America and is currently a member of the Iron
Workers. Jim has advised several Virginia
governors and other elected leaders and has
served on boards and commissions dealing
with labor and employment issues in the Commonwealth.
Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join
me in acknowledging the accomplishments
and distinguished career of my friend and one
of Virginia’s great labor leaders, Jim Leaman.
I thank him for his service and wish him the
best in all of his future endeavors.
f

IN RECOGNITION OF THE LATE
CARL HAYNES, PAST PRESIDENT
OF TEAMSTERS LOCAL 237

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mrs. MALONEY. Madam Speaker, I rise to
honor the late Carl Haynes, former President
of the Teamsters Local 237 City Employees
Union, former Vice President of the International Brotherhood of Teamsters, and beloved husband and father. A lifelong advocate
for working men and women, Mr. Haynes
passed away in April.
Carl Haynes was born Carroll Edwin
Haynes in West Virginia on June 2, 1933, the
second of three children. He attended West
Virginia State College and married his sweetheart Janice in the campus chapel two days
after graduation. The newlyweds moved to
New York City to begin a long and fruitful life
together.
Haynes began working in the city’s youth
services industry in 1956 at Youth House in
the Bronx. In 1960, he assumed a position as
a Housing Assistant in the New York City
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Housing Authority (NYCHA). In 1967, as chairman of the 600-member housing assistants’
local union chapter, he mobilized his co-workers in a strike against NYCHA for better pay
and working conditions. The three-day job action led to the agreement by NYCHA officials
to the strikers’ demands. Haynes later spoke
proudly of his role in the strike, the only one
in NYCHA’s long history. In 1968, Haynes
joined the Teamsters’ Union Local 237 staff
full-time as a business agent and was subsequently promoted to Assistant Director and
later Director of the Housing Division. He became a Trustee in 1978, was elected Vice
President in 1983, and ascended to the presidency in 1993, succeeding Barry Feinstein.
For 14 years, Haynes proved a dynamic leader guided above all by a ‘‘members first’’ philosophy. After truly leaving his mark on the organization, Haynes stepped down as President in 2007 and oversaw the smooth transition of his successor, his friend and colleague
Gregory Floyd.
Carl Haynes continued to serve as a Vice
President of the International Brotherhood of
Teamsters while heading its Public Employees
Division until 2009. He sat on the executive
boards of the New York State AFL–CIO, the
New York City Central Labor Council, and the
Municipal Labor Committee, and served as
national AFL–CIO Vice President and on the
boards of directors of Emblem Health Care
System and United Way of New York City. He
was a beloved leader adored by his members
and admired by all who worked with him.
In memorializing Haynes, Gregory Floyd recalled his ‘‘calm demeanor in the face of adversity and his patience at the negotiating
table. When it looked like there was no hope
in sight, he kept a positive outlook. . . He was
a kind and giving man who dedicated his career to helping working men and women.’’
Teamsters national President, Jim Hoffa, said
of him, ‘‘Under Carl’s leadership, the Public
Services Division grew tremendously and we
are grateful for his dedicated service to our
union.’’
Carl Haynes is survived by his wife, Janice;
a son, Jay, of San Antonio; a daughter, Liane,
of Los Angeles; and three grandchildren.
Madam Speaker, in recognition of his decades of service to the labor movement and to
our nation, I request that my distinguished colleagues join me in paying tribute to Carl
Haynes, a proven leader who dedicated his
life in service to others.
f

HONORING PAT BELLAMY

HON. GENE GREEN
OF TEXAS

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to commend Pat Bellamy. Patrick Bellamy was the Chairman of
the Houston Ship Patrick also served as a
member of the Houston-Harris County Homeland Security Advisory Council and is the retiring Director of the Southwest Public Safety
Technology Center at the University of Houston (SWRC). In these roles Mr. Bellamy
planned with federal, state and local government entities relative to Homeland Security
and related issues.
Mr. Bellamy has been involved with government, information technology, communications
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infrastructure deployment and first response
for over forty years and has completed AAS,
BS and MA degrees. Prior to his retirement
from what is now AT&T, Mr. Bellamy was Regional Vice President and Executive Director
responsible for Technology Planning, Market
Development, Technical Sales/Support, Program Management and Technology Certifications/Assurance.
In his various roles, Mr. Bellamy has deployed a variety of ‘‘firsts’’ as part of planning
the St. Louis, San Antonio, Tulsa, Houston,
Paris, Chilean and other complex networking
and defense systems. He was also involved in
a variety of government and industry emergency response teams and in the development of related process-oriented efforts. Mr.
Bellamy’s organizations also coordinated the
implementation and ongoing management of
complex technologies for international, national and other industry systems. Similarly,
his organization coordinated sensitive government-oriented systems plus implementations
for the Economic Summit (G7), the Republican
National Convention and other strategic
events. He also wrote the technology planning
document for the 2012 Olympic Game effort.
While a member of the U.S. Air Force, Mr.
Bellamy was educated at Chanute AFB as an
electrical-electronics engineer and assisted in
the planning, design, implementation, testing,
first response and maintenance of guidance
and control systems, nuclear payloads, addressing systems, networking systems, first response systems and other functions associated with the strategic Minuteman Inter-continental Ballistic Missile defense system.
Among his community involvement efforts,
Patrick Bellamy was the Founder of the UH
Cullen College of Engineering’s Houston
InfoComm Technology Initiative and co-Founder of the Houston Area Technology Advancement Center. Similarly, Mr. Bellamy has been
a board member of the Houston READ Commission and has also served as the Chairman
of the Executive Board for the Gulf Coast Alliance for Minorities in Engineering. Mr. Bellamy
currently serves on a number of public/private
advisory boards. Along these lines, Mr. Bellamy played a leading role in the creation and
development of the Houston Ship Channel Security of District. And, with the assistance of
HSC2, local governments, the Houston Ship
Channel Security District Board, Houston Ship
Channel Industry Participants (including
EHCMA), HSC2, the Port of Houston Authority, the USCG and other key players, led the
transition process associated with the evolution of this ‘‘first-of-its-kind’’ key Homeland
Security-oriented effort.
And so it is with great pleasure that I recognize and congratulate my long time friend, Pat
Bellamy.
f

HONORING FREDERIK E. VAZQUEZ
SPEECH OF

HON. MIKE QUIGLEY
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, I rise today
with a heavy heart to honor the service and
mourn the death of Marine Lance Corporal
Frederik E. Vazquez, of Melrose Park, IL. He
was killed Saturday in Helmand Province in
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Afghanistan while supporting combat operations. He was just 20 years old.
Erik to his family and Freddy to his friends,
Frederik Vazquez was born in Los Angeles,
spent his childhood in Northlake and moved to
Melrose Park just a few years ago, where he
attended Proviso West High School before
graduating from West Leyden in 2008.
Erik had wanted to be a Marine since childhood, and enlisted following graduation. His
parents remembered a quiet young man who
returned from Marine boot camp more reflective and responsible, with an eye toward college after the Marines. I join with those who
knew Erik best in mourning the life he lost,
and that which could have been.
I extend my heartfelt condolences to Erik’s
friends, family, and everyone who will miss
this young Marine. On behalf of this Congress
and the 5th District of Illinois I thank him for
his bravery. His country will never forget his
service.
f

WYNONNA JUDD

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, the
Music City family is known the world over for
reaching out and helping up. One of our shinning stars, five time GRAMMY award winning
artist Wynonna Judd will be awarded the Cecil
Scaife Visionary Award for her countless contributions to the Nashville community, and to
future generations who wish to pursue a career in the music industry. I rise with friends,
artists, and fellow musicians who are gathered
to celebrate the many contributions of
Wynonna Judd.
I rise also today to thank all those who offer
their devotion to the Cecil Scaife Music Business Scholarship. The Cecil Scaife Business
Scholarship Endowment provides for an educational scholarship. Named for Arkansas native Cecil Scaife, the award honors Scaife’s
love of the music industry and his vision to
see the formation of an educational program
to produce successful musicians, artists, and
music business leaders. Working with the
great artists of our collective legacy, Charlie
Rich, Jerry Lee Lewis, Carl Perkins, and Johnny Cash, Scaife pioneered the way for future
legends of the music business.
Calling Nashville home in 1979, Wynonna
continues to leave an indelible mark on the
Middle Tennessee community, as well as
causes around the world. Devoted to a wide
range of needs from children in crisis, to the
United Way, and to the men and women who
defend our precious freedom, Wynonna participates in assisting over 100 charities per
year.
Following
consistently
her
instincts,
Wynonna sings the songs of the familiar, the
comfortable and the faithful. Her inspirations
come from rock, her passions from blues, and
her notes from great men and women of
music. Her idol list reads like the who’s who
of the music business. Seven studio albums
later, she is still making opposing musical
choices the binding notes of her story. Like
the icons of country past, Wynonna has not
been afraid to shy from the controversial, leading us all to higher growth.
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Wynonna’s successes are vast: holding multiple gold, platinum, and multi-platinum certificates from RIAA, took her place on the New
York Times bestseller list, written with John
Rich, covered Elvis, sang for Lilo and Stich,
and having seen her notes executed with perfection by figure skating champion Brian
Boitano. Awards and causes too many to
mention, but championed all with great
strength, this Top Female Vocalist of the Year
crafts her art with the grace of a prophet and
the resilience of a saint. I ask my colleagues
to join with me in celebrating Wynonna Judd
on receiving the Cecil Scaife Visionary Award
as she continues to bring the best of hope to
all who listen and dream.
f

HONORING MAJOR GENERAL
DOUGLAS BURNETT

HON. ADAM H. PUTNAM
OF FLORIDA

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. PUTNAM. Madam Speaker, today I rise
to honor Florida Air National Guard Major
General Douglas Burnett. General Burnett’s
hard work helped rise through the ranks over
the years earning a number of awards over
his illustrious career.
Retiring from the Air Force, General Burnett
capped his 47 years and 4 month long career
as Florida’s Adjutant General. Taking the position in November 3, 2001, General Burnett
was the first Air Guard officer to preside over
Florida’s 12,000 member National Guard.
In his opening remarks that November,
General Burnett stated, ‘‘Let us, as we respond to the national crisis before our nation,
seize this opportunity to re-calibrate our priorities and realize that freedom is the common
bond among America’s diverse culture . . .
something that must always be protected . . .
something that those who come to America’s
shores value highest.’’
General Burnett presided over the Florida
National Guard’s response to some of region’s
most severe natural disasters. A record four
hurricanes in one year hit Florida in 2004, including Hurricanes Charley, Frances, Ivan,
and Jeanne. The following year, General Burnett led the response to Hurricanes Dennis,
Wilma, and Katrina. More recently, he set in
motion the Florida National Guard’s part of
bringing aid to earthquake stricken Haiti. After
his long years of service, General Burnett
earned the respect and admiration from the
military and civilian side in efforts to make
Florida the best National Guard state in the
nation.
The leadership General Burnett demonstrated in these responses was forged over
a long career of impressive accomplishments.
General Burnett has received the Legion of
Merit award with one oak leaf cluster. General
Burnett has also received the Air Force Commendation Medal, the Air Force Achievement
Medal, and the Combat Readiness Medal with
two oak leaf clusters. The Air Force began
commending this award in 1958. Locally, he
has received the Florida Cross, the Florida
Distinguished Service Medal and the Florida
Commendation Medal.
Such a noteworthy career began in his
hometown of Jacksonville, Florida. After
spending some time in military service, he
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then went on to graduate from the University
of Southern Mississippi with a Bachelor’s of
Science in Business Administration. After
many years in the service, General Burnett
later capped off his education by completing
work at the Command and General Staff College and the Air War College.
After high school, General Burnett began his
military career at Lackland Air Force Base in
Texas and Kessler Air Force Base in Mississippi under the Florida Air National Guard.
He then started what became a lifelong flying
career in 1969 by enrolling in the Undergraduate Pilot Training program at Randolph
Air Force Base in Texas. Earning dual qualifications in military and transport aircraft, he
took his first assignment as an Alert Pilot in
the North American Aerospace Defense Command.
General Burnett also flew commercially for
Pan America World Airways and United Airlines until 1996. During his extensive time as
a military and commercial pilot, he logged over
20,000 flying hours over 22 years in the F–
102, F–106, C–26, C–131, C–13011, Boeing
727, and McDonnel-Douglas DC–10.
General Burnett served on a number of
posts. He was the Chairman of the National
Guard Bureau’s Domestic Operations Advisory
Board. He sat on the Reserve Forces Policy
Board and is actively involved with the National Guard Association of the United States
where he previously served two terms on the
Executive Council. He was elected the President of the National Guard Officers Association of Florida in 1993. Finally, General Burnett also served on the Florida Council of 100.
On behalf of the 12th Congressional District
and all of Florida, I want to thank General Burnett for his long years of service as a proud
member of the Florida Air National Guard. I
congratulate him on his successful completion
of a 47 years career with the Florida Air National Guard and wish him well in his retirement.
f

HONORING U.S. AIR FORCE RESERVIST ADAM TOREM AS THE
2010 HOWARD O. SCOTT CITIZENSOLDIER OF THE YEAR

HON. ADAM SMITH

f

TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2011

OF WASHINGTON

SPEECH OF

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

HON. JAMES A. HIMES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to honor U.S. Air Force Reservist
Adam Torem, whom the Tacoma-Pierce County Chamber of Commerce has honored as the
2010 Howard 0. Scott Citizen-Soldier of the
Year. I ask that my colleagues join me in honoring Mr. Torem for this commendable recognition.
Madam Speaker, the Air Force Reserves of
the United States Armed Forces have long
played an important role in the defense of our
country. Originally conceived as a standby
force for emergencies, the U.S. Air Force Reserves has been a Major Command of the
United States Air Force since 1997. The
67,000–member force has evolved into the Air
Force’s Wingman, performing the same missions as the Air Force and working side-byside on the same equipment.
Currently, thousands of reservists are risking their lives in Iraq and Afghanistan, and
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their service should be acknowledged with
gratitude and immense respect. In many instances, Air Force Reservists maintain fulltime professional positions while serving their
country as active citizen-soldiers. It is laudable
when reservists’ contribute to their communities further through additional volunteerism
and public service. Unfortunately, reservists’
contributions to their communities are often
overlooked.
Adam Torem, a U.S. Air Force reservist
from University Place, Washington, has successfully balanced his career, his commitment
to the Air Force Reserves, and considerable
community service. His admirable community
involvements have included mentoring young
people at his synagogue and coaching young,
future engineers in the FIRST LEGO League
Challenge.
In addition to his work in shaping future
generations, Mr. Torem advocates for service
men and women in his community. As a
former Chair to the Washington State Bar Association’s Legal Assistance to Military Personnel Section, Mr. Torem volunteers for programs that provide free legal advice and counseling on housing and other issues to other
members of the Reserve and National Guard.
Mr. Torem also uses his experience as an attorney to assist in state legislation, advocating
for Washington State’s active duty service
members. When not on military duty, Mr.
Torem serves as an Administrative Law Judge
for the Washington Utilities & Transportation
Commission.
The 2010 Howard 0. Scott Citizen-Soldier of
the Year award was presented in partnership
by the Tacoma-Pierce County Chamber of
Commerce’s Military Affairs Committee and
the Kiwanis Club of Tacoma.
Madam Speaker, I congratulate Adam
Torem on his many remarkable achievements,
his venerable service to his country and community, and the recognition of his many efforts
as the 2010 Howard 0. Scott Citizen-Soldier of
the Year.
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OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, July 29, 2010
The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 5850) making appropriations for the Departments of Transportation, and Housing and Urban Development, and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2011, and for other purposes:

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Chair, I rise today to support the Latham Amendment to the Transportation, Housing & Urban Development Appropriations bill. I support this amendment in lieu
of the very similar amendment I sponsored to
cut unnecessary and duplicative programs in
an effort to save taxpayer dollars.
As the economy begins its recovery, it is
critical that we begin to get our fiscal house in
order. Our nation’s deficit grows larger every
day; our national debt now tops $13 trillion.
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Earlier this year, I stood before you and
called for serious and smart reductions in
spending.
I committed to opposing any spending that
would not lead to at least a one percent total
cut in the budget, excluding entitlements such
as Medicare, veterans’ pensions, and Social
Security. According to last year’s budget numbers, a cut of this size would save approximately $12 billion in just one year.
Going above and beyond that promise, and
frustrated with the current approach to deficit
spending, I joined three of my house colleagues in introducing 4 bills, each highlighting
specific programmatic cuts that together would
save $70 billion over the next ten years.
While small, across the board, percentage
cuts on spending bills as many of my colleagues in the House support is one way to
begin to reduce our overall spending, I believe
that now is the time to bring specific ideas to
the table. This prospect is not easy, and must
be done carefully and thoughtfully.
To that end, I joined with a group of colleagues similarly committed to cutting spending and drafted an amendment that would
have put in place a number of these types of
cuts. However, it became clear that my
amendment did not have the support it needed to pass. The Majority party was unwilling to
make the tough choices to cut spending, and
the Minority party refused to support an
amendment offered by the opposite party.
The intent of the Latham Amendment mirrors the intent Peters Amendment. The cuts in
this amendment are also in the spirit of the
recommendations set forth by the Administration. In his budget proposal, the President
worked with the Secretaries of each federal
agency to determine which programs work
and which programs don’t work. They worked
to determine which programs need more funding to reach their intended goal, and which
programs must be reorganized and even in
some cases terminated because they are ineffective or duplicative.
We must listen to our cabinet secretaries,
those with the most acute knowledge of the
inner workings of their agencies, and fund
their programmatic needs while cutting funding
for programs that they deem either ineffective
or complete in achieving their intended purpose.
Cutting budgets is never easy. Vulnerable
people who need assistance depend on our
help. Forward-thinking investment is critical to
long-term prosperity. Of particular importance
to me are housing programs—programs that I
have dedicated a significant portion of my career to improving and creating. I support these
programs in principle and am committed to ensuring their functions remain fulfilled. However,
in these situations where duplicate, inefficient,
and nonexistent programs are still receiving
funding, we must take action and make cuts,
both to protect taxpayer dollars and to protect
the populations these programs are intended
to serve. I am also acutely aware of the struggles of those in the transportation industry, especially in Connecticut, where the unemployment rate continues to grow. I intend to continue to look for ways to spur job creation
while bringing down our federal deficit.
The federal budgeting process should reflect
an effort to make cuts where alternative programs—public or private—could work better;
make investments in areas, like education and
infrastructure, the will fuel future prosperity;
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and change programs where efficiencies can
be achieved.
The amendment I supported today maintains those priorities while helping put our
country on a path toward fiscal sustainability.
f

INTRODUCING A RESOLUTION RECOGNIZING THE BLACK BARBERSHOP HEALTH OUTREACH PROGRAM’S CONTRIBUTION TO THE
NATIONAL
FIGHT
AGAINST
HEALTH DISPARITIES

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to introduce a resolution that recognizes the Black Barbershop Health Outreach Program, a unique initiative that seeks
to improve health outcomes in black communities across the country through education,
community involvement, research, and culturally relevant strategies.
African American men are especially vulnerable to the impacts of racial health disparities,
with the lowest average life expectancy of any
group in the United States. Due to various factors, including inadequate access to quality
health care services, African American men
suffer from disproportionately high rates of hypertension, diabetes, and other health conditions that are largely preventable and manageable. While a lack of trust, culture, and access
to routine primary care has prevented many
black men from significantly benefiting from
interventions and treatments for these conditions, black-owned barbershops have served
as cultural institutions in the black community
for generations and provide health advocates
with an opportunity to empower and educate
black men about their health in a trusted and
familiar space.
In 2007, the Black Barbershop Health Outreach Program was launched by the Diabetic
Amputation Prevention Foundation in an effort
to increase public awareness about cardiovascular disease, diabetes, and hypertension
among black men. By partnering with blackowned barbershops, as well as local leaders,
facilities, and organizations, the Black Barbershop Health Outreach Program provides culturally specific education and health services
to black men. These include screening for hypertension and diabetes; disseminating information on early detection, management, and
prevention; conducting research; and referring
men to facilities that can address additional
health and medical needs.
Since its founding, the Black Barbershop
Health Outreach Program has expanded its
initial focus on hypertension, diabetes, and
heart disease to include prostate cancer, and
continues to build upon its success. To date,
it has screened over 10,000 men in 230 blackowned barbershops for diabetes, hypertension, and prostate cancer across the country. The project’s organizers plan to screen
20,000 men in 2010 and 500,000 men by
2012. Furthermore, the Black Barbershop
Health Program will also target black-owned
beauty shops to reach black women, and take
a holistic approach to diagnosing, preventing,
and managing cardiovascular disease, hypertension, and diabetes in the black community.
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My resolution commends the Black Barbershop Health Outreach Program for its valuable
contribution to community health and the national fight against racial health disparities. In
addition, my resolution expresses a commitment to supporting organizations, programs,
and initiatives like the Black Barbershop
Health Outreach Program that empower individuals to become informed health advocates
in their communities.
Madam Speaker, culturally competent health
education and delivery methods are essential
to preventing and combating racial health disparities, and to maximizing the effectiveness
of interventions and treatments that seek to
achieve and support better health at the community level. I commend the Black Barbershop
Health Outreach Program for the important
work it does and remain committed to supporting community-oriented approaches to
health reform in health legislation and initiatives arising at both the state and federal levels.
f

