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Senate
The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Friday, June 3, 2011, at 10:30 a.m.

House of Representatives
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 1, 2011
The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. WESTMORELAND).
f

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following communication from the Speaker:
WASHINGTON, DC,
June 1, 2011.
I hereby appoint the Honorable LYNN A.
WESTMORELAND to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day.
JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
f

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to the order of the House of January 5, 2011, the Chair will now recognize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.
The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.
f
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CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT OF 1882
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. CHU).
Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
announce an action to address an injustice carried out on this very floor that

Congress has never atoned for, the Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882.
A century ago, the Chinese came here
in search of a better life; but they faced
harsh conditions, particularly in the
Halls of Congress. Congress passed numerous laws to restrict Chinese Americans, starting from the 1882 Chinese
Exclusion Act, to stop the Chinese
from immigrating, from becoming naturalized citizens, and from ever having
the right to vote.
These were the only such laws to target a specific ethnic group. The Chinese were the only residents that had
to carry papers on them at all times.
They were often harassed and detained.
If they couldn’t produce the proper
documents, authorities threw them
into prison or out of the country, regardless of their citizenship status. Political cartoons and hateful banners
like these were hung in towns and cities and printed in papers. At that time
of this hateful law, the Chinese were
called racial slurs, were spat upon in
the streets, and even brutally murdered.
Only after China became an ally of
the U.S. in World War II was this law
repealed in 1943, 60 years after its passage. It has never been formally acknowledged by Congress as incompatible with America’s founding principles.
That is why, as the first Chinese
American woman elected to Congress,
and whose grandfather was a victim of
this law, I stand on the very floor
where the Chinese Exclusion Act was
passed and announce that I have introduced a resolution calling for a formal

acknowledgment and expression of regret for the Chinese exclusion laws.
When the exclusion laws were first
introduced, there was a great deal of
debate in Congress over their merits.
The U.S. had just abolished slavery.
The 14th and 15th Amendments had recently been ratified. Slavery had been
defeated, and freedom seemed more
certain. The national atmosphere led
many in Congress to stand up against
the discriminatory anti-Chinese laws.
But over the years, those standing for
justice almost all disappeared. By the
time 1882 came around, Members of
Congress were fighting over who deserved the most credit for getting the
most discriminatory laws passed and
standing
against
the
‘‘Mongolian
horde.’’
Representative Albert Shelby Willis
from Kentucky pushed relentlessly for
the exclusion laws, lambasting the Chinese. Standing in the same spot where
I am now, he said the Chinese were ‘‘an
invading race’’ and called them ‘‘alien
with sordid and un-republican habits.’’
He declared the ‘‘U.S. was cursed with
the evils of Chinese immigration’’ and
that they disturbed the ‘‘peace and
order of society.’’
But there were a brave few, a small
minority who fought hard against prejudice and principles of freedom. One
such man was Senator George Frisbie
Hoar, whose statue now stands proudly
in the Capitol. He stood up to all of the
Chinese exclusion laws and voted
against each. He said in 1904 when the
laws were made permanent, ‘‘I cannot
agree with the principle that this legislation or any legislation on the subject

b This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., b 1407 is 2:07 p.m.
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rests. All races, all colors, all nationalities contain persons entitled to be
recognized everywhere as equals of
other men. I am bound to record my
protest, if I stand alone.’’
And stand alone he did. The final
vote against the Chinese in the Senate
was 76–1. What Senator Hoar stood up
for is what I am asking Congress to
stand up for today: that all people, no
matter the color of their skin, or the
nation of origin, are the equals of every
other man or woman.
America came to be what it is today
through immigrants who came from all
corners of the world. Chinese immigrants were amongst them. They
sought a place to live that was founded
upon liberty and equality. They came
in search of the American Dream—that
if you worked hard, you could build a
good life. It is why my grandfather
came to the United States.
But when the Chinese Exclusion Act
was passed, the truths that this Nation
holds as self-evident—that all are endowed with the inalienable rights of
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness—were discounted by the very ones
elected to uphold them.
And so for a generation of our ancestors, like my grandfather, who were
told for six decades by the U.S. Government that the land of the free wasn’t
open to them, it is long past time that
Congress officially and formally acknowledges these ugly laws that targeted Chinese immigrants, and express
sincere regret for these actions.
With my resolution, Congress will acknowledge the injustice of the Chinese
Exclusion Act, express regret for the
lives it destroyed, and make sure that
the prejudice that stained our Nation
is never repeated again. And it will
demonstrate that today is a different
day and that today we stand side by
side for a stronger America.

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

f

AUTHORIZING MORE WARFARE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 minutes.
Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, last
week this body passed the National Defense Authorization Act. In doing so,
yet again, it put a stamp of approval
on a more violent, belligerent, and
militaristic defense policy.
While my friends in the majority
continue to posture about Federal
spending, they are eager to authorize
billions and billions on military programs and policies that don’t make
America safer.
During last week’s debate over the
Defense bill, they voted down an
amendment that would have brought
the Department of Defense funding levels down to the same 2008 levels they
want to impose on domestic discretionary spending. Obviously, the Republicans believe in a blank check for
the Pentagon, but austerity for everyone else.
They rejected my amendment to
eliminate the V–22 Osprey, a multibil-
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lion-dollar aircraft with a performance
and safety record so shoddy that even
Dick Cheney tried to eliminate it when
he was Secretary of Defense. They also
rejected an amendment that would
have prohibited the use of funds for
permanent bases in Iraq and Afghanistan, despite the fact that an anonymous officer in Afghanistan was quoted
in yesterday’s Washington Post as saying, ‘‘We’ve become addicted to building.’’ That officer added that supplemental appropriations, with its billions
of dollars for construction, ‘‘have been
like crack cocaine for the military.’’
It gets worse, Mr. Speaker. The Defense bill includes a radically expanded
authorization for the use of military
force. It completely undermines the
War Powers Act, empowering the
President, whichever President, whomever is in that office, to declare war regardless of whether an attack against
the United States is imminent, regardless of whether our national security
has been threatened. The language
doesn’t even specify any geographic
limitation.
b 1010
The Republican majority couldn’t
even bring themselves to support an
amendment that called simply for a
plan within 60 days to transfer responsibility for Afghanistan’s security to
Afghanistan—a plan—so we can begin
the process of redevelopment. Just a
plan within 60 days. As our distinguished Democratic leader said here on
the floor last week when we were debating this, who could be against that?
Well, apparently the overwhelming
majority of House Republicans could be
against it and are against it and voted
against it. Then they topped it off by
voting to eliminate the modest public
investment in the U.S. Institute of
Peace, an institute that carries out
real, well-respected, lifesaving work on
peaceful conflict resolution around the
world.
Last night the majority played a
game of chicken with the global financial credibility of the United States,
holding a vote on the debt ceiling that
was designed to fail.
I challenge them: You want meaningful spending cuts as a condition for a
debt ceiling increase? Then stop giving
the Pentagon unlimited use of the taxpayers’ ATM card. Stop putting the
full faith and credit of the United
States on the line in order to wage
more war.
You believe in fiscal discipline, and
you think everything should be on the
table? Then let’s talk about saving $10
billion a month by ending the war in
Afghanistan, and let’s bring our troops
home from Iraq and Afghanistan.

from the 23rd District of California. His
name is Mr. Jack Sutherlin.
Mr. Sutherlin, of Santa Maria, California, served honorably in the Coast
Guard during World War II. He was stationed off the California coast. Mr.
Sutherlin’s brave actions on December
25, 1943, resulted in the safe passage of
two escort carriers down the Pacific,
along the coast, and into San Diego
Bay.
I am very proud to represent Mr.
Sutherlin, an example to us all for his
dedication to our country and for his
lifetime of serving our community.
Mr. Speaker, the debt we owe to our
Nation’s veterans is immeasurable, and
Mr. Sutherlin is no exception. In fact,
he’s an example of those of that Greatest Generation who served nobly during the Second World War. His actions
in 1943 leave me humbled and honored
by his sacrifices. We can never repay
his service, but we can act honorably
on his behalf and behave in a way that
is indicative of a grateful Nation.
Singling out events like these are
important to remind us that acknowledging our veterans’ bravery and sacrifice is never done. Despite the decades that have passed, our country remains indebted to the heroic actions of
Mr. Sutherlin and his many brothers in
arms.
It’s also imperative to remember
that we are still a Nation at war and
that veterans who served decades ago
or just months ago or are serving today
deserve our support, our appreciation,
and our profound gratitude. Mr.
Sutherlin waited too long to be officially recognized, and I’m sure he
would agree that all veterans deserve
timely and genuine acknowledgements
of their service.
I am proud of the work my staff completed to assist Mr. Sutherlin achieve a
formal recognition from the commandant of the United States Coast
Guard. Just a few days ago, the veterans clinic in Santa Maria, California,
hosted a reception and a ceremony
where the letter of recognition from
the commandant was read and where
many of the Coast Guard on active
duty stationed at Morro Bay, California, were present to see someone of
the generation preceding them being
acknowledged.
I consider my work on behalf of veterans to be one of my most sacred responsibilities as a Member of Congress.
Veterans like Mr. Sutherlin represent
the best this country has to offer, and
ensuring his work is recognized is of
paramount importance. It’s an honor
to represent a man of such integrity,
conviction, and dedication to his country. I’m proud to include his service in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the
United States Congress.

f

f

HONORING JACK SUTHERLIN
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS) for 5 minutes.
Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to honor a constituent of mine

MEETING THE NEEDS OF ENGLISH
LANGUAGE LEARNERS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 minutes.
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Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, the
2010 census confirmed that Hispanics
are a growing part of the American
family. There are now more than 50
million Latinos in the United States,
accounting for more than half of the
Nation’s population growth between
2000 and 2010. Today, one in six Americans is Hispanic.
This tremendous growth adds to our
country’s rich diversity, but it also
brings challenges. The number of
English language learners in our Nation’s schools has increased by 50 percent over the past decade. English
learners are found in States with traditionally large Hispanic populations,
like Texas and New Mexico, and in
States that have experienced a recent
influx of immigrants, like Colorado
and Indiana. And English learners are
found in large numbers in the U.S. territory of Puerto Rico.
How well our schools educate those
students will determine the future success of our Nation. And providing a
quality education means ensuring that
they graduate from high school with
proficiency in English. The benefits of
learning English are clear for students
living in the 50 States where it is difficult to obtain most jobs without
being fluent in the language.
But learning English is also vital for
students in Puerto Rico. In my life I
have visited many countries around
the world; and everywhere I have traveled, I have seen young people studying
English with passion and determination. Puerto Rico’s sons and daughters,
particularly as American citizens living in a U.S. territory, simply must be
proficient in English to compete effectively in the modern globalized world.
Yet for too many years, some politicians in Puerto Rico sought to limit
the teaching of English in our local
schools in a misguided effort to influence the debate over Puerto Rico’s political status. This cynical approach
has harmed our children and our island. Regardless of one’s views on
Puerto Rico’s status, there can be no
question that proficiency in English, as
well as in Spanish, is in the best interest of Puerto Rico’s youth. To deny our
children the opportunity to learn
English is to deny them the countless
opportunities that come with being bilingual.
Accordingly, since arriving in Congress, one of my primary goals has
been to improve English language instruction in Puerto Rico schools. That
is why I have introduced a bill to raise
a cap that restricts the amount of Federal funds the island can receive to
strengthen its English language programs. In order to ensure that the children of Puerto Rico have the same opportunities as children in the States, it
is imperative that the island be treated
fairly when it comes to allocating Federal funding for English language programs.
Moreover, our schools’ success in
teaching English learners in Puerto
Rico and in the States will depend on

VerDate Mar 15 2010

06:28 Jun 02, 2011

H3811

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 099060

the number of well-prepared bilingual
teachers available to instruct these
students. In Puerto Rico the challenge
has been to find enough teachers who
are sufficiently proficient in English to
effectively teach the language. At the
same time, the increased number of
English learners in the States has left
school districts scrambling to find
enough teachers who are fluent in foreign languages, such as Spanish and
Mandarin, as well as in English.
In both cases, schools are asking
themselves, How can I find an experienced teacher to meet this need? One
answer: teacher exchanges.
I recently introduced legislation that
would fund teacher exchanges between
school districts in different regions of
the United States. Under my bill, for
example, a teacher in Puerto Rico
could improve her English ability by
spending a year in the States trading
places with a native English-speaking
instructor who seeks to improve her
Spanish language skills. Through this
exchange the teachers and, more importantly, the students in each community would benefit. No wonder that
organizations
representing
English
teachers, foreign language instructors,
principals, and school boards have all
endorsed my bill.
b 1020
As Congress works to reform the Elementary and Secondary Education Act,
I urge my colleagues to address the
needs of English language learners,
whether those students are located in
Santa Fe, San Antonio, or San Juan.
Our goal should be as simple as it is
ambitious: to ensure that every student in our Nation has the opportunity
to graduate from high school as a fluent English speaker.
f

BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) for 5 minutes.
Mr. DEFAZIO. Well, yesterday the
House resoundingly rejected a so-called
‘‘clean’’ increase in the debt limit, as it
should have. But different people are
going to draw different conclusions
from this vote. The Republicans will
say this means unlimited spending
cuts, that’s how we’ll balance the budget. And on my side of the aisle, there
will be those who say this puts revenues back into play. Actually, both
should be right.
There is no way, no way to deal with
a $1.7 trillion deficit—I guess we’re
down to $1.4 trillion this year; money
is coming in a little better than expected—to deal with that without dealing with both sides of the equation,
that is, revenues and cuts in spending.
Now, unfortunately, around here it
seems that coming together for the
problems of the Nation is somewhat
quaint and old fashioned. I’ve been here
long enough to remember when we used
to do those things, when we had the
surtax on millionaires back when Bush
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I was President and brought back some
fiscal sanity, before my time when
Ronald Reagan raised taxes three
times because he realized that supplyside economics didn’t work. Well, we’re
now back to supply-side economics
over here. It doesn’t work. And more
tax cuts, they’re proposing more tax
cuts in the face of deficit. Absurd.
So how are we going to force that
discussion? I believe we need a balanced budget amendment to the Constitution. We actually passed one when
I was here in 1995. I voted for it. It
failed by one vote in the Senate. Now,
just think, had that been in place
when, in the last 2 years of the Clinton
Presidency, we not only balanced the
budget, we began to pay down debt for
the first time since 1969. Then came
Bush II, and he said we’re going to give
that money back to the people. And
even when we went into deficit, he
said, well, we need more tax cuts.
That’s what we need is more tax cuts,
because we’re running a deficit now
and that’s how you deal with deficits is
to cut taxes because then people will—
whatever. Somehow that creates more
money. If we had had the balanced
budget amendment to the Constitution
in place, Bush couldn’t have gotten
away with that. He couldn’t have
launched an unnecessary war in Iraq
and cut taxes at the same time; the
first time our Nation has gone to war
while cutting taxes. And he managed
to double the debt in 8 short years,
ending with the spectacular crash on
Wall Street and the TARP bailout,
which many forget was the Bush TARP
bailout—I voted against that, too—not
the Obama bailout; although Obama
continued those same Wall Street
friendly policies, to his discredit.
And then the Obama stimulus. Forty
percent of that was Bush tax cuts.
What is it? What is it we don’t get that
cutting taxes in the way that George
Bush wanted to do and did do with
trickle-down economics and piling up
more debt does not put people back to
work? It’s not investment. It doesn’t
generate economic activity and jobs.
The theory is, oh, the rich people
have so much money, they’ll invest it
in meaningful ways. Corporations are
sitting on $2 trillion in cash. Wall
Street billionaire hedge fund managers
pay a 15 percent rate of tax, half that
of an Army captain. Are they investing
in a meaningful way to put people back
to work? No. They’re speculating and
driving up the price of gas and screwing the American people and depressing
the economy.
It’s time to get real around here. I
believe a balanced budget amendment
would focus the minds and deal with
this deficit and debt in a way that is
serious, both with dealing with revenues and dealing with spending cuts. I
voted against extending all the Bush
cuts in December—not just the ones on
the rich people, all of them, a little bit
of shared sacrifice. That would have
cut the deficit in half—by $5 trillion—
over 10 years. Then we wouldn’t have
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been screaming in January after everybody—many people on that side of the
aisle—voted for extending the Bush tax
cuts. They were shocked, shocked,
shocked that we had a record deficit
this year. Huh? You just voted to reduce revenues by $400 billion and
you’re shocked that that increased the
deficit? And has it been putting people
back to work? Not much that I’ve seen
in my district, I’ll tell you that.
Then comes the Ryan budget. A serious budget. Destroys Medicare. Ends
Medicare as we know it. Cuts Medicaid.
Most people just think that’s for poor
people. Well, actually, most of the
money goes to either kids or seniors in
nursing homes. So that’s going to be
kind of a tough one. So, huge, devastating cuts. More tax cuts. More of
the joke economic policies. Let’s cut
taxes and that will help us deal with
the deficit. More tax cuts for rich people and big corporations. And he
doesn’t balance the budget—even under
his rosy scenario written by the Heritage Foundation—until 2040. That’s a
serious attempt at dealing with our
debt and deficit? That’s the Ryan budget. The Obama budget is even worse. I
don’t know if it gets there by 2050.
Neither side is dealing seriously with
these issues. We need to focus people’s
minds, and a balanced budget amendment to the Constitution is the best
way to do that.

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE
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RAISING THE DEBT LIMIT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, it’s important to be able to
discuss with my colleagues just what
we’re doing in this House and what is
considered important and urgent and
what is the impact on what we’re
doing.
As my friends, the Republicans on
the other side of the aisle, are now
spending time with the President, I
hope they will have visions of President Ronald Reagan, because in 1983
Ronald Reagan begged and asked the
Congress at that time to raise the debt
limit. This is not a 2011, 21st century
phenomenon never to be heard of in the
history of this country. Raising the
debt limit, my friends, is not evil or
sin. It is an actuality that requires us
to be responsible adults.
I want you to eye this picture and to
continue to keep your eyes on it continuously as I explain to you what we
are doing when we ask for the debt
limit to be raised.
Does anyone care about our men and
women on the front lines? Do we care
about their families? Do we care about
veterans? Oh, we wave the flag, and
many of us emotionally were drawn to
commemorate and honor those who
had fallen this past Monday. We interrelated with families, some of whom
came up to me and asked me why veterans are discriminated against and
can’t get work or disabled veterans are
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chastised by their employer. And I
made a commitment to them that we
will work to have jobs and end the discrimination, and that the soldiers who
are coming back to 10 percent unemployment—do you realize that, that
there is a 10 percent unemployment
among Iraq and Afghanistan returning
soldiers, soldiers who are in their
twenties and thirties or maybe forties,
soldiers who may be disabled, who may
have come back from a catastrophic injury but they want to work and support their families? These very men
and women, do you know what the debt
limit not being lifted will do?
And so, yes, this was put on the floor
of the House to make a mockery and a
joke, but I came here to be a serious
legislator and I voted ‘‘yes’’ because it
was a serious statement on behalf of
my constituents and the American people, and I could not, within 24 hours of
being around military families, abandon them with the frivolity and the
foolishness of putting something up on
the floor just to put it in the eye of the
President.
Let me tell you why it partly was
done as trickery. Listen to the words of
a bond dealer: ‘‘I didn’t even know they
had a vote tonight, to be honest with
you,’’ a senior government bond strategist at CRT Capital Group in Stamford,
Connecticut said. ‘‘The only real event
that the market is focused on is the
point at which they run out of money
and have to shut down the government.’’
Well, let me tell you the reason why
this was just a joke, since those of us
who voted ‘‘yes’’ didn’t take it as a
joke. Because the Secretary of the
Treasury has extended the time to August 2. But if we do not raise the debt
limit, like Ronald Reagan asked and
other Republican Presidents asked
with no fanfare, let me tell you what
will happen to our soldiers. It will be 20
percent unemployment.
What will happen to Medicare? We
won’t be making it solvent. We’ll just
end it and implode it like the Ryan
budget wants to do. We will eliminate
Medicare for disabled persons and children and seniors in nursing homes.
No, we won’t have any veterans benefits, but our cities that now are grappling with disaster, that funding will
dry up as well. And we are the rainy
day umbrella for the American people.
But you know what else? Summer
jobs for our young people who are
struggling to get themselves back in
school in the fall. In the city of Houston, how—I don’t know—unthinking
can you be when you close down city
pools, the meager opportunity for
recreation that a child has in the inner
city area or maybe a rural area.
b 1030
Summer pools totally closed down.
And parks. So what are they supposed
to do besides having one person that
can monitor the pool? You just have
them running the streets. What sense
does that make?
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Or the school districts in the State of
Texas now losing $4 billion. HISD, the
Houston Independent School District,
one of the largest in the Nation, $200
million, or AISD, $30 million.
It’s time to wake up and understand
that we must recognize the responsibility we have, Mr. Speaker. We can
end the war in Afghanistan, bring them
home from Iraq, and we can do our job
and raise the debt ceiling. This is ridiculous, but I’m not going to be part of
it.
f

DEBT LIMIT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 minutes.
Mr. STEARNS. Lost in the hyperbolic statements and calls of doom—‘‘if
Congress does not raise the current
debt ceiling’’—is the real problem that
our Nation faces: the out-of-control
spending that has become epidemic
here in Congress. No doubt a technical
default in August surely would be problematic. But much worse would be the
results if Republicans caved to Democrats and no significant spending reforms are implemented.
Today, my colleagues, 68 cents of
every dollar is spent on entitlement
programs. By the year 2025, the government will spend 100 percent of every
dollar of revenues on entitlements.
The United States is over $14 trillion
in debt, and without spending cuts in
the deficit, our national debt will continue to grow. We must begin to rein in
spending and bring about the fiscal
changes to protect our children from
this growing burden of debt.
Mr. Speaker, importantly, markets
understand the difference between a
technical default in which investors
may have to wait a short period of
time for an interest payment and an
actual default in which a country is
unable to repay its debt. If Congress
does not act appropriately now, very
soon the country will not face merely a
technical default, but instead a real default. Then the calls of doom will be
appropriate.
Investors have every incentive to
want Congress to balance its budget
and get its house in order finally. If
this means investors will have to wait
a few days for an interest payment to
be repaid, then so be it. Because fixing
the real problem now guarantees to investors that this government can make
its payments 10 years from now, a realization that will comfort investors
much more than preventing a mild
delay—particularly if that mild delay
means future delays, future debt limit
debates, and future possible defaults.
The best solution, of course, is no default at all, not technical and not actual. Congress must quickly come together and make some tough decisions
that will forever affect the future of
our country. But we will not be coerced
into a position that fuels the spending
addiction that has landed us in this situation where we stand today. We will
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not succumb to a vote to increase the
debt limit if we are not compensated
with significant spending cuts.
As our Speaker JOHN BOEHNER has
said, ‘‘It’s true that allowing America
to default would be irresponsible, but it
would be more irresponsible to raise
the debt ceiling without simultaneously taking dramatic steps to reduce spending and reform the budget
process’’ itself. And it can be done.
We can look back to understand what
will happen next. Several years back,
Russia had a real default, yet within 2
or 3 years they reached all-time low interest rates. Earlier this year, the
House passed a budget resolution for
fiscal year 2012 which set non-security
discretionary spending to below 2008
funding levels. It calls upon repealing
the costly and burdensome health care
law and envisions reforming some entitlement programs to contain costs and
pay down the national debt.
My colleagues across the aisle have
criticized portions of this legislation.
But the question is asked, where is
their alternative? There can be no debate if the other side cannot produce a
logical document that seriously sets
out to solve our Nation’s crisis, the
real crisis. Just like the solution to a
drug addiction is not to increase one’s
intake, the solution to our Nation’s
spending addiction is not to increase
one’s capacity to continue to accumulate debt.
The time is now for real reform. Only
after we have curbed the trillions of
dollars of debt that we continue to pile
up can we then consider raising the
debt limit.

might be good in thought, gracious in
word, generous in deed, and great in
spirit.
Make this a glorious day in which all
are glad to be alive, eager to work, and
ready to serve You, our great Nation,
and all our fellow brothers and sisters.
May all that is done this day be done
for Your greater honor and glory.
Amen.
f

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.
Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Journal stands approved.
f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SIRES) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.
Mr. SIRES 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.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.
f

f

RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.
Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 35
minutes a.m.), the House stood in recess until noon.
f

b 1200
AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. POE of Texas) at noon.

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

f

PRAYER
The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:
Eternal God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day. We pause now in
Your presence and acknowledge our dependence on You.
We ask Your blessing upon the men
and women of this, the people’s House.
Keep them aware of Your presence as
they face the tasks of this day that no
burden be too heavy, no duty too difficult, and no work too wearisome.
Help them, and indeed help us all, to
obey Your law, to do Your will, and to
walk in Your way. Grant that they
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RAISING THE DEBT CEILING
MEANS SERIOUS CHANGES
(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, over 750 days have passed
since the Senate passed a budget. Now,
liberals in Congress are leading the
charge to increase the current debt
limit. The Federal Government officially reached its $14.3 trillion debt
limit in May. America’s finances are
now borrow, tax, and spend—killing
jobs.
Congress should not raise the debt
limit without making serious changes
in the way the Federal Government
spends money. Recklessly raising the
debt ceiling without exercising fiscal
restraint will lead to a lower international credit rating, higher borrowing costs, and an increase in the
cost of the Nation’s imports.
This is a threat to senior citizens by
risking the value of the dollar. It’s a
threat to young people, saddling them
with overwhelming debt.
Washington must change its way,
which is now killing jobs.
In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.
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A TRIBUTE TO DENISON DOVER
GARRETT
(Mr. BUTTERFIELD asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to pay tribute to Denison Dover
Garrett, a towering giant who has
passed away at the age of 97. A lifelong
resident of Greenville, North Carolina,
we affectionately referred to Mr. Garrett by his initials, D.D.
D.D. Garrett was a man of great
courage who led by example. He
worked tirelessly to ensure that the
African American community had a
voice in public policy. Through his
work in the AME Zion Church and the
Pitt County Branch of the NAACP,
D.D. constantly exposed injustice. He
insisted that the American Dream
must be a reality to every American
regardless of their station in life.
As the first African American county
commissioner, D.D. led the way in African American political participation in
his community. As the founder of a
substantial insurance and real estate
firm, D.D. was a successful businessman and mentor to many.
Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join me in recognizing this great life.
We extend condolences to his wife, Mrs.
Clotea Williams Garrett; their sons,
D.D., Jr., and Michael; and the entire
Greenville community.
Greenville, North Carolina, is a better place to live and work because of
the enormous contribution of Denison
D. Garrett.
f

CONGRATULATING THE MARIETTA
COLLEGE BASEBALL TEAM
(Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
the economy, the national debt, high
gas prices, and the need for jobs, those
are still the important issues to the
people in my district in southeastern
Ohio; but today, I rise to congratulate
the Marietta College baseball team for
winning their record fifth Division III
College World Series title yesterday.
Our people have something to cheer
about.
The Pioneers, led by coach Brian
Brewer, won the deciding game in convincing fashion with an 18–5 victory
over Chapman University.
The ’Etta Express was led defensively
by a strong pitching performance from
All-American honorable mention pitcher Austin Blaski. Blaski pitched a
nearly perfect six innings, allowing
only two hits and one earned run.
On the offensive side, the Pioneers
were led by right-fielder Aaron Hopper,
who had four hits, four RBIs, and a stolen base. All-American senior center
fielder John Snyder added three hits,
two runs scored, and an RBI to end his
college career.
The Pioneers finished the season
with an amazing record of 47 wins and
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4 losses on their way to a record fifth
national title.
Congratulations to the ’Etta Express.
f

RECOGNIZING MIKE CONNOLLY
(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Mike Connolly, an
educator at the Charles E. Shea Senior
High School in Pawtucket, Rhode Island, for his leadership in launching
the Voters in the Classroom initiative.
Voters in the Classroom is a statewide
mock election initiative involving
nearly 25 percent of public high schools
across the State of Rhode Island.
Mr. Connolly’s Voters in the Classroom initiative is an effective classroom-based program helping to prepare
students to be engaged public citizens.
Students in the Voters in the Classroom program participate in mock
statewide referendums on important
topics, establish voting procedures
through classroom discussions and assemblies, and staff polling places at
their schools.
I recently visited the students and
educators at Shea High School and
have seen firsthand the importance of
this program. Civic education programs like this are key to the success
of our democracy because they increase
the likelihood that young people will
engage in the election process when
they become of age.
I congratulate Mike Connolly on this
achievement and thank him for his forward-thinking commitment to Rhode
Island’s students and the preservation
of our democracy.
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f

DEBT LIMIT VOTE
(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)
Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, you know, since this President has taken office, we have had the
failed stimulus, omnibus, TARP II,
Government Motors, the government
takeover of health care. Well, the buck
stops here. Literally, House Republicans refuse to give the spender-inchief a blank check to pay for his reckless ways.
If the President even wants to think
about moving forward with the debt
limit increase, he needs to know that
Americans want Congress to drastically cut spending.
Across the Nation, people have cut
back and stretched their hard-earned
dollars in order to make it through
these tough times. The government
must do the same. We’re facing a debt
crisis because Washington spends too
much and wastes too much.
Raising the debt limit without a deep
spending cut amounts to a Barack
Obama
big-government
bailout.
Enough is enough. Stop the Obama
bailout now.
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b 1210
VETERANS’ UNEMPLOYMENT RATE
(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, before I comment on why I
am standing next to the brave and the
true of our United States military, let
me give a message to Syria and express
my outrage over the heinous killing of
a 13-year-old boy. President Assad
should be held accountable now. And
the United Nations needs to voice its
opposition. As the Secretary of State
has indicated, we need to be standing
alongside those seeking freedom in
Syria.
And to our allies in Bahrain, where
our fleet of Navy personnel are, what a
disgrace that they have imploded and
blown up mosques because they disagree with their particular faith. This
is the Arab Spring, but it will end in
devastation if we don’t stand for truth
and human rights and compassion.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it is important, as I stand next to the brave
men and women, some who have fallen,
and those who now still fight, to ask
my Republican friends do you understand that there is a 10 percent unemployment among those who are coming
back from Iraq and Afghanistan? Yes,
troops who are fighting for us and
fighting on our behalf. Yet it has been
21 weeks and the Republicans have no
jobs agenda. We need jobs. Create jobs!
If you believe in these troops, build
jobs for the American people.
f

UNFAITHFUL ALLY?
(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
more we learn about Pakistan, the
more they sound like the Benedict Arnold nation in the list of countries we
call allies. First, it was Osama bin
Laden, the world’s number one outlaw,
living comfortably in a mansion in
Pakistan for years, but Pakistan
claims no knowledge of that.
Now, a reporter in Pakistan, Syed
Saleem Shahzad, has been murdered.
He has been critical of the Pakistani
Government. He reported that the
naval base in Karachi that was attacked was done so by al Qaeda members of the Navy of Pakistan. Human
Rights Watch says Shahzad was assassinated by members of the Pakistan intelligence agency, who previously had
threatened him.
Meanwhile, Pakistan is chumming up
to the Chinese. Sounds like Pakistan is
playing both sides in the war on terror.
Seven in 10 Americans believe we need
to stop or decrease foreign aid to Pakistan. We should stop foreign aid to
Pakistan until we know whose side
they’re on. We don’t need to pay them
to be unfaithful. They will do it for
free.
And that’s just the way it is.
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SENIOR SAFETY NET
(Mr. BACA asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, after a lifetime of service to their families and
our Nation, America’s seniors deserve
the security of a basic safety net like
Medicare and Social Security. Sadly,
the Republican budget that the House
approved in April puts fundamental
programs at risk. The Republican
budget will end guaranteed Medicare
coverage for seniors, I state, end guaranteed Medicare coverage for seniors;
cut benefits and turn control over to
the insurance industry; and double outof-pocket costs for seniors over the
next decade.
From day one, the Republican plan
to end Medicare will toss 4 million seniors into the prescription drug doughnut hole. And from day one, seniors
across the Nation will have their
copays reinstated for their annual
wellness visit.
Seniors in my district understand
that we must lower the deficit, but it
should not be on the backs of the poor
or the disadvantaged. But they also
know that it is wrong to end Medicare
so we can extend the tax breaks for the
millionaires and billionaires. Let’s
work together on a real budget and
lower the deficit.
f

ENDEAVOUR AND SENATOBIA
MIDDLE SCHOOL
(Mr. NUNNELEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Mr. NUNNELEE. Mr. Speaker, at 2:35
a.m., Endeavor landed safely following
its final trip into space. As Endeavor
retires after its 25th mission, it lives
on with a unique legacy: the only space
shuttle named by children.
In 1989, Senatobia, Mississippi, Middle School was the national winner in a
competition to name a new spacecraft.
Their mission? To come up with a
name that captured the spirit of America’s mission in space.
On May 16, two decades later, as Endeavor launched its final mission, those
elementary children are now adults,
and the spirit and excitement of that
final flight was felt most in Senatobia,
Mississippi. As the Senatobia–1, a balloon built and flown by students, was
launched, it was filled with signatures
wishing Congresswoman GIFFORDS a
speedy recovery and captured beautiful
images of their beloved spaceship as it
took to the skies for one last time.
f

ATTEMPTS TO DISTRACT ATTENTION FROM MEDICARE PLAN
(Mr. SIRES asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, last night
we saw once again a great display of
political theater. My friends across the
aisle scheduled a vote on raising the
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Nation’s debt limit, knowing that it
would fail. The vote occurred specifically after the stock market closed because they knew the harsh effect that
this game could have on the market.
This was simply an effort to distract
the public away from the disastrous attempt to end Medicare as we know it.
Under their plan, from day one seniors will see an increase in the cost of
prescription drugs and preventive
health care. They no longer want to
discuss the vote they took to end Medicare and force seniors to pay more for
less.
We all agree that smart, responsible
budget cuts are needed. That is why
Democrats and Republicans from the
House, the Senate, and the administration are working together on a plan.
We should allow the negotiators to
continue their work in good faith with
open discussions on the future of our
economy and how to decrease our deficit.
Mr. Speaker, now is not the time to
play games with the American public.
We must focus on creating jobs, jobs,
and more jobs, and move our economy
forward.
f

ROBERT F. ELLSWORTH TRIBUTE
(Mr. YODER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to a former Congressman from Kansas’s Third Congressional District who recently passed.
Robert F. Ellsworth served Kansas in
the United States Congress for three
terms during the 1960s. He was a proud
Jayhawk, graduating from the University of Kansas, and he served our country admirably in both World War II and
the Korean War as an officer in the
United States Navy.
He was known as a candid and independent-minded legislator during his
tenure in Congress. A personal adviser
to President Richard Nixon and a confidant of Kansas Senator Bob Dole, he
also served as an ambassador to NATO
and as the Deputy Secretary of Defense
under President Gerald Ford. After
leaving politics, he founded Hamilton
BioVentures, a company focusing on
investment in emerging life science
technologies.
He is survived by his wife, Eleanor;
children William and Anne; as well as
stepchildren John, Sarah, and William.
My heart, and the heart of the Third
District, is with him and his family
during this difficult time.
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f

HOMELAND SECURITY
APPROPRIATIONS
(Mr. SABLAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, it’s ‘‘getting ridiculous.’’ That’s what Saipan
Chamber of Commerce President Doug
Brennan said about the Department of
Homeland Security’s failure to issue

VerDate Mar 15 2010

06:28 Jun 02, 2011

H3815

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 099060

regulations implementing Federal immigration in the Northern Mariana Islands. And I agree, it is getting ridiculous.
Three years since the law was enacted, 18 months since it took effect,
two oversight hearings, letters from
congressional leaders, meeting after
meeting, and still no regulations.
Workers don’t know what their status
will be 5 months from now. Businesses
can’t plan for the future. ‘‘It’s putting
the brakes on the economy,’’ the chamber president says. And what does DHS
say? The regulations will be released
when the regulations are released.
That is no way for a Federal agency
to fulfill its responsibilities. We will
get to it when we get to it? Federal immigration was supposed to benefit the
Marianas, improve the economy. Instead, it’s making things worse. As we
think about funding Homeland Security today, Homeland Security should
be explaining why it isn’t doing its job
issuing these long-overdue regulations
for the Northern Mariana Islands.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, listening to some of the Republicans that
were speaking here earlier today, they
want to blame Medicare, early childhood education, grants to firefighters
for the debt that we have when everybody knows that at the end of the Clinton administration, this country was
running a surplus.
Then we had Bush tax cuts; that’s
about a trillion dollars. Then we have a
couple wars; that’s a trillion dollars.
Then there is a collapse on Wall Street
under the Bush administration. That’s
$2 trillion. That will turn anybody’s
budget upside down.
But the Republicans want to take it
out of Medicare. They want to dismantle Medicare. They have never
liked Medicare to begin with because it
really works for middle America, for
our seniors. We can’t let that happen.
We cannot allow them to dismantle
Medicare just because of these other
things. They want to protect millionaires, billionaires and oil companies.
We are not going to let them do that.

f

f

DEBT LIMIT VOTE AS POLITICAL
STUNT
(Mr. CARNAHAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, last
night our Republican colleagues scheduled an empty vote on the debt ceiling,
a political stunt with no serious plan.
Last week, the majority leader tried to
use a natural disaster as political leverage in their ideological fight over
the budget. And last month and again
today, Republicans propose ending
Medicare as we know it to pay for tax
giveaways for millionaires and giant
oil companies.
I’m holding another town hall meeting tomorrow, telephone town hall,
with my constituents to talk about
these issues and what our national priorities should be. The Republican extreme ideological war is a disturbing
trend, using national emergencies, the
full faith and credit of the United
States, and our seniors’ health care as
if they’re bargaining chips. The American people and the Missourians I represent deserve better.
It’s time to come together like adults
to find serious solutions to our complex problems. And it’s time to stop
threatening Medicare, important institutions, our national credit, and the
national commitment to lend a hand to
those in need, and especially those suffering through natural disasters. We
can solve this without trying to scare
markets or scare seniors. Let’s get serious about reducing our deficit and
growing jobs.