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL
DEBT

HON. MIKE COFFMAN
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Madam Speaker,
today
our
national
debt
is
$13,246,508,860572.07.
On January 6th, 2009, the start of the 111th
Congress,
the
national
debt
was
$10,638,425,746,293.80.
This means the national debt has increased
by $2,608,083,114,278.27 so far this Congress.
This debt and its interest payments we are
passing to our children and all future Americans.
f

CELEBRATING THE 60TH WEDDING
ANNIVERSARY OF FRANCIS AND
HOBART MARCHANT

HON. KENNY MARCHANT
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. MARCHANT. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the 60th anniversary of the
marriage of Francis Helen Marchant and Hobart Clay Marchant. Francis and Hobart embody everything a couple should and have
created a legacy in their commitment to one
another that their 5 children carry on in their
own lives. As one of those five, I know this
very well. Throughout their lives, they have
dedicated themselves to the betterment of
those with whom they meet and know.
Francis Helen Jones was born in Cooper,
Texas on January 14, 1930. Hobart Clay
Marchant was born in Hilger, Texas on October 23, 1920. They were married on August
18, 1950, after Hobart served 5 years in the
U.S. Army Air Corps during World War II and
returned home. Hobart and Francis were both
raised by farming parents in Northeast Texas
but married in Grand Prairie, Texas, where
both worked.
Early in their marriage Hobart worked as a
carpenter. Soon after they wed, Hobart completed barber school in Fort Worth and worked
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as a small businessman while he and Francis
raised 5 children. Francis stayed at home to
raise the children, and sold Highlights Magazines, babysat, and ironed clothes to help
make ends meet.
Later in life, when their kids were grown,
both Francis and Hobart Marchant worked in
real estate. Hobart worked in the construction
of residential homes and Francis sold homes
for her husband and sons. Francis and Hobart
raised their children in Dallas, moving to
Carrollton in 1963 where they have lived ever
since. They began attending the Church of the
Nazarene over 50 years ago, and raised their
children in the church. They currently attend
Carrollton Church of the Nazarene, where they
are still actively involved.
Their children have grown up and blessed
them with 15 grandchildren and 5 great-grandchildren. All of the siblings still live in the area
close to their parents. Francis and Hobart
Marchant have created a legacy of enduring
love and commitment to family, church, and
service to their community. It is with recognition of these accomplishments that I ask all of
my distinguished colleagues to join me in honoring Francis and Hobart Marchant and congratulating them on 60 years of marriage.
f

HONORING ASSISTANT CHIEF BORDER PATROL AGENT WILLIE
BARBER

HON. HENRY CUELLAR
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CUELLAR. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to recognize the retirement of Assistant Chief
Border Patrol Agent Willie Barber of the Laredo, Texas Sector Border Patrol. Mr. Barber
has recently retired with a total of 31 years of
government service to our great Nation.
Willie Barber was born and raised in El
Paso, Texas. He has spent his career in 6 cities, driven by his devotion to service to our
country. Agent Barber and his wife, Maria L.
De La Rosa, have two children, Willie III and
Renee DeLu.
He began his career by serving 81⁄2 years in
the United States Air Force. He joined the
U.S. Border Patrol in 1988 and worked 71⁄2
years in the station of Rio Grande City, Texas.
He was later stationed in Brownsville, Texas,
where he served as a Supervisory Border Patrol Agent. Following that, Agent Barber
worked in Douglas, Arizona, as a Field Operations Supervisor. Afterwards, he traveled to
El Paso, Texas, where he worked as Special
Operations Supervisor. Barber then worked in
Washington, DC, as an Assistant Chief in the
Office of Border Patrol. Most recently, Agent
Barber served as Assistant Chief Patrol Agent
of the Laredo, Texas Sector Border Patrol.
Agent Barber is a 2008 distinguished graduate of Harvard University’s ‘‘Senior Executive
Fellows’’ program and a 2004 graduate of the
University of Texas at El Paso.
Madam Speaker, I am honored to have had
the time to recognize the dedication, commitment and leadership of Assistant Chief Border
Patrol Agent Willie Barber.

VerDate Mar 15 2010

02:02 Aug 01, 2010

E1519

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks

Jkt 089060

REGARDING JED WUNDERLICH

HON. JASON CHAFFETZ
OF UTAH

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Speaker, I come
before the House of Representatives to honor
an extraordinary young man, Jed Wunderlich,
from the heart of Utah’s third congressional
district, Milford, Utah.
Jed was born with hydrocephalus, and has
undergone numerous surgeries for his condition. Jed has experienced more physical pain
in his short life than many of us wily ever experience throughout our lifetimes. Yet through
his many surgeries and hospitalizations, he
has remained positive and serves as an inspiration for his Milford All South Cal Ripkin summer all-star baseball team.
Although Jed has never been on a baseball
team before, he has proven himself to be an
important member of Milford’s team. Despite
having no experience pitching, Jed’s coach,
Jacob Ihde, recently put Jed in as pitcher. Jed
proceeded to strike out three batters.
Jed is an inspiration to his classmates, the
people of Utah, and those who suffer from hydrocephalus. I am proud to honor his accomplishments and hope to see many more from
this motivating young man.
[From the Deseret News, July 22, 2010.]
MILFORD BOY INSPIRES TEAM, COMMUNITY
(By Cynthia Kimball Humphreys)
Milford, Beaver County.—Jed Wunderlich’s
positive attitude is probably why he wasn’t
cut from Milford’s All South Cal Ripkin
summer all-star baseball team even though
he’d never been on a team before.
And perhaps it was why coach Jacob Ihde,
after noticing the 11–year-old seemed down
after sitting on the bench for the first four
innings of a recent game, asked him if he
wanted to pitch. There was just one small
problem. Jed had never pitched before.
For a split second, Jed looked at his coach
in disbelief. Then he bolted to the mound as
though he knew what he was doing.
‘‘I was afraid for him,’’ said Jed’s mother,
Trish Wunderlich. ‘‘But I trusted the coaches
knew what they were doing.’’
Three strikeouts later, Jed was flying
high, smiling incessantly.
The crowd went wild standing and cheering
on their feet, moved to tears.
‘‘I just bawled,’’ said Milford coach Gary
Mayer.
Even umpire Merlin Figgins took off his
mask to wipe away tears.
Trish Wunderlich couldn’t contain herself.
After all, she’d seen her boy in pain and held
him so many times when it was unbearable—
especially in 2006 when he had what she calls
‘‘the big surgery’’ at Primary Children’s
Medical Center where he had his whole face
moved forward. An incision was made from
ear to ear, skull bone was cut then made bigger and eventually put back together again
in an 11–hour surgery.
A mid-face distracter was inserted behind
his right ear that Jed’s parents would have
to turn twice daily to help his skull grow.
The pain was excruciating for Jed and for his
parents, who not only had to turn the distracter, but also had to watch and hear Jed
scream and cry out in agony.
Jed was born with hydrocephalus (water on
the brain) and had undergone 60 surgeries by
the time he turned 11, the first when he was
just 8 months old after his parents wondered
why his head was so large at 2 weeks old. By
age 7, he would be diagnosed with Crusins
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Syndrome, a genetic disorder characteristic
of swelling on the brain. Most of his many
surgeries were shunt surgeries, where fluid is
drained from the brain. The Wunderliches
know Primary Children’s Medical Center all
too well, often staying there with Jed for 30
days at a time.
Even so, when his mother asks him, ‘‘How
come you smile so much?’’ He simply and
matter-of-factly
replies,
‘‘Because
I’m
happy.’’
‘‘He just draws people to him wherever he
goes,’’ she said.
‘‘I’ve had a couple of complete strangers
come up to us and say they get some kind of
vibe off of him,’’ added his father, Ryan
Wunderlich. ‘‘They don’t even know his
name or circumstances.’’
‘‘How did you feel when you where pitching?’’ Trish Wunderlich later asked her son.
‘‘Excited and happy,’’ is all he said.
‘‘None of his teammates say, ‘Why are you
putting Jed in?’ ’’ said grandmother Susan
Nettle proudly.
Milford Elementary School Principal Ben
Dalton, who has known Jed for five years,
spoke of how Jed was in and out of school for
several years, but worked hard to keep up
with his studies, never complaining, so that
he kept on track with his class.
‘‘He never asks to be treated differently,’’
he said.
‘‘The other kids in school really like him.
He has a lot of friends. He looks out for
them, and they look out for him even though
Jed’s been described as socially backward,
uncoordinated
and
quite
shy,’’
Trish
Wunderlich said. ‘‘In addition, he’s been selfconscious of his surgeries and the medical
equipment.’’
When asked how he likes playing on the
baseball team, Jed said, ‘‘I’m having a lot of
fun,’’ unaware of the positive impact he has
on others.
‘‘He’s always smiling, always happy, always pumped up,’’ Ihde said. ‘‘There aren’t
even words to describe what he means to our
team. We appreciate what he does. . . . It
makes us closer.’’
Asked to describe Jed in one word, 12-yearold teammate Garreth Mayer quickly replied, ‘‘Inspirational. We’re happy he’s on
our team. He’s the heart of our team.’’
‘‘There’s a lot more to coaching young kids
than wins and losses,’’ said tournament director Greg Excel.
And with determination and opportunity,
anything is possible.
Even three strikeouts from a boy who
never pitched a day in his life.
f

EPA WATER QUALITY REGULATION ON FLORIDA’S ECONOMY

HON. ADAM H. PUTNAM
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. PUTNAM. Madam Speaker, on October
15th, the EPA will finalize the first phase of an
unprecedented statewide water quality regulation which will have significant impacts on
Florida’s economy. While these regulations
only apply to Florida, it could have a regional
impact if our State’s taxpayers are held accountable for the quality of water flowing from
neighboring States. My colleagues should take
note of this as these regulations are likely to
arrive in your States and districts soon without
your input and without a debate on this floor.
Last year, the Obama administration and
the EPA entered into a legally binding agreement with environmental activists seeking to
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impose stringent numeric nutrient criteria for
water bodies in the State of Florida. It was
lawyers in a courtroom and not scientists in a
lab who set the standard and timeline on what
will be a costly endeavor that has not been
backed up by science.
These regulations could not come at a
worse time as they pose a significant threat to
Florida’s already weakened economy. A joint
Florida Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services and University of Florida study
indicates these regulations could cost Florida
over 14,500 jobs and $902 million to $1.6 billion annually, with additional indirect economic
impacts to the State of over $1 billion annually.
Even worse, there is significant debate in
the environmental community as to whether
these federal regulations will even benefit the
environment. The comments expressed by the
State and local agencies charged with protecting Florida’s waters raise serious concerns
about the methodology EPA used to develop
these regulations. Our State Department of
Environmental Protection says that ‘‘compliance will force an investment of billions of dollars without environmental benefit.’’ The scientists at DEP further claim that ‘‘EPA proposed criteria do not reflect a true relationship
between nutrient enrichment and the biological
health of Florida’s surface waters.’’
The South Florida Water Management District—the lead State agency charged with the
restoration of the Everglades—calls the current proposed implementation timeline ‘‘unrealistic’’ and that the proposed methodology has
real potential to disrupt Everglades restoration.
It is also questionable as to whether the
technology even exists for our local governments and private industries to meet the
standards proposed by EPA. Even if it does,
the costs imposed will flow to the consumer in
the form of higher utility bills.
But despite all the legitimate science based
concerns, EPA marches forward bound by a
consent decree they did not have to sign in
the first place. When members of the Florida
delegation met with EPA administrator Lisa
Jackson, she promised to review the rigor of
their science. The problem is, she did not
have the flexibility in time to review their own
science without getting permission from the
ones who sued them. Will this be the EPA’s
standard business practice for water quality
regulations in the future?
When Congress passed the Clean Water
Act, its intent was to create a collaborative approach with the Federal Government
partnering with the States to clean our Nation’s waters. It was not intended to promote
a heavy handed Washington-knows-best
agenda.
Of course, Floridians want cleaner water—
which is why our State has invested millions
collecting data on the effects of nutrients. Over
the past three decades, Floridians have successfully committed to substantial reductions
in phosphorous levels through an EPA-approved Total Maximum Daily Load, TMDL,
program. We are seeing the positive results of
these programs in water bodies across the
State.
I was pleased to learn that EPA would submit the part of its proposed rule which would
apply to estuaries, coastal waters, and flowing
waters in South Florida to their internal
Science Advisory Board. When EPA made this
announcement in June, their own press re-
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lease quoted the assistant administrator for
EPA’s Office of Water as saying:
An independent scientific peer review by
the SAB will ensure that the best available
science is our guide in developing clean
water standards for Florida’s coast.

Shouldn’t the best available science be afforded to north and central Florida as well?
Florida is one the most diverse States in
terms of its aquatic ecosystems, from the rare
coastal dune lakes in the panhandle to the
mangroves, swamps, and spring-fed lakes and
rivers throughout central Florida. An SAB review of only South Florida waters ignores this
diversity in the rest of the State.
I urge EPA to conduct a full SAB review of
this proposed rule for all Florida waters and to
modify its rulemaking in accordance with
SAB’s analysis so that Floridians can continue
to enjoy clean water, protected by a standard
that is achievable and supported by the best
available science.
f

HISTORY OF THE RADAR SITES OF
ICELAND

HON. JOE WILSON
OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Madam
Speaker, during the Cold War, Iceland served
as a listening station with four radar sites that
were manned by America’s brave men and
women in uniform to deter a Soviet bomber
nuclear attack on America. An organization in
Chapin, South Carolina, called the Iceland Reunion at www.usradarsitesiceland.com, is
dedicated to the memory of all of the men and
women who served on these U.S. radar sites.
The mission of this organization, chaired by
Retired Air Force Master Sergeant William A.
Chick, is to preserve and document the history
of the air defense of Iceland and the North Atlantic passage to the United States and the
Free World.
Mr. Chick encourages those interested in
preserving Cold War history to visit their informational website and also read, ‘‘The History
of the radar sites of Iceland’’ by Gerald H.
Tonnell which is the unofficial history of fifty
years of the strategic radar sites which successfully preserved peace and promoted freedom in the struggle between democracy and
communism with the ultimate victory over
communism.
I thank Mr. Chick and other members who
are working hard to preserve the memory and
the mission of those military surveillance operators who served our great nation. America
will always cherish the service of these patriots and the hosting by the people of our longtime NATO ally Iceland.
f

A TRIBUTE TO MR. JOSEPH A.
FRICK

HON. ROBERT A. BRADY
OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate my
friend, Joseph A. Frick, President and Chief
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Executive Officer of Independence Blue Cross,
on receiving the National Multiple Sclerosis
Society’s Hope Award. Mr. Frick’s work to improve Philadelphia exemplifies his upstanding
character and worthiness of receiving the
Hope Award.
A graduate of the University of Notre Dame
and Loyola College, Mr. Frick has a long and
impressive career of working for the people of
Philadelphia. For several years, Mr. Frick
worked at Philadelphia Newspapers Incorporated, the company that publishes the Philadelphia Inquirer and the Daily News, eventually being promoted to the Vice President of
Human Resources. Currently, Mr. Frick is
Chairman of the Board of Directors for Leadership Incorporated, a program preparing Philadelphia leaders like Mr. Frick himself, for influential roles in the community. He also has
served on the Board of Directors for Blue
Cross Blue Shield Association, the Greater
Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce, LaSalle
University, the Penjerdel Council, the Philadelphia Orchestra, and the Philadelphia Workforce Investment Board.
On October 22nd, Mr. Frick will be acknowledged by more than 600 attendees at the
Greater Delaware Valley Chapter of the National MS Society’s Reception in Philadelphia.
The Hope Award is the National Multiple Sclerosis Society’s highest honor and is only bestowed upon an individual who has taken the
initiative to affect the community through philanthropic service and community leadership.
Mr. Frick’s philanthropic work has benefitted
more than 13,000 people in the Greater Delaware Valley who live with MS, and he is greatly deserving of this honor.
Mr. Frick’s impressive career proves a longstanding commitment to the people of Philadelphia. Madam Speaker, I ask that you and
my other distinguished colleagues join me in
honoring my friend, Joseph A. Frick, for his
work in Philadelphia and congratulate him on
receiving the Hope Award.
f

ST. CECILIA ACADEMY

HON. MARSHA BLACKBURN
OF TENNESSEE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker, 150
years ago, four women from Somerset, Ohio
arrived in Nashville, Tennessee to establish an
Academy for the higher education of young
women in the Diocese of Nashville. Run by
the Congregation of St. Cecilia, Tennessee’s
only Motherhouse of Dominican Sisters, St.
Cecilia’s Academy boasts 2,500 alumnae from
the oldest continuously operated school in
Nashville. I rise today with gratitude for the
hard work and dedication by the Sisters of St.
Cecilia, and the faculty and staff of St.
Cecilia’s Academy.
St. Cecilia’s Academy, the only all-girls,
Catholic high school in Middle Tennessee, first
opened its doors in October of 1860 in North
Nashville. Borrowing lanterns from local rail
yards to light the grounds, the first commencement exercises were held in June of 1862.
Two young women of St. Cecilia’s Academy
celebrated their graduation that day, along
with a thousand guests, all in the throws of the
Civil War. Despite the financial toll of the War,
St. Cecilia’s remained operational, and indeed
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flourished in the years to follow. Additions to
the school on the hill came in 1880, 1888, and
1904. Following the westward expansion of
Nashville, 92 acres of land was purchased in
West Nashville in 1923 and the site of the current campus was established on the feast of
St. Cecilia, 1956.
What began with as a small boarding school
is now the academic home for over 250 witnesses to the school’s belief in the dignity of
the individual, made in the image of the Almighty. Grounded in rich academic traditions,
St. Cecilia’s Academy has four times been
recognized by the Acton Institute as one of the
top catholic high schools in America. I ask my
colleagues to join me in celebrating the sesquicentennial founding of St. Cecilia’s Academy as we look with great hope to the next
150 years of excellence in education.
f

HONORING THE WORK OF THE
NORTHWEST PHYSICIANS NETWORK
FOR
RECEIVING
THE
PIERCE COUNTY HEALTH CARE
CHAMPIONS
2010
BUSINESS
AWARD

HON. ADAM SMITH

INTRODUCING A BILL TO IMPROVE
DIABETES
SCREENING
FOR
MEDICARE BENEFICIARIES

HON. LEE TERRY
OF NEBRASKA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. TERRY. Madam Speaker, I rise today
with my colleagues, Representatives SPACE,
CASTLE and DEGETTE, to introduce a bill that
will improve diabetes screening for Medicare
beneficiaries. The bill we are introducing will
direct the Secretary of HHS to review utilization of screening programs and establish an
outreach program to improve screening
awareness.
According to the American Diabetes Association, a sizeable 32 percent of Americans
over the age of 65 have diabetes and of that
group, 46 percent remain undiagnosed. In my
district alone, 41,000 seniors are living with diabetes. CMS data reflects that only 11.5 percent of Medicare beneficiaries take advantage
of diabetes screening benefits. Awareness of
screening benefits, diagnosis and early treatment are key components to ensuring that our
seniors are healthy and helping to reduce
overall costs to health care.
I encourage my colleagues to take a close
look at this bill and consider becoming a cosponsor.
f

OF WASHINGTON

COMMENDING AIR TRAFFIC
CONTROLLERS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010

SPEECH OF

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to honor the Northwest Physicians
Network for receiving the Health Care Champions 2010 Business Award for providing excellent health care and treatment for patients.

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

In 1995, a group of physicians came together under the common goal of providing
better and more coordinated health care for
their community. With this goal in mind, they
created the Northwest Physicians Network.
Since its founding, the network has since
grown to include over 500 independent physicians and numerous practices rooted in communities throughout the Pacific Northwest. The
network strives to offer the best health care
possible, starting with building lasting physician-patient relationships.
On May 25, 2010, the Health Care Champions program, a partnership between the
Business Examiner and the Pierce County
Medical Society, presented the Northwest
Physicians Network with the 2010 Business
Award. The Health Care Champions recognize
the Northwest Physicians Network’s Fit Futures Employee Wellness Program and the organization’s dedication, exceptional service,
and professionalism in medical practice. The
award was presented at the Pierce County
Health Care Champions annual awards ceremony held at the Tacoma Museum of Glass in
downtown Tacoma, Washington.
Madam Speaker, I congratulate the Northwest Physicians Network on receiving the
Pierce County Health Care Champions 2010
Business Award and the outstanding work of
the entire Northwest Physicians Network staff.
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HON. BETTY McCOLLUM
OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 27, 2010
Ms. MCCOLLUM. Madam Speaker, I rise in
support of H. Res. 1401, a resolution expressing gratitude for the contributions of the air
traffic controllers of the United States.
The women and men who work as air traffic
controllers are dedicated to the protection of
the flying public. On a daily basis, their work
requires quick and skilled reactions to complex
and dangerous situations. The safety of our air
space is required all day, every day of the
year—including holidays. More than 15,600
Federal air traffic controllers, 1,250 civilian
contract controllers, and more than 9,000 military controllers are committed to meeting this
demand. Air traffic controllers allow all Americans to travel with assurance of safety and
speed of travel.
These individuals are quiet heroes deserving of recognition. With continued growth in air
travel, the United States must invest in the
modernization of our air traffic control system.
These dedicated workers require the resources to carry out their mission.
f

HONORING THE WINNERS
PARTICIPANTS
OF
THE
CROSSFIT GAMES

AND
2010

HON. JOHN SULLIVAN
OF OKLAHOMA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SULLIVAN. Madam Speaker, it is with
great pleasure that I rise today to honor the
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winners and participants of the 2010 CrossFit
Games held in Carson, California from July 16
to July 18, 2010.
CrossFit was created in the mid-80s by
former gymnast Greg Glassman. When it was
first introduced, it was a completely different
form of physical training that was developed to
enhance an individual’s competency at all
physical tasks and functional movements in
everyday life. Greg Glassman moved to Santa
Cruz, California, in 1995, and he and wife
Lauren Glassman opened the first independent CrossFit gym there in 1999. Since
then, CrossFit has expanded to about 1,900
affiliated gyms worldwide, with each operating
as its own independent small business.
While at first, the concepts and training associated with CrossFit seem to be aimed for
the elite athlete, military special operations
units, police academies and tactical operations
teams, the fact that it has grown so much so
quickly is a testament to CrossFit’s ideology
that the needs of the average person, like myself, and the Olympic athlete differ by degree
not kind. This is especially important today,
when my state of Oklahoma and our nation
faces an obesity epidemic that is not only
straining our health care system, but causing
chronic health conditions like diabetes, heart
disease and cancer. The medical benefits, increased self confidence, and stress reduction
that can come from athletic activity help contribute to a healthier, more productive Oklahoma and nation.
There is no better test of all around fitness,
not focusing on one single type of event, than
the CrossFit Games, where multiple and varied workouts are held each day over a three
day competition. The workouts over the duration of each day are not announced until a few
hours before each event which means that the
athletes are training for a competition whose
format is almost completely a mystery. One of
the workouts in this year’s Games was the following:
Event 2a—For time (22 min cap): run 1,200
meters, 63 kettlebell swings (55/36 lbs.), 36
pull-ups, run 800 meters, 42 kettlebell swings
(55/36 lbs.), 24 pull-ups, run 400 meters, 21
kettlebell swings (55/36 lbs.), and 12 pull-ups.
Event 2b—Within 90 seconds of completing
Event 2a: 1 rep max Shoulder-to-Overhead.
Approximately 4000 men and women initially entered the preliminary events earlier this
year to not only competing for a spot in the
Games but to challenge oneself. The large
number of contenders eventually narrowed
down to 45 men and 41 women competing for
the claim as the fittest in the world. Every single individual competitor, masters athlete and
affiliate team earned the right to compete
through old-fashioned hard work and dedication to physical fitness.
I.want to congratulate the winners of the individual competition, who can now say they
are among the fittest athletes in the world,
Graham Holmberg from New Albany, Ohio
and Kristan Clever from Sherman Oaks, California. Both athletes not only exhibited great
skill, but gut-wrenching effort that ultimately
put them on top. They are an inspiration to all
that hard work pays off in the end.
I would also like to congratulate the affiliate
team winner of the Games, CrossFit Fort Vancouver, as well as the masters category individual competition winners Laurie Carver and
Brian Curley.
Finally, I would like to congratulate my
hometown gym in Tulsa, Oklahoma, CrossFit
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Sky, that competed in the affiliate completion
and finished 30th. I witnessed firsthand all the
hard work and dedication that ultimately granted them a spot in the Games. The members
of CrossFit Sky’s affiliate team are Amy
Quimby, Hollace Fugate, Mandy Malloy, Sean
Malloy, Brian Head, Tom Sharp, Aaron Fugate
and Mike Quimby.
The CrossFit Games are only a small part
of CrossFit as a whole which is ultimately
spreading the desire to make oneself live a
healthier and more productive lifestyle. It is
available to everyone, not just elite athletes.
The same concepts behind CrossFit used to
train elite athletes can be used for people of
all ages to help them reach their fitness goals.
Tony Budding from CrossFit headquarters
couldn’t have said it any better, ‘‘CrossFit is
really about helping others achieve their goals.
For even the top athletes, their achievements
are temporary, whereas the impact we make
on others is lasting.’’
I rise today not only to honor these great
athletes who have not only achieved the ultimate success of being named among the fittest in the world, but to celebrate the sport of
fitness in general. In an era when we are
faced with less time for physical activity and
the temptation and convenience of unhealthy
food, it is important for all Americans to take
simple steps to live long and better lives, especially considering the obesity epidemic facing my state of Oklahoma and our Nation. I
believe CrossFit is helping in this fight against
obesity and I challenge all Americans to challenge themselves to live a healthier lifestyle.
f

IN HONOR OF THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF HARRIS RF COMMUNICATIONS IN ROCHESTER, NY

HON. LOUISE McINTOSH SLAUGHTER
OF NEW YORK

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. SLAUGHTER. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in order to express my sincere congratulations to Harris RF Communications on celebrating its 50th anniversary.
The division is a shining example of how a
sense of entrepreneurship and perseverance
can leave a lasting impression on an industry
and a community.
Started by Bill Stolze, Elmer Schwittek,
Roger Bettin and Herbert VandenBrul in 1960,
the outfit has transformed itself from a basement operation in Rochester, NY to a $2 billion dollar business in international company
producing cutting edge technology.
It is especially fitting that we celebrate this
achievement as this radio is used and sought
after by every branch of the U.S. Department
of Defense as well as several of our ally nations. Today, their radios are seen not only as
meeting industry standards, but surpassing
them with their tbrward looking technology.
Their products contain next-generation communications capabilities that are designed to
be compatible with existing communications
systems. Moreover, they can be upgraded in
the future to grow as new software and
encryption technology advances.
It is this superior design and production,
which was recognized by the U.S. Army as
one of 2007’s greatest inventions that leaves
me confident that our troops and those of our
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allies are in good hands while using Harris RF
Communications products.
The company, which has given so much to
the industry, should also be commended on
their dedication to the community. Their mark
has not only been felt through their donations
to local educational institutions, but by participating in mentoring youth in engineering such
as the newly established Harris Scholars Program for economically disadvantaged young
girls.
However, no achievement is won alone, so
I would also like to recognize all of Harris’
local employees for the critical work they perform every day in support of our soldiers.
Their care and dedication assure me that
there are many more years of innovative products to come.
f

INTER-LOCAL PENSION FUND BILL

HON. RICHARD E. NEAL
OF MASSACHUSETTS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. NEAL. Madam Speaker, I rise today to
introduce legislation to improve the retirement
savings of hard-working union members. Specifically, members of the Inter-Local Pension
Fund of the Graphic Communications Conference of the International Brotherhood of
Teamsters do not have access to some of the
same retirement provisions that other workers
do. And I think it simply makes no sense.
The Fund, formed in 1950, is a 501(c)(18)
pension trust that provides benefits to 12,500
active and 20,000 retired union members.
Sixty-eight local affiliated unions participate in
the Fund, and benefits are financed entirely by
employee contributions and the earnings
thereon. Section 501(c)(18) provides a tax exemption for a pension trust created before
June 25, 1959 and funded solely by employee
contributions. Further, the pension plan of
which the trust is part must satisfy certain nondiscrimination tests. The Fund appears to be
the sole remaining section 501(c)(18) pension
trust in existence.
Madam Speaker, my legislation would simply apply the same cap to annual contributions
to 501(c)(18) pension trusts that applies to annual elective deferrals in 401(k) plans. Those
caps for workers in 401(k) plans are also adjusted for inflation. Without such parity the
Fund’s pension value will continue to decline.
These workers deserve to be on equal ground
as 401(k) participants.
Additionally, the legislation makes available
to the Fund the same exception from the debtfinanced real property rules currently available
to section 401 pension trusts allowing for better diversification of assets.
In closing, Madam Speaker, these provisions will allow the Fund to better serve its
union members and do so in sync with its tax
exempt purpose of providing self-funded employee benefits. I urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting this legislation.
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TRIBUTE TO MRS. MABLE A.
WATKINS-CASS ON THE OCCASION OF HER 75TH BIRTHDAY

HON. BOBBY L. RUSH
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. RUSH. Madam Speaker, I rise today to
pay tribute to and honor a distinguished constituent, community leader, humanitarian, and
family woman, Mrs. Mable A. Watkins-Cass,
on the occasion of her 75th birthday. A native
of Holly Springs, Mississippi, Mrs. WatkinsCass and her parents moved to Chicago in
her early teens. She graduated from the Chicago Public Schools and attended Wilson Junior College in Chicago.
A retired employee of the Chicago Public
Schools, Mrs. Watkins-Cass remains active in
the Morgan Park community of my congressional district. She is the mother of four adult
children, a grandmother and great-grandmother and is a dedicated member of the
Vernon Park Church of God on the southside
of Chicago.
Mrs. Watkins-Cass continues a lifelong commitment towards making a difference in the
lives of other people. She is a shining example of how God can use even the ordinary to
accomplish the extraordinary. She has endeavored to share the wisdom and knowledge
that God has granted her with others to enable them to prosper in knowledge and wisdom. Indeed, many who have had the privilege of knowing and associating with her have
come to recognize that they are much better
the person as a result.
Madam Speaker, it is my great honor to pay
tribute to and congratulate my constituent and
friend, Mrs. Mable A. Watkins-Cass on the occasion of her 75th birthday. I want to encourage her to continue to let her light so shine
that men and women will see her good works
and give glory to God in Heaven. I am privileged to enter these words into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the United States House of
Representatives.
f

STATEMENT HONORING THE ACCOMPLISHMENTS
OF
CONTINENTAL STRUCTURAL PLASTICS
(CSP), LLC-SAREPTA, LOUISIANA

HON. JOHN FLEMING
OF LOUISIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. FLEMING. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to honor the hard work and dedication of a
local Louisiana manufacturer. The manufacturer that I am recognizing has demonstrated
innovation in manufacturing operations and
business growth, as well as a commitment to
community involvement.
Continental Structural Plastics (CSP), LLC—
Sarepta, located within my district in Louisiana, has been providing innovative and
technical solutions to Louisiana manufacturers
since 1997. The economic impact that CSPSarepta brings to North Louisiana is significant. The facility employs more than 1180
people with an annual payroll of $5 million.
This local manufacturer has made noteworthy
advances in productivity throughout their organization resulting in substantial growth. Because of these accomplishments, CSP-
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Sarepta a will be honored by the Manufacturing Extension Partnership of Louisiana
(MEPOL), with the Fifth annual Platinum
Award for Continued Excellence, PACE
Award.
MEPOL, a non-profit business resource
based at the University of Louisiana at Lafayette, serves to provide business and technical
assistance to emerging and established manufacturing firms throughout the State of Louisiana. Since 1997, MEPOL, based on a philosophy of education, encouragement, and
empowerment, has worked with manufacturers
such as CSP-Sarepta to increase their productivity and profitability.

World Trade Center Tacoma, this award is
presented annually to honor businesses’ and
individuals’ contributions to the region’s strong
international economy.
Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join
me in congratulating Lieutenant Governor
Brad Owen on this impressive achievement,
and celebrate his many contributions to growth
of international trade in Washington State.
f

RECOGNIZING 50TH ANNIVERSARY
OF ‘‘TO KILL A MOCKINGBIRD’’
SPEECH OF

HON. LAURA RICHARDSON

f

OF CALIFORNIA

HONORING SAVAGE PRECISION
FABRICATION

HON. RALPH M. HALL
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to honor Savage Precision Fabrication
for being named the Small Business Subcontractor of the Year.
Savage Precision Fabrication, and its owner
W.T. Gardner, represent the very best of the
American entrepreneurial spirit. The company
is a Native American and Veteran owned business, founded by W.T. Gardner and his business partner and wife, JoAnn. The company
started as a one man shop fabricating sheet
metal components with only $2,000 worth of
tools and equipment, and now boasts over $4
million in annual sales, and is a preferred
manufacturer in the aerospace and defense
industry.
I am proud to have a company like Savage
Precision in my district. Small businesses like
this are what make America great, and I would
again like to congratulate Savage Precision for
their accomplishments and service to our
country.
f

HONORING THE ACHIEVEMENT OF
LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR BRAD
OWEN, RECIPIENT OF THE 2010
GEORGE FRANCIS TRAIN INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS COMMEMORATIVE AWARD

HON. ADAM SMITH
OF WASHINGTON

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to honor Lieutenant Governor Brad
Owen for his contribution to the growth of
international trade in Washington State.
Brad Owen has served as Washington
State’s 15th Lieutenant Governor, first elected
to the position in 1996. Since taking office,
Lieutenant Governor Owen has been a leader
on trade, conducting many foreign trade missions and advocating for stronger economic
and international ties for Washington State.
The Tacoma-Pierce County Chamber of
Commerce presented Lieutenant Governor
Brad Owen with the 2010 George Francis
Train International Business Commemorative
Award on June 2, 2010. Given at the annual
Tacoma Globe Awards Dinner, hosted by the
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Monday, July 26, 2010
Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of H. Res. 1525, which
recognizes the 50th anniversary of the classic
novel To Kill a Mockingbird, which was written
by Nelle Harper Lee of Monroeville, Alabama.
This novel has become an American classic
and every year thousands of students across
the country read it and grapple with the significant moral issues that it raises.
I thank Chairman TOWNS for his leadership
in bringing this bill to the floor. I would also
like to thank Congressman BONNER for introducing this important measure.
Growing up in Monroeville, Alabama, Harper
Lee was no stranger to the racial injustice of
the American South in the first half of the 20th
Century. In 1960, she decided to publish a
novel channeling the racial climate she experienced during her youth. This novel, To Kill a
Mockingbird, is considered one of the greatest
American novels of our time. Its depiction of
racial inequality as seen through the eyes of
a child offers a unique and insightful view of
American race relations in the segregated
South.
Madam Speaker, when I was growing up,
students across the country read To Kill a
Mockingbird in high school. While discussing
the novel with one of my interns, Brittni Hamilton, I learned that she read the novel as early
as middle school. I guess such a classic novel
that raises such important issues about the
social and moral character of our nation cannot wait until high school any longer. In any
case, I am pleased that all the young people
in our nation are exposed to the timeless
moral lessons of To Kill a Mockingbird.
Madam Speaker, Harper Lee’s novel is classic. In addition to winning a Pulitzer Prize, To
Kill a Mockingbird has also earned Harper Lee
induction into the American Academy of Arts
and Letters as well as the Presidential Medal
of Freedom. Since first being published in
1960, it has sold over 30 million copies. I am
proud that our nation continues to cherish and
appreciate this landmark literary achievement.
I urge my colleagues to join me in supporting this resolution.
f

THE KINGDOM OF MOROCCO:
FRIEND OR FOE?

HON. FRANK R. WOLF
OF VIRGINIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. WOLF. Madam Speaker, I would like to
draw the attention of my colleagues to a letter
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I recently sent to Secretary of State Hillary
Clinton as well as reports from nongovernmental organizations, NGOs, regarding human
rights and religious freedom in Morocco and
the Moroccan occupied territory of Western
Sahara.
Since March, dozens of U.S. citizens and
foreign nationals have been expelled from Morocco without due process on charges of proselytism. In the wake of this action, I have repeatedly called on the board of the Millennium
Challenge Corporation to suspend the $697.5
million compact with the government of Morocco. As Americans deal with tough economic times, it is unacceptable for U.S. taxpayer dollars to continue to flow into a country
which flagrantly disregards the rights of U.S.
citizens.
I am continuing to press the MCC to act decisively to suspend the compact with Morocco
until the government of Morocco agrees to the
return of all United States citizens affected by
the expulsions, thereby sending a clear message that these actions by a purported ally will
not be tolerated.
Morocco’s recent actions may seem surprising to many, but to those who have followed events in the Moroccan occupied territory of the Western Sahara, this is business
as usual for the Moroccan government.
Yet the Obama administration has remained
notably silent on these issues despite repeated calls from within the Congress to address these grave injustices. Just yesterday,
the Senate Appropriations Committee passed
its version of the FY 2011 State and Foreign
Operations Appropriations measures which
‘‘directed the Secretary of State to submit a
report not later than 45 days after the enactment of this act, detailing steps taken by the
Government of Morocco in the previous 12
months on human rights, including deportation
of U.S. citizens in Morocco without due process of law, and whether it is allowing all persons to advocate freely their views regarding
the status and future of the Western Sahara
through the exercise of their rights to peaceful
expression and association, and to document
violations of human rights in the territory without harassment.’’
I submit for the RECORD my letter to Secretary Clinton as well as reports by highly respected NGOs clearly illustrate Morocco’s disregard for the basic principles of human rights
and religious freedom as outlined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 28, 2010.
Hon. HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON,
Secretary of State,
Washington DC.
DEAR SECRETARY CLINTON: I write today to
express my continued concern about the situation involving Americans in Morocco and
urge you to issue a strong statement in support of the American citizens whose lives
have been uprooted by the Moroccan government’s recent actions. I ask that either you
or President Obama call on the Moroccan
government to unconditionally allow all
those expelled or denied reentry to return to
Morocco.
Just yesterday, yet another U.S. citizen,
Mike Hutchinson, was denied reentry into
Morocco. This came after repeated assurances by the Moroccan government to the
U.S. Embassy in Rabat that the expulsion
order issued to Mr. Hutchinson last month
had been suspended and he was free to reenter the country at a time of his choosing.
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Meanwhile, the U.S. Embassy in Rabat remained blissfully unaware of the events unfolding at the airport. It is my understanding the U.S. Embassy had been contacted and was fully aware of Mr.
Hutchinson’s intentions to reenter Morocco
and had in its possession the details of his
flight itinerary. However, embassy officials
failed to communicate Mr. Hutchinson’s
planned reentry to the Moroccan government to ensure his passage into the country.
The U.S. Embassy in Rabat has an obligation to defend and protect American interests in Morocco. This instance demonstrates
a clear failure by U.S. government officials
to carry out their basic duties. An American
embassy should be an island of freedom
which vigorously represents the interests of
the United States and its citizens. These
events clearly reflect that the U.S. Embassy
in Rabat is falling short of its obligations.
Despite all this, U.S. taxpayer dollars continue to pour into Morocco through the Millennium Challenge Corporation (MCC). The
stated purpose of the MCC is to form ‘‘partnerships with some of the world’s poorest
countries, but only those committed to: good
governance, economic freedom, and investments in their citizens.’’ As a precondition
to receiving MCC funds, the government of
Morocco was evaluated on 17 key indicators
of eligibility.
A recent report by the Government Accountability Office (GAO) on the Millennium
Challenge Corporation found that on the 17
key indicators ‘‘Morocco met MCC’s eligibility criteria in 2005 and 2006 but has failed
each year since.’’ The failure of the government of Morocco to meet the criteria for
four consecutive years shows a clear unwillingness to live up to the pledges made when
awarded the MCC compact. The recent expulsion and denial of reentry to U.S. citizens engaged in work which provided humanitarian
services to the people of Morocco should
erase any doubt about Morocco’s commitment to the core principles of the MCC.
It is unacceptable for U.S. taxpayer dollars
to continue to flow into Morocco under these
circumstances. By failing to suspend the
MCC compact with Morocco, the United
States sends a message to the world that we
are willing to turn a blind eye to injustice,
even when the interests of our own citizens
are at stake.
Thank you for your attention to this important matter and I look forward to your
response.
Best wishes.
Sincerely,
FRANK R. WOLF,
Member of Congress.
[From the Economist, July 29, 2010]
STOP PREACHING OR GET OUT
Evangelical Christians In the poor world
are rarely accused of undermining public
order. All the more surprising, then, that in
recent months around a hundred have been
deported from Morocco for just that. The
Christians, mostly from the United States
and Europe, have been accused of trying to
convert Muslims to Christianity, a crime
punishable by imprisonment under Moroccan
law, which protects the freedom to practise
one’s faith but forbids any attempt to convert others.
Rules against proselytising are quite common in Muslim countries but Morocco has
long enjoyed a reputation as a bastion of religious tolerance in the region. Almost all
the country’s 32m citizens are Sunni Muslims but churches and synagogues exist,
alongside mosques, to cater for the 1% of the
people who are Christian or Jewish.
Such open-mindedness presumably appealed to the Christian missionaries who ran
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the ‘‘Village of Hope’’ home for children
80km (50 miles) south of Fez, a former capital known for religion and scholarship. The
16 aid-workers had cared for abandoned children for over a decade when, in March, the
Moroccan authorities sent inspectors to the
orphanage, then gave the workers a few
days’ notice to leave the country. Witnesses
reported distraught farewells between the
Moroccan children and the foreigners who
had acted as foster parents.
Morocco’s
communications
minister,
Khaled Nacirl, said the missionaries ‘‘took
advantage of the poverty of some families
and targeted their young children’’. The aidworkers deny pumping the children with
Christianity. But sympathisers say that even
if they did, a few hours of preaching was a
small price to pay for education and pastoral
care. There have been further expulsions
since then, most recently of an evangelical
Spanish teacher.
Local residents are quick to point out that
it is not only Christians who have been targets; last year a similar campaign was waged
against Morocco’s even smaller population of
Shia Muslims. But the motivation for the
crackdowns is probably political more than
religious. Morocco’s constitution is based on
the hereditary position of the king as ‘‘commander of the faithful’’. Any drift of Muhammad VI’s subjects away from the dominant
stream of moderate Sunni Islam might, his
advisers fear, diminish his authority.
The American branch of an evangelical
organisation, Open Doors, which speaks up
for persecuted Christians across the world, is
backing a campaign by a Republican congressman, Frank Wolf, to press the Moroccans to be kinder to the evangelicals. Seeing
that Morocco is one of America’s closest
Arab allies, the American administration
has been notably silent.
[From the Star Tribune, July 24, 2010]
IS OUR MAN IN MOROCCO UP TO THE JOB?
(By Katherine Kersten)
Minneapolis lawyer Sam Kaplan—a DFL
fundraiser extraordinaire—was a member of
Barack Obama’s national campaign-finance
committee. In 2009, Obama rewarded him by
naming him ambassador to Morocco.
The exotic posting must have seemed a
plum job. Morocco has been known as an
oasis among Arab nations—largely free of
the repression that mars so many other Muslim countries. It’s ‘‘the opportunity of a lifetime for a guy from Minnesota,’’ Kaplan enthused to the Star Tribune in April.
But since Kaplan’s arrival, Morocco has
turned from a diplomatic dream job to a depressing despotic reality. Since March, it has
expelled about 100 foreigners, including 50
U.S. citizens. Among the deportees were foster parents at an orphanage, businesspeople
and aid workers who taught the poor to grow
their own food.
Their crime? Christian ‘‘proselytizing’’—
against the law in this Muslim monarchy.
On June 17, some deportees told their
heart-wrenching stories at a hearing convened by Rep. Frank Wolf, R–Va, cochairman
of Congress’s Human Rights Commission.
Witnesses included Eddie and Lynn
Padilla, foster parents at Village of Hope orphanage. The orphanage—which has both
Christian and Muslim staff—cared for 33
abandoned children and had operated for 10
years with official approval. But in March,
the police moved in and swept through children’s bedrooms while they slept, searching
for Christian literature.
After three days of grilling, the Padillas
and others were given two hours to clear out,
as their children sobbed in anguish. Though
no evidence was presented, their assets were
seized and their bank accounts frozen. Since
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their departure, there is evidence that some
children have been beaten or drugged.
Witness Michael Cloud, also a Christian,
founded 12 centers that treat Moroccan children with cerebral palsy. Cloud testified that
authorities barred his reentry as he tried to
return from Egypt (where his wife was being
treated for cancer). He was held for 13 hours
and deported with no explanation. The ‘‘hard
work’’ of 14 years was lost, he stated.
So how’s our man Sam Kaplan doing defending American citizens from these egregious human-rights violations?
The Padillas testified that the U.S. Embassy had no time for them during their ordeal: ‘‘They just told us, ‘‘Do what they are
telling you to do.’ They offered no help . . .
[or] any kind of counsel, just pack and go.’’
Cloud testified that when he sought help, the
embassy just gave him a list of lawyers.
At the hearing, international-law expert
Sandra Bunn-Livingstone stated that despite
victims’ pleas, Kaplan refused to release a
Moroccan government diplomatic note with
a list of deportees, citing protocol. As a result, ‘‘Americans who would like to appeal
under Moroccan law . . . have been refused
that right’’ since they lack written proof of
expulsion, she said. The British and Canadian governments did hand over such notes,
she added.
Perhaps Kaplan had other priorities. ‘‘A
few weeks ago,’’ Cloud testified, ‘‘the American embassy in Rabat brought Moroccans to
Washington, D.C., and fed them and housed
them to help them brainstorm on how to
build businesses in the Muslim world.’’
That would make sense. According to the
embassy website, Kaplan’s goal as ambassador is ‘‘to help fulfill President Obama’s
vision of a new beginning for U.S. relations
with the Muslim world based on mutual respect and . . . mutual interest.’’
In April, Kaplan responded to critics. He
told the Star Tribune he had released a
statement saying that the embassy was ‘‘distressed’’ by the expulsions. ‘‘We hope to see
meaningful improvements in the application
of due process,’’ he wrote.
What’s Kaplan doing to alleviate distress
and promote due process?
A top priority seems to be to impress the
Moroccan media, which complained that his
statement had ‘‘stepped over the diplomatic
line,’’ according to the Star Tribune. ‘‘When
your press has been almost unanimously
positive for 51⁄2 months, the change is something that is different,’’ Kaplan explained.
Cozy relations with the Moroccan monarchy are another priority. According to the
Star Tribune, ‘‘Kaplan noted that King Mohammed has spoken about judicial reform in
the past.’’
‘‘We’re not speaking out in contrast to
what the government has said,’’ Kaplan told
the paper. ‘‘We’re simply joining with His
Majesty and saying if we can be helpful, we’d
like to do that.’’
Wolf rejects this. ‘‘An American embassy
should be an island of freedom’’ in the country where it’s located, vigorously advocating
for its citizens, he says. ‘‘Every ambassador
has to decide whether to represent Americans’ interests in the country they’re in or
whether to represent the country they’re in
to America.’’
Looks like Kaplan has made his choice.
[From Freedom House]
FREEDOM IN THE WORLD—WESTERN SAHARA
(2010)
Talks between the Moroccan government
and the pro-independence Polisario Front
continued in 2009, but the two sides remained
at odds over whether to allow a referendum
on independence. Pro-independence activists
continued to be detained and harassed, and