REPUBLICANS HAVE VIVID
IMAGINATION
(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, we
have heard a lot in the media about the
political tea party. You know, there is
another kind of tea party; that’s where
children play with their imaginary
friends.
We saw an example of that kind of
imagination last night in this Chamber. We saw Republicans bring a bill to
the floor and then vote to defeat it, not
to raise the debt ceiling in spite of the
fact that they passed a budget that will
raise the national debt by $8 trillion
over the next 10 years. They imagine
that that $8 trillion will magically disappear.
Another example of their vivid
imagination is believing that the
American people will sit back while
they end Medicare, turn over seniors’
health care to insurance companies and
ask them to pay up to 70 percent of the
cost of their health care.
This is not an imaginary world.
These are real people with real problems, and the American people are not
going to sit back while the Republican
Party plays with their imaginary
friends.

f

b 1220
BLAME EVERYTHING FOR DEBT
(Mr. PERLMUTTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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f

JOBS WITHOUT CREDIT CHECKS
(Mr. COHEN asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, on Sunday
the New York Times editorially commended bills that give people an opportunity to get jobs without having credit checks run on them. In this country
today, credit checks are run on almost
65 percent of all job applicants, and
sometimes they are used to deny people jobs.
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The fact is, even the industry lobbyist said in Oregon last year that
credit checks have no correlation to
fraud in the workplace or a person’s
ability to perform a job. Yet because of
the credit industry, credit checks are
still required.
We have a bill in Congress, the Equal
Employment for All bill, that would
outlaw such a practice. Five States
have outlawed such a practice and 20
States are considering it. We need to
create jobs and give everybody a
chance. Many people have bad credit
because of this economy, because of the
recession, because of health care costs
that almost forced them into bankruptcy or have, or divorces. They
should not be denied the chance to
have a job, a second chance.
We should pass the Equal Employment for All bill and give all Americans a chance for employment.
f

AMERICANS AT RISK
(Mr. CLARKE of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, Americans are at risk. They
are at risk of having their homes and
their businesses demolished, of being
injured and even killed, either by a
natural disaster such as the tornados
that have hit us recently or through a
terrorist attack that will more likely
come from within the United States.
This is not the time to cut the Homeland Security budget, and that’s why
today I propose taking military aid to
Afghanistan and redirecting it to better equip and to hire more firefighters,
more police officers, more emergency
medical providers. State and local governments don’t have the money to provide these resources because our home
values have plummeted due to the foreclosure crisis, which this Congress has
failed to address effectively.
There is one responsibility, though,
that this Congress must honor, our
duty to protect the American people.
We, who live in this country, deserve to
be safe.
Restore the cuts to the Homeland Security budget, and redirect the money
from Afghanistan to protect Americans.
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CONDEMNING GOVERNMENT OF
VIETNAM
(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
condemn, yes, condemn, the Government of Vietnam for continuing its appalling human rights record by conducting unjust trials, sham trials of
seven citizens who asked for land reform.
This past week, the people’s court of
Ben Tre unfairly convicted seven land
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rights activists to years of imprisonment and probation.
Ms. Tran Thi Thuy was sentenced to
8 years, Pastor Duong Kim Khai was
imprisoned for 6 years, and Mr. Pham
Van Thong received a 7-year sentence
simply for asking for their land back
from the Communist Government of
Vietnam. This recent trial was no different than Vietnam’s past trials where
there is no due process.
I hope that my colleagues will look
at the record of human rights with respect to Vietnam and join me in urging
the Government of Vietnam to drop
these false charges.
f

COMMENDING MINNEAPOLIS
EMERGENCY RESPONDERS
(Mr. ELLISON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I represent Minneapolis, Minnesota. Recently, my district was hit by a tornado. That tornado caused damage to
well over 535 houses and took the lives
of two of my constituents.
I just want to commend all those
people who stepped forward to do the
right thing for the people who were victims. Whether you were serving meals
for people who were put out of their
homes; whether you were making
games for the children of the dispossessed to be able to have some joy in
their lives after such a difficult period;
or whether you were an emergency responder, police, fire, emergency, medical; or whether you were a member of
our local government, I want everyone
in my district to know, everyone in the
Fifth Congressional District to know,
that I am so proud of the work that
you did.
I want folks to know that it is times
of crisis like this tornado in which the
best of us comes out, when we find our
charitable spirit, when we find our
courage, when we find all those things
that sometimes are lacking in everyday life. I want to let you know that on
the faces of the children who have had
a warm place to stay after their own
homes were knocked to the ground and
trees went through people’s roofs, that
I want to thank all those first responders, all those public servants, all those
volunteers who stepped up and made a
very difficult situation just a little bit
better for everyone who was involved.
Of course, Mr. Speaker, we could
never forget those two citizens who
lost their lives when they were hit by
this tornado. It was a tragedy for them
and their families, and we will keep
them in our thoughts and in our hearts
and in our minds as we move forward.
f

DEBT RESOLUTION
(Mr. DEUTCH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, the partisan debt resolution was dead on ar-
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rival yesterday. But what really should
have been DOA is the Republican plan
to end Medicare and turn seniors over
to private insurance companies.
Today, despite the outright rejection
of this plan from south Florida to western New York and all across America,
Republicans will try to deem and pass
the reckless Ryan budget. That’s right:
those who decried ‘‘deem and pass’’
during the health care reform debate
now seek to use it to end Medicare.
In fact, it was the distinguished
chairman of the Rules Committee who,
in an effort to stoke fear over the Affordable Care Act, derisively labeled
deem and pass the Slaughter Solution.
Apparently using deem and pass to
help insure 150 million Americans is an
abomination but using it to end Medicare, that’s courageous.
What would truly be courageous is if
my Republican colleagues abandoned
their plan to gut Medicare and Medicaid and instead supported deficit reduction that ends giveaways to Big Oil
and more $100,000 tax cuts for millionaires.
f

b 1230
RAISING THE DEBT CEILING
(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Last night’s
vote on raising the debt ceiling is further proof that the Republican majority plans to hold the full faith and
credit of the United States hostage
while they demand as ransom extreme
cuts to Medicare and Medicaid.
News flash: The American people
simply won’t sacrifice Medicare and
Medicaid and the guaranteed benefits
they provide.
Seniors across the country are speaking out: Hands off Medicare, and, Don’t
slash Medicaid’s health and long-term
care benefits to pay for tax breaks to
millionaires and billionaires, Big Oil
and companies that offshore jobs.
Unlike the Republicans, Democrats
are serious about responsible and real
deficit reduction.
The Republican plan actually increases unemployment and the deficits,
ends Medicare, further erodes our middle class and hurts poor children, all to
increase the fortunes of oil companies,
millionaires and billionaires. This is a
plan that goes against the majority of
Americans, and we won’t have it.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2017, DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 287 and ask for its
immediate consideration.
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:
H. RES. 287
Resolved, That at any time after the adoption of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
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House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2017) making
appropriations for the Department of Homeland Security for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, and for other purposes. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consideration of the bill are waived. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not exceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Appropriations. After
general debate the bill shall be considered
for amendment under the five-minute rule.
Points of order against provisions in the bill
for failure to comply with clause 2 of rule
XXI are waived except for section 536. During
consideration of the bill for amendment, the
chair of the Committee of the Whole may accord priority in recognition on the basis of
whether the Member offering an amendment
has caused it to be printed in the portion of
the Congressional Record designated for that
purpose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amendments so printed shall be considered as read.
When the committee rises and reports the
bill back to the House with a recommendation that the bill do pass, 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. (a) Pending the adoption of a concurrent resolution on the budget for fiscal
year 2012, the provisions of House Concurrent
Resolution 34, as adopted by the House, shall
have force and effect (with the modification
specified in subsection (c)) in the House as
though Congress has adopted such concurrent resolution. The allocations printed in
the report of the Committee on Rules accompanying this resolution shall be considered
for all purposes in the House to be the allocations under section 302(a) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 for the concurrent
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2012.
(b) The chair of the Committee on the
Budget shall adjust the allocations referred
to in subsection (a) to accommodate the enactment of general or continuing appropriation Acts for fiscal year 2011 after the adoption of House Concurrent Resolution 34 but
before the adoption of this resolution.
(c) For provisions making appropriations
for fiscal year 2011, section 3(c) of House Resolution 5 shall have force and effect through
September 30, 2011.
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POINT OF ORDER

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I raise a
point of order against H. Res. 287 because the resolution violates section
426(a) of the Congressional Budget Act.
The resolution contains a waiver of all
points of order against consideration of
the bill, which includes a waiver of section 425 of the Congressional Budget
Act, which causes a violation of section
426(a).
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota makes a point
of order that the resolution violates
section 426(a) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974.
The gentleman has met the threshold
burden under the rule, and the gentleman from Minnesota and a Member
opposed each will control 10 minutes of
debate on the question of consideration. Following debate, the Chair will
put the question of consideration as
the statutory means of disposing of the
point of order.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota.
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I raise
this point of order not necessarily out
of concern for unfunded mandates, although there are likely some in the underlying bill, H.R. 2017, because the bill
slashes funding for our State and local
governments as they prepare against
homeland security threats and respond
to natural disasters.
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. ELLISON. Before I begin, Mr.
Speaker, I have a parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the parliamentary inquiry.
Mr. ELLISON. The rule states,
‘‘House Concurrent Resolution 34, as
adopted by the House, shall have force
and effect in the House as though Congress has adopted such concurrent resolution.’’
Does this mean that the rule deems
that the Senate will have passed H.
Con. Res. 34?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The content of the rule will be subject to debate.
Mr. ELLISON. I have a further parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the inquiry.
Mr. ELLISON. So voting ‘‘yes’’ on
the rule is voting ‘‘yes’’ for H. Con.
Res. 34, the Ryan budget, which ends
Medicare; is that right?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota is making a
point for debate.
Mr. ELLISON. Further parliamentary inquiry.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the inquiry.
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, doesn’t
the Ryan budget end Medicare as we
know it?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota is not stating a
proper parliamentary inquiry.
The gentleman is recognized.
Mr. ELLISON. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I raise this point of order because I
think it’s important to discover whether or not the underlying rule for the
Homeland Security appropriations bill
also deems the Republican plan to end
Medicare as we know it. It’s the only
vehicle we’ve got to actually talk
about this rule and this bill and how
we are being denied the ability to actually offer amendments that we would
like to, to illuminate what’s actually
happening in the bill.
Mr. Speaker, we have a responsibility
to address our deficit. But cutting the
lifeline for our seniors is not an act of
courage; it’s actually cowardly. Claiming to reduce the budget deficit on the
backs of Americans who have paid into
their retirement their entire lives not
only harms American seniors but goes
against the basic values of fairness and
security that Americans cherish.
Medicare guarantees a healthy and
secure retirement for Americans who
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pay into it their whole lives. It represents the basic American values of
fairness and respect for those seniors
which Americans cherish. Siding with
lobbyists to give insurance company
bureaucrats control of Medicare does
nothing to address the deficit, but it
does a great deal to reduce health care
for our seniors.
Let’s put America back to work, and
let’s reject the rule and underlying bill
by voting ‘‘no’’ on this motion to consider.
I now yield 2 minutes to Mr.
CICILLINE of the great State of Rhode
Island.
Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gentleman for yielding.
I rise today in opposition to this rule
which allows for debate on the fiscal
year 2012 Homeland Security appropriations bill.
This bill makes dangerous cuts to the
Urban Areas Security Initiative, or
UASI, a program critical to the security of our country’s urban areas that
have been deemed at high risk of terrorist attacks. One of those urban
areas is Providence, Rhode Island, in
my congressional district, along with
many other communities.
Just last year, the greater Providence area was one of 64 cities that was
identified either because of their capital or their critical assets or their geography as being areas at most risk of
being targeted by terrorists.
As a result of those designations,
Providence has been receiving critical
funding from the Federal Government
under the UASI program to support efforts to prevent and respond to terrorist attacks and other emergencies.
And Providence, under the leadership
of Colonel Pete Gaynor, became the
first city in America to have an accredited Department of Emergency Management and Homeland Security. However, the funding cuts to UASI that are
contained in this bill will cripple the
ability of key urban areas like Providence to effectively ensure public safety should a terrorist attack occur.
b 1240
How?
The loss of funds will limit the ability of Providence and other communities to address cyber-terrorism and
to communicate with first responders
in an emergency, among many other
critical emergency functions.
Mr. Speaker, our Nation’s defense
must come first. We cannot in good
conscience spend billions of dollars
protecting people all over the world at
the expense of our own national security. I urge my colleagues to vote in
favor of restoring funding for the
Urban Areas Security Initiative and
against this rule.
Mr. ELLISON. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
GARAMENDI).
Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gentleman from Minnesota for yielding.
Will the assault on the well-being
and the health care of America never

E:\CR\FM\A01JN7.002

H01JNPT1

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

H3818

end? Look over the last 5 months as to
what has happened here. This bill takes
it one more step.
First is the repeal of the Affordable
Health Care Act with provisions in it
to protect Americans from the rapacious appetite of the health insurance
companies. Providing protections, Republicans would repeal that. Then the
next step, which we saw just recently
in the Republican budget, is the termination of Medicare for those who are
under 55 years of age. What are they to
do? Then, for those who are already on
Medicare, there will be a significant,
serious reduction in the Medicaid program, which provides essential funding
for those seniors in nursing homes.
Will the assault never end?
Here in this bill, to protect the
American homeland is a deeming of the
Republican budget, which clearly terminates Medicare. Is it never going to
end? Are we never going to step forward to actually put in place legislation that will assist Americans in getting the health care that they need?
Step one, way back: Repeal the Affordable Health Care Act. Give limitless opportunities to the insurance
companies to go after the men and
women of this Nation—terminating
Medicare. Here, coming back in a
Homeland Security bill, slipping in by
sleight of hand a repeal, once again, of
health care.
By the way, how is it going to be paid
for? You’re going to take it out of seniors’ pockets, but you’re not going to
go after the oil companies? Come on
now. The oil companies, the richest industry in the world, not paying their
fair share and at the same time getting
subsidies from the American taxpayers?
It is time for that to end. There are
ways to pay for the deficit and to bring
it down. One of the ways not to do it is
to go after seniors.
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire as to how much time is remaining on our side?
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota has 41⁄4 minutes
remaining.
Mr. ELLISON. I reserve the balance
of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York is recognized.
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, the question
before the House is: Should the House
now consider House Resolution 287?
While the resolution waives all
points of order against consideration of
the bill, the committee is not aware of
any points of order. The waiver is prophylactic in nature. Specifically, the
Committee on Rules is not aware of
any violation of the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act nor has the Congressional Budget Office notified the Rules
Committee of any violation of the act.
Additionally, the open rule before the
House today allows any Member of
Congress to amend or strike any provision of the bill, which is the ultimate
failsafe.
In order to allow the House to continue its scheduled business for the
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day, I urge Members to vote ‘‘yes’’ on
the question of consideration of the
resolution.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY).
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. There is a lot of
talk and legalese about what is going
on today, but the reality is what the
Republicans are trying to do underneath all of that legalese language is to
enshrine in law the Republican Ryan
budget. By voting for the rule, what
you do is to put into force that budget.
What does that budget do? It ends
Medicare.
Now, there are people who resent
that term—that oh, no, we’re really
going to save it. Well, I’m going to tell
you, when you take away the guaranteed benefits of Medicare—that’s what
seniors get right now—for people 55 and
under, they are thrown into the not-soloving arms of the insurance companies, and their costs will increase out
of their own pockets by about $6,000.
That’s what the bill does.
The bill also turns Medicaid upside
down, which is not only the health care
plan for poor children in the United
States but also the largest payer for
nursing homes and home health care.
That is the single biggest part of Medicaid—paying for nursing home care
and home health care. So it’s another
slap at the seniors.
The other thing that the legislation
does is to offer more tax breaks for the
wealthiest Americans. It lowers the tax
rates for corporation, many of which
aren’t even paying any taxes right
now, a couple of which got tax refunds
from the government. You’ve got
major companies paying fewer taxes
than ordinary Americans. That’s what
this does.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.
Mr. ELLISON. I yield the lady an additional 15 seconds.
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. The American
people aren’t stupid. They will understand that this is another doubling
down on cutting Medicare. It will be
apparent by the end of this day.
Mr. REED. I continue to reserve the
balance of my time.
Mr. ELLISON. I yield myself the remaining time.
Mr. Speaker, we should be creating
jobs, not destroying Medicare. We
should be preserving what has made
America great, which is the basic sense
that we are all in this thing together.
Yes, it is absolutely true that people
should go out into the private sector
and try their luck in the free market—
skill, ingenuity and all that—but
America has always had a strong public sector, which has been essential to
the survival and the success of that
private sector: fair rules, good infrastructure, good jobs, times in America,
like during the Depression, when Eisenhower led us to build and create
that infrastructure. Then in 1968, when
we created Medicare, this country has
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been at its best. Yes, a private sector
but also a strong, vibrant public sector.
We are at a point in American history today when at least the Republican caucus believes we don’t need a
public sector. We just don’t need one.
We may need one, maybe, for military
stuff, but beyond that, they just don’t
see a purpose for it. I believe Americans think that things like Medicare,
infrastructure development, Social Security, and things like the GI Bill are
important parts of what make America
‘‘America’’ because they are how we
recognize as Americans that we are all
in this thing together, that our senior
citizens will not be abandoned, that
our GIs coming back will not be left behind, that communities which need police, fire and EMT services will not just
be left to the ravages of others.
We need an American commitment
to Social Security and Medicare, and
that’s what we’re going to be arguing
for today. The American people can
count on the Democratic Caucus to
never abandon our seniors even as Republicans want to take Medicare apart
as a program that has served so many
people so well. You want to do something to change Medicare? Why don’t
we let Medicare negotiate drug prices.
That could probably save us several
billion dollars a year, as much as $53
billion a year. Republicans don’t want
to do that because they’ve got their interests to protect.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I will note
that each of the comments that have
been offered from the other side are not
relevant to the point of order.
Yet, in response to the comments
that have been tendered by my colleagues from the other side of the aisle,
I would say that Republicans are not
here to destroy Medicare. They are
here to save Medicare.
We have put forth a responsible plan
that has been openly and continuously
debated in the public forum and in this
Chamber about how we’re going to
move forward with the problem that we
have in Medicare. It is a problem we
cannot deny. Both sides of the aisle
know that Medicare is on a path to
bankruptcy. We have put forth a plan.
We have put forth a plan that guarantees that we can deal with the problem
in such a way that those who are on
Medicare are not impacted and that
those within a generation of retiring
into Medicare are not impacted. Yet
we’re villainized by the other side for
allegedly throwing grandma off the
cliff—for taking away Medicare.
b 1250
That is not being honest with the
American public. We will be honest
with the American public. We recognize the problem in Medicare. We put
forth a plan. My colleagues on the
other side of the aisle have not put
forth a plan to deal with the problem.
They want to engage in electioneering,
politicking, and looking at the reelection efforts for 2012.
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Well, we are here as members of this
caucus and as Members of this body to
deal with the problems of America in
an honest and open fashion, and that is
what we will do.
The House-passed budget guarantees
that seniors will have coverage that is
affordable. The House-passed budget
guarantees seniors will be able to find
a plan. It does not end Medicare as we
know it. It does not throw our seniors
off the cliff. It is a responsible plan
that leads us to a situation that deals
with the problem of Medicare that is a
known problem. If we want to continue
to live in denial and not be honest with
the American public, then I tell the
American people: follow the Democratic proposal of engaging in namecalling rather than sitting down and
engaging in problem-solving. That’s
what we’re about.
At this point in time, I urge my colleagues to continue the consideration
of the underlying rule and reject this
point of order.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate has expired.
The question is, Will the House now
consider the resolution?
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 234, nays
183, not voting 14, as follows:
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[Roll No. 380]
YEAS—234
Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
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Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Dreier
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
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Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
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Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo

Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus

Ackerman
Altmire
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Barrow
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Farr
Fattah
Filner

Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
Kind
Kissell
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler

Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

NAYS—183
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Napolitano
Neal
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Ross (AR)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—14
Braley (IA)
Duffy
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez

Lucas
Myrick
Olson
Richmond
Schwartz

Tierney
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters

b 1316
Mr. REICHERT changed his vote
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’
So the question of consideration was
decided in the affirmative.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
New York is recognized for 1 hour.
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, for the purposes of debate only, I yield the customary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?
There was no objection.
Mr. REED. House Resolution 287 provides for an open rule for consideration
of H.R. 2017.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of House Resolution 287, to provide the
rule for H.R. 2017, the Homeland Security Appropriations Act for fiscal year
2012. I am proud to be managing this
rule, the first truly open rule since
July 31, 2007, an Agriculture appropriations bill in the 110th Congress. The
112th Congress has made it clear that it
supports an open process, and this rule
exemplifies this initiative. For 119
Members of the 112th Congress, this is
their first experience with an open
rule, including six members of the
Rules Committee. I am proud to be
part of this body and this conference
that is engaged in this transparency in
government and this open process.
Throughout the entire 111th Congress,
only 810 amendments were considered.
Only 6 months into this, the 112th Congress, 437 amendments have been considered.
The leadership of this Congress is directly listening to the American people
and their call for an open and transparent process. In addition, this bill
also follows the promise that we have
made to the American people in that it
does not include any earmarks either
in the underlying bill or in the conference report. This commitment is
what Americans desire and deserve,
and this will continue the process in
this Congress that we have committed
ourselves to the American people to do.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POLIS. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, not only does this rule
before the House drastically shortchange Homeland Security priorities,
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but this rule puts into force by deeming and passing the Republican budget
resolution.
This rule, section 2, states very clearly that the Republican budget resolution shall have force and effect. That is
the traditional language of a deem and
pass. Yes, this budget deems passed the
elimination of Medicare in order to
keep in place tax cuts for the highest
earners and tax breaks for oil.
b 1320
And while I do thank the majority
for offering up the first open rule during my tenure in the House, I ask at
what price. Well, I think there would
be broad bipartisan support for an open
rule. I, for one, cannot support a rule
that deems passed the elimination of
Medicare. Americans resoundingly opposed the approach of dismantling
Medicare. They want us to put our
economy on more secure fiscal footing
and do it while strengthening our economy, creating jobs and mending, not
ending, Medicare.
I would like to quote former Minority Leader JOHN BOEHNER in reference
to the approach of ‘‘deem and pass’’
that was considered by the then-majority Democrats with regard to the
health care bill. Then-Minority Leader
BOEHNER said, ‘‘This legislative trick
has been around for a long time, but
it’s never been used for a bill so controversial and so massive in scope.’’
Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. POLIS. I will not yield.
What could be more massive than an
elimination of Medicare contained in a
rule rather than approach a simple
vote on appropriations with regard to
Medicare, cutting Medicare, bills with
regard to Medicare reform?
This is the most sweeping rule that
I’ve certainly ever faced in my time in
the House of Representatives, and I
think many of my colleagues agree.
The passage of this rule alone would
simply end Medicare as we know it by
construing in the deem and pass of the
bill itself the operative language. And
let me explain how this works for some
of our colleagues.
Rules have broad authority. And I
know the chairman of the Rules Committee, Mr. DREIER, will on his own
time be able to talk of it. The Rules
Committee, by the good graces of the
House with our rules passing the
House, has the ability to accomplish
whatever the House allows us to
through a rule.
So in this rule, the House will deem
under section 2 that the Ryan budget,
the budget that ends Medicare, the Republican budget, shall have force and
effect until a conference report passes
and that will likely not occur unless
the Republicans alter their negotiating
position vis-à-vis the Senate and vis-àvis the President.
I strongly urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on eliminating Medicare contained in section 2
of this rule.
I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as he my consume to the
chairman of the Rules Committee, the
gentleman
from
California
(Mr.
DREIER).
(Mr. DREIER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, let me say
at the outset that I’m particularly glad
that you’re in the chair because it was
a speech that you delivered last September in which you said that we were
going to, in fact, if we won the majority, put into place an entire new structure that we had seen under neither political party over the preceding years,
that is, the kind of openness, transparency, and accountability that the
American people have said overwhelmingly that they want.
And so, Mr. Speaker, let me just say
to you personally how much I appreciate the stellar leadership that you’ve
provided us on this very important
issue.
It is extraordinarily ironic that we
last night saw the minority members
of the Rules Committee actually vote
‘‘no’’ on the first open rule to be considered here in the House of Representatives. And yet over the past several
months, they’ve been offering amendment after amendment in the Rules
Committee calling for open rules. And
so we report one out, and they vote
‘‘no.’’
Now, the other thing that I think is
very important for us to recognize is
that we have important challenges
that are ahead of us as it relates to
Homeland Security. My colleague managing this rule who, by the way, is one
of the two floor managers, neither of
whom has been able to see an open rule
in the House of Representatives up to
this moment, my friend didn’t even
mention the very important underlying
legislation that is before us.
The distinguished chair of the Committee on Appropriations, my friend,
Mr. ROGERS, is here. He and Mr.
ADERHOLT, Mr. PRICE, and others on
that subcommittee have worked very
hard to deal with this priority item.
Mr. ROGERS had served in the leadership on this subcommittee in the past
and continues to have a great interest
in it.
And we should note that as we look
at this new procedure that hasn’t been
considered since, as my friend from
Corning said, July 31 of 2007, what we
have is a structure whereby Members
will have the opportunity to stand up
and offer amendments.
And I listened to my friend from
Providence, our new colleague, Mr.
CICILLINE, who said that he opposes
this bill because of the fact that it
makes a cut that he didn’t like. Well,
Mr. Speaker, as you know very well,
under this rule Mr. CICILLINE or any
other Member of this House will be
able to stand up and if they can find
offsets, they can have a vote on the
amendment addressing their particular
priority.
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I also have to say that in the Rules
Committee our good friend from North
Carolina (Mr. PRICE) was before us
talking about his concerns. And he
asked for a waiver from the Rules Committee, nearly unprecedented, that
would have gone beyond the standard
definition of an open rule and provided
him extraordinary protection for a priority which he thinks needs to be addressed. Well, Mr. Speaker, under this
open amendment process, Mr. PRICE
will again be able to offer an amendment that he will be able to, if he can
find an offset, have a vote on here in
the House.
Now I want to talk about this issue
that my friend from Boulder addressed
just a few moments ago and that we
continue to hear over and over and
over again. This so-called ‘‘deem and
pass.’’ This is not, Mr. Speaker, a
deem-and-pass provision. I will remind
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
we have already passed, with a very
rigorous debate here on the House
floor, the budget. We’ve passed it already.
Now, so that we are able to move
ahead with the important appropriations work with the 302 allocations
that need to be done, it is essential
that we deem this budget because we
have yet to have a conference report.
We’ve yet to see our friends in the
other body pass out a budget. And so it
is essential that we deem, which has
been done since virtually the beginning
of time, to make sure that we can proceed with our very important work.
Tough decisions need to be made.
Under the leadership of Speaker
BOEHNER, we are poised to make those
tough decisions. Mr. Speaker, it’s important that we have a strong, bipartisan vote for the first of what will be
more and more open rules in the 112th
Congress. I urge my colleagues to support this.
I look forward to sitting where
Speaker BOEHNER is right now to preside over the first appropriation bill
that will be considered under an open
amendment process, and I look forward
to a very rigorous debate.
Mr. POLIS. I yield myself 30 seconds.
Of course while the underlying merits of the Department of Homeland Security appropriations bill are critical,
and if the rule passes they’ll be debated
under the underlying rule, eliminating
Medicare as we know it is even more
important to the American people.
Hence the discussion under this rule as
well.
I should point out that while this is
an open rule, again as a member of the
minority I’m deeply appreciative for
the chance to amend the provisions of
the Department of Homeland Security
bill. If this rule passes, it will be too
late to save Medicare under the bill.
The very passage of this rule itself will
deem passed the budget that contains
the elimination of Medicare.
Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan, the ranking
member of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. LEVIN.
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(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. LEVIN. This is indeed an open
rule in the sense it’s so open that if you
vote for the rule, you’re voting to end
Medicare.
Republicans have done this once. If
you vote for this, you’re going to do it
twice. And the gentleman who is handling this for the majority earlier
talked about Medicare and said the Republicans are trying to save it. You
don’t save something by ending it.
Purely and simply. And to come to this
floor and say you’re saving it when
you’re ending it, that kind of talk is a
big lie.
We heard this with Social Security
some years ago when the effort to privatize it was said to be an effort to
save it. The public caught on. And the
public said no. The public has now said
‘‘no’’ to ending Medicare. But, essentially, you’re tone deaf.
Now, you’re doubling down on your
plan to end it, a plan that would force
seniors to pay twice as much for their
health care, a plan that increases seniors’ drug costs, and a plan that puts
insurance companies in charge of seniors’ health care.
b 1330
Mr. REED. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. LEVIN. I will finish.
So instead of a bipartisan effort to
save it, by this rule you are essentially
deeming the budget that you passed
that ended Medicare, period.
So don’t come and say you’re saviors
when you’re eliminating a program.
Stand up and be honest and say you
want to replace it with something else.
That something else is not Medicare.
It’s turning it over to the private insurance industry and saying to seniors
who become eligible, who would be, instead, you are going to see double your
costs. That’s not forthright.
If you vote ‘‘yes’’ on the rule, you are
the second time voting to end Medicare.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind Members that their remarks
should be addressed to the Chair.
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, before I
yield to the gentleman from New York,
I would just like to make it clear that
in our House-passed budget, on page 58,
lines 8 and 9, it is clearly articulated
there that current Medicare benefits
are preserved for those in and near retirement without changes.
I would also note for the record, to
clarify and make sure the record is
very clear, that the budget that we are
talking about is not going to be presented to the President and enacted
into law. What we are talking about
here is nothing about ending Medicare
as we know it.
At this point in time, I yield 2 minutes to my good friend, the chairman,
Mr. KING from New York.
Mr. KING of New York. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.
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At the outset, let me say I am proud
to vote for this rule because it is an
open rule, and I commend the Speaker
for doing this. It’s really an important
step forward, I believe, in the history
of this House.
Let me say also that, very reluctantly, in its current form, I will have
to vote against final passage of this
bill. I say this because we are at a
stage now where the threat level, the
homeland security threat level is the
highest it’s been since September 11.
The killing of bin Laden has only made
that worse. We know also from bin
Laden’s own records that he is aiming
at maritime, he is aiming at mass transit, and he is aiming at our major cities. Yet we are cutting each of those
programs by 50 percent, a fifty percent
cut.
Now, I can speak for New York in
that I can tell you we have a thousand
police officers. We have a Lower Manhattan security initiative. We have radiation detection. I can go through a
whole list of programs. Every dollar in
those programs can be accounted for.
And I just cannot see why, at a time
when the threat level is the highest it’s
been since September 11, that we are
reducing Homeland Security grants by
50 percent.
The Department was set up in the
aftermath of September 11 to fight terror, yet those grants are being reduced.
And I know there is anecdotal evidence
that this program isn’t working, that
isn’t working. I would say specify
what’s not working, but don’t take a
meat axe. Don’t cut across the board
the way it’s being done here. We’re
talking about human life. We’re talking about just a terrible threat to our
cities, terrible threat to our ports, terrible threat to mass transit.
And for those—and I understand the
need to cut. I understand that need tremendously. Having said that, even
from my strictly budgetary point of
view, you have one dirty bomb go off in
one subway in Boston, New York, or
Chicago, and apart from the tragic loss
of human life, apart from the tragic
loss of human life there will be incalculable economic devastation, which will
also cost billions and billions of dollars
of lost revenue and jobs and have a terrible impact.
I lived through September 11. I know
what it did to New York. I know the
impact it had then. I don’t want any
other city, any other area in the country to go through that again. And yet
we’re reducing our defenses at a time
when they are most needed.
So with that, I would just ask all the
Members to give Chairman ROGERS the
credit, give Chairman ADERHOLT the
credit, but unfortunately I have to vote
against this.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, again, while
the majority is claiming this to be an
open rule, the very passage of the rule
itself deems passed the Republican
budget that ends Medicare. That will
not be amendable in any way, shape, or
form in the general debate. All that
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will be amendable are provisions relating to the Department of Homeland Security.
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Maryland, the ranking member of
the Budget Committee, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN.
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I thank my colleague.
Mr. Speaker, this is not an ordinary
House rule we will be voting on today.
The resolution deems the provisions of
the Republican budget to have ‘‘full
force and effect.’’ In other words, a
vote on the rule today is essentially
another vote on the Republican budget
plan that protects subsidies for the Big
Oil companies, while ending the Medicare guarantee and slashing investments in education. Those wrongheaded priorities were thoroughly rejected in the recent special election in
New York.
The American people clearly oppose
a one-sided plan that would immediately reopen the prescription drug
doughnut hole and tells seniors that in
10 years they will pay $9,000 more for
their current set of benefits or take
deep cuts in those benefits.
Ladies and gentlemen, the median income of seniors on Medicare is less
than $21,000 a year. What kind of budget says we’re going to require seniors
with median incomes of $21,000 a year
to pay $9,000 more in just 10 years while
cutting the rate for millionaires, the
top marginal tax rate for millionaires
by 30 percent? What kind of budget
would do it? Well, the budget that was
passed by the Republicans a few
months ago and the one they’re doubling down on today.
We have to have a balanced budget
plan. We have to have a plan that addresses this from all aspects, not a plan
that the former Speaker of the House
described as a radical plan that was
driven by right-wing social engineering.
It is very ironic that on the very day
we will be swearing in the next Member
of Congress from New York’s 26th District that we will be voting again on a
budget that the people of that district,
like people around the country, rejected because—the former Speaker of
the House had it right—it was radical
and right wing and not the right plan
for America.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentleman an
additional 15 seconds.
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I thank my colleague.
The question we’re facing here is
what is the best way forward. We all
understand we have to have a budget
deficit plan that’s predictable and addresses that issue, but why in the world
would we adopt a one-sided approach
that has those priorities, that says
we’re going to slash Medicare and give
tax cuts for the wealthy?
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I would just
like to remind my colleagues from the
other side of the aisle that the budget
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that they so referenced went through
an open process. It was subject to debate. It was amended in this Chamber
and passed by this body. And if they
are so disinclined to approve that budget or stand with that budget, I would
ask them to reach out to their colleagues in the opposing Chamber over
in the Senate who have not passed a
budget for the last 762 days and take
the matter up with them.
At this point in time, Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN), chairman of the
Budget Committee.
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.
I understand why this might be confusing to my friends on the other side
of the aisle. After all, they didn’t bother to pass a budget last year. Our
friends on the other side of the Rotunda in the Senate didn’t bother to
pass a budget this year. We have a
budget crisis. We’ve got a $1.5 trillion
deficit. We’ve got a debt that is getting
out of our control. And what do you do
when you have a problem like that?
You pass a budget.
The reason we’re doing what we’re
doing today is because our partners on
the other side of the Rotunda in the
Senate didn’t pass a budget. House Republicans did. We passed a budget. And
we’re acknowledging and living within
that budget. If our friends on the other
side of the aisle bothered to pass a
budget, we wouldn’t be in the situation
where we are today.
Now, let’s discuss about what our
budget does and what it does not do.
Number one, because we have a debt
crisis, we think we have a moral obligation to our constituents, our children, and our grandchildren to put our
budget on a path to balance and to pay
off our national debt. We also think we
need to put our economy on a path to
prosperity so we can get job creation.
Let’s, for a moment, talk about
Medicare. Medicare as we know it is already gone. Our friends on the other
side of the aisle, when they passed the
Affordable Care Act, they stopped the
Medicare status quo. Under the President’s new health care law, that ends
Medicare as we know it. It does two
things: It raids Medicare, and it rations
Medicare. It takes $500 billion from
Medicare to spend on the President’s
new health care law. It doesn’t take
that money to extend its solvency.
Just like people have complained for
years we’re raiding the Social Security
trust fund and we should stop doing
that, the President’s health care law
does that to Medicare now.
b 1340
The second thing it does, starting
next year, the President will appoint 15
unelectable, unaccountable bureaucrats to put in charge of Medicare, to
price control and to ration Medicare
for current seniors. What’s worse is the
President and the Senate still have yet
to put out a plan to save Medicare to
prevent it from going bankrupt.
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We stop the raid of Medicare in our
budget and make sure that half a trillion dollars stays in Medicare to advance its solvency.
Mr. GARAMENDI. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I will not
yield.
Number two, we repeal the rationing
board so that we don’t put bureaucrats
in charge of determining what kind of
health care benefits seniors do or do
not get; and, number 3, we save Medicare.
The way in which we do this is this.
We say that if you are on Medicare, if
you are 10 years away from retiring at
55 and above, government already made
a promise to you. We want government
to keep that promise.
So under our budget we keep that
promise. We stop the raid, we repeal
the rationing board. And for those of us
who are 54 and below, who have a bankrupt system that we right now cannot
count on, we reform it so that it works
like the system Members of Congress
and Federal employees have. It’s a system that looks like Medicare Advantage or the drug benefit that works
today, where seniors get a choice of
plans offered to them by Medicare,
guaranteed coverage options from
which they can choose, and Medicare
subsidizes that plan. It doesn’t subsidize people as much if they are
wealthy, and it subsidizes them a lot
more if they are low income, if they
are sick.
This saves Medicare. This puts Medicare on a path to solvency and, more
importantly, by saving it for future
generations we can keep the promise to
the current generation. We repeal the
rationing board, we stop the raid, and
we save the program.
That’s what our budget proposed to
do, but with respect to this rule, we are
talking about discretionary spending.
We are talking about paying the bills
this year for all those different government agencies.
We simply think Congress should
function the way the Founders envisioned it where we actually pass budgets, we actually scrutinize spending,
and we actually finance government’s
functions and its agencies. We are not
dunking our responsibility; we are
passing our budgets. Because we are
deeming those numbers in this year’s
bill, it is simply because of the fact
that nobody else around here seems to
be bothered with passing budgets.
The President hasn’t put out a plan
to fix the problem and the Senate has,
for a second year in a row, failed to
even pass a budget. We are leading, we
are saving Medicare, we are getting the
debt under control, and we are working
to create jobs in this economy and we
are governing by actually paying the
bills and passing our appropriation
bills.
REVISIONS TO THE ALLOCATIONS OF THE FISCAL
YEAR 2012 BUDGET RESOLUTION RELATED TO
LEGISLATION REPORTED BY THE COMMITTEE
ON APPROPRIATIONS
Mr. Speaker, pursuant to sections 301 of H.
Con. Res. 34, the House-passed budget resolu-
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tion for fiscal year 2012, I hereby submit for
printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD revisions to the budget allocations set forth pursuant to the budget for fiscal year 2012. The
revision is for new budget authority and outlays reported by the Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Homeland Security, which are designated for the Global War
on Terrorism. A corresponding table is attached.
This revision represents an adjustment
pursuant to sections 302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as amended
(Budget Act). For the purposes of the Budget
Act, these revised allocations are to be considered as allocations included in the budget
resolution, pursuant to section 301 of H. Con.
Res. 34.
PAUL RYAN,
Chairman, House Budget Committee.