E:\CR\FM\A30JY8.070

E30JYPT1

July 30, 2010

the conditions on the ground for most
Sahrawis remained poor.
Western Sahara was ruled by Spain for
nearly a century until Spanish troops withdrew in 1976, following a bloody guerrilla
conflict with the pro-independence Popular
Front for the Liberation of Saguia el-Hamra
and Rio de Oro (Polisario Front). Mauritania
and Morocco both ignored Sahrawi aspirations and claimed the resource-rich region
for themselves, agreeing to a partition in
which Morocco received the northern twothirds. However, the Polisario Front proclaimed an independent Sahrawi Arab Democratic Republic and continued its guerrilla
campaign. Mauritania renounced its claim to
the region in 1979, and Morocco filled the
vacuum by annexing the entire territory.
Moroccan and Polisario forces engaged in a
low-intensity armed conflict until the
United Nations brokered a ceasefire in 1991.
The agreement called for residents of Western Sahara to vote in a referendum on independence the following year, to be supervised
by the newly established UN Mission for a
Referendum in Western Sahara (MINURSO).
However, the vote never took place, with the
two sides failing to agree on voter eligibility.
Morocco tried to bolster its annexation by
offering financial incentives for Moroccans
to move to Western Sahara and for Sahrawis
to move to Morocco. Morocco also used more
coercive measures to assert its control, engaging in forced resettlements of Sahrawis
and long-term detention and ‘‘disappearances’’ of pro-independence activists.
In 2004, the Polisario Front accepted the
UN Security Council’s Baker II plan (named
after former UN special envoy and U.S. secretary of state James Baker), which called
for up to five years of autonomy followed by
a referendum on the territory’s status. However, Morocco rejected the plan, as it could
lead to independence, and in 2007 offered its
own autonomy plan.
Because the Polisario Front remained
committed to an eventual referendum on
independence, the two sides failed to make
meaningful progress in several rounds of
talks that started in 2007 and continued
through 2009. Also in 2009, some UN Security
Council members expressed concern about
the human rights situation and proposed
that
the
council
consider
expanding
MINURSO’s mandate.

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

POLITICAL RIGHTS AND CIVIL LIBERTIES

As the occupying force in Western Sahara,
Morocco controls local elections and works
to ensure that independence-minded leaders
are excluded from both the local political
process and the Moroccan Parliament.
Western Sahara is not listed separately on
Transparency International’s Corruption
Perceptions Index, but corruption is believed
to be at least as much of a problem as it is
in Morocco.
According to the Moroccan constitution,
the press is free, but this is not the case in
practice. There is little in the way of independent Sahrawi media. Moroccan authorities are sensitive to any reporting that is not
in line with the state’s official position on
Western Sahara, and they continue to expel
or detain Sahrawi, Moroccan, and foreign reporters who write critically on the issue.
Human Rights Watch (HRW) reported that In
October 2009, plainclothes police told two
Morocco-based Spanish journalists to leave
the El-Aaiun home of Sidi Mohamed Dadach,
who heads the Committee to Support SelfDetermination
in
Western
Sahara
(CODAPSO). Online media and independent
satellite broadcasts are largely unavailable
to the impoverished population.
Nearly all Sahrawis are Sunni Muslims, as
are most Moroccans, and Moroccan authori-
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ties generally do not interfere with their
freedom of worship. There are no major universities or institutions of higher learning in
Western Sahara.
Sahrawis are not permitted to form independent political or nongovernmental organizations, and their freedom of assembly is
severely restricted. As in previous years, activists supporting independence and their
suspected foreign sympathizers were subject
to harassment in 2009. HRW, which has documented several violations, reported that Moroccan authorities referred seven Sahrawi
activists to a military court in October after
charging them with harming state security;
there were no verdicts at year’s end. Moroccan officials appear to be particularly wary
of Sahrawis who travel abroad to highlight
the plight of their people and argue for independence. According to HRW, police in October 2009 began breaking up visits by foreign
reporters and human rights activists to the
homes of Sahrawi activists, rather than simply monitoring them; the police said the visits required clearance from Moroccan authorities.
Among Sahrawi activists themselves, HRW
documented the case of Naama Asfari of the
Paris-based Committee for the Respect of
Freedoms and Human Rights In Western Sahara (CORELSO), who has been detained and
harassed on numerous occasions over the
years. In August 2009, he was sentenced to
four months in jail after an argument with a
police officer over the Sahrawi flag that
Asfari had on his keychain. Asfari’s cousin,
who was with him during the encounter, was
also sentenced to jail time. In another highprofile case, activist Aminatou Haidar, head
of the Collective of Sahrawi Human Rights
Defenders (CODESA), returned in November
to Western Sahara from the United States,
where she had received a human rights
award. She indicated on her reentry paperwork that she lived in Western Sahara, and
when she refused to change the document to
indicate Morocco, she was detained and eventually deported without a passport to
Spain’s Canary Islands. Haidar was able to
return home in December 2009 after a monthlong hunger strike and considerable diplomatic pressure, but the authorities continued to monitor her and restrict her movements.
Sahrawis are technically subject to Moroccan labor laws, but there is little organized
labor activity in the resource-rich but poverty-stricken territory.
International human rights groups have
criticized Morocco’s record in Western Sahara for decades. A highly critical September 2006 report by the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights—intended to be distributed only to Algeria, Morocco, and the
Polisario Front—was leaked to the press
that October. The human rights situation in
the territory tends to worsen during periods
of increased demonstrations against Moroccan rule. The Polisario Front has also been
accused of disregarding human rights.
Morocco and the Polisario Front both restrict free movement in potential conflict
areas. Morocco has been accused of using
force and financial incentives to alter the
composition of Western Sahara’s population.
Sahrawi women face much of the same cultural and legal discrimination as Moroccan
women. Conditions are generally worse for
women living in rural areas, where poverty
and illiteracy rates are higher.
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5TH ANNIVERSARY OF HURRICANE
KATRINA

HON. ANH ‘‘JOSEPH’’ CAO
OF LOUISIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CAO. Madam Speaker, August 29th of
this year will mark five years since the day
Hurricane Katrina made landfall along the Gulf
Coast. Tragically, 1,822 lives were lost in the
states of Louisiana, Mississippi, Florida, Georgia, and Alabama.
As a result of what was one of the greatest
disasters this nation has ever seen, more than
1.2 million people were under some type of
evacuation order, 3 million were left without
electricity for weeks, and hundreds of thousands were left jobless.
Yesterday, with the support of the members
from the Louisiana delegation, I introduced a
resolution observing the fifth anniversary of
Hurricane Katrina’s landfall.
This resolution honors and remembers the
lives lost on that fateful day. It also salutes the
dedication of those who responded in our
darkest hour and those who have stood by our
sides during our recovering and rebuilding. We
simply could not have done it without the thousands who answered the call and recognized
our need. Our rebuilding continues and we
take each new challenge one day at a time.
We are strong, and we will recover.
On behalf of my constituents in Orleans and
Jefferson Parishes and all those across Louisiana and the Gulf Coast, I thank the American people for their generosity and support.
f

HONORING THE 90TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 19TH AMENDMENT

HON. MARIO DIAZ-BALART
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida.
Madam Speaker, next month the United
States celebrates the 90th anniversary of
women’s suffrage. On August 26, 1920, the
19th Amendment gave women in the United
States the right to vote, and for 90 years,
women have been actively participating in the
democratic process.
The battle for women’s suffrage was not an
easy one. It took the courage and steadfast
leadership of trailblazers like Elizabeth Cady
Stanton, Lucretia Mott, and all the women who
gathered at Seneca Falls so many decades
ago and began advocating for the right to express their views and let their voices be heard
at the ballot box.
As we celebrate this important anniversary,
I urge women across our great nation to continue taking an active role in the democratic
process and politics, and to exercise their right
to vote, as they have for so many years.
In March, the House celebrated Women’s
History Month and remembered the accomplishments of women in our nation and around
the world. August 26th allows us yet another
opportunity to celebrate the history of American women and their accomplishments.
Today women everywhere are breaking barriers and reaching new heights not only in the
political arena, but also the business world,
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the fields of medicine and journalism, and in
advocacy and human rights. Their contributions shape our society and make a difference
every day.
It is unfortunate that in some areas of the
world, women continue to struggle for equality
and for their right to vote. It is my hope that
the lives and work of American women can
serve as inspiration to those who continue
their struggle for basic rights around the world.
Madam Speaker, I ask that you join me in
celebrating the 90th anniversary of the 19th
Amendment, and thanking women across the
United States for their activism and commitment to keeping the democratic process alive.
f

HONORING CHERYL O’BRIEN, RECIPIENT OF THE TACOMA-PIERCE
COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF REALTORS’ 2009 REALTOR OF THE
YEAR AWARD

HON. ADAM SMITH
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to honor Cheryl O’Brien, the recipient of the Tacoma-Pierce County Association
of Realtors’ 2009 Realtor of the Year Award.
For 55 years, the Realtor of the Year Award
has been the highest honor given to members
of the Tacoma-Pierce County Association of
Realtors, given in recognition of exceptional
performance in the service of the local, state,
and national associations of realtors. In earning this award, Ms. O’Brien demonstrated excellent professionalism as well as a commitment to the Realtors’ Code of Ethics.
Having worked in real estate for over 20
years, Cheryl O’Brien’s success and credibility
in the industry were made possible by her
honesty, professionalism, and commitment to
quality service. In addition to the TacomaPierce County Association of Realtors naming
her 2009 Realtor of the Year, Ms. O’Brien has
also received the President’s Emerald & Silver
Awards and the Honor Society Award for Outstanding Service. In providing superior customer service, Ms. O’Brien is guided by important ethical standards and a strong commitment to providing her best to her clients and
to the Tacoma-Pierce County region.
The 9th District of Washington is proud to
count Ms. O’Brien as a member of our community.
Madam Speaker, I congratulate Cheryl
O’Brien on her remarkable achievement.
f

COURAGE COMES SFC RICHARD G.
McDOUGLE 901ST MINIMAL CARE
DETACHMENT COMBAT MEDIC OF
THE UNITED STATES ARMY

Medic, a Angel On The Battlefield. Over in
Iraq he contracted renal cell cancer, and even
though it is in 4th stage, he fights on! With the
aid of his wonderful wife Donna, a former
Medic herself, he continues his battle each
day. Who knows, what child may come from
someone he has saved fields of honor. . . .
who might one day save the world! His quiet
courage and unrelenting faith is an inspiration
to us all, and especially to his brothers in arms
over at Walter Reed Medical Hospital. We can
all learn something from Richard, as he never
surrenders! Our prayers are with him and his
family. I ask that this poem penned in honor
of him and his family, by Albert Caswell, be
placed in the RECORD.
COURAGE COMES
Amen!
Courage Comes. . . .
Comes in all shapes and sizes. . . .
All in our fine men and women in uniform,
who death defies this. . . .
Who go off to war, as no one denies this. . . .
who all in the midst of hell, upon each
other so relies this. . . .
All for Brothers In Arms, for them will die
this. . . . For there are all kinds of
courage, so why this?
How does such Strength In Honor, one find
this? From deep inside of ones heart,
arises!
From Angels on The Battlefield, are so high
this!
Arises, such splendid splendor. . . .
To such hearts of faith so rendered!
As Mac, you are such splendor. . . .
For you went so bravely off to war. . . .
All for your Country Tis of Thee, bore. . . .
And now that you’ve come home. . . .
As a new battle, a new fight you must
own. . . .
All part of the cost of war. . . .
As now Richard, your courageous fight must
begin. . . .
Step by Step, Day by Day. . . as your brave
heart will not give in. . . .
Will not give way. . . . as for such fine heroes we all now so pray. . . .
All in your quiet courage, your heart so cries
out let this war begin!
For a heart of faith and courage, can against
all odds so victory so win!
With head held high, as Mac you so wiped all
of those tears from your brilliant
eyes. . . .
With the kind of courage, that up in Heaven
so makes even The Angels sing and cry!
Fight on America’s Heroic Son, as we watch
in great awe. . . all to what heights
your heart can run. . . .
As you us touch with your splendid grace, as
your heart of courage brings us to tears
and smiles upon our face!
For Heaven so holds a place, for such ones!
When, Courage Comes!
Amen!
f

MS. KAZIAH HANCOCK AND
PROJECT COMPASSION

HON. JASON CHAFFETZ

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

HON. MARK S. CRITZ

OF UTAH

OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CHAFFETZ. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to thank and to honor Ms. Kaziah
FIancock, a true American patriot serving her
country in a very unique and special way.
America’s heroes come from all walks of
life. Many of them, perhaps most, remain unsung heroes as they go quietly about, offering

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CRITZ. Madam Speaker, I rise today to
honor a real American Hero, SFC Richard
McDougle from Connellsville Pennsylvania, of
the 901st Minimal Care Detachment Combat
Medic of the United States Army. Richard has
served in the Army for over 16 years, he is a
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their service out of love for their country and
countrymen with little or no fanfare or recognition.
One such hero is Ms. Hancock. From the
bedroom studio of her little goat ranch at the
base of Utah’s mountains she expresses,
through her love of painting, her love and respect for the men and women who have given
their lives while serving in uniform. She refers
to this effort as Project Compassion.
‘‘It is our view that every fallen hero deserves to be honored and remembered and
we will make every effort to that end,’’ Ms.
Hancock says on Project Compassion’s Web
site, heropaintings.com. She and her volunteer
team of artists have sent over 1,750 painted
portraits of fallen service members to grieving
parents and families who live in nearly every
state. They’re currently seeking to complete at
least 3,000 more.
Ms. Hancock asks no price for this touching
gift, and won’t accept payments offered. She
considers her time, time which might have
been spent on other paintings she could sell
for thousands of dollars, a small sacrifice compared to the sacrifice made by these service
members and their families. For those who
have already paid the ultimate price, she feels
it is the least she can offer. ‘‘There is nothing
that I’ll ever paint, that will be more appreciated than that,’’ she says.
The American Legion Auxiliary, the largest
patriotic women’s service organization in the
world with over 900,000 members, noted in
awarding Project Compassion its 2007 Public
Service Award: ‘‘Project Compassion struck a
chord with us: healing through art.’’
Ms. Kaziah Hancock has struck a chord with
me as well. I am honored to have her as a
constituent in Utah’s Third District, and grateful to join with her in expressing our love and
support for the men and women serving in the
United States Armed Forces.
f

HONORING FLORIDA SOUTHERN
COLLEGE

HON. ADAM H. PUTNAM
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. PUTNAM. Madam Speaker, today I rise
to honor Florida Southern College for celebrating its 125th anniversary. Florida Southern
is rapidly rising among the Nation’s best private colleges under the leadership of its 17th
president, Dr. Anne Kerr.
The Lakeland College enrolls 1832 full-time
residential undergraduate students from 44
states and 31 countries. To further its focus on
engaged learning, it guarantees every student
an internship and study abroad experience.
The college also has distinguished graduate
programs in business, nursing, and education.
Ninety-four percent of students report landing
a job in their respective field or furthering their
studies at another institution within 3 months
of graduation.
The Princeton Review has given Florida
Southern its ‘‘Best Southeastern College’’ and
‘‘Best Value College’’ awards in addition to including it on its ‘‘Best 366 Colleges’’ list.
Rounding out its pedigree, the Florida
Southern Moccasins have brought home 26
NCAA Division II championships, including 11
in men’s golf, 4 in women’s golf, and 9 in
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baseball. The golf program has been successfully turned several players into members of
the PGA Tour, including Rocco Mediate, Lee
Janzen, and Jeff Klauk.
Florida Southern has overcome many a
hardship to keep its educational dream alive.
Since its inception in 1852 when it was founded by the Methodist Conference at the Florida
Seminary in Micanopy, Florida Southern has
moved four more times before settling into its
present location in Lakeland, Florida.
Florida Southern won its charter after moving to Leesburg and awarding its first college
degree. At the time, the university went under
the name of the Florida Conference College
and moved from Leesburg to Sutherland to
Clearwater and finally to Lakeland due to devastating freezes hurricanes, a fire and a flu
epidemic.
The campus itself is an international treasure, having been designated as a National
Historic District due to having the largest collection of Frank Lloyd Wright architecture in
the world. Wright’s relationship with the college began when Florida Southern’s 1938
president Dr. Ludd Spivey invited the internationally-renowned architect to design ‘‘a
great education temple in Florida.’’ Wright designed 18 structures for the campus, 12 coming into fruition.
In his over 500 completed works, Wright
promoted a style he called organic architecture—which aimed to harmonize the building
with the natural world around it. In first tour of
the Lakeland area, he reportedly envisioned
buildings rising ‘‘out of the ground, into the
light and into the sun.’’ These beautiful and
unique buildings have helped make Florida
Southern College a top destination for education.
On behalf of Florida’s 12th Congressional
District, I wish to congratulate President Kerr
and the Board of Trustees for leading Florida
Southern to such tremendous success. Florida
Southern College is well on its way to another
stellar 125 years.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. JOHN A. YARMUTH
OF KENTUCKY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker, I was unable to cast the recorded votes for rollcall 488,
489, and 490. Had I been present, I would
have voted ‘‘no’’ for these measures: H.R.
5850, on agreeing to the Boehner Amendment; H.R. 5850, on agreeing to the Latham
Amendment; and H.R. 5850, on agreeing to
the Culberson Amendment.
f

NATIONAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE
COMMISSION ACT OF 2010

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

SPEECH OF

HON. HENRY C. ‘‘HANK’’ JOHNSON, JR.
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, July 27, 2010
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to express my support for H.R.
5143, the National Criminal Justice Commission Act of 2010. I want to commend Rep-
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resentative DELAHUNT for his leadership on
this legislation and dedication to our nation’s
criminal justice system.
H.R. 5143 establishes the National Criminal
Justice Commission and directs that commission to review all areas of the criminal justice
system, including costs, practices, and policies. It also directs the commission to make
findings upon their review and recommendations for changes to prevent, deter, and reduce crime and violence, reduce recidivism,
improve cost-effectiveness, and ensure interests of justice at every step of the criminal justice system.
As an attorney and former judge, I can say
with confidence that I believe our criminal justice system is flawed. It is an expensive system that is in many ways ineffective. It is important that this commission be established
and put to work immediately. We can no
longer be satisfied with allowing crime to fester and spread throughout the nation, especially among our youth. Real solutions to deter
crime are possible if we only take the time to
invest in them. It’s time we identify the problems in our criminal justice system and make
tangible efforts to ameliorate the system.
In our efforts to create ‘‘a more perfect
union’’, we have to take a closer look at our
nation and work to make our nation better for
our children and the generations to follow.
H.R. 5143 gives us an opportunity to do that.
Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to support and pass H.R. 5143, the National Criminal Justice Commission Act of 2010.
f

HONORING THE CHILDREN’S
MUSEUM IN OAK LAWN

HON. DANIEL LIPINSKI
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. LIPINSKI. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to honor the Children’s Museum in Oak Lawn,
as its staff and volunteers celebrate the firstyear anniversary of the Museum’s expansion
to a new building.
Since it was first established in 2003, the
Museum has become a well-known and muchloved institution in my District. Drawing 10,000
visitors when it first opened its doors, the Museum attracted over 85,000 visitors from over
36 states in the first year at its new location.
The Museum gives children and their families
an important place for fun and relaxation,
while also actively immersing children in the
joyful world of learning. The Museum’s staff
has taken care to align the exhibits with the Illinois Learning Standards required of schools.
As a result, over 150 schools have reached
out to the Museum to enrich their curricula
and take their students on field trips. At a time
when evidence increasingly demonstrates that
learning environments and enrichment activities in early childhood profoundly affect later
life outcomes, the importance of the Museum’s
work becomes increasingly clear.
From the Museum’s beginnings in a small
space of 900 square feet, it has grown into an
institution that stands as a pillar of Oak Lawn,
Illinois’ 3rd District, and beyond. I look forward
to continuing to work with the Museum’s staff,
volunteers, and supporters to strengthen the
Museum for many years to come. I ask you to
join me in congratulating the Children’s Mu-
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seum in Oak Lawn on its work and the firstyear anniversary of its new facilities, as well
as to wish it many more years of success.
f

INTRODUCTION OF THE MAKING
HOME AFFORDABLE ACTS OF 2010

HON. JOHN P. SARBANES
OF MARYLAND

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SARBANES. Madam Speaker, I rise to
introduce the Making Home Affordable Improvements Act of 2010. For the last eighteen
months, the Obama Administration has tried
very hard to make mortgage modifications
available to struggling homeowners but the
program has largely failed to have the impact
we had hoped.
Average homeowners around the country
are paying the price for an inflated housing
market and a bursting real estate bubble—this
is being felt acutely throughout Central Maryland. For every borrower who defaults, there
are many others on the brink of default who
are looking for a way forward.
And this isn’t a problem that will go away
quickly—an estimated 10 to 15 million Americans own homes that are worth less than they
owe on their mortgages. These are homeowners with a strong financial incentive to default on their mortgages, irrespective of their
ability to pay.
In a market in which the values of homes
have fallen out of step with mortgage debt, I
strongly believe that the best solution for
homeowners is a structured bankruptcy process, including a judicial mortgage modification
or ‘‘cramdown.’’ This is the process by which
a bankruptcy judge reduces the value of a
mortgage attached to a home, thereby reducing the monthly payment owed by the homeowner and allowing families to stay in their
homes.
This would be only available to homeowners
who elect to file bankruptcy, a lengthy and
costly process with long-term consequences
for individuals and their families—an avenue
of last resort for struggling homeowners, not a
new means for speculators to ‘‘game the system.’’ The House of Representatives passed
legislation to provide bankruptcy judges with
this authority, only to watch it die in the Senate. The political reality today is such that judicial mortgage modification may never become
an available option for struggling homeowners,
leading policy makers to search for an alternative.
Absent judicial modification, I believe that
voluntary mortgage modification holds the
promise of a better way forward for homeowners, but, as it stands today, it has failed to
offer real relief to the millions of homeowners
who are in desperate need of assistance. This
can be attributed to a widespread unwillingness by banks to do right by their borrowers—
the same borrowers who are acting against
their financial self-interest by continuing to pay
their mortgages each month.
The effort is also hampered, in part, by a
bureaucratic and unwieldy modification process—one that is often overwhelming and unmanageable for the average homeowner. But
working within the voluntary mortgage modification structure created by the White House
as part of the Making Home Affordable Initiative, there are thousands of experts across the
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country who are counseling homeowners on
how to navigate this process.
These expert counselors are too often the
last line of defense between a struggling
homeowner and a lender seeking to foreclose
and cast families out of their homes. Sadly,
they do not have the resources they need to
help the staggering number homeowners in
crisis—a number projected to rise significantly
in the coming months.
That is why I am introducing the Making
Home Affordable Improvements Act—legislation that will direct funding designated for the
big banks, as part of the Home Affordable
Modification Program (HAMP), to the National
Foreclosure Mitigation Counseling Program.
Federal foreclosure mitigation funding has
enabled housing and mortgage experts to
work with homeowners to avoid foreclosure,
offering counsel on budgeting and planning as
well as offering assistance in negotiating mortgage modifications with servicers. With this
new funding, comes more stringent demands
on banks, financial servicers and counselors.
The Making Home Affordable Improvements
Act seeks to achieve two goals. First, for
counselors working with borrowers struggling
to stay in their homes, this legislation provides
a small, lump-sum payment for each temporary trial modification arranged. But the ultimate goal must be either a permanent modification of the terms of their mortgage or an
orderly, foreclosure-free exit from their homes.
Unfortunately, there has been a substantial
disconnect between the number of temporary
agreements made between borrowers and
servicers and the number of homeowners that
ultimately receive permanent relief. That is
why this legislation places a priority on permanent modification by providing counselors with
a greater incentive to see these borrowers
through to the end.
Because we have struggled to get access to
meaningful data on the mortgage modifications performed by financial servicers, this legislation also requires regular, public disclosures by participating servicers.
Madam Speaker, this is not a perfect solution and I hope we will continue to look for
ways to restore the authority for judges to
modify mortgages through the bankruptcy
process. But, in the meantime, lenders and
servicers can and must do more to help struggling homeowners stay in their homes. By providing additional resources for mortgage modification counselors, we can provide expert assistance to struggling homeowners who are
seeking an equitable agreement with their
lender.
f

CONGRATULATING THE UNIVERSITY
OF
GEORGIA’S
MAJORETTES ON WINNING THE 2010 NATIONAL COLLEGIATE CHAMPIONSHIP

HON. PAUL C. BROUN
rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I,
along with Congressman JACK KINGSTON rise
today to congratulate the Majorettes from our
Alma Mater, the University of Georgia on winning the 2010 National Collegiate Championship.
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It is often stated in Athens that ‘‘there is
nothing finer in the land, than the Georgia
Redcoat Marching Band’’ and the fact that our
Majorettes have brought home yet another
championship make that statement all the
more true.
At every football game, whether home or
away, these thirteen young women perform
alongside the band, contributing to the pride
and spirit of everyone who wears the Red and
Black. They can also be seen at community
events, pep rallies, and various sporting
venues.
Their commitment to excellence and success is indicative of what the University as a
whole strives for, to provide an avenue for
young people to reach their fullest potential.
We, along with the rest of the BullDawg Nation, commend these young ladies on their
achievement and wish them well in all their future endeavors.
Go Dawgs!
f

HONORING THE 120TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE FEDERAL DEPOSITORY LIBRARY AT THE HOYT LIBRARY

HON. DALE E. KILDEE
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, on August
12th the Hoyt Library in Saginaw Michigan will
celebrate their 120th anniversary as a Federal
Depository Library. One of the oldest Federal
Depository Libraries in the United States, the
Hoyt Library is the only Federal Depository Library in Saginaw County and one of three Depository Libraries in Michigan’s 5th Congressional District. The Hoyt Library is one of five
branches in the Saginaw Public Library system.
Saginaw native, Congressman Aaron T.
Bliss, initiated the designation and the first
publications started to arrive from the Government Printing Office during the summer in anticipation of the Library’s opening on November 1, 1890. Congressman Bliss’s correspondence regarding the designation is available for
viewing at the Library. Harriet Ames was the
first Head Librarian and the first Government
Documents Librarian. A representative of the
Government Printing Office will attend the
open house to celebrate their 120 year partnership.
The Library has copies of documents from
all three branches of government: the legislative, the executive and the judicial. Copies of
the Congressional Record, federal statutes,
federal court decisions, Department publications and the documents of independent agencies can be found at the Library. For the past
120 years, the Hoyt Library has provided the
public with the opportunity to view and read
historical documents. The Hoyt Library contains some of the oldest documents available
at a Federal Depository Library.
Madam Speaker, Hoyt Library has continuously provided service to the residents of
Saginaw since 1890. Under the leadership of
current Head Librarian, Trish Burns, and Anne
Birkam, Depository Librarian, library patrons
are able to read about the proceedings of
Congress, and Supreme Court decisions, and
obtain information, and forms for government
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programs. The Federal Depository at the Hoyt
Library is a valuable community asset and I
ask the House of Representatives to join me
in applauding their work of the past 120 years.
f

HONORING JAMES W. CONSIDINE,
JR.

HON. THADDEUS G. McCOTTER
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. MCCOTTER. Madam Speaker, today I
rise to honor James W. Considine, Jr., a devoted husband, father, grandfather, son, brother and uncle and to mourn him upon his passing at the age of 72.
Born on May 3, 1938, James Considine, Jr.
spent his life in Michigan residing in Detroit
and West Bloomfield before making his home
in Milford. James lived a devoutly faithful life
and genuinely loved serving the Lord and the
Catholic church.
On July 29, 2010, James Considine, Jr.
passed from this earthly world to his eternal
reward. James will be deeply missed by his
wife of 49 years, Frances ‘‘Claire’’. He will
long be remembered as a father devoted to
his beloved daughters, Lisa and Linda and his
treasured son James III. James leaves a legacy in his 8 grandchildren and his sisters,
Carrie, Catherine, Jane and Linda. He is survived by several nieces, nephews and many
dear friends. James was a wonderful man,
kind to all he encountered. He will be truly and
sorrowfully missed.
Madam Speaker, during his lifetime, James
Considine, Jr. enriched the lives of everyone
around him. There is no doubt that James was
a beacon of joy, hope and inspiration to those
who knew him. As we bid farewell to this exceptional man, I ask my colleagues to join me
in mourning his passing and honoring his life.
f

RECOGNIZING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR NEEL PARIKH AS THE RECIPIENT OF THE AMERICAN LIBRARY ASSOCIATION’S 2010 SULLIVAN AWARD

HON. ADAM SMITH
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to recognize the contributions of
Pierce County Library System Executive Director Neel Parikh, who the American Library
Association has named the recipient of the
2010 Sullivan Award. I ask that my colleagues
join me in honoring Ms. Parikh.
The American Library Association’s Sullivan
Award for Public Library Administrators Supporting Services to Children is presented annually to an individual who demonstrates an
extraordinary capacity to support and enrich
children through public library services. The
Award highlights individuals who demonstrate
exceptional understanding and support of public library service for children and produce the
best projects and partnerships that help public
libraries provide for young learners.
It is a privilege to commend Neel Parikh,
Executive Director of the Pierce County Library System, as the recipient of the 2010 Sullivan Award. Ms. Parikh originally studied to
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become a South Asia specialist, while simultaneously working as a children’s librarian at the
Berkeley Public Library in Berkeley, California.
However, after finding her true passion with
the public library, Ms. Parikh changed her
educational focus to library science and has
since been serving as a librarian and administrator in Pierce County.
Ms. Parikh has become a leader in providing early learning, training, and support for
families, childcare providers, and library staff
both locally and across the state. While Parikh
believes that early learning is a critical service
for all public libraries, she maintains that teen
services are equally important. She supported
Pierce County Library System in becoming
one of the first Libraries of Promise, which
seeks to encourage people to build the character and competence of children by providing
them access to additional educational outlets.
Ms. Parikh’s leadership as a strong community collaborator is a testament to her success
for advancing early learning forward throughout Pierce County. She has collaborated with
social service organizations, schools, and
community leaders to build services for young
learners.
Ms. Parikh is a founding member and chair
of the Early Learning Public Library Partnership, a consortium created with the vision that
public libraries are full, essential partners in
the early learning movement in Washington
State. The consortium puts public libraries at
the table with other early learning organizations. Under her leadership, the partnership
has grown to include 27 public libraries across
the state.
In addition to her library responsibilities, Ms.
Parikh has been active in the Association for
Library Service to Children, served on the
Public Library Association Board of Directors,
and held a seat on the Executive Committee
of the Washington Library Association.
Parikh is the seventh winner of this award,
provided by former American Library Association President Peggy Sullivan.
Madam Speaker, I congratulate Neel Parikh
on this impressive achievement, and celebrate
her commitment to furthering children’s education through positive library experiences.
f

DOD AND DEBT/DEFICIT

HON. MIKE QUIGLEY
OF ILLINOIS

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, I rise today
because we can no longer afford to ignore defense spending as our deficit rises.
The unprecedented federal stimulus package and two wars in Iraq and Afghanistan
have put the FY 2009 federal deficit at 10 percent of GDP, its highest level since 1945.
As the federal deficit grows and we look for
places to cut, we must be able to scrutinize
every part of the federal budget—including defense spending.
Defense spending has more than doubled
since September 11, 2001, and at $719 billion,
the current defense budget, is the highest it
has been since World War II.
Our discretionary spending has also grown
by $583 billion since 2001, and defense
spending accounts for 65 percent of that
growth.
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Accounting for close to 20 percent of the
federal budget, defense spending simply cannot be ignored as we look for places to cut.
For too long we have followed policies that
assume more spending automatically means
more safety and more power.
But new critics of this unquestioned defense
spending argue cuts to the defense budget
can and should be made; and these cuts can
be done without comprising our safety.
A new report by the Sustainable Defense
Task Force, comprising security experts from
across the country, finds that we could save
up to $960 billion over the next ten years,
without jeopardizing our national security.
The report outlines a whole menu of reform
options ranging from reducing our oversized
nuclear stockpiles to cutting our bloated force
structure in Europe and Asia—all of which are
possible due to the U.S.’s current security
posture: We no longer face the traditional opponents we once did.
We still operate as if we are at war with an
opponent as powerful as the former Soviet
Union; but today the U.S. does not face a
threat that even remotely compares to the Soviet Union.
Not even China, which spends barely onefifth as much on military as the U.S., can compete.
The U.S. spends more on research and development than Russia does on its whole military.
Today, the U.S. spends more than two and
half times as much on its military as the group
of potential opponents, including Russia and
China.
In other words, the U.S. could cut its defense spending in half and we would still be
spending more than our current and potential
adversaries.
As the Task Force points out in its report,
our military strength far out-weighs any threat
from our adversaries, and can easily be reduced while still maintaining our military superiority.
However, while we are building up our capacity to fight traditional opponents, such as
China, we are failing to build a defense force
capable of combating nontraditional opponents
such as Al Qaeda.
We have spent $1 trillion and lost 5,500
American lives on large-scale military operations in Iraq and Afghanistan with little
progress to show for it.
As Benjamin Friedman, of the Cato Institute,
points out, our principal enemy Al Qaeda ‘‘has
no army, no air force and no navy.’’
And the military assets most useful for
counterterrorism are relatively inexpensive
such as surveillance technologies, special operations forces and drones.
As the threats to America evolve, so too
must our military structure.
But over the years, rather than realigning
our military to meet current threats, we have
simply added more requirements to our military, growing our defense budget by 9 percent
on average every year.
There has never been a better time to reinvent our defense budget.
We are facing a growing deficit, forcing us
to make cuts, and we have a defense budget
ripe for reform.
Now all we need is the political will to make
tough choices.
With limited resources we must choose, because the real ramification of overspending on
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defense is not simply that we will have too
many unnecessary ships, aircrafts or missiles—but that we won’t have enough resources to support vital domestic investments
such as health care, education, and infrastructure needed to remain a superpower.
Military power is not simply about spending
more than our adversaries.
Real military power, argues Kori Schake, a
top foreign policy advisor for John McCain, is
‘‘fundamentally premised on the solvency of
the American government and the vibrancy of
the U.S. economy.’’
But in order to maintain that vibrancy we
must get our fiscal house in order, and in
doing so reexamine our defense spending and
make cuts and reforms where necessary.
Secretary Gates said it best while paraphrasing President Eisenhower, ‘‘The United
States should spend as much as necessary
on national defense, but not one penny more.’’
Let’s hold him to his word. Let’s reinvent the
defense budget.
f

CELEBRATING NATIONAL DANCE
DAY ON JULY 31

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to ask the House of Representatives to join
me in celebrating National Dance Day on July
31.
National Dance Day, in the Nation’s Capital
and throughout the United States, will celebrate dance as an artistic form and will promote the health benefits of dance. Here in the
Nation’s Capital, I will be joined by ‘‘So You
Think You Can Dance’’ co-creator, executive
producer, and judge Nigel Lythgoe, by
Dominique Dawes, the well-known U.S. Olympic gymnast and a member of the President’s
Council on Fitness, Sports & Nutrition, and by
the Dizzy Feet Foundation to promote dance
as an avenue for physical fitness. Our partners, in addition to the President’s Council,
and Dizzy Feet, include the Kennedy Center,
the Smithsonian Institution, the National Endowment for the Arts, the National Dance Association, and the National Council of Negro
Women.
In addition to being an art form, dance can
be an aerobic activity that helps to improve
heart health, strengthen muscles, increase
flexibility, and burn calories. Our country has a
national adult and childhood overweight and
obesity epidemic. Keeping with the spirit of the
First Lady’s ‘‘Let’s Move!’’ initiative to combat
childhood obesity and the work of the President’s Council on Fitness, Sports & Nutrition,
we will promote physical activity among children and adults, and have fun dancing, the
exercise that many of us most enjoy!
On July 31, we will gather on the National
Mall from 3 to 7 p.m. to watch, learn and
dance, and to recognize dance expression,
with ‘‘Flash Dance’’ instructors, Fluria Flamenco, Step Afrika, Beat Ya Feet Kings, Capitol Movement Project, DCypher, Banneker
Ball Room Dancing Club, and many more. We
will encourage physically active lifestyles by
promoting all forms of dance for physical fitness.
Madam Speaker, I ask the House of Representatives to join me in celebrating National
Dance Day on July 31.
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INTRODUCTION OF H.R. 5987, THE
SENIORS PROTECTION ACT OF 2010