ALLOCATION OF SPENDING AUTHORITY TO HOUSE
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
[In millions of dollars]
2012
Discretionary Action ....................................................
Adjustment for Global War on Terrorism ....................
Reported by Subcommittee on Homeland Security ....
Total Discretionary Action ...........................................
Current Law Mandatory ..............................................

BA
OT
BA
OT
BA
OT
BA
OT

1,019,402
1,224,119
258
206
1,019,660
1,224,325
745,700
734,871

Mr. POLIS. I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MARKEY).
Mr. MARKEY. I thank the gentleman
very much.
I rise in opposition to this Republican attempt to deem their budget
passed, just deem it passed so that we
can begin with this process. It’s just
wrong. It’s not the way we should be
conducting business, but it’s the way
they have been operating all year.
Recently, radio evangelist Harold
Camping calculated that the world
would end at precisely 6 p.m. on May
21. Well, he was wrong. But much like
Harold Camping’s wildly inaccurate
predictions, the House Republicans
have come up with their own apocalyptic vision, the Republican Rapture.
This budget decides who gets lifted up
into the economic stratosphere and
who gets left behind.
Under this scheme, if you are a millionaire or a billionaire, you get
raptured into heaven with all of your
tax breaks remaining intact. But if you
are Grandma and Grandpa, and you are
dependent upon Medicare in order to
take care of your health care needs,
you get moved to political purgatory.
That’s their plan.
Now, if you are one of the big five oil
companies that are reporting record
profits, you get raptured with all of
your tax breaks left intact in this
budget, which we are debating here
today. You keep all of your tax breaks.
But if you are a college kid hoping to
get a Pell Grant, no, ladies and gentlemen, you are back in political purgatory. Your educational future is in
question.
Now, if you are an insurance company executive and you are now really
rapturously happy because of the privatization of Medicare and the incredibly increased profits for the insurance
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industry, you are up here in heaven.
You get raptured. This is the budget we
are debating right now. Good news for
all these wealthy people.
But if you have Alzheimer’s or cancer
and you are hoping to find medical
breakthroughs, they are cutting the
NIH budget, the national institutes of
hope budget, to find a cure for those
diseases. Your hopes and dreams go to
political purgatory.
And if you have any hopes at all of
having Medicare be saved, well, their
budget guarantees that Medicare gets
privatized, that Medicare is ended as
we know it.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentleman an
additional 30 seconds.
Mr. MARKEY. And that Medicare
budget is completely and totally
smashed.
So there is your debate here today,
ladies and gentlemen. Are you with billionaires, Big Insurance, Big Oil? Are
you with Grandma and Grandpa, making sure that Medicare remains intact
for the years ahead, honoring the
promise that we made to them for giving us this great country that we live
in today. That’s the vote today.
Vote ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ on Grandma,
vote ‘‘no’’ on that Republican budget,
and protect Grandma’s health care into
the future.
Mr. REED. I would like to submit
section 501 of House Concurrent Resolution 34 for the RECORD as we seem to
be commenting about it to a great extent this afternoon. I just want the
record to be clear.
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SEC. 501. POLICY STATEMENT ON MEDICARE.
(a) FINDINGS.—The House finds the fol-

lowing:
(1) More than 46 million Americans depend
on Medicare for their health security.
(2) The Medicare Trustees report has repeatedly recommended that Medicare’s longterm financial challenges be addressed soon.
Each year without reform, the financial condition of Medicare becomes more precarious
and the threat to those in and near retirement becomes more pronounced. According
to the Congressional Budget Office—
(A) the Hospital Insurance Trust Fund will
be exhausted in 2020 and unable to pay scheduled benefits; and
(B) Medicare spending is growing faster
than the economy. Medicare outlays are currently rising at a rate of 7.2 percent per year,
and under CBO’s alternative fiscal scenario,
mandatory spending on Medicare is projected to reach 7 percent of GDP by 2035 and
14 percent of GDP by 2080.
(3) Failing to address this problem will
leave millions of American seniors without
adequate health security and younger generations burdened with enormous debt to pay
for spending levels that cannot be sustained.
(b) POLICY ON MEDICARE REFORM.—It is the
policy of this resolution to protect those in
and near retirement from any disruptions to
their Medicare benefits and offer future
beneficiaries the same health care options
available to Members of Congress.
(c) ASSUMPTIONS.—This resolution assumes
reform of the Medicare program such that:
(1) Current Medicare benefits are preserved
for those in and near retirement, without
changes.
(2) For future generations, when they
reach eligibility, Medicare is reformed to

VerDate Mar 15 2010

06:28 Jun 02, 2011

H3823

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Jkt 099060

provide a premium support payment and a
selection of guaranteed health coverage options from which recipients can choose a
plan that best suits their needs.
(3) Medicare will provide additional assistance for lower-income beneficiaries and
those with greater health risks.
(4) Medicare spending is put on a sustainable path and the Medicare program becomes
solvent over the long-term.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. NUGENT).
Mr. NUGENT. I would like to thank
my friend from New York (Mr. REED),
also a Rules Committee member that I
serve with, for the opportunity to support this rule and support the underlying legislation, H.R. 2017, which appropriates funds for our Nation’s
Homeland Security operations for 2012.
Just a comment: I thought that’s
what we are here to talk about, and so
we are going to go back on track in regards to where we should be. As a
member of the Rules Committee, I am
proud of this rule. It is the first open
rule in 4 years, Mr. Speaker, and that’s
because of you.
It’s a continuation of our promise to
the American people that we are committed to bringing openness and freeflowing debate to this Chamber as a
service to the American public. And
just like the rule keeps our promises to
the American people, so does the underlying legislation.
It keeps our promise to reduce spending, to narrow the size and scope of the
Federal Government. It also keeps our
promise to provide those men and
women who work day in and day out to
keep our Nation safe with the tools and
the resources they need.
I have heard a lot about local first responders in connection with this bill.
Mr. Speaker, I spent my entire career
in law enforcement. I spent the last 40
years as a cop, and the last 10 of those
years I served as a sheriff of a county
in Florida.
You don’t need to tell me about what
our local first responders need. I know
it firsthand, I have lived it. And I can
tell you this: We need to follow the
local example that those folks in Florida and across this Nation and States
have shown us. Our local police and
firefighters know how to do more with
less, one thing the Federal Government
has never quite grasped.
Would you like to have more money?
Sure we would. But they understand
our Nation is in a dire fiscal situation,
and what they want more than anything else is for America to be here for
their future and their children and
grandchildren’s future.
b 1350
When I was sheriff, I was faced with
budget shortages, and I made tough
cuts. I eliminated programs I’m sure
that I would have loved to have kept in
place, but they didn’t meet the core
mission that I was elected to do. That’s
how local government works, Mr.
Speaker, and Washington needs to
learn from local governments in regards to how to get their act together
as it relates to spending.
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Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2017 is a good bill,
and I applaud the Appropriations Committee for their commitment to our
homeland security. I encourage my colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
support this legislation and support
the open rule.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi, the ranking member on Homeland Security, Mr. THOMPSON.
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the rule
for H.R. 2017, the Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act of
2012.
This year marks the 10th anniversary
of the September 11 terrorist attacks.
As Americans began to process the carnage inflicted by Osama bin Laden on
our soil, then-President Bush challenged us as a nation to ‘‘confront
every threat from any source that
could bring sudden terror and suffering
to America.’’ For nearly 10 years, we’ve
done just that. We’ve made major investments in intelligence, border security, transportation security, and
emergency preparedness.
H.R. 2017 suddenly veers away from
these incremental efforts and, as a result, sets our Nation on a dangerously
wrong path. To cut homeland security
preparedness grants by $2.1 billion at a
time when DHS is calling for a period
of heightened alert because of our successful action against bin Laden is deplorable and reckless.
How we can continue these efforts
with an appropriation bill that funds
DHS at 7 percent below what President
Obama tells us that DHS needs is beyond me.
The probability of a terrorist attack
on a major domestic transit system has
not subsided, nor has Mother Nature
relented and softened the barrage of
punishing blows to our communities,
including much of my own congressional district. This bill sacrifices the
security of our communities just to
save a penny here and a penny there.
Our first responders must not be
treated as pawns to the political ideology of the day. It is the decimation
of the first responder grant programs,
at the hands of the Republican leadership, that, by far, is the most offensive
aspect of this bill.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentleman 30
additional seconds, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. The
second most offensive aspect of this
bill is the shenanigans surrounding the
funding of disaster emergencies. Lastly, ending Medicare in this rule makes
absolutely no sense.
For these reasons, I oppose H.R. 2017
and ask my colleagues to join me in
voting against the rule and the underlying bill.
Mr. REED. I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman
from
Georgia
(Mr.
WOODALL).
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, as a
member of the Rules Committee and
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the Budget Committee, I’m excited to
be down here today. You told us, Mr.
Speaker, when this Congress began
that we were going to witness one of
the most open Congresses in this country’s history, and you have delivered
on that each and every day.
Now, I’m one of the new guys in Congress. I’ve only been here about 125
days, but what I saw—we’re talking
about budgets here today. What I saw
in the budget process was a leadership
team and the chair of the Rules Committee who said, Bring me a budget,
any budget. I don’t care who you are,
whether you’re the most senior Member of this body or the most junior
Member of this body, bring me a budget, and we will consider it on the floor
of the United States House of Representatives. Come all. Come all. Give
us your ideas, and we will consider
them.
Well, we had that process. I voted for
two budgets on that budget voting day.
I voted for the Republican Study Committee budget, which I thought was a
great budget, and I voted for the Budget Committee’s budget.
I sit on the Budget Committee with
PAUL RYAN, and the Budget Committee
put in a tremendous amount of work,
and that was the budget that ended up
carrying the day. And so that’s the
budget we’re operating under right
here today.
The Homeland Security appropriations bill, the first bill out of the
chute. And what did you do, Mr. Speaker? You said, Come one, come all. If
you have an idea about how to improve
this appropriations bill, bring it to the
floor of the House and we’ll consider it.
Bring it to the floor of the House and
we’ll consider it.
Now, you might think, if you don’t
know as much about this House, if
you’re a newcomer like me, you might
think it goes on that way all the time.
But it doesn’t because it’s hard. It’s
hard.
I can only imagine, Mr. Speaker,
what you get from folks back home, because they probably say to you, close
down the process. Push your conservative agenda. Do it your way and make
people fall in line. And you said no.
You said the House works best when
the House works its will. You said any
Member of the House that can find 218
Members to agree with him can work
their will on the floor.
And that’s the process that we’re
opening up. Not a Republican process,
not a Democratic process, but an
American process where the power of
the ideas are what rules the day.
Now, that’s taken a huge commitment from the Speaker and a huge
commitment from the Rules Committee chairman to make this process
happen and a huge commitment from
the Appropriations chairman to make
this happen. But I’ll tell you, for anybody out there who is thinking in partisan terms, it takes a commitment
from both sides of the aisle. Open rules
break down when we can’t make those
open rules work together.
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I see my friend, Mr. POLIS, from the
Rules Committee, who is a strong advocate of the open rules process, and
here we are for the first time since
July of 2007. And we’re going to find
out if we can make this work together—a new crowd on your side of
the aisle; a new crowd on my side of
the aisle. We’re going to find out if we
can make it work together. Golly, I
hope we can.
I hope we can, because it’s the right
thing to do, because I only have a voice
in this body when I can bring my
amendments to the floor. I only have a
voice in this body when I can represent
the 921,000 people back home. Mr.
Speaker, you have given that to us
over and over again, and I thank you.
Mr. POLIS. The Democrats have no
problem with the open rule. What the
Democrats have a problem with is the
elimination of Medicare, which is
deemed and passed in the language of
the rule itself and cannot be amended
after the passage of the rule.
It is my honor to yield 1 minute to
the gentlewoman from California, the
Democratic leader, Ms. PELOSI.
Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the rule that is on the
floor today because voting for this rule
is a vote to abolish Medicare.
Here we are, once again, after the
public has spoken so clearly on this
subject of wanting to have Medicare as
a pillar of health and economic security for our seniors, the Republicans
saying we’re going to double down. Not
only did we vote to abolish Medicare,
increasing costs for seniors, lowering
benefits while giving tax breaks to oil
companies and corporations for shipping jobs overseas, not only have we
done that once, but we’re going to do it
again today, on a day that we’re going
to swear in a new Member of Congress,
a reminder that all of us takes an oath
of office to protect and defend.
And this bill, the bill that this rule
comes up on, Homeland Security, undermines the ability to protect and defend the American people.
So, this is a double whammy. It’s a
threat, again, to the health and economic security of our seniors and those
who depend on Medicare, and it is a
threat to the safety of the American
people.
I heard my colleague, Mr. MARKEY,
talk about purgatory and rapture and
the rest in his original and effective
presentation, and it reminded me what
we always say when we talk about a
budget: that it should be a statement
of our values. What is important to us
should be reflected there.
Our budget proposals—we had one
under the leadership of CHRIS VAN
HOLLEN that was heard and voted on by
the floor a number of weeks ago; a Republican budget that is on the floor
today in the form of this rule—are windows to the soul of whom we are as
public officials. And this rule today
which deems passage of the Republican
budget is a window to the soul of the
Republican Party and this House of
Representatives.
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Giving tax subsidies to Big Oil would
benefit corporations that shift jobs
overseas and would give tax cuts to the
wealthiest people in our country while
it says to seniors, No more Medicare
for you. You’re going to pay more, get
less, and weaken the middle class at
the same time, weakening the middle
class because of abolishing Medicare
and weakening the middle class because of what it does to education for
our young children and making college
more expensive for nearly 10 million
young people in our country.
b 1400
Is that an investment in the future?
I don’t think so.
But it’s really important when we
talk about our soul and our values and
what our priorities are that we note
that a vote for this bill is a really serious assault on the middle class. People
are concerned about the dignity and retirement of our seniors. They are concerned about the education of our children. They want to reduce the deficit.
We must create jobs. Growth in our
economy will help reduce the deficit.
This bill does none of the above.
So, again, it’s about what we believe
in.
Mr. Speaker, I have to give you credit for this, that the Republicans are
true to what they believe in. They do
not believe in Medicare, and they are
voting today to honor their beliefs to
abolish Medicare. That has been a consistent message over time. It is reinforced here today.
I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on
the rule and ‘‘no’’ on the underlying
bill.
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I feel it is
necessary to again correct the record
that what we have done in the proposal
that has just been referenced by my
colleague from California is not to destroy Medicare; it is to save Medicare.
In an open and honest way, it’s to deal
with the problem that we all know
Medicare faces. It clearly states in the
document, in the resolution that was
passed, that any senior who is in Medicare, on Medicare or within a generation of retiring into Medicare will not
be impacted by anything that we do in
that budget.
I would also remind my colleague
from California that we stand here
today under a proposed open rule,
where this body, this Chamber, will be
able to express its will in an open and
traditional process of open amendments.
Let me make clear to the American
people what that means. That means
that any elected Member of this Congress can come down and speak the
voice of his or her constituents and
offer amendments that can be debated
on the floor of this House in an open
and transparent manner—on TV, in
their living rooms—so that the American people know what we are doing in
this Chamber.
I applaud you, Mr. Speaker, for honoring that commitment that you set
forth when you assumed that chair.
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At this point in time, Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to my good friend, the
gentleman
from
Florida
(Mr.
SOUTHERLAND).
(Mr. SOUTHERLAND asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)
Mr. SOUTHERLAND. I thank the
gentleman from New York for yielding.
I will tell you, I’ve been here for 5
months; and a few moments ago I was
as angry as I’ve been in a long time because, this afternoon, we heard the injection of a Judeo-Christian event that
I was taught as a little boy is precious
to my faith and to the tenets of JudeoChristians around this world.
I cannot sit and not rise and object
and ask everyone in this body: Please
let’s identify limits to what we will say
and where we will go, because what we
say here the world listens to; but more
importantly, the God that we pray to
listens, too.
So it bothers me greatly. I am angered—angered—at what I heard and
what I witnessed. In trying to be in
control of my emotions, I would just
ask everyone: Please let’s not inject religious events that many of us are
looking forward to in our futures.