HON. EARL POMEROY
OF NORTH DAKOTA

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with REMARKS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. POMEROY. Madam Speaker, I rise to
introduce the Seniors Protection Act of 2010,
H.R.5987. I am honored to be joined by many
of my colleagues who have heard from senior
citizens back home about the pressing need
for Congress to provide this relief in light of
the widely held expectation that there will be
no increase in Social Security benefits for a
second year in a row. The legislation would
ensure that seniors, veterans and people with
disabilities who receive Social Security and
similar federal benefits receive a one-time
$250 payment in the event that no cost-of-living-adjustment (COLA) is announced this fall.
Seniors did not cause the near meltdown of
the economy that occurred in the last days of
the prior Administration, yet too many are still
feeling the brunt of its fallout. This bill would
help seniors across the country who face the
likely possibility that on October 15th, the Social Security Administration will announce for
the first time ever—as a result of a long-standing statutory formula—that there will not be a
COLA in Social Security benefits in back-toback years.
The failed economic policies of the prior Administration left the nation in such a deep recession that, for the first time since automatic
COLAs began in 1975, recipients of Social Security, Supplemental Security Income, Veterans Administration Pension and Disability
Compensation, and Railroad Retirement benefits did not receive a COLA in January of this
year.
Social Security benefit levels are quite modest—only $14,000 a year for the average retiree. Yet, the median income for senior
households is a mere $24,000, reflecting just
how much Social Security means to most elderly Americans. Six in ten seniors rely on Social Security for more than half of their income. About a third of retirees have little other
than Social Security to live on.
Although economy-wide measures of inflation have shown no net increase since the last
COLA, which reflected price levels in the third
quarter of 2008, Medicare premiums and
health care costs have continued to rise.
Moreover, seniors’ other sources of income
have weakened as a result of the economic
downturn: the financial collapse reduced the
value of their IRAs; interest rates are low, reducing income from seniors’ savings; and the
housing crash reduced seniors’ home equity.
The one-time $250 payment for retirees and
other beneficiaries would represent less than
two percent of the average annual Social Security benefit.
Seniors who depend on their very modest
Social Security benefits worry about meeting
their basic day-to-day expenses. I have heard
these concerns from seniors in my district and
from Members of Congress who are hearing
these same worries from their seniors. I am
pleased those Members are joining me in introducing the Seniors Protection Act of 2010.
Democrats are honoring America’s commitment to protect the purchasing power of seniors’ Social Security benefits.
For 75 years, and through 13 recessions,
Social Security has been a steady and reliable
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source of income—never a day late nor a dollar short. And since 1975, when Congress implemented automatic COLAs, recipients of Social Security have been able to maintain purchasing power over time. Social Security is
often the only source of retirement income that
is fully protected against the corrosive effects
of inflation.
This bill is responsive to seniors and responsible to taxpayers. My colleagues and I
are committed to fiscal responsibility and will
ensure that the Seniors Protection Act of 2010
shall not cause an increase in the federal deficit. When the bill comes to the House floor it
will include the necessary offsets to comply
with the PAYGO law.
The legislation is supported by seniors. With
regard to this legislation, our former colleague
Barbara Kennelly, President of the National
Committee to Protect Social Security and
Medicare said:
For the millions of seniors who rely upon
Social Security as their only source of income, and millions more who rely upon it for
at least half of their income, a one-time payment to make up for the lack of a COLA is
not a luxury, it’s a necessity. I applaud the
Members of the Congress who understand
that helping seniors maintain their purchasing power for necessities like health
care, fuel and food, not only improves their
quality of life but also helps the local economy.

AARP Senior Vice President Drew Nannis
offered the following statement:
For over three decades, millions of Americans have counted on annual increases in
their Social Security checks to help make
ends meet. This year, 41 million older Americans did not receive a Social Security COLA,
the first time since automatic Social Security adjustments went into effect in 1975.
This relief will put money in the pockets of
millions of older Americans struggling to
make ends meet—money likely to be injected directly into our fragile economy.

Edward F. Coyle, Executive Director of the
Alliance for Retired Americans said:
Seniors are struggling to get by. $250 may
not seem like much on Wall Street, but to
retirees on Main Street it could be what allows them to pay their electric bill or buy
groceries. We must make sure Social Security meets today’s basic needs.

I urge my colleagues to stand up for seniors
and support the Senior Protection Act of 2010.
f

MS. BARBARA YARBOUGH’S 50TH
YEAR OF SERVICE AT MIDLAND
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CONAWAY. Madam Speaker, I always
enjoy being able to share stories about the
great people of District 11 with my colleagues.
Today, I would like to share the story of Barbara Yarbrough, a treasured citizen of Midland, Texas, who I am privileged to represent
in this House.
Barbara grew up in what many of us would
consider difficult circumstances. Orphaned at
the age of eight, she and her younger brother
spent four years homeless until an Aunt took
them in. Her Aunt encouraged her to go to
college, telling her that If she graduated, she
could do anything.
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I do not know if Barbara’s Aunt knew then
how right she would be, but I am proud to say
that Barbara has accomplished everything one
individual could hope to in a life devoted to
serving the communities she has called home.
In Midland, Barbara is a living legend. For
almost forty years, she taught two generations
of Midlanders, serving as an advisor, a confidant, a cheerleader, a mentor, and a friend to
every student who sat in her classroom. After
retiring from teaching, Barbara tackled new
challenges, and now works as a parent liaison
in the Midland school district. Through this office, she works with parents and families, offering counseling, advice, parenting classes,
health information, and support for parents
when they have needed it the most.
I expect that most every community has
someone like Barbara; someone who works
nearly as hard or touches almost as many
lives. I imagine that every member of Congress I serve with can think of someone that
might compare. But, I know that I represent
the one and only Barbara Yarbough. She Is a
singular individual, a truly unique soul, who my
community is blessed to be able to call our
own. She is also a near and dear friend to me,
who I am honored to be able to brag on here
today.
This August, Barbara celebrates 50 years of
serving the students, parents, and employees
of the Midland Independent School District, I
would like to offer my humblest gratitude to
her for her five decades of service and her
genuine, unwavering, and unflinching concern
for the people of Midland. She has been and
will continue to be a friend to many and a
servant to all.
May God bless her as she has blessed us.
f

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING REGARDING ‘‘GAINFUL
EMPLOYMENT’’

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. HASTINGS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to express serious concerns regarding
the Department of Education’s recent Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking regarding ‘‘gainful
employment.’’
As it is currently proposed, the Department’s
approach will lead to serious educational capacity cutbacks in critically important fields
such as nursing and education and will disproportionately affect low-income and minority
students.
Today, 2.8 million students attend career
colleges. Seventy-six percent of these students live independently, without parental support. Sixty-three percent are 24 years old or
older. Fifty-four percent delayed postsecondary education after high school. Fortyseven percent have dependent children, and
almost one-third of these students are single
parents.
The Department’s suggested approach will
disproportionately harm these nontraditional
and lower-income students who have no
choice but to rely on student loans to pursue
a postsecondary education and need the flexibility career colleges provide.
On May 18, I along with thirteen of my colleagues were assured during a meeting with
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Secretary Duncan that our concerns would be
taken into account, but thus far, I have difficulty believing that that was anything more
than a facade. The proposal does not reflect
our previously stated concerns and recent discussions indicate that rather than a productive
dialogue with the administration, Members will
receive little more than a formal response
once the rule is set in stone.
The ‘‘gainful employment’’ provision has
been in statute since 1965, why is there this
sudden rush to get this done by a drop, dead
certain date? We all agree that both tax payer
funds and students’ best interests should be
protected, but rushing into a blanket approach
that will limit student access to higher education and fails to adequately address problem
institutions, is irresponsible.
Throughout this process, I have been trying
to gain a better understanding of what exactly
it is that the Department wants to address.
If it is unreasonable amounts of student
debt, well, I agree that is a concern. Let’s then
have a frank conversation on student debt, but
it is not only the institutions that are responsible. Students, lenders, policy makers, as well
as institutions must be part of this process and
must be held accountable.
However, what student debt has to do with
‘‘gainful employment’’ is beyond me. Let’s not
kid ourselves; there is no connection between
debt and future income and ‘‘gainful employment.’’ As any young Capitol Hill staffer will
tell you, salary is no indication of the quality of
their job.
I agree with the existing statute and the Department of Education that certificate and vocational programs should lead students to better employment. It is therefore shocking that
there is no mention of job placement, professional certification passing rates, employer
verification, or anything else job-related in determining an institution’s effectiveness.
Madam Speaker, I encourage Secretary
Duncan and the individuals in the Department
of Education who are writing these regulations
to visit some of the schools in my District to
see for themselves the commendable job they
are doing at providing professional opportunities to students who would otherwise not have
them.
Higher education needs more competition
and more capacity to expand access, improve
quality, and prepare the 21st century workforce, not less. The Department’s suggested
approach detracts from the ability of deserving
Americans to compete in the global economy.
I strongly urge the Department of Education
to abandon this foolish proposal and go back
to the drawing board. Members of Congress
such as myself are ready and willing to work
with the Department and other interested parties to ensure that we better protect our students and improve the quality and accessibility
of educational opportunities across all sectors
of our educational system.
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HONORING THE 60TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE KOREAN WAR

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM
OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. MCCOLLUM. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to recognize America’s Korean War Vet-
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erans and their service to the United States on
the 60th anniversary of the Korean War.
On June 24th, 2010 the Department of Defense marked the beginning of a three year
observance period for the 60th anniversary of
the Korean War. I commend the Secretary of
Defense for choosing to honor the sacrifices of
our Korean War veterans. The American men
and women who served in the Korean Theater
sacrificed at great cost to protect our national
security by preventing the expansion of communism on the Korean Peninsula. The legacy
of their efforts is the democratic freedom enjoyed by the people of South Korea. The collective cost to the United States was terribly
high, including more than 36,000 killed, 92,000
wounded, 7,000 taken prisoner of war, and
8,000 missing in action.
Our country owes all veterans of this conflict
a great debt for their service.
f

H.R. 5962, THE AMERICAN
BUSINESS COMPETITIVENESS ACT

HON. DANIEL B. MAFFEI
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. MAFFEI. Madam Speaker, no one likes
to pay taxes. The people in my district and all
throughout our country work hard to make a
living, and especially in tough economic times,
it is difficult to give up a portion of that hardearned money. But, most citizens also appreciate that our taxes allow us to have the country we do—our taxes allow us to send our children to school, to keep our country safe, to
provide Social Security, and to maintain our
way of life.
In the words of Franklin Delano Roosevelt,
‘‘Taxes, after all, are dues that we pay for the
privileges of membership in an organized society.’’
Yet, while many of our hard-working citizens
understand this fact, they do not understand
why our current tax code is riddled with loopholes. They don’t like that certain people and
certain industries—especially those with highpaid lobbyists and heavy influence in Washington—get special breaks. They do not understand why some people and some companies get out of paying their fair share of taxes,
or why we reward companies with tax breaks
for sending jobs overseas.
The worst of these special breaks allow
companies to take advantage of U.S. tax deductions on income they make overseas. It actually rewards companies for taking business—and jobs—out of our country and sending them to China or India or elsewhere.
Under current law, corporations can defer
taxes on business income they earn through
foreign companies while they take deductions
related to that income when they pay U.S.
taxes. In effect, we are encouraging corporations to ship jobs overseas—and then telling
the American taxpayer to give them a special
tax break! Not only is this provision unfair to
taxpayers, it is unfair to companies that keep
their operations in the U.S. and try to preserve
American jobs.
Those are the businesses that employ our
hard-working citizens and keep our economy
afloat. Those businesses look at our complicated tax code and cannot understand why
their competitors that ship jobs overseas are
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favored with special breaks. And they don’t
understand why the United States has a higher corporate tax rate than most other industrialized nations—which brings me to my second
point. At the same time we’re creating loopholes for some, we’re putting our entire business community at a competitive disadvantage
in the worldwide market.
China’s corporate tax rate is 25%.
The United Kingdom’s corporate tax rate is
28%.
Japan’s corporate tax rate is 30%.
The United States’ top marginal corporate
tax rate? 35%.
The bill I’m proposing today aims to fix both
of these problems. First, it will eliminate the irresponsible tax loopholes that only benefit certain sectors of certain industries. One loophole
my bill closes, for instance, currently allows
foreign corporations to avoid paying taxes on
income they earn in the United States by funneling the money through different countries
where we have tax treaties. This misuse must
stop. We must strive to make our tax system
fairer.
And secondly, I do not believe that the revenue raised by closing these loopholes should
just be thrown back into the federal budget. Instead, I think we should use this revenue to
help boost the competitiveness of our entire
business community, by sharply reducing our
corporate tax rate, to 23%. This is a major tax
cut that would allow companies from upstate
New York and around the country to better
compete in the global economy—and it would
ensure that all companies benefit, not just
those with good lobbyists. Between revenue
raised by closing these egregious tax loopholes and added economic stimulus of lower
corporate tax rates, this legislation provides a
good balance.
This competitive tax rate will give us back
an edge—an edge over China and other countries whose tax laws have attracted corporations to move American jobs overseas in the
first place. Our taxpayers, our businesses and
our country deserve better, and this bill is a
crucial first step toward making our tax system
fairer for everyone.
f

A BILL TO ENSURE BETTER ECONOMIC DATA IS COLLECTED FOR
THE
TERRITORIES
AND
FOR
OTHER PURPOSES

HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO
OF GUAM

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. BORDALLO. Madam Speaker, today I
have introduced a bill to require the Director of
the Bureau of Economic Analysis of the Department of Commerce to publish certain economic data regarding territories and freely associated States, and for other purposes. This
bill is timely and important to the economic
growth of our insular areas. I want to thank
the ranking member of my subcommittee, Mr.
BROWN of South Carolina, for being an original
co-sponsor. Additionally, I would like to thank
my colleagues Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA of American
Samoa, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN of the U.S. Virgin
Islands, Mr. PIERLUISI of Puerto Rico, Mr.
HONDA of California, Mr. SERRANO of New
York, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, and Ms. HIRONO
of Hawaii have joined on as original co-sponsors.
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The first section of this bill requires the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA) to publish
annual reports on the gross domestic product
(GDP) for the U.S. Territories of American
Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands (CNMI), Guam, and the
United States Virgin Islands (USVI), as well as
for the three Freely Associated States (FAS)
for which the United States has entered into a
Compact of Free Association. The three FAS
are the Federated States of Micronesia (FSM),
the Republic of the Marshall Islands (RMI),
and the Republic of Palau (ROP). The economic data that the BEA promulgates and
publishes are important for states and our
country. These statistics are used by federal,
state, and local governments for budget development and projections; by the Federal Reserve for monetary policy; by the private sector for planning and investment; and by the
American public to follow and understand the
performance of the national economy.
Historically, the BEA has not encompassed
the U.S. Territories in its Regional Economic
Accounts or as part of its annual State GDP
reports. Until last year, a formalized, uniform
and federal framework for estimating the GDP
in the U.S. Territories did not exist. In March
2009, the BEA and the Office of Insular Affairs
(OIA) at the U.S. Department of the Interior
entered into a formal agreement to develop
such a framework and federally assist the U.S.
territories in developing and producing annual
(GDP) statistics for their respective jurisdictions. The agreement established these efforts
as the ‘‘Statistical Improvement Program’’
(SIP) and OIA financed it under its discretionary budget at $1.6 million over a period of
18 months (March 2009–September 2010).
The results were unveiled this year, and the
bill I have introduced today would direct BEA
to permanently continue its efforts in estimating the GDP for these jurisdictions as part
of its existing program and resources so that
this important work continues.
The second section of this bill amends the
Consolidated Natural Resources Act of 2008
(CNRA), Public Law 110–229, for the purpose
of implementation of the new Guam-CNMI
Visa Waiver Program and other provisions.
The interim final rule issued by the U.S. Department of Homeland Security last year limited the full administration of the new GuamCNMI Visa Waiver program and it did not fulfill
the Congressional intent, established under
the law. Secretary Napolitano used her discretionary parole authority to allow travel of certain visitors only to the CNMI. While this was
an important action to preserve the CNMI
economy, it did not fulfill the intent of a new
joint visa waiver program.
Given that the U.S. Department of Homeland Security is in the process of issuing a
final rule regarding the joint Guam-Visa Waiver Program, this bill is timely and essential in
preserving the regional economy of Guam and
the CNMI. Most importantly the bill requires
the Secretary of DHS to ‘‘provide for an alternative procedure’’ to achieve the benefits that
formal inclusion of countries determined to
have had significant economic benefit in the
CNMI would otherwise bring under the GuamNorthern Mariana Islands Visa Waiver Program. The bill does not specify or give definition to a scope of possible ‘‘alternative procedures;’’ it leaves it to the discretion of the Secretary of DHS. This is important to the economy of the Western Pacific, as tourism remains our largest industry.
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I look forward to working with my colleagues
as this bill moves forward in the legislative
process.
f

HONORING THE WORK OF THE
NISQUALLY LAND TRUST

HON. ADAM SMITH
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to honor the Nisqually Land Trust
and their exceptional efforts to address the
Northwest’s continuously challenging coastal
issues.
The Coastal America Partnership awarded
the Nisqually Land Trust and its Red Salmon
Restoration Team partners with the 13th Annual 2010 Coastal America Spirit Award. This
national award was given in recognition of the
Red Salmon Restoration Team’s restoration of
salmon and migratory bird habitat located in
the Land Trust’s Red Salmon Creek Management Unit in the Nisqually River Delta.
In partnership with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Nisqually Tribe, Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, Veterans Conservation Corps, Nisqually Stream Stewards,
Pierce County Stream Team, Intel Corporation, and various school groups, the Nisqually
Land Trust has provided superior leadership in
protecting, preserving, and restoring the region’s coastal resources and ecosystems.
Established in 1992, the Coastal America
Partnership is a coalition of Federal agencies,
State and local governments, and private organizations that work to protect, preserve, and
restore the nation’s coasts. Coastal America
regional teams have initiated more than 700
restoration protection projects in 26 states, restoring thousands of acres of wetlands and
protecting critical habitats.
Continuing the tradition of preserving the region’s coasts and wetlands, the Nisqually
Land Trust manages and protects over 2700
acres of land and habitat within the Nisqually
Watershed. In addition, the Land Trust and its
partners have been successful in permanently
protecting 71 percent of the river’s salmonproducing shoreline. As these efforts have
helped to ensure the continued health and
sustainable population of the Pacific Northwest
Native Wild Salmon, it is clear why Coastal
America selected this effort for its Spirit
Award.
Madam Speaker, I congratulate the
Nisqually Land Trust on its excellent work to
protect and manage the critical wildlife and
habitat areas of the Nisqually River Delta.

International Academy of the Visual Arts in
New York City, New York.
Schertz’s award-winning entries consisted of
the July 2008 Magazine Cover; billboard design for the 2008 Festival of Angels event;
poster ad for Artz ’09; and overall design for
the Artz exhibit.
Schertz’ newsletter, founded in the mid1980’s, has evolved over the years into the
popular monthly Schertz Tales Magazine format. Patterned after successful travel magazines and Texas-centric human interest publications, Schertz Tales Magazine’s design reflects its namesake city’s acclaimed quality-oflife and can-do spirit. Publisher Brad E. Bailey
and his team have shaped the publication to
offer important city news and business information while sharing interesting character profiles and local stories.
Schertz Tales Magazine serves a vibrant,
fast-growing community that does not have
the tradition of a local newspaper, radio station or other source of news and, yet, fills that
void effectively. In fact, Schertz Tales Magazine’s transformation from newsletter to an
internationally acclaimed metropolitan magazine mirrors the emergence of Schertz from a
small town founded by German immigrants to
one of the premier communities in the State of
Texas. Backed by the creative genius of
Graphic Designer Alexis Souza, the magazine
continues to evolve and grow.
With thousands of entries received from
across the U.S. and around the world, the
Communicator Awards program is the largest
and most competitive awards event honoring
creative excellence for communications professionals. Current International Academy of
the Visual Arts membership represents a
‘‘Who’s Who’’ of acclaimed media, advertising,
and marketing firms.
Current and past staff members involved in
the award-winning Schertz Tales Magazine include: Leslie Hernandez, Advertising Sales
Manager; Mary A. Spence, Business Manager;
Jessica Robinson, Event Coordinator; Chuck
McCollough, Editor and Writer; and Chris
Matzenbacher, Advertising Sales Director. City
of Schertz City Manager Don Taylor, Assistant
City Managers David J. Harris and John
Bierschwale and the entire City Staff can be
proud of the recognition bestowed through the
IAVA.
Madam Speaker, I am honored to have had
this time to recognize the Schertz Tales Magazine, a valued and recently awarded news
source.
f

LOCAL COLLEGE TAKES NATIONAL
BOWLING CHAMPIONSHIP

HON. ADAM H. PUTNAM
OF FLORIDA

f

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

RECOGNIZING SCHERTZ TALES
MAGAZINE

HON. HENRY CUELLAR
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. CUELLAR. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to recognize Schertz Tales Magazine, the
monthly publication of the City of Schertz,
which was recently honored with four international ‘Awards of Distinction’ at the 2010
Communicator Awards announced by the
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Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. PUTNAM. Madam Speaker, today I rise
to honor the women’s bowling team of a college located in my district, Webber International University. In their inaugural year as
a team, the Lady Warriors took home the
2010 United States Bowling Congress Intercollegiate Bowling National Championship.
The United States Bowling Congress Intercollegiate Bowling National Championship was
held this year in El Paso, Texas on April 15
through April 17. The tournament pitted together teams from NCAA Division I, II, III, and
NAIA colleges.
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I want to acknowledge what an accomplishment it is for the Lady Warriors to bring home
the championship title on their first year in
competition. This feat has not been done
since 1975. To reach this, the Webber team
first defeated a team from Robert Morris College twice in the semifinals. Advancing from
there, the Lady Warriors claimed the championship over the team from McKendree University. The final round ended in a 2–1 victory
in a best out of three series.
The team’s anchor, Hayley Beavis, was
later named the National Tournament MVP.
This victory is extra sweet for her because she
sprained her ankle a week before the tournament in training and was unsure if she was
even going to compete. Teammate Ashley
Galante was named as a National Collegiate
Bowling Coaches Association Honorable Mention All-American for the season. They were
both backed by the strong contributions from
fellow teammates Yoselin Leon Garcia, Stephanie Martins, Jessica Santiago, Katie
Thoronton, and Brittney Mari. The team was
coached by Head Coach Randy Stoughton
and assistant coaches Joe Slowinski and Del
Warren.
The same team later received the Polk
County Female Collegiate Team of the Year
Award. This is the first team from Webber
International University to receive such an
award. The Polk County All Sports Award is
meant to honor the areas best high school,
college, and professional athletes.
Established in 1927, Webber International
University hosts just over 600 undergraduate
and postgraduate students. Supported by 45
faculty members, this Babson Park institution
not only achieves excellence in sport, but their
long tradition of superb education.
On behalf of Florida’s 12th Congressional
District, I wish to congratulate Hayley Beavis,
Ashley Galante, and the whole Lady Warriors
team.
f

HONORING MICHELLE STAUFFER

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH
OF CALIFORNIA
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Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. RADANOVICH. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to commend and congratulate Michelle
Stauffer upon her retirement from Wawona
School.
Mrs. Michelle Stauffer has spent the past 29
years serving as a teaching principal at
Wawona School; a kindergarten through sixth
grade, one-room elementary school in Yosemite National Park. Wawona School has been
serving the children that live in the park since
the late 1800’s. Park rangers, firefighters and
other National Park Service employees rely on
this community school, and Mrs. Stauffer, to
educate and nurture their children. During its
existence, the school has educated the children of many Yosemite pioneer families, including the Washburn, Bruce and Gordon families.
Mrs. Stauffer is dedicated to providing a
solid education for the students. Field trips to
Washington D.C., museums, live theater and
the San Francisco Opera are part of the curriculum at Wawona School. Mrs. Stauffer believes these field trips are an important part of
exposing her students to life outside of the
park.
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Mrs. Stauffer is an extraordinary person and
educator. She is dedicated to the Yosemite
community and especially to her students. She
is committed to providing her students with the
very best education in the most nurturing environment possible.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to honor
Michelle Stauffer for her dedicated service to
the student of Wawona School. I invite my colleagues to join me in wishing Mrs. Stauffer
many years of continued success.
f

PREVENTING SOCIAL SECURITY
FRAUD ACT OF 2010

HON. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to introduce the
‘‘Preventing Social Security Fraud Act of
2010.’’ This bill will reduce the Social Security
Disability backlog by punishing insurance companies that force policyholders to fraudulently
apply for disability benefits.
The initial application backlog for Social Security Disability will be more than 1 million applicants by October. The disability hearing
backlog sits at an average of 446 days with
718,000 people waiting for a hearing.
Despite these staggering numbers, a handful of bad actors in the insurance industry
force individuals who are capable of working
to apply for disability benefits, and when denied, forces them to appeal the decision again
and again.
These companies do this because it benefits them financially. Each application in the
disability process lower’s the company’s cash
reserve requirement. The companies also
know that if one of their policyholders happens
to hit the jackpot and receive Social Security
benefits, then the insurer can lower its monthly
payout to the policyholder by that amount.
Nevermind that these individual policyholders must certify under threat of fine or imprisonment when applying for benefits that
their claim is legitimate. The policyholder is
forced to take all the risk, while the insurer
wins either way.
The legislation I am introducing today requires insurers to certify to the Social Security
Administration that a claim is legitimate when
it forces a policyholder to apply for Social Security Disability. It is important that we protect
the right of all Americans to apply for these
benefits and appeal legitimate claims.
This bill in no way threatens that system.
For those who apply for disability on their own,
nothing changes. For those who are forced by
their insurers, I merely ask that the insurer
take the same oath required of their policyholder and stand by the claim.
I urge my colleagues to support this important legislation.
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SUPPORT FOR THE
REUNIFICATION OF CYPRUS

HON. BRAD SHERMAN
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SHERMAN. Madam Speaker, I wish to
speak today about an injustice that has been
taking place in Cyprus for the last 36 years.
In 1974, when hostilities broke out on the
small island, Turkey began its military occupation of more than one-third of Cypriot land.
Nearly ten years later, the Turks declared
this land to be the ‘‘Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus’’. To this day, the only country to
recognize this declaration is Turkey, which still
illegally occupies the northern part of Cyprus.
Currently there are about 36,000 Turkish
troops occupying the North of Cyprus. They
stand as a physical manifestation of the barrier Turkey is putting up against Cypriot reunification.
Turkey has made other efforts to discourage
reunification. According to the Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly, Turkey has deliberately and continuously modified the demographics of the island, and they have enacted
a system of ‘‘naturalization’’ that encourages
mainland Turks to move to Cyprus.
This occupation is made all the more tragic
by its needlessness. Thirteen million TurkishCypriots and Greek-Cypriots have crossed into
each others communities without incident.
They seek to live together as neighbors in
countries to which they have emigrated. There
is no reason for these peoples to be divided.
We have reason to be hopeful—Turkish and
Greek Cypriot leaders have been engaged in
UN-sponsored negotiations since September
2008 to reunify the island.
The United States has an important role to
play in the reunification of Cyprus. We must
ensure that we are doing all we can to make
the island unified once more by working with
the European Union, Turkey, and all citizens
of Cyprus toward a peaceful and fair resolution of this decades-old conflict.
f

HONORING ERICA CHALKLEY

HON. GREG WALDEN
OF OREGON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. WALDEN. Madam Speaker, I rise today
to pay tribute and express gratitude to Erica
Chalkley, who dedicated herself in my Washington, D.C. office to serving the people of Oregon’s Second Congressional District for nearly three years. In that time, she distinguished
herself as a talented young woman who dedicates herself unswervingly to her career, colleagues, and family.
Madam Speaker, it’s tough enough to lose
the only other Duck in my Washington, D.C.
office. But much more than that, Erica brought
an enthusiasm and positive attitude every day
that will be sorely missed. Countless Oregonians have walked through the doors of my
Washington, D.C. office and been greeted first
by Erica, who made them feel at home during
their visit. I received many exuberant ‘‘thank
you’’ notes over the past few years that specifically mentioned how grateful they were for
Erica’s hospitality and charm.
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In a sense, what they were really saying is
that Erica made their experience in our nation’s capital even better. That’s no small feat.
In a city with so many memorable museums,
landmarks, and attractions, it says quite a bit
that her service left such a lasting impression
during what for many is a very special and
personally fulfilling trip to Washington, D.C.
My colleagues on the Energy and Commerce Committee would certainly appreciate
this example of Erica’s hard work and dedication to the team. When the health care bill was
brought up for a markup in the committee last
summer, my senior policy advisor on health
care issues was out of the office on maternity
leave. So Erica stepped in to pinch hit for, essentially, her first Major League at-bat.
Madam Speaker, that marathon markup on
the 2,032-page bill was Erica’s very first
hands-on experience in the committee process. Without missing a beat, she dove headfirst into the complicated new policy implications of this massive piece of legislation. Put
in a similar position, many others might have
been intimidated by the pressure and greatly
elevated stakes. She held more than her own,
even helping me successfully attach several
amendments important to rural Oregon to the
committee version of the bill.
As I’m sure you can imagine, Madam
Speaker, it is bittersweet to lose a member of
the team like Erica. On the one hand, it is
never easy to replace someone who brings to
the table an outgoing personality, strong work
ethic, and commitment to public service. But
on the other hand, it’s impossible not to be
happy for her as she enters what will no doubt
be a very exciting stage of her life.
While Erica is leaving Capitol Hill, she is entering a private professional organization
where she will continue to remain deeply involved in public policy work, something that I
know is a priority for Erica.
Beyond her professional growth, Erica recently became engaged to Danny Fernandez,
a fellow Oregonian and former staffer for Senator Gordon Smith. They plan to marry next
year, and I couldn’t be any happier for the
both of them—even if Danny hails from the
wrong side of Oregon’s Civil War. In all seriousness, they are two wonderfully talented individuals, and I wish them the very best as
they go down the very exciting path before
them.
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Erica also became an aunt for the first time
just a couple of short weeks ago. It must have
been near torture for Erica to wait a week before heading down to Georgia to see the new
addition to her family, but her pride in her sister and baby Seth has been evident ever
since she announced the happy news.
Madam Speaker, I’ve already noted how
constituents have showered praise upon Erica
for her work. Just as importantly, I’d wager
that if you polled my staff and the professionals who regularly come and go through
my office, they would tell you that having the
privilege to interact with Erica makes every
day that much better. The world could always
use a few more people like that. I can’t think
of many higher compliments.

VerDate Mar 15 2010

02:02 Aug 01, 2010

Jkt 089060

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2010
SPEECH OF

HON. JOHN J. HALL
OF NEW YORK
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Tuesday, July 27, 2010
Mr. HALL of New York. Madam Speaker, I
rise in support of H.R. 4899, although I have
strong reservations about the situation in Afghanistan.
I am glad that President Obama has remained committed to the draw-down of U.S.
forces from Iraq. In August, another 20,000
American troops will return home from Iraq,
leaving only 50,000 deployed there. We are
on schedule to have all combat troops home
by the end of 2011. H.R. 4899 funds this process, providing supplies, ammunition, and fuel
for the ships and planes bringing our troops
home.
I am also supportive of the disaster aid included in this bill, which allows FEMA to help
communities rebuild after recent disastrous
weather events and gives aid to Haiti. Further,
the bill contains important funding for health
care for veterans suffering from diseases related to Agent Orange, including b-cell leukemia, Parkinson’s, and ischemic heart disease.
Regarding Afghanistan, I am still convinced
that the presence of the Taliban and al Qaeda
there and in Pakistan poses a serious threat
to U.S. and Global security. Our troops are
needed to continue the fight against enemies
who have shown themselves committed to,
and capable of, killing American citizens here
and abroad.
However, after more than 10 years of war,
the situation in Afghanistan is still deeply concerning. A spate of bad news in recent months
has served to deepen public mistrust over the
previous administration’s conduct of the war,
and raises questions about how to move forward. We have reliable and repeated reports
that the Pakistani Intelligence Service, the ISI,
is collaborating with the Taliban, and that the
rampant corruption in the Afghani Government
of Hamid Karzai jeopardizes our mission and
the lives of our troops. It is time for the United
States to engage in a thoughtful, national conversation about the direction of this war.
Just last December, President Obama laid
out his plan to refocus the conflict in Afghanistan and clearly articulate what we are trying
to achieve and when we plan to bring our
troops home to their families. Our commitment
to Afghanistan is not open-ended, a point that
must be reinforced to both the American and
Afghan people.
Although we must continually re-examine
our involvement in Afghanistan and Pakistan,
it is important to remember our goals in Afghanistan are still worthy. Our troops are denying the Taliban the profits of the drug trade,
promoting education for girls and women, providing power and clean water to villages lacking it, and working to build a functioning and
stable government.
Ultimately, unless we make significant
progress fighting the insurgency it is hard to
envision the U.S. achieving these goals in any
lasting way. Our allies need to show similar
progress: The Karzai government must rein in
corruption and Pakistan must purge its intelligence service of Taliban supporters. Without
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these developments, I do not believe it is
worth additional sacrifice of American lives or
resources.
In summary, despite these strong reservations, I plan to support this bill. The President
announced his new strategy for Afghanistan
only eight months ago, and General Petraeus
has been in command for only a month. It is
too early to pass judgment on their leadership,
especially given the clear failure of the previous administration to pursue those who attacked us from Afghanistan while they diverted
military and other resources to Iraq. I would
strongly urge, however, that this be the last
supplemental used to fund these conflicts. It is
hard to envision how a war that has lasted
more than 10 years can not be funded as part
of the normal defense appropriation process.
f

HONORING THE LIFE OF MR.
ARDILL WRIGHT, JR.

HON. ADAM SMITH
OF WASHINGTON

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, July 30, 2010
Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Speaker,
I rise today to honor Pearl Harbor survivor and
influential community member, Ardill Wright,
Jr., for his life of service to his community and
country.
Mr. Wright enlisted in the U.S. Navy in
Wichita Falls, Texas on February 14, 1940.
On the morning of December 7, 1941, while
stationed in Hawaii, Ardill Wright’s peaceful
morning was suddenly disrupted by the Japanese surprise attack on Pearl Harbor. While
on the deck of the USS Raleigh, Mr. Wright
narrowly survived a Japanese attack on his
ship. Overcoming the chaos and disaster of
that morning, Mr. Wright valiantly and courageously saved several of his fellow service
members, most notably rescuing multiple sailors trapped in the USS Utah by cutting a hole
in the ship’s keel. Following the attack, Mr.
Wright resumed his service aboard the Raleigh until the conclusion of World War II.
Following his discharge from the Navy in
1946, Mr. Wright moved to Washington State
and became a member of the American Legion, Kent Post 15. Consistent with the American Legion’s objectives to benefit and serve
the community through the organization of
local programs for veterans and their families,
Mr. Wright co-founded the highly successful
Kent American Legion baseball program in
1961. Additionally, Mr. Wright contributed to
the Kent community by serving as team manager well into the 1990s, and ran concessions
at Kent Memorial Park until 2004.
In honor of his tireless service to his community, the main diamond at Kent Memorial
Park was renamed Art Wright Field in 2003.
Additionally, that same year, Mr. Wright was
presented with the Kent Kiwanis Citizen of the
Year award.
Ardill Wright, Jr. passed away on May 25,
2010, in his Kent home. Mr. Wright is survived
by his three sons: Joe, Ardill III, and Shannon,
as well as his grandchildren and great-grandchildren. His life profoundly reflected selfless
commitment to others, and his admirable citizenship and character continue to live on in
the Kent community today.
Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join
me in honoring Ardill Wright, Jr., for his selfless commitment to others, his military service
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and heroism, and his dedication to his community and country.
f

RECOGNIZING 50TH ANNIVERSARY
OF STUDENT NONVIOLENT COORDINATING COMMITTEE AND
THE NATIONAL SIT-IN MOVEMENT
SPEECH OF

HON. HENRY C. ‘‘HANK’’ JOHNSON, JR.
OF GEORGIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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Thursday, July 29, 2010
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in support of H. Res. 1566, which
commemorates the Fiftieth Anniversary of the
Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee
(SNCC) and the National Sit-In Movement. I
want to give a special thank you to my fellow
Georgian and the Dean of the Georgia delegation, Representative JOHN LEWIS for introducing this bill and for his own personal courage in participating in the Civil Rights Movement. Congressman LEWIS is an American
hero whose bravery has improved the quality
of life for millions now and in the future.
The sit-in movement was started by the extraordinary bravery of four young men in
Greensboro, North Carolina. In February of
1960, these brave men started a movement
that grew to more than 30 communities in
seven different states in only one month’s
time. Even more impressive is how one and a
half years after the inception of the sit-ins, the
movement had attracted over 70,000 participants and a sit-in had occurred in every
Southern state. The sit-in movement was truly
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a grassroots movement that showed the
power of the cause and of the method. By
choosing non-violent action, the sit-in movement was able to win hearts and minds across
the country and led to the integration of restaurants, bus lines and public facilities all over
the nation.
The Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee is another extraordinary and influential
group that played a major role in the civil
rights movement. Founded in April, 1960, in
Raleigh, North Carolina, the SNUG grew into
a large organization that operated across the
south. The group was inspired by the Greensboro sit-ins and began with an $800 grant
from the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC), founded in my home State of
Georgia, for a conference where student activists could share experiences and coordinate
activities. The conference was a success and
was attended by 126 students in 12 states.
Julian Bond and Representative JOHN LEWIS,
both from my home State of Georgia, were
among the attendees at the April 1960 conference. Congressman JOHN LEWIS went on to
be the 3rd Chairman of the SNCC.
The SNCC grew to prominence, and put
themselves at great personal risk, by organizing ‘‘freedom rides’’ across the deep south.
At least 436 people took part in these Freedom Rides during the spring and summer of
1961. The SNCC grew into an organization of
organizers dedicated to building communitybased political organizations of the rural poor.
After the Freedom Rides, the SNCC worked
primarily on voter registration, along with local
protests about segregated public facilities. As
a final, monumental step, the group took the
leading role in the 1963 March on Washington
where more than 200,000 people marched
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peacefully to the Lincoln Memorial to demand
equal justice for all citizens under the law. The
next year, this group merged with Congress
on Racial Equality and the National Advancement of Colored People with the primary goal
of creating a desegregated political climate
necessary to pass legislation to expand civil
rights and voting rights for all citizens. I agree
with Julian Bond when he said that ‘‘a final
SNCC legacy is the destruction of the psychological shackles which had kept black southerners in physical and mental peonage; SNCC
helped break those chains forever. It demonstrated that ordinary women and men,
young and old, could perform extraordinary
tasks.’’
The civil rights movement changed the fabric of America. The movement led to the passage of The Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the
Voting Rights Act of 1965, which put an end
to legal discrimination and segregation in this
country. That battle for full equality is not yet
over, however. As we move forward, we must
remember the past and the resounding success of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating
Committee and the National Sit-In Movement.
As a member of the Congressional Black
Caucus, I am honored to address the House
of Representatives on the fiftieth anniversary
of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee and the National Sit-In Movement. I
walk in the footsteps of JOHN LEWIS and Julian
Bond, great civil rights leaders from Georgia,
whose heroism and bravery improved the lives
of all Americans. Fifty years later, we all owe
a debt of gratitude to the civil rights movement
and I urge my colleagues to support this resolution.
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Daily Digest
Senate
Chamber Action
Routine Proceedings, pages S6541–S6555
Measures Introduced: Three bills and two resolutions were introduced, as follows: S. 3679–3681, and
S. Res. 602–603.
Pages S6548–49
Measures Passed:
Airline Safety and Federal Aviation Administration Extension Act: Senate passed H.R. 5900, to
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend
the funding and expenditure authority of the Airport
and Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend airport improvement program
project grant authority and to improve airline safety.
Pages S6541–43

Navy Corpsman Jeffrey L. Wiener Post Office
Building: Senate passed S. 3567, to designate the facility of the United States Postal Service located at
100 Broadway in Lynbrook, New York, as the
‘‘Navy Corpsman Jeffrey L. Wiener Post Office
Building’’.
Page S6543
President Ronald W. Reagan Post Office Building: Senate passed H.R. 5278, to designate the facility of the United States Postal Service located at 405
West Second Street in Dixon, Illinois, as the ‘‘President Ronald W. Reagan Post Office Building’’.
Page S6543
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Paula Hawkins Post Office Building: Senate
passed H.R. 5395, to designate the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 151 North
Maitland Avenue in Maitland, Florida, as the ‘‘Paula
Hawkins Post Office Building’’.
Page S6543
National Infant Mortality Awareness Month:
Senate agreed to S. Res. 602, expressing support for
the goals and ideals of National Infant Mortality
Awareness Month 2010.
Pages S6543–44

House Messages:
FAA Air Transportation Modernization and
Safety Improvement ACT—Agreement: A unanimous-consent agreement was reached providing that
Senate resume consideration of the amendment of
the House of Representatives to the amendment of
the Senate to H.R. 1586, 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, at 3 p.m., on Monday, August 2,
2010, and that the cloture vote on the motion to
concur in the House amendment to the Senate
amendment to H.R. 1586, with Amendment No.
4567, occur at 5:45 p.m., with the time from 5:15
to 5:45 p.m., equally divided and controlled between
the two Leaders, or their designees.
Pages S6554–55
Messages from the House:
Page S6547
Executive Communications:
Pages S6547–48
Petitions and Memorials:
Page S6548
Additional Cosponsors:
Page S6549
Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions:
Pages S6549–54

Additional Statements:
Page S6547
Notices of Hearings/Meetings:
Page S6554
Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and adjourned at 11:46 a.m., until 2 p.m. on Monday, August 2, 2010. (For Senate’s program, see the remarks
of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on page
S6555.)