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. POLIS. A point of parliamentary
inquiry.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman may
state his inquiry.
Mr. POLIS. If this rule is passed,
would an amendment be germane that
would restore Medicare under the budget?
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not
respond to hypothetical questions.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, it is my
honor to yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from
California
(Ms.
SANCHEZ).
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. So 5 months. One of my freshman colleagues said 125 days in the Republican majority and no jobs bill.
In fact, all you’ve tried to do is
change Medicare as we know it to
make vulnerable seniors pay more and
get less. Oh, then you’re also making
education cuts to go after the dreams
and aspirations of our young people.
That’s the Republican way.
Today, we consider this rule and the
Homeland Security’s appropriations
bill where you actually cut 60 percent
of the moneys that the Federal Government sends to our local cities—yes,
those cities that are struggling, those
cities that protect us. We don’t protect
the American people from the Capitol.
It’s the local law enforcement, the
local fire department, the local hospitals. If a terrorist attack or a natural
disaster happens, the local responders
are the ones who first help the American people, and you’re cutting the
money. They’re already under attack
at the local level. They have already
let firemen and policemen go, and now
you’re taking away 60 percent of the
moneys that we send to protect the
American people. What is troubling is
that you’re limiting the cities where
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we send some of this money, like under
the Urban Areas Security Initiative.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentlewoman has expired.
Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentlewoman
an additional 15 seconds.
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. You’re cutting moneys to places
like Las Vegas and Orlando and my
hometown of Anaheim, California,
where Disneyland is. The American
people deserve to be protected, and this
Congress should get its priorities
straight.
Mr. REED. I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. POLIS. I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. TONKO).
Mr. TONKO. In just moments from
now, we will have a new Democratic
colleague from my home State of New
York. The Democratic Congresswomanelect hails from the most Republican
district in my State, a district that
JOHN MCCAIN won in 2008.
Just one week ago, voters in her conservative-leaning district resoundingly
rejected the Republican plan to end
Medicare. Apparently, the Republican
majority here in Washington didn’t get
the message. Voting to end Medicare
once was not enough for them. The rule
vote that we are about to take will,
once again, deem the Ryan plan to end
Medicare as enacted and will put us on
a road to ruin where seniors will see
out-of-pocket expenses skyrocket by at
least $6,000 every year as Medicare is
ended so as to continue the handouts of
tens of billions of dollars to oil companies.
In a few moments, after they’ve finished voting to end Medicare again, I
hope that as my Republican colleagues
congratulate our New York colleague
on her election they will see her as yet
another face and as yet another voice,
an outspoken voice, to save Medicare.
Mr. REED. I continue to reserve the
balance of my time.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, if this rule
passes, an amendment will not be in
order to restore Medicare under the
bill. Again, while this claims to be an
open rule—and it is for purposes of Department
of
Homeland
Security
amendments—it cannot be amended to
undo the budget that is deemed passed
in the rule, itself.
With that, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
MALONEY).
Mrs. MALONEY. I thank the gentleman for his leadership and for yielding.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
the rule, which will end Medicare as we
know it, and also to the underlying
bill, which reduces Homeland Security
grants by 50 percent to our cities, to
our ports, to our transit.
Is there any reason to believe, I ask
my Republican colleagues, that there
is a 50 percent reduction in threat?
If anything, law enforcement tells us
that the number of threats is up since
the death of Osama bin Laden. Police
Commissioner Kelly, in New York City,
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tells me that since 9/11 there have been
13 serious terrorist attempts, and six of
these were focused on mass transit,
which has been cut by 50 percent.
We need to remember what law enforcement has told us: that our
antiterrorist efforts have to be right
every day, every hour, every second,
every time. Yet terrorists just have to
be lucky once.
I ask my Republican colleagues:
What would be the impact on the loss
of lives and on our economy if we were
attacked again as they are trying to
do? The chatter is up. Law enforcement
tells us the threat is up, not down. So
why are we cutting it 50 percent?
b 1410
My Republican colleagues, I say to
you that you are not just gambling
with dollars; you are gambling with
lives. It is not a gamble Democrats are
willing to take.
I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote.
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. YODER).
Mr. YODER. I thank the gentleman
from New York for yielding me this
time.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
rule that we are debating here today so
that we can debate a bill on homeland
security. Now, that might come as a
surprise to many who are watching
this debate, or to the Speaker or anyone else in this Chamber today, that
we are actually debating a rule that
deals with homeland security.
Now, the fantasy discussion going on
on the left right now on any topic that
comes to mind might be entertaining
to some, but for the rest of this country, they would love to see this body
actually debate issues that are on
topic, and that issue is homeland security. Agencies like Border Patrol, ICE
agents, Coast Guard personnel, the Secret Service, funding for all sorts of
agencies, $1 billion for FEMA disaster
relief fund, are these not issues important enough to discuss on the floor
today?
The bill prohibits the use of funds to
move detainees at Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba, into the United States and denies them immigration benefits such as
visas, admission into the United
States, and classification as refugees,
all sorts of things that are critical to
homeland
security,
to
protecting
Americans from terrorism, keeping
Americans safe.
And we are doing it under an open
rule, and that is the issue on this rule
debate. For the first time in 4 years, we
are debating an appropriations bill
that affects hundreds of millions of
Americans related to homeland security, and we are allowing every side to
bring amendments down to the floor
and to discuss those issues.
This is a critical moment. No matter
how many times the folks on the left
want to come forward and obfuscate or
change the subject, that’s fine, we can
have those debates. And we will continue to have those debates. But we are
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debating today a rule that will allow
this body, in an open fashion for the
first time in anyone’s memory, to debate an open rule on homeland security. If you have an amendment that is
germane to the bill, bring it. If it is
found worthy, it will pass. This is the
process that we used in committee, and
it worked. We produced a good piece of
legislation that will provide for the security of the homeland.
We have an opportunity today to seriously debate the topic that is before
us on homeland security. No matter
how many times the left attempts to
change the subject from what we are
talking about, we know that the homeland security of our country, protecting us from terrorism, is a critical
issue and we will debate it, no matter
how many times the left tries to stop
us.
Mr. POLIS. The gentleman mentioned the open rule. The open rule
itself is largely noncontroversial with
strong support from both sides of the
aisle.
What is contained in this rule is the
broadest sweeping policy change in recent history, namely, the elimination
of Medicare. That is the controversial
element of this rule, which is deemed
and passed by the rule itself.
With that, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS).
(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, for
years, working Americans, paycheck
after paycheck, week after week, have
paid taxes into the Medicare trust
fund. And after they paid those taxes,
this country made a promise to them
that Medicare’s guaranteed benefits
would be there for them for the rest of
their life. The issue before the House
today is whether we honor or dishonor
that promise.
The Republican plan to abandon
Medicare abandons those guaranteed
benefits. The Republican plan to abandon Medicare says that rather than
seniors and their doctors deciding what
care the seniors should get, private
health insurance companies make that
decision.
Part of the promise of Medicare was
that health care would be reasonably
affordable to our seniors and retirees.
The Republican plan to abandon Medicare violates that promise. It raises the
out-of-pocket cost of health care for
our seniors by $6,000 a year.
We agree that Medicare needs improvement and that Medicare outlays
need to be restrained. That’s why we
support giving the Medicare administration the same authority to negotiate prescription drug prices that the
VA has, instead of just paying whatever the drug companies demand.
The issue in this vote is not simply
the value of Medicare; the issue in this
vote is whether Americans can value
the promise that we made to them in
the future. Vote against this rule; vote
to honor the promise of Medicare.
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Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to clarify for the record again that this
proposed resolution that we are debating, this rule on Homeland Security appropriations, that is Homeland Security funding, it is but a simple resolution. It is not law. It will not become
law. That is clearly articulated in the
parliamentary guide entitled ‘‘How Our
Laws Are Made’’ on pages 8 and 9.
So I again feel compelled to clarify
the record to assure that this rule will
not end Medicare. And even as our
budget clearly states, Medicare under
our budget will be saved. Not one senior on Medicare will be impacted by
any action in that budget.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. POLIS. Again, I have to disagree
with my friend from New York. I have
never seen in my 3 years on the Rules
Committee such a broad and sweeping
deem-and-pass under a rule. Section 2
of the rule clearly states that the
House Concurrent Resolution 34 shall
have force and effect. Again ‘‘force and
effect,’’ the traditional language of
something that is deemed and passed
under a rule. The mere passage of this
rule will deem and pass the end of
Medicare as we know it as contained in
House Concurrent Resolution 34, the
Republican budget.
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank
the distinguished manager of this rule,
and I certainly thank Members who are
on the floor of the House.
Mr. Speaker, we are in the baseball
season and you can imagine a throng of
teeming audience, and they are watching pitch one, pitch two, pitch three;
and it is strike one, strike two and
strike three.
The winning side, the Republicans, of
course, cheer; but the American people
lose. They’re out. They’re struck out.
Medicare is gone as we know it. Let’s
not fool around. Let’s not try to have
smoke and mirrors.
This rule ends Medicare as we know
it. We don’t have to play games. The
debt relief that was put on the floor
ends Medicare as we know it. And this
bill on homeland security is tone deaf
to the words of the late Osama bin
Laden who said that we’re looking at
your airports, we’re looking at your
airlines, and we’re looking at your rail.
This Homeland Security appropriations
bill cuts all of the necessary security
that is necessary to protect the American people.
First we throw out the seniors on
Medicare; then we don’t allow for TSO
inspectors. We cut FEMA dollars in the
face of Joplin and Birmingham and
Tuscaloosa. In my own State, there are
fires that are burning right now, and
we’re telling FEMA that we don’t have
enough money to provide for you. Did
you see the story on the news that indicated that firefighters were left
watching a man drown—drown—because they had to cut the rescue team
of that community? People were crying. Firefighters, whose first job is to
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be a first responder, denied because
they don’t have the funding to be able
to help the people that they serve.
I tell you to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule.
Strike out those folks, and let the
American people win.
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire of the Chair how much time both
sides have.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
New York has 4 minutes remaining.
The gentleman from Colorado has 51⁄2
minutes remaining.
Mr. REED. I yield 1 minute to my
good friend, the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL).
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I just
wanted to say that this is a serious
topic that we are talking about here
today, the Homeland Security appropriations bill. When you pass a responsible budget, as we did here in the
House, you’ve got to make tough
choices. I learned here as a freshman
that we do these 10-year budget plans,
but only year one matters because then
the next Congress comes back and does
year two and year three and year four.
So the only serious decisions that we
are making in this budget is what happens in year one, and that’s the Homeland Security appropriations bill that
is before us here today. How are we
going to fund Homeland Security for
year one?
And we are down here talking about
all of these ancillary issues; and I tell
you, this one’s important. This one’s
important. This one’s happening. This
isn’t smoke and mirrors 10 years down
the road. This is happening today. The
Appropriations Committee has worked
long and hard to craft the best delicate
balance that they could.
Mr. Speaker, 42 cents out of every
dollar we’re borrowing. Folks talk
about we don’t have any money. That’s
not a state of mind; that’s a fact.
b 1420
It’s a fact. And we cannot afford to
shortchange the work that we’re doing
on the Homeland Security appropriations bill on these—I can’t think of a
kind word to say.
I’m not going to say anything at all,
Mr. Speaker.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. DEUTCH).
Mr. DEUTCH. I thank the gentleman
from Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong opposition to this rule.
From the retirees that I serve in
south Florida to the middle class families of western New York, the American people have overwhelmingly rejected the reckless Republican budget.
The Republican budget ends Medicare and replaces it with a coupon, a
coupon that fails to even approach the
cost of private health insurance. It
guts Medicaid, depended on by millions
of impoverished children, nursing home
patients, seniors who need home health
services, and disabled Americans. Its
hatchet job on our budget will destroy
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2.1 million jobs when we cannot afford
higher unemployment.
This plan is opposed by the Senate,
the President, and, most importantly,
the American people. Yet today Republicans will vote to deem and pass the
Ryan budget.
The distinguished Rules Committee
chairman, who decried deem and pass
during the health care reform debate
and claimed ‘‘process is substance,’’
has apparently had a stunning change
of heart. We were told that using deem
and pass to extend health care coverage to the uninsured is an abomination. Apparently, we learned today it
should be reserved for slashing benefits
to seniors.
I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on
this rule. The American people want a
bipartisan budget that responsibly reduces the deficit, creates new jobs, and
protects Medicare and Medicaid for disabled and elderly Americans. Not this
Republican budget.
Mr. REED. I reserve the balance of
my time.
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2
minutes to the gentleman from California (Mr. GARAMENDI).
(Mr. GARAMENDI asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)
Mr. GARAMENDI. The distinguished
chair of the Budget Committee spoke
here a few minutes ago. He spoke about
a moral obligation.
An interesting definition of ‘‘moral
obligation’’: An obligation to maintain
the benefits that the insurance industry has; an obligation to maintain the
subsidy that the American taxpayers
give to the richest industry in this
world, the oil industry, billions of dollars a year; an obligation to maintain
the tax benefits to the wealthiest millionaires and billionaires in the world.
Apparently, that’s his definition of a
moral obligation.
We have a different definition on our
side of the aisle. We have a definition
on our side of the aisle that says it is
the obligation of this society to provide medical care to our seniors. Our
Republican colleagues see their moral
obligation as terminating, ending,
Medicare for all Americans who are not
yet 55 years of age.
Say it any way you want, but that’s
precisely what your budget does. It terminates Medicare. Is that your moral
obligation?
It’s not ours on our side. Our side is
to maintain the promise that when a
senior in the United States becomes 65
years of age, they will have Medicare.
Our good chairman comes and he
says we’re not cutting benefits for seniors. That’s not true. In fact, you’re
cutting $700 billion out of the Medicaid—Medicaid—program, a program
where two-thirds of the money goes to
seniors who are in nursing homes.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SCHOCK). The time of the gentleman
has expired.
Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentleman an
additional 15 seconds.
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Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you.
You say it’s a moral obligation to cut
$500 billion out of the health care bill?
No way. That was money that came
out of a subsidy to the insurance companies. And you say it’s a moral obligation to leave the insurance companies
alone so they can continue their rapaciousness against the people of America.
Mr. REED. I continue to reserve the
balance of my time, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. POLIS. I yield myself the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado is recognized for
21⁄4 minutes.
Mr. POLIS. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
In addition to moving forward the
Homeland Security bill under an open
rule—which would have strong bipartisan support, and I praise my colleagues on the Rules Committee and
hope that this is the first of many open
rules. In addition to moving forward
the Homeland Security bill under the
rule, this rule includes language
‘‘deeming’’ the Ryan budget passed.
That’s right. We’re voting once again
on the same plan that the American
people resoundingly rejected in last
week’s special election in New York.
If this rule passes, the Ryan budget,
which ends Medicare, will become the
final, enforceable budget on the House
side until a conference report is adopted, which is unlikely to happen in this
Congress, especially if the House Republicans continue to insist on the end
of Medicare as a condition of passing a
final budget. A ‘‘yes’’ vote on this rule
is a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the Ryan plan and a
‘‘yes’’ vote to eliminate Medicare.
Now, this is the sixth time in 36 years
that the House and Senate will fail to
adopt a budget, and the House has used
deeming resolutions in the past. However, never has a deeming resolution
been used for such a tremendous policy
change, namely, the elimination of
Medicare.
As
then-Minority
Leader
JOHN
BOEHNER said, ‘‘This legislative trick
has been around for a long time, but
it’s never been used for a bill so controversial and so massive in scope.’’
Now that, Mr. Speaker, was in reference to the Democratic efforts last
session to pass the Affordable Care Act.
The deem and pass was not used at the
end of the day to pass that bill; yet
here we are in the 112th Congress with
the Republicans seeking to use it to
end Medicare. And, yes, no bones about
it, we are talking about ending Medicare.
According to the Congressional Budget Office, and our bipartisan study
group has confirmed, a typical beneficiary would spend more for health
care under the proposal than under the
Congressional Budget Office’s longterm scenarios. Second, the government’s contribution would grow more
slowly than health care costs, leaving
more for beneficiaries to pay.
Yes, Mr. Speaker, we are talking
about the elimination of Medicare
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under this rule. Not even under a bill
with debate on both sides. Not even
amendable. A rule is not amendable.
Although this rule provides for debate
of the Homeland Security bill, which
will be fair and allow amendments to
be put forth by both parties under it,
the rule itself, Mr. Speaker, is not
amendable. It’s immutable, unchangeable, and, if passed by this body of the
House of Representatives, will deem a
budget passed that eliminates Medicare for the American people.
I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the rule, and I
also will be opposing the underlying
bill.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself the balance of my time.
We have had a spirited debate on the
floor of this Chamber over this rule. I
applaud that debate because that’s
what the American people sent us here
to do, which is to have the debate in an
open process on TV in front of the
American people. And that’s what this
rule does.
b 1430
This rule is a true open rule where
any Member of this Chamber—Democrat or Republican—can come down
and submit an amendment, debate it in
front of the American people, and have
it voted on by each and every Member
of this House so that this House will
speak its will. I applaud our Speaker
for accomplishing that clear goal he
set out.
But as we have this debate, Mr.
Speaker, I remind all my colleagues
that America also sent us a message
last November that we need to be honest with the American people. It means
that we do not play games in this
Chamber. And nothing could be further
from the truth than the constant arguments that we had to stand up and
clarify that this rule kills Medicare as
we know it.
This rule has no legal effect. This
rule will not be presented to the President for signature and become law of
the land. And mind you, the reference
to the House Republican budget, the
‘‘Paul Ryan’’ budget, the provision
that has been talked about here to
great extent clearly states that it is
the policy of this Chamber, the policy
as set forth in that budget, that all
those on Medicare will not be impacted
by that budget. All those seniors who
are within 10 years of retiring and becoming eligible for Medicare will not
be impacted by that budget.
We are acting in a responsible manner on this side of the aisle. And we are
dealing with dire times. I was a little
disappointed that we didn’t have a
more spirited debate on the actual substance of the rule that guides the bill
upon which it applies, and that is the
Homeland Security appropriations bill.
We live in dire fiscal times in the
United States of America. And we’re
going to be honest with the American
people: We have to make some tough
choices. But this should send a message
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to every man, woman, and child in
America that the days of reckless
spending have caught up to us because
we do have to have the debate of where
we’re going to cut. And we are talking
about cuts in the areas of homeland security. We better wake up as a body
and as a Chamber and recognize that if
we don’t get our fiscal house in order
not only will we jeopardize our national security, we will go bankrupt.
That ends America as we know it. And
also, it will destroy the American market that we are trying to ignite in our
private sector because if we do not send
a message that we’ve got our fiscal
house in order, then people are not
going to invest in America, and that
will not put people back to work and
put people back onto a payroll.
Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the rule and the underlying
bill.
I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the resolution.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. POLIS. 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
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COMMUNICATION FROM LAW REVISION COUNSEL, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following communication from Peter G. LeFevre, Law
Revision Counsel:
OFFICE OF THE LAW REVISION COUNSEL, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 23, 2011.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, DC.
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: After 30 years of service in the Office of the Law Revision Counsel
and over 34 years with the Federal Government, I have decided it is time to retire.
With your approval, my last day as Law Revision Counsel will be June 1, 2011.
I started with the Office just seven years
after it was established as part of the Bolling
Committee reforms in 1974. The Office was
given the functions of classifying new laws
to the United States Code, preparing and
publishing the Code, and drafting legislation
to enact titles of the Code into positive law.
Over the years, I have had the privilege of
working on each of these functions, and my
career has given me a unique perspective on
the content and codification of Federal law.
I have had at least a technical familiarity
with practically every law enacted during
the past 25 years and have worked my way
through thousands of laws, including countless appropriations, defense authorizations,
tax and health reforms, and omnibus reconciliations. We, in the Office of the Law Revision Counsel, regard the text of these laws
with a certain reverence. As we incorporate
new laws into the Code, every effort is made
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to ensure that each word, each punctuation
mark, and each directive they contain is
given the effect intended by Congress. With
the systems and excellent staff we have in
place in the Office, I feel confident that the
Code is being maintained with the high degree of accuracy and reliability that is required for the official Code.
While accuracy has always been our highest priority, we have also been working on
improving the timeliness and usability of the
Code. Since 2005, the time it takes to do an
annual update of the Code has been reduced
by more than 18 months, and last year we introduced the USCprelim on the U.S. Code
website to allow even quicker, albeit preliminary, updates of selected Code titles. As
to usability, the Code is about to get a lot
better. In a matter of days, we will release a
new U.S. Code website featuring a new sophisticated search engine, improved interface, and materials to help the public understand and use the Code. The release will soon
be followed by further improvements, including hyperlinks to referenced Code and statute provisions and integration of the
USCprelim and prior versions of the Code
into the new website. Conversion of the Code
data into XML is another ongoing project
which should bear fruit in the near future.
The overall organization of the Code remains a concern for me, but significant
progress was made during the last several
years. The codification of title 46, Shipping,
was completed with the enactment of Public
Law 109–304, and in just the past six months,
Law Revision Counsel bills to enact title 41,
Public Contracts, and title 51, National and
Commercial Space Programs, became law.
Each new positive law title is a major accomplishment, but the time and effort it
took to get these three titles enacted indicates the huge task that remains before the
goal of an entirely enacted Code is realized.
It has been a pleasure to work for the
House of Representatives throughout my career. I have especially enjoyed my association with the other staff members in my office and have a deep appreciation of their expertise and dedication and the fine work
they do every day. I am also grateful for the
support and cooperation of your office, the
Committees on the Judiciary and Appropriations, the Government Printing Office, and
the other officers of the House.
Respectfully Yours,
PETER G. LEFEVRE,
Law Revision Counsel.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, statements by the Speaker
and the Minority Leader are inserted
into the RECORD at this point.
There was no objection.
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
recognize and thank Peter G. LeFevre, Law
Revision Counsel of the House of Representatives, who will retire on June 1, 2011, after 30
years of distinguished service to the House
and 34 years with the Federal government.
Throughout his years with the Office of the
Law Revision Counsel, Peter has worked tirelessly to ensure the accuracy and reliability of
the United States Code. Peter has technical
familiarity with practically every law enacted by
Congress over the past quarter century. His
expertise, hard work, integrity, and commitment to quality have benefitted the House and
earned him the deep regard of his colleagues.
As Law Revision Counsel, Peter has significantly improved the procedures for preparing
and publishing the Code. He has been instrumental in upgrading the technology used to
produce and access the Code. During his tenure, the Office website has been revitalized
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and the Code has become much more current
in its annual supplement updates. The recent
introduction of USCprelim, an advance posting
of selected Code titles, has further improved
public access to codified Federal legislation.
Peter has also been responsible for overseeing the enactment of several non-positive
law titles into positive law, a significant accomplishment enhancing the quality and organization of the Code.
On behalf of the House, I would like to commend Peter for his years of dedication and his
many contributions to the Federal government,
and in particular to the House of Representatives. Peter’s diligent service day after day will
be an example to those who serve after him.
Peter has been a valuable asset to this institution and to his country. We will miss him.
Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor our Law Revision Counsel, Peter G.
LeFevre, for his contributions to our Nation’s
laws, for his commitment to the House of Representatives, and for his service to the American people.
Peter’s actions and achievements rarely receive the recognition he and his colleagues
deserve; too few know the significance of his
accomplishments behind the scenes. But legislators, litigators, lawyers, and anyone interested in the laws of our land rely on his work
each and every day.
Since joining the office of the Law Revision
Counsel 30 years ago, Peter has been a key
member of the dedicated team of non-partisan
professionals and experts who revise, prepare,
and publish the U.S. Code. He has served
under seven successive Speakers of the
House of both parties, maintaining the Code,
updating it, and drafting legislation to improve
the codification of federal law.
Over the past seven years, Peter has led
the office, appointed as the Law Revision
Counsel by Speaker Dennis Hastert. During
his tenure, he oversaw all aspects of the preparation and publication of the Code, ensuring
its accuracy and reliability. He has worked on
thousands of public laws, including appropriations, defense authorizations, tax and health
reforms, and omnibus reconciliations, and
guided the Office of the Law Revision Counsel
through the many challenges brought on by
changes in personnel and technological innovations.
Those of us who are fortunate enough to
have known and worked with Peter are grateful for his leadership.
Peter G. LeFevre has left his mark on our
laws, on the Congress, on our country’s history. For today’s lawmakers, his contributions
have been invaluable; for generations yet to
come, his work will provide an unbroken link
to the debates and legislation of the last 30
years.
Peter’s many years of dedication to the federal government and to the House of Representatives should be a source of pride to
him and his family. We thank and commend
Peter for his service, and wish him well in his
retirement.
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: ordering the previous question
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on House Resolution 287, by the yeas
and nays; adoption of House Resolution
287, if ordered; and the motion to suspend the rules on H.R. 802, 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.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2017, DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on ordering the previous question on the resolution (H. Res. 287) providing for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2017) making appropriations for the Department
of Homeland Security for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 2012, and for
other purposes, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the resolution.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—yeas 235, nays
186, not voting 10, as follows:
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[Roll No. 381]
YEAS—235
Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cravaack
Crawford
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Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
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Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Marchant
Marino
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
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McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle

Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster

Ackerman
Altmire
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Barrow
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison

Engel
Eshoo
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
Kind
Kissell
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre

Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

NAYS—186
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McNerney
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Ross (AR)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tonko

Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky

Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch

Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—10
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Lucas

Manzullo
Myrick
Schwartz
Tierney

Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz

b 1510
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania and Ms.
SEWELL changed their vote from
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’
So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE
The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:
MAY 27, 2011.
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to
transmit herewith a facsimile copy of a letter received from Mr. Robert Brehm and Ms.
Kimberly Galvin on behalf of Mr. Todd Valentine, Co-Executive Directors, New York
State Board of Elections, indicating that, according to the unofficial returns of the Special Election held May 24, 2011, the Honorable Kathy Courtney Hochul was elected
Representative to Congress for the TwentySixth Congressional District, State of New
York.
With best wishes, I am
Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk.
STATE OF NEW YORK,
STATE BOARD OF ELECTIONS,
Albany, NY, May 27, 2011.
Hon. KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
DEAR MS. HAAS: This is to advise you that
the unofficial results of the Special Election
held on Tuesday, May 24, 2011, for Representative in Congress from the Twenty-Sixth
Congressional District of New York, show
that Kathy Courtney Hochul received 50,890,
Jane Corwin received 45,501, Jack Davis received 9,658 and Ian L. Murphy received 1,128
of the total number of votes cast for that office.
It would appear from these unofficial results that Kathy Courtney Hochul was elected as Representative in Congress from the
Twenty-Sixth Congressional District of New
York.
To the best of our knowledge and belief at
this time, there is no contest to this election.
As soon as official results are certified to
this office by all county boards in the Twenty-Sixth Congressional District in New York
involved, an official Certification of Election
will be prepared for transmittal as required
by law.
Sincerely,
ROBERT A. BREHM,
KIMBERLY GALVIN.
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28th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT—UNOFFICIAL RESULTS
[Recap]

PARTY

CANDIDATE

Part of Erie

DEM ......................
WOR .....................
TOTAL ..........

Kathy Courtney Hochul ....................................................................................
Kathy Courtney Hochul ....................................................................................
.........................................................................................................................

PARTY

CANDIDATE

REP ......................
CON ......................
IND .......................
TOTAL: .........

Jane L. Corwin ................................................................................................
Jane L. Corwin ................................................................................................
Jane L Corwin .................................................................................................
.........................................................................................................................

PARTY

CANDIDATE

GRE ......................
TEA .......................

Ian L. Murphy ..................................................................................................
Jack Davis .......................................................................................................

20,953
2,083
23,036

Part of Erie
13,226
2,815
781
16,822

Part of Erie
167
2,801

Genesee
3,052
325
3,377

Genesee
2,903
786
178
3,687

Genesee
106
1,277

Livingston

Part of Monroe

3,016
396
3,412

Livingston

8,018
891
8,909

Part of Monroe

2,956
707
205
3,868

Livingston

6,293
2,288
479
9,060

Part of Monroe

206
673

376
1,681

Part of Niagara
7,495
1,056
8,551

Part of Niagara
5,340
1,363
412
7,115

Part of Niagara
140
2,167

Part of Orleans
1,269
124
1,393

Part of Orleans
1,269
280
77
1,626

Part of Orleans
49
384

Wyoming
1,993
219
2,212

Wyoming
2,405
592
146
3,143

Wyoming
84
675

Total
45,796
5,094
50,890

Total
34,392
8,831
2,278
45,501

Total
1,128
9,658

26th CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT—Unofficial Results
100%
Part of Erie

PARTY

CANDIDATE

DEM ......................
REP ......................
CON ......................
WOR .....................
IND .......................
GRE ......................
TEA .......................

Kathy Courtney Hochul ....................................................................................
Jane L. Corwin ................................................................................................
Jane L. Corwin ................................................................................................
Kathy Courtney Hochul ....................................................................................
Jane L. Corwin ................................................................................................
Ian L. Murphy ..................................................................................................
Jack Davis .......................................................................................................
BLANK & VOID .................................................................................................
SCATTERING ....................................................................................................
...................................................................................................................

TOTALS: .......
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SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE
KATHLEEN C. HOCHUL, OF NEW
YORK, AS A MEMBER OF THE
HOUSE
Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentlewoman from New York, the Honorable
KATHLEEN COURTNEY HOCHUL, be permitted to take the oath of office today.
As pointed out, her certificate of
election has not arrived, but there is
no contest and no question has been
raised with regard to her election.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER. Will Representativeelect Hochul and the members of the
New York delegation present themselves in the well.
All Members will rise and the Representative-elect will please raise her
right hand.
Ms. HOCHUL appeared at the bar of
the House and took the oath of office,
as follows:
Do you solemnly swear that you will
support and defend the Constitution of
the United States against all enemies,
foreign and domestic; that you will
bear true faith and allegiance to the
same; that you take this obligation
freely, without any mental reservation
or purpose of evasion; and that you will
well and faithfully discharge the duties
of the office on which you are about to
enter, so help you God.
The SPEAKER. Congratulations, you
are now a Member of the 112th Congress.
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20,953
13,226
2,815
2,083
781
167
2,801
53
65
42,944

100%
Genesee
3,052
2,903
786
325
178
106
1,277
22
53
8,702

100%
Livingston

100%
Part of Monroe

3,016
2,956
707
396
205
206
673
4
26
8,189

WELCOMING
THE
HONORABLE
KATHLEEN C. HOCHUL TO THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from New York is recognized for 1 minute.
There was no objection.
Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
that the gentleman from New York,
PETER KING, join with me at this time.
It is a great honor for us at this time
to present to you a young lady who did
it the hard way. She’s earned it. She’s
here with her husband, Bill, her mother, Pat, her dad, Jack. Bill and Katie,
the children, are here. And symbolic of
what a great country that we have during this time, a person with her credentials can go to the voters, and show
that in this great country of ours, the
people govern.
In order to give her the bipartisan
support that she truly deserves, I
would like to yield at this time to my
friend, PETER KING.
Mr. KING of New York. I thank the
gentleman for yielding. Let me just
join all of you in welcoming Ms.
HOCHUL to the House of Representatives.
Congresswoman, we look forward to
working with you on behalf of our Nation and our State, and on behalf of all
the Republicans in our delegation, we
wish you the very best of luck.
Mr. RANGEL. I present to you Congresswoman
KATHLEEN
COURTNEY
HOCHUL.
The SPEAKER. The gentlewoman
from New York is recognized.
Ms. HOCHUL. Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Mr. RANGEL and Mr. KING.
It is truly an honor and a privilege to
be here on the floor of the U.S. House
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8,018
6,293
2,288
891
479
376
1,681
22
76
20,124

100%
Part of Niagara
7,495
5,340
1,363
1,056
412
140
2,167
0
33
18,006

100%
Part of Orleans
1,269
1,269
280
124
77
49
384
5
13
3,470

100%
Wyoming
1,993
2,405
592
219
146
84
675
0
15
6,129

Total
45,796
34,392
8,831
5,094
2,278
1,128
9,658
106
281
107,564

of Representatives where I will serve
the people of the 26th District of the
State of New York. I promise to work
for them tirelessly every single day,
and I will continue to fight for them
with every breath I have.
And I look forward to working with
each of you in the spirit of bipartisanship and cooperation as we work toward a brighter future and a stronger
America.
This is a proud day for my family and
for me as we begin this new chapter in
our lives, a chapter I hope to fill with
accomplishments that will serve the
people of my district as well as all of
your districts.
But before I begin this journey, I
must thank the people who helped me
get where I am today.
To the people of the 26th Congressional District, I am humbled by your
support and the faith that you have
placed in me. To my family—my husband of 27 years, Bill, you are my rock
and my inspiration, honey; to my son,
Billy; my daughter, Katie; my parents,
Jack and Pat Courtney; my brothers
and my sister, Sheila, who worked tirelessly throughout this entire campaign.
A special thanks to the New York
congressional delegation, both our Senators and the dozens of Congressmen
who supported us throughout this election.
Thanks go to my incredible campaign
team and thousands and thousands of
supporters and volunteers who worked
tirelessly throughout this election, and
to one of my great mentors, John LaFalce, whom I was honored to serve
many years ago.
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Today I enter this Chamber confident
that we can tackle the challenges that
are presented to us. We can and must
find commonsense solutions to the
problems facing each of our districts
and our country. As we have learned,
our constituents expect and deserve no
less.
Thank you very much.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of
rule XX, the Chair announces to the
House that, in light of the administration of the oath to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. Hochul), the whole
number of the House is 433.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2017, DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012
The SPEAKER. Without objection, 5minute voting will continue.
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is the question on adoption of the
resolution (H. Res. 287) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2017)
making appropriations for the Department of Homeland Security for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, and
for other purposes, which the Chair
will put de novo.
The Clerk read the title of the resolution.
The SPEAKER. The question is on
the resolution.
The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The SPEAKER. This will be a 5minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 231, noes 187,
not voting 14, as follows:
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[Roll No. 382]
AYES—231
Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
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Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
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Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
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Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Long
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Marchant

Marino
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney

Ackerman
Altmire
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Barrow
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeGette

DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hochul
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
Kind
Kissell

Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)
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Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)

Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Ross (AR)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes

Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—14
Bishop (UT)
Brown (FL)
Cantor
DeFazio
Giffords

Gohmert
Gonzalez
Lucas
Manzullo
Myrick

Schwartz
Tierney
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WESTMORELAND) (during the vote).
There is 1 minute left in the vote.
b 1526
So the resolution was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
Stated against:
Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on
rollcall No. 382, had I been present, I would
have voted ‘‘no.’’
f

ESTABLISHING VETSTAR AWARD
PROGRAM
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the vote on the motion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 802) to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to establish a VetStar
Award Program, 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 Florida (Mr. MILLER) 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 11,
not voting 13, as follows:
[Roll No. 383]
YEAS—408
Ackerman
Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Andrews
Austria
Baca
Bachmann
Bachus
Baldwin
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (CA)
Bass (NH)
Becerra
Benishek
Berg
Berkley
Berman
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
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Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Canseco
Cantor
Capito

Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castor (FL)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
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Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Farenthold
Farr
Filner
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hochul
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
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Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly
Kildee
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Kucinich
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Langevin
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Long
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Marchant
Marino
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
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Nunnelee
Olson
Olver
Owens
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quayle
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Reyes
Ribble
Richardson
Richmond
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stark
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Sutton
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
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Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walberg

Walden
Walsh (IL)
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Webster
Weiner
Welch
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)

Amash
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Campbell

Duncan (TN)
Flake
Graves (GA)
Kingston

Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

NAYS—11
Mulvaney
Paul
Rokita

NOT VOTING—13
Fattah
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Lucas

Manzullo
Myrick
Rogers (MI)
Ryan (WI)
Schwartz

Tierney
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
b 1533
Ms. BASS of California changed her
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’
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.
The title was amended so as to read:
‘‘A bill to amend title 38, United States
Code, to direct the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to establish a VetStar
Award Program.’’.
A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and include extraneous material on H.R. 2017,
and that I may include tabular material on the same.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman from Alabama?
There was no objection.
f