Committee Meetings
(Committees not listed did not meet)

No committee meetings were held.
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House of Representatives
Chamber Action
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 97 public bills, H.R. 5981–6078; and 28 resolutions, H.J.
Res. 95; H. Con. Res. 311–314; and H. Res.
Pages H6567–72
1583–1605, were introduced.
Additional Cosponsors:
Pages H6572–74
Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows:
H.R. 5711, to provide for the furnishing of statues by the territories of the United States for display
in Statuary Hall in the United States Capitol (H.
Rept. 111–583) and
Supplemental report on H.R. 3534, to provide
greater efficiencies, transparency, returns, and accountability in the administration of Federal mineral
and energy resources by consolidating administration
of various Federal energy minerals management and
leasing programs into one entity to be known as the
Office of Federal Energy and Minerals Leasing of the
Department of the Interior (H. Rept. 111–575, Pt.
Page H6567
2).
Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules
and pass the following measure:
Increasing the flexibility of the Secretary of
HUD with respect to the amount of premiums
charged for FHA single family housing mortgage
insurance: H.R. 5981, to increase the flexibility of
the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development
with respect to the amount of premiums charged for
FHA single family housing mortgage insurance.
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Pages H6468–69

Suspension—Proceedings Resumed: The House
agreed to suspend the rules and agree to the following measure which was debated on Wednesday,
July 28th:
Expressing the sense of the House of Representatives that fruit and vegetable and commodity producers are encouraged to display the American flag
on labels of products grown in the United States:
H. Res. 1558, to express the sense of the House of
Representatives that fruit and vegetable and commodity producers are encouraged to display the
American flag on labels of products grown in the
United States, reminding us all to take pride in the
healthy bounty produced by American farmers and
workers, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 403 yeas to 1
nay, Roll No. 501.
Page H6483
Suspensions—Proceedings Resumed: The House
agreed to suspend the rules and pass the following
measures which were debated on Thursday, July
29th:
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Real Estate Jobs and Investment Act of 2010:
H.R. 5901, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to exempt certain stock of real estate investment trusts from the tax on foreign investment in
United States real property interests, by a 2⁄3 yeaand-nay vote of 402 yeas to 11 nays, Roll No. 502;
Pages H6483–84

Recognizing the 50th anniversary of the Student
Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC): H.
Res. 1566, to recognize the 50th anniversary of the
Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee
(SNCC) and the pioneering of college students whose
determination and nonviolent resistance led to the
desegregation of lunch counters and places of public
accommodation over a 5-year period, by a 2⁄3 yeaand-nay vote of 410 yeas with none voting ‘‘nay’’,
Roll No. 503; and
Pages H6484–85
Providing for the conveyance of a small parcel of
National Forest System land in the Francis Marion National Forest in South Carolina: H.R. 5414,
amended, to provide for the conveyance of a small
parcel of National Forest System land in the Francis
Marion National Forest in South Carolina, by a 2⁄3
yea-and-nay vote of 408 yeas with none voting
‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 504.
Page H6485
Order of Procedure: Agreed by unanimous consent
that, during proceedings today in the House and in
the Committee of the Whole, the Chair be authorized to reduce to two minutes the minimum time
for electronic voting on any question that otherwise
could be subjected to five-minute voting under
clause 8 or 9 of rule 20 or under clause 6 of rule
18.
Page H6493
Offshore Oil and Gas Worker Whistleblower
Protection Act of 2010: The House passed H.R.
5851, to provide whistleblower protections to certain
workers in the offshore oil and gas industry, by a
yea-and-nay vote of 315 yeas to 93 nays, Roll No.
506.
Pages H6486–92, H6552–55
Rejected the Kline motion to recommit the bill
to the Committee on Education and Labor with instructions to report the same back to the House
forthwith with an amendment, by a yea-and-nay vote
of 171 yeas to 234 nays, Roll No. 505.
Pages H6552–54

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment printed in
part C of H. Rept. 111–582 is considered as adopted.
Page H6487
Agreed that the Clerk be authorized to make
technical and conforming changes to reflect the actions of the House.
Page H6562
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H. Res. 1574, the rule providing for consideration
of the bills (H.R. 3534 and H.R. 5851) was agreed
to by a yea-and-nay vote of 220 yeas to 194 nays,
Roll No. 500, after the previous question was ordered without objection.
Pages H6462–68, H6482
Point of Order: Representative Hastings (WA)
raised a point of order that the committee report accompanying the bill (H.R. 3534) violated the provisions of clause 9(a) of rule 21 and the bill was not
in order for consideration. The Chair sustained the
point of order. Subsequently, the Chair announced a
supplemental report on H.R. 3534 had been filed
pursuant to the authority granted by clause 3(a)(2)
of rule 13 and the supplemental report contains a
statement in satisfaction of clause 9 of rule 21.
Pages H6492–93

Consolidated Land, Energy, and Aquatic Resources Act: The House passed H.R. 3534, to provide greater efficiencies, transparency, returns, and
accountability in the administration of Federal mineral and energy resources by consolidating administration of various Federal energy minerals management and leasing programs into one entity to be
known as the Office of Federal Energy and Minerals
Leasing of the Department of the Interior, by a yeaand-nay vote of 209 yeas to 193 nays with 1 voting
‘‘present’’, Roll No. 513.
Pages H6493–98, H6498–H6552, H6555–61

Rejected the Cassidy motion to recommit the bill
to the Committee on Natural Resources with instructions to report the same back to the House
forthwith with an amendment, by a recorded vote of
166 ayes to 239 noes with 1 voting ‘‘present’’, Roll
No. 512.
Pages H6558–60
Pursuant to the rule, the amendment in the nature of a substitute printed in part A of H. Rept.
111–582 shall be considered as an original bill for
the purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule, in lieu of the amendment in the nature of a
substitute recommended by the Committee on NatPage H6511
ural Resources now printed in the bill.
Agreed to:
Castle amendment (No. 2 printed in part B of H.
Rept. 111–582) that ensures there is no delay in the
development of ocean renewable energy resources, including offshore wind, in the establishment of the
new Bureau of Energy and Resource Management;
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Pages H6541–42

Shea-Porter amendment (No. 4 printed in part B
of H. Rept. 111–582) that ensures that the ethics
guidelines required for certain Department of Interior employees are updated at least every three years.
The amendment also ensures that the best available
technology for oil spill response and mitigation, and
the availability and accessibility of that technology,
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is part of the Offshore Technology Research and
Risk Assessment Program. Finally, the amendment
requires that operators annually certify that their response and exploration plans include the best available technology and its availability;
Pages H6543–44
Connolly amendment (No. 7 printed in part B of
H. Rept. 111–582) that prevents oil companies from
shifting oil spill cleanup costs onto taxpayers by ensuring that Oil Pollution Act liabilities of an oil
subsidiary will be inherited by the parent oil company in the event the subsidiary goes bankrupt and
does not sell its assets. The amendment does not
alter underlying liability provisions of OPA, and includes technical corrections from the Department of
Justice;
Pages H6547–48
Melancon amendment (No. 9 printed in part B of
H. Rept. 111–582) that seeks to create an additional
civil penalty on Gulf Coast Oil Spills of more than
1 million barrels, and would direct those funds toward previously authorized coastal restoration
projects;
Pages H6550–52
Rahall manager’s amendment (No. 1 printed in
part B of H. Rept. 111–582) that clarifies certain
provisions in the bill and adds various requirements
(by a recorded vote of 250 ayes to 161 noes with 1
voting ‘‘present’’, Roll No. 507);
Pages H6536–41, H6555

Kind amendment (No. 3 printed in part B of H.
Rept. 111–582) that requires that no less than 1.5
percent of the Land and Water Conservation Fund
each year go toward securing recreational public access to Federal Lands under the jurisdiction of the
Secretary of the Interior for hunting, fishing, and
other outdoor recreation (by a recorded vote of 404
ayes to 1 no, Roll No. 508); Pages H6542–43, H6555–56
Teague amendment (No. 5 printed in part B of
H. Rept. 111–582) that allows a group of companies
to cooperate to meet financial responsibility requirements by pooling of resources or joint insurance coverage (by a recorded vote of 399 ayes to 8 noes, Roll
No. 509);
Pages H6544–45, H6556–57
Oberstar amendment (No. 6 printed in part B of
H. Rept. 111–582) that requires, following initial
clean-up of a spill, that the National Resources
Damages Act trustee give equal and full consideration to all statutorily prescribed natural resource
damage remedies to ensure that acquisition of nonimpacted land is considered an equal remedy and not
given lower priority as is currently provided in statute (by a recorded vote of 258 ayes to 149 noes, Roll
No. 510); and
Pages H6545–47, H6557
Melancon amendment (No. 8 printed in part B of
H. Rept. 111–582) that seeks to end the federal
moratorium on deepwater drilling. The moratorium
would be prohibited from enforcement on those rigs
that meet safety requirements set forth in NTL 05
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and NTL 06 (by a recorded vote of 216 ayes to 195
noes with 1 voting ‘‘present’’, Roll No. 511).

ergy and Commerce and S. 3567 was referred to the
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.

Pages H6548–50, H6557–58

Page H6566

Agreed that the Clerk be authorized to make
technical and conforming changes to reflect the actions of the House.
Page 6562
H. Res. 1574, the rule providing for consideration
of the bills (H.R. 3534 and H.R. 5851) was agreed
to by a yea-and-nay vote of 220 yeas to 194 nays,
Roll No. 500, after the previous question was ordered without objection.
Pages H6462–68, H6482
Pursuant to section 4 of the rule, in the engrossment of H.R. 3534, the Clerk shall (a) add the text
of H.R. 5851, as passed by the House, as new matter at the end of H.R. 3534; (b) assign appropriate
designations to provisions within the engrossment;
and (c) conform provisions for short titles within the
engrossment. Upon the addition of the text of H.R.
5851 to the engrossment of H.R. 3534, H.R. 5851
shall be laid on the table.
Inspector General for the U.S. House of Representatives—Appointment: The Chair announced
that the Speaker, Majority Leader, and Minority
Leader jointly appoint Ms. Theresa M. Grafenstine of
Manassas, Virginia to the position of Inspector General for the U.S. House of Representatives effective
July 30, 2010.
Page H6552
Suspension—Failed: The House failed to agree to
suspend the rules and pass the following measure:
Amending the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to
repeal the expansion of certain information reporting requirements to corporations and to payments
for property and to eliminate loopholes which encourage companies to move operations offshore:
H.R. 5982, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to repeal the expansion of certain information
reporting requirements to corporations and to payments for property and to eliminate loopholes which
encourage companies to move operations offshore, by
a 2/3 yea-and-nay vote of 241 yeas to 154 nays, Roll
No. 514.
Pages H6470–82, H6561–62
Congressional Award Board—Appointment: The
Chair announced the Speaker’s appointment of the
following members to the Congressional Award
Board: Mr. Nicholas Scott Cannon of Los Angeles,
CA, for the remainder of the term ending September
25, 2011 and in addition, Mr. Jimmie Lee Solomon
of Washington, DC.
Page H6562
Senate Messages: Messages received from the Senate
today appear on pages H6470 and H6482–83.
Senate Referrals: S. 258 was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and the Committee on En-

Quorum Calls—Votes: Nine yea-and-nay votes and
six recorded votes developed during the proceedings
of today and appear on pages H6482, H6483,
H6483–84, H6484–85, H6485, H6553–54,
H6554–55, H6555, H6555–56, H6556–57, H6557,
H6557–58, H6560, H6560–61, and H6561–62.
There were no quorum calls.
Adjournment: The House met at 9 a.m. and at
6:40 p.m., pursuant to the provisions of H. Con.
Res. 308, the House stands adjourned until 2 p.m.
on Tuesday, September 14, 2010.

VerDate Mar 15 2010

02:55 Aug 01, 2010

Jkt 089060

PO 00000

Frm 00004

Fmt 0627

Committee Meetings
No committee meetings were held.

Joint Meetings
No joint committee meetings were held.
f

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRAM AHEAD
Week of August 2 through August 7, 2010
Senate Chamber
On Monday, at approximately 3 p.m., Senate will
resume consideration of the amendment of the
House of Representatives to the amendment of the
Senate to H.R. 1586, FAA Air Transportation Modernization and Safety Improvement Act, and after a
period of debate, vote on the motion to invoke cloture on the motion to concur in the House amendment to the Senate amendment to the bill, with
Reid (for Murray) Amendment No. 4567, in the nature of a substitute, at 5:45 p.m.
During the balance of the week, Senate may consider any cleared legislative and executive business.
Senate also hopes to consider an energy bill, and the
nomination of Elena Kagan to be an Associated Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States.
Senate Committees
(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated)

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry: August
4, to hold hearings to examine promoting agricultural exports, focusing on United States agricultural trade policy
and the farm bill’s trade title, 9:30 a.m., SR–328A.
Committee on Armed Services: August 3, to hold hearings
to examine the report of the Quadrennial Defense Review
Independent Panel, 9:30 a.m., SD–G50.
August 3, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine the nominations of Jonathan Woodson, of Massachusetts, to be Assistant Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs, and Neile L. Miller, of Maryland, to be Principal
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Deputy Administrator, and Anne M. Harrington, of Virginia, to be Deputy Administrator for Defense Nuclear
Nonproliferation, both of the National Nuclear Security
Administration, both of the Department of Energy, 2:30
p.m., SD–G50.
August 4, Subcommittee on SeaPower, with the Subcommittee on Strategic Forces, to receive a briefing on
the Navy’s plans for the next generation Ohio class ballistic missile submarine, 10 a.m., SVC–217.
August 5, Full Committee, to receive a closed briefing
on Russian force structure in support of the treaty between the United States of America and the Russian Federation on Measures for the Further Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, signed in Prague on
April 8, 2010, with Protocol (Treaty Doc.111–05), 9:30
a.m., SVC–217.
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: August 3, business meeting to consider S. 1619, to establish
the Office of Sustainable Housing and Communities, to
establish the Interagency Council on Sustainable Communities, to establish a comprehensive planning grant program, to establish a sustainability challenge grant program, 10 a.m., SD–538.
August 5, Subcommittee on Economic Policy, to hold
hearings to examine the Obama Administration Manufacturing Agenda, 10:30 a.m., SD–538.
Committee on the Budget: August 3, to hold hearings to
examine a status report on the United States economy, 10
a.m., SD–608.
Committee on Environment and Public Works: August 3,
Subcommittee on Children’s Health, to hold hearings to
examine the state of research on potential environmental
health factors with autism and related neurodevelopment
disorders, 10 a.m., SD–406.
August 4, Full Committee, with the Subcommittee on
Oversight, to hold a joint oversight hearing on the use
of oil dispersants in the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill, 10
a.m., SD–406.
Committee on Foreign Relations: August 3, business meeting to consider the nominations of Peter Michael McKinley, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to the Republic of Colombia, Rose M. Likins, of Virginia, to be Ambassador
to the Republic of Peru, Christopher W. Murray, of New
York, to be Ambassador to the Republic of the Congo,
Mark Charles Storella, of Maryland, to be Ambassador to
the Republic of Zambia, James Frederick Entwistle, of
Virginia, to be Ambassador to the Democratic Republic
of the Congo, Eric D. Benjaminson, of Oregon, to be
Ambassador to the Gabonese Republic, and to serve concurrently and without additional compensation as Ambassador to the Democratic Republic of Sao Tome and Principe, Phillip Carter III, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to
the Republic of Cote d’Ivoire, J. Thomas Dougherty, of
Wyoming, to be Ambassador to Burkina Faso, Michael S.
Owen, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to the Republic of
Sierra Leone, Laurence D. Wohlers, of Washington, to be
Ambassador to the Central African Republic, Patrick S.
Moon, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Luis E. Arreaga-Rodas, of Virginia, to be
Ambassador to the Republic of Iceland, Daniel Bennett
Smith, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to Greece, Scot
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Alan Marciel, of California, to be Ambassador to the Republic of Indonesia, Judith R. Fergin, of Washington, to
be Ambassador to the Democratic Republic of TimorLeste, Helen Patricia Reed-Rowe, of Maryland, to be Ambassador to the Republic of Palau, Paul W. Jones, of
New York, to be Ambassador to Malaysia, James Franklin
Jeffrey, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to the Republic of
Iraq, Maura Connelly, of New Jersey, to be Ambassador
to the Republic of Lebanon, Gerald M. Feierstein, of
Pennsylvania, to be Ambassador to the Republic of
Yemen, and Francis Joseph Ricciardone, Jr., of Massachusetts, to be Ambassador to the Republic of Turkey, all
of the Department of State, Mark Feierstein, of Virginia,
to be an Assistant Administrator of the United States
Agency for International Development, Mimi E.
Alemayehou, of the District of Columbia, to be Executive
Vice President of the Overseas Private Investment Corporation, Richard M. Lobo, of Florida, to be Director of
the International Broadcasting Bureau, Broadcasting
Board of Governors, Nisha Desai Biswal, of the District
of Columbia, to be an Assistant Administrator of the
United States Agency for International Development,
other pending nominations, and a routine list in the foreign service, 2:15 p.m., S–116, Capitol.
August 4, Full Committee, business meeting to consider S. 2982, to combat international violence against
women and girls, and Treaty between the United States
of America and the Russian Federation on Measures for
the Further Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, signed in Prague on April 8, 2010, with Protocol (Treaty Doc. 111–05), 9 a.m., S–116, Capitol.
August 5, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine the nominations of Norman L. Eisen, of the District
of Columbia, to be Ambassador to the Czech Republic,
Duane E. Woerth, of Nebraska, to be Representative of
the United States of America on the Council of the International Civil Aviation Organization, and Alexander A.
Arvizu, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to the Republic of
Albania, all of the Department of State, 10 a.m.,
SD–419.
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: August 4, to hold hearings to examine for-profit schools, focusing on the student recruitment experience, 10 a.m.,
SD–106.
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs:
August 3, Subcommittee on Federal Financial Management, Government Information, Federal Services, and
International Security, to hold hearings to examine transforming government through innovative tools and technology, 2:30 p.m., SD–342.
August 4, Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations,
to hold hearings to examine social security disability
fraud, focusing on case studies in Federal employees and
commercial drivers licenses, 2:30 p.m., SD–342.
Committee on the Judiciary: August 3, Subcommittee on
Administrative Oversight and the Courts, to hold hearings to examine protecting public interest, focusing on
understanding the threat of agency capture, 10 a.m.,
SD–226.

Sfmt 0627

E:\CR\FM\D30JY0.REC

D30JYPT1

July 30, 2010

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST

rfrederick on DSKG8SOYB1PROD with DIGEST

August 4, Subcommittee on Terrorism and Homeland
Security, to hold hearings to examine government preparedness and response to a terrorist attack using weapons
of mass destruction, 10 a.m., SD–226.
August 5, Full Committee, business meeting to consider S. 2925, to establish a grant program to benefit victims of sex trafficking, and S. 518, to establish the StarSpangled Banner and War of 1812 Bicentennial Commission, and the nominations of Mary Helen Murguia, of Arizona, to be United States Circuit Judge for the Ninth
Circuit, Edmond E-Min Chang, to be United States District Judge for the Northern District of Illinois, Leslie E.
Kobayashi, to be United States District Judge for the
District of Hawaii, Denise Jefferson Casper, to be United
States District Judge for the District of Massachusetts,
and Carlton W. Reeves, to be United States District
Judge for the Southern District of Mississippi, 10 a.m.,
SD–226.
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: August 5, business meeting to consider S. 3107, to amend title 38, United States
Code, to provide for an increase, effective December 1,
2010, in the rates of compensation for veterans with service-connected disabilities and the rates of dependency and
indemnity compensation for the survivors of certain disabled veterans, S. 3234, to improve employment, training, and placement services furnished to veterans, especially those serving in Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Freedom, S. 3325, to amend title 38,
United States Code, to authorize the waiver of the collec-
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tion of copayments for telehealth and telemedicine visits
of veterans, S. 3447, to amend title 38, United States
Code, to improve educational assistance for veterans who
served in the Armed Forces after September 11, 2001, S.
3517, to amend title 38, United States Code, to improve
the processing of claims for disability compensation filed
with the Department of Veterans Affairs, S. 3609, to extend the temporary authority for performance of medical
disability examinations by contract physicians for the Department of Veterans Affairs, and other pending business
items, 9:30 a.m., SR–418.
Select Committee on Intelligence: August 3, to hold closed
hearings to consider certain intelligence matters, 2:30
p.m., SH–219.
August 5, Full Committee, to hold closed hearings to
consider certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH–219.
Impeachment Trial Committee (Porteous): August 4, to
hold hearings to examine the Impeachment Trial Committee on the Articles Against Judge G. Thomas
Porteous, Jr., 1 p.m., SR–301.

House Committees
No committee meetings are scheduled.

Joint Meetings
Joint Economic Committee: August 6, to hold hearings to
examine the employment situation for July 2010, 9:30
a.m., SD–106.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE
2 p.m., Monday, August 2

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
2 p.m., Tuesday, September 14

Senate Chamber

House Chamber

Program for Tuesday: To be announced.

Program for Monday: After the transaction of any morning
business (not to extend beyond 3 p.m.), Senate will resume
consideration of the amendment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of the Senate to H.R. 1586, FAA Air
Transportation Modernization and Safety Improvement Act,
and after a period of debate, vote on the motion to invoke cloture on the motion to concur in the House amendment to the
Senate amendment to the bill, with Reid (for Murray) Amendment No. 4567, in the nature of a substitute, at 5:45 p.m.
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