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2012
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to House Resolution 287 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. 2017.
b 1535
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved
itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2017)
making appropriations for the Department of Homeland Security for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, and
for other purposes, with Mr. DREIER in
the chair.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.
The gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
ADERHOLT) and the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) each will
control 30 minutes.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Alabama.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may consume.
It is my honor to present the fiscal
year 2012 appropriations bill for the Department of Homeland Security.
This bill before us today, perhaps
more than any other bill, exemplifies
the difficult choices that need to be
made in order to address our Nation’s
fiscal crisis.
This bill demonstrates how we can
fully fund vital security programs
while also reducing spending overall.
Furthermore, this bill does not represent a false choice between fiscal responsibility and security. Both are national security priorities, and both are
vigorously addressed in this bill.
I am under no illusion that everyone
here in this Chamber will agree with
the spending reductions included in
this legislation; but now, more than
ever, our government needs fiscal discipline, and this bill takes the necessary steps toward that goal.
The bottom line: more money and
more government do not equal more security. So in this time of skyrocketing
debt and persistent threats, we must
get our homeland security priorities
right.
The bill before us today provides $40.6
billion in discretionary funding, or almost $3 billion, which is 7 percent
below the request, and $1.1 billion, or
almost 3 percent below the fiscal year
2011 level. In addition, the bill also includes $1 billion in offset, emergency
supplemental funding for FEMA’s disaster relief fund immediately upon enactment. There are no earmarks that
are set out in this bill or the accompanying report.
The bill places priority on funding
our Nation’s greatest security needs—
fully funding all frontline personnel
such as Border Patrol, CBP officers,
ICE officers, Coast Guard military personnel, and Secret Service agents, and
fully
funding
all
intelligence,
watchlisting, and threat targeting
functions.
In addition, the bill provides funding
where the administration and the Department of Homeland Security have
failed. This bill makes up for the nearly $650 million shortfall handed to us
by the Department through phony, unauthorized fee collections. It is irresponsible for the administration to
submit a budget based on the illusion
that Congress is going to raise taxes or
fees in this current economy.
This bill also addresses the wholly inadequate request for disaster relief
funding and provides the resources to
help our communities recover from
natural disasters, like the unprecedented flooding across the Mississippi
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River Valley; the tornadoes that devastated my home State of Alabama a
few weeks ago; and the horrific tornado
that destroyed much of Joplin, Missouri, just a little over a week ago.
However, programs that have been
underperforming and failing to execute
their budgets or which have repeatedly
ignored congressional directives to
measure their results are significantly
reduced.
In short, this bill places a priority on
the taxpayers’ limited dollars towards
the security programs that will have
an immediate impact upon our national security and responsibly reduces
spending wherever possible.
The bill is constructed around three
core priorities: number one, fiscal discipline; number two, targeted investments in security operations and disaster relief; and, number three, meaningful, hard-hitting oversight.
First on fiscal discipline. The bill
goes further than simply cutting
spending. This bill insists upon real reform—reform in how the Department
justifies its budget; reform on how
FEMA manages its first responder
grants; and reform on how FEMA, the
Department, and the administration
budget for the costs of disaster relief.
b 1540
Number two, on security, the bill includes nearly $150 million worth of targeted investments above the budget request for security operations—the
frontline programs that are among the
most critical at keeping our Nation secure and these activities that directly
countered recent terrorist attacks and
address known threats.
On disaster relief, I have seen firsthand what natural disasters can do
over the past few weeks, and I can tell
you that my constituents in Alabama
are expecting FEMA to get it right. So
this bill picks up from where we left off
in FY 2011 and provides an increase of
$850 million above the request and
within the budget for FEMA’s disaster
relief fund to address the known and
expected cost of disasters in FY 2012.
And as we added unanimously in our
full committee markup of the bill last
week, $1 billion in offset, emergency
supplemental funding is provided to
FEMA to ensure that disaster relief efforts stay on track this year and well
into 2012.
And, three, finally, is oversight. Our
subcommittee has a long tradition of
insisting upon results for each and
every taxpayer dollar that is appropriated. This is a testament to the previous leadership on this subcommittee
that was exhibited by our founding
chairman of this subcommittee, Chairman ROGERS, and also my predecessor
and now the subcommittee’s ranking
member, Mr. PRICE.
This bill continues the dedication to
frontline security programs and robust
oversight by including numerous spend
plan requirements, reporting requirements, and operational requirements,
such as border patrol staffing levels
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and an increase to ICE’s detention capacity.
Now, I know there has been some
criticism on the funding level this bill
is recommending for FEMA’s first responder grants. Let me emphasize that
there is more than $13 billion in the
pipeline that has not been spent, but
FEMA has yet to establish a credible
method for measuring the impact of
these grants.
So this bill takes bold steps to get
FEMA’s fiscal house in order—requiring accountability for every dollar
spent, requiring a plan for drawing
down the enormous unexpended balances, consolidating duplicative grant
programs, putting priority on high-risk
needs, and rewarding programs like the
Emergency Management Performance
Grants that actually spend their funds
wisely and are willing to measure their
results.
I know how important first responders are to this Nation. We see it every
day. But we simply cannot keep on
throwing money into a clogged pipeline
when our debt is soaring out of control.
I believe it’s our duty to reform these
grant programs.
Mr. Chairman, this bill is about putting a priority on limited dollars and
robustly supporting the most essential
functions. The Department of Homeland Security, with all its critical missions, is not immune from fiscal discipline. That means the Department
has to find the most cost-effective way
to meet its mission requirements. The
American people are demanding no
less.
In closing, let me thank Ranking
Member PRICE. Although we have certainly had a turbulent year, he has
been a statesman and a true partner as
we worked on this vital bill. I sincerely
thank him for his input and his contributions that he has made on this
bill.
In addition, I would like to thank the
distinguished chairman and ranking
member of the full committee, Chairman HAL ROGERS and Ranking Member
NORM DICKS. As much as we have had
to make difficult choices and tradeoffs
at subcommittee level, I know that
both of these gentlemen have had to
make much more difficult decisions
dealing with all 12 subcommittee budgets.
Finally, I would like to take a moment to thank the committee staff for
their hard work on this bill, namely:
Stephanie Gupta and Paul Cox on the
minority staff; and Jeff Ashford, Kris
Mallard, Kathy Kraninger, Miles Taylor, Rebecca Ore, Brian Rell, Mark
Dawson, Anne Marie Malecha, and Ben
Nicholson, who is the clerk of this
committee, on the majority side.
I believe this bill reflects our best efforts to address our Nation’s most urgent needs: security and fiscal discipline. I urge my colleagues to support
this measure.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may utilize.
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Mr. Chairman, I am pleased that
we’re considering the fiscal year 2012
Department of Homeland Security appropriations bill in a timely fashion
and under an open rule. Chairman
ADERHOLT has been a true professional
in the drafting of this bill, and I appreciate his willingness to include input
from our side all along the way. And I
certainly want to share in his commendation of all of our staff on both
sides of the aisle.
For the second year in a row, overall
funding for the Department of Homeland Security will drop. The bill decreases funding for Homeland Security
by 6.8 percent below the President’s request and essentially returns funding
to the 2009 level, which is concerning to
many people, including myself.
This allocation has required Chairman ADERHOLT to make some tough decisions. He has been able to retain adequate funding for the frontline employees of the Department of Homeland Security to continue conducting critical
operations along our borders, to protect our Nation’s airports and seaports,
and to respond to the wave of natural
disasters that our country has experienced this spring.
The same, however, is not true, unfortunately, of Homeland Security
grant programs, which are cut radically. Providing a total of $1 billion for
all State and local grants, or 65 percent
below the President’s request, and providing $350 million for firefighter assistance grants—that’s almost 50 percent below an already reduced request—breaks faith with the States
and localities that depend on us as
partners to secure our communities.
These cuts will be especially harmful
as many of our States and municipalities are being forced to slash their own
budgets.
For example, according to the International Association of Fire Fighters,
1,600 fewer local firefighters will be on
the job if the cuts in this bill are enacted. I can’t conceive of any defensible argument for cuts of this magnitude, cuts that come on top of cuts
to grants already made in the fiscal
2011 appropriations. They will do great
damage to local preparedness, to emergency response in our communities,
and to the recovering economy.
These grant programs equip our
State and local partners to be ready for
a disaster so they can mitigate its impact and respond effectively. While this
bill rightly seeks to help States and localities rebuild after a disaster strikes,
it decimates the work required to prepare for a disaster before it happens.
That exposes our communities to
greater risk, and it potentially raises
the cost of attacks and disasters when
they do occur. And we shouldn’t ignore
the impact of first responder layoffs on
our economic recovery.
This bill recommends other drastic
reductions, for example, by cutting research funding in half. At this level,
the Science and Technology Directorate informed us that it would concentrate its remaining resources on
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aviation security and explosive detection devices and on two cutting-edge,
near-term research projects. But other
critical research underway, including
research on cyber security, disaster resiliency, and detection of chemical and
biological threats, this research simply
wouldn’t be funded in 2012, if ever.
The bill also greatly reduces funds
for information technology needs and
construction activities. It includes no
funding for the new DHS headquarters
that are already under construction
and the related lease consolidation efforts. We’ve been told repeatedly by
the administration that deferring these
investments will ultimately affect
frontline operations and cost us more
money in the future, and I believe that
they are absolutely correct.
b 1550
Now, I recognize that the administrations budget left Chairman ADERHOLT
some holes to fill, but the real problem
here is the bill’s allocation in the budget resolution. That’s thanks to a completely unrealistic spending cap set by
the House Republican budget. We are
now seeing the real implications of
that deeply flawed plan. It simply
leaves no room to keep departmental
operations strong, and at the same
time to fund our dual responsibility to
prepare for and respond to all hazards.
The majority further exacerbated the
allocation’s inadequacy by adding $850
million in disaster relief beyond the
President’s request to respond to recent flooding and tornado emergencies.
Now, that’s fine; that’s important to
do. But contrary to bipartisan tradition, the additional spending was not
designated as an emergency for budget
purposes, and as a result these disaster
funds come out of the hide of first responder funding.
We gave the majority two chances to
correct this flaw by designating the
funding increase, that is, the increase
beyond the President’s request, as an
emergency, once in last week’s appropriation committee markup and yesterday in the Rules Committee. Unfortunately, the majority refused and
passed up the opportunity to get us to
a point where both parties might be
able to support this bill.
I want to close by reiterating my appreciation for the chairman’s efforts,
for the staff’s efforts to work with us
on many, many issues in this bill, and
for their valiant efforts to sustain our
frontline Federal homeland security
operations; but the bill does fall short
of our obligations in critical aspects.
The inadequate allocation makes it difficult to repair this bill, but I and
other Members will be offering amendments to move it in a positive direction.
I reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MURPHY).
Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I would like to engage in a
colloquy with the gentleman from Ala-
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bama about some concerns about the
Chemical
Facilities
Antiterrorism
Standards, known as CFATS.
The Committee on Energy and Commerce has voted by more than twothirds to favorably report to the House
a bill to extend authorization for
CFATS through fiscal year 2017. Our
bill also contains authorizations for appropriations for the full 7 years, and
that provision conforms to the majority leader’s CutGo protocols. I recognize the need to fund the CFATS program for the next fiscal year, but I’m
hoping that the gentleman will provide
me with an indication of his support
for the authorizing committee to get
its job done on this matter.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I would be happy to.
And I congratulate the Energy and
Commerce Committee on pursuing the
CFATS authorization on an expedited
basis this year. We do hope and expect
that CFATS will be authorized under
regular order prior to the start of the
new fiscal year. However, it was important that we include funding for the
2012 appropriation bill for CFATS, and
we do not want that line item to appear to be in conflict with the currently enacted sunset date of October
4, 2011.
I look forward to a long-term authorization extension so that these chemical facilities and the people that work
in them can have a long-range certainty with respect to antiterrorism
plans and investments. We look forward to a good authorizing bill becoming law in time to guide our final 2012
agreements on the CFATS funding.
Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. I
thank the chairman for his support.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I am pleased to yield 3 minutes to the ranking member of our full
committee, the distinguished gentleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS).
Mr. DICKS. I thank my friend, Ranking Member PRICE, for yielding.
I would like to express my appreciation to Chairman ROGERS, Chairman
ADERHOLT and Ranking Member PRICE
for their work on this bill, and to the
committee staff that has worked long
days and many late nights to produce
the bill for our consideration today. I
would also like to commend the majority’s effort to accommodate many of
the concerns of Members on the Democratic side. And I would also like to
thank Chairmen ROGERS and ADERHOLT
for bringing this bill to the floor
through the regular order and working
with us to bring it to the floor with a
rule that allows Members to offer their
amendments.
At the outset, let me state for the
record that I believe the allocation for
this bill is too low. The bill is about
$1.1 billion below the FY11 enacted
level and $2.9 billion below the President’s request, and it would represent
the second straight year of a declining
Homeland Security budget.
Some parts of this bill are very good,
and I commend the chairman for providing adequate funding for the front-
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line employees of the Department of
Homeland Security to continue to conduct critical operations along our borders, protect our airports and seaports,
and to respond to the series of natural
disasters we have experienced this
spring. However, some serious gaps remain. My colleague, Mr. PRICE, has already described in great detail the dangerous reductions in our support for
the Nation’s first responders.
Also slashed in this bill is the budget
for research and development activities
at the Department. The bill approved
by the full committee provides less
than $400 million for the Science and
Technology Directorate’s Research,
Development, Acquisition and Operations account, a cut of more than 40
percent. At this level for 2012, S&T has
informed us that many critical research efforts already under way on cybersecurity, disaster resiliency, and detection of chemical and biological
threats would be halted. America’s
technological edge is one of our great
assets, and in the fight against terrorism I believe that it would be a mistake to retreat from the aggressive
pursuit of new solutions.
I also want to bring my colleagues’
attention to another disturbing precedent-setting provision of this bill. It
would require the President to submit
a budget amendment for additional disaster relief funding 3 months before the
balance of available funds reaches $800
million, and it would require these additional funds to be fully offset from
discretionary budget accounts. Certainly, Democrats as well as Republicans would like to see less reliance on
supplemental appropriations to fund
known disaster relief needs. But when
disasters strike, victims need help and
they need help quickly. We should not
risk delaying disaster relief because of
partisan battles over proposed offsets;
nor should we create a mechanism that
would tie up the relief process because
a disaster did not do us the courtesy of
providing 3 months’ notice.
During our consideration of the bill,
we will have the opportunity to address
these and other serious flaws, and I am
hopeful that we will be able to do so.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the distinguished
chairman of the full Appropriations
Committee, the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. ROGERS).
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank
Chairman ADERHOLT for the time; but,
more importantly, I thank him for the
great work that he has done in perfecting this bill and bringing it to the
floor, along with the accolades that
have already been said about the staff
and the other members of the subcommittee.
Mr. Chairman, I, of course, rise in
support of this bill. When I became
chairman of this committee, I promised to return to regular order, open
rules, and the completion of as many
appropriations bills as possible prior to
the August recess; and I intend to stick
by that promise. And I appreciate the
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cooperation of my ranking member,
Mr. DICKS, who has been very, very
helpful in this process already. I look
forward to an open amendment process
and lively debate over the next several
months.
I also vowed, Mr. Chairman, that we
would cut spending wherever possible
to help balance our budgets. The Appropriations Committee is dedicated to
the careful stewardship of taxpayer
dollars, and you will see that in each of
the 12 bills we put out this year that
will be a hallmark, careful stewardship
of money.
We have had to make the most of our
very limited resources in all areas of
government, and that includes the Department of Homeland Security. We
began this year with the Homeland Security appropriations bill because we
can all agree that our national security
is a number one priority. Every day
our citizens worry about constant terrorist threats, the security of our air
and seaports, and the defense of our
borders; but we also face the very real
dangers of uncontrolled spending and
skyrocketing debt.
Americans deserve to live and work
in a country that will protect not only
their physical safety, but also their
economic livelihood. This bill maintains the crucial measures that keep
our citizens safe while also reining in
out-of-control, dangerous deficit spending, providing $40.6 billion in total
emergency spending for the various
programs within DHS. This is a decrease of $1.1 billion below last year’s
level.
It funds the critical frontline personnel, operations and programs needed to uphold the highest levels of national security. Within this bill, we
have bolstered our immigration and
border security efforts, funded the maritime and security activities of the
Coast Guard, and boosted security efforts to address air cargo threats.
b 1600
The bill also addresses the President’s overtly inadequate request for
known disaster relief costs. It can be
nearly impossible, in fact it is impossible, to plan for acts of God. But over
the past few weeks, Mother Nature has
wreaked havoc across our Midwest and
South and other parts of the country,
demonstrating the need for sufficient
disaster relief funding.
I’m proud that we have added a billion dollars to the disaster relief fund
while completely offsetting this increase by taking unused funding from
the Department of Energy.
We’ve significantly reduced or eliminated ineffective and wasteful programs while requiring reforms in
underperforming programs through
heightened oversight to get the most
out of each and every tax dollar. This
includes long overdue reform on the
State and local grant program under
the Federal Emergency Management
Agency, which has been plagued by inefficiency. These grants often remain
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in Federal coffers for years to come.
Right now, as you’ve heard, there is a
backlog of more than $13 billion in
unspent grant funds. Why should we
pack a clogged pipe, as Chairman
ADERHOLT has said, at a time when we
are strapped for money as we are.
This bill reduces funding for that
program by $2.1 billion, changing the
structure and requiring increased
measurement and reporting, and getting the money out of the pipeline and
into the hands of our first responders
and our local communities and States.
The CHAIR. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I yield the gentleman an additional 30 seconds.
Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. There is
no money for advanced inspection technology body scanners or the staff. It
prohibits funds to transfer, release, or
assist in the transfer of Guantanamo
detainees to or within the U.S., and in
accordance with the House rules, there
are no earmarks in this bill.
The misleading budget request from
the President for DHS included undefined and unspecified administrative
savings and relied on $650 million of
revenue from fees Congress has not approved. This bill follows both the spirit
and the letter of the law that we must
make real budget cuts, and that’s what
we do in this bill.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I yield
3 minutes to one of our fine subcommittee members from California
(Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD).
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong opposition to this
bill which irresponsibly slashes over $1
billion from programs that protect and
support the ability of our local police,
firefighters, and emergency medical
personnel to quickly and adequately
respond to a disaster or a terrorist attack.
The destructive flooding across the
Mississippi Basin and the devastating
tornadoes in Alabama and Missouri
have demonstrated the need for a rapid
and effective response to save lives.
This is true of other parts of our country, like my home city of Los Angeles,
which is vulnerable to fires and earthquakes and is one of the top 10 targets
for a terrorist attack.
My police departments, firefighters,
and first responders have said that the
cuts in this bill will delay their implementation of a badly needed interoperable communications system, which is
critical to their emergency coordination efforts.
It was the lack of this kind of technology during the 9/11 attacks that
contributed to hundreds of deaths. The
cuts in this bill also jeopardize the security of our Nation’s ports—the Port
of Los Angeles, Long Beach, for example, tells us that the cuts to port security grants would seriously threaten
their ability to protect the port and to
continue critical security training programs. An attack on this complex
alone would have devastating consequences on our economy.
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FEMA director Craig Fugate testified
before our subcommittee that degrading the capabilities of State and local
governments would likely magnify the
impact of a disaster and ultimately increase the total costs to taxpayers.
This bill turns a blind eye to these
realities. It is a dangerous bill that
weakens our national security and undermines the ability of our first responders to safely meet the dangerous
challenges they face every day.
America cannot cut its way to greater security. Today’s realities require
that our first responders and our Department of Homeland Security receive
funding commensurate with the scale
and the severity of the threats America
faces.
I ask my colleagues to join me in opposing H.R. 2017.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CARTER).
Mr. CARTER. I rise today in support
of the fiscal year 2012 Department of
Homeland
Security
Appropriations
Act. This bill cuts $1.1 billion from last
year’s level and $3 billion from the
President’s request while still providing the resources needed to ensure
that our borders are safe and secure
and our homeland is safe and secure.
All frontline defenders, including the
Border Patrol, Immigration and Customs
Enforcement
agents,
Coast
Guard, military personnel, and Secret
Service agents are fully funded. In fact,
this measure substantially increases
funding for many of these frontline defenders over the President’s budget request while eliminating waste in other
areas.
It ensures our borders will be secure
by providing both CBP and ICE with all
necessary resources. It ensures our
homeland will be protected from terrorist threats by giving TSA additional
funds to conduct air cargo screening. It
ensures that the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, FEMA, will have
the flexibility of funds needed to respond to disasters, including the floods
along the Mississippi River Valley, the
tornados that have swept the Nation,
and the ongoing wildfires that have
devastated my home State of Texas.
This bill also includes 169 oversight
actions which will force the Obama administration to be accountable to the
Congress and ultimately to the people
of the United States.
At a time when China owns $1.1 trillion of our publicly held debt, we must
make hard choices on spending here in
D.C. during these difficult economic
times, just like families across this
country do every day.
I would like to commend Chairman
ADERHOLT and Ranking Member PRICE
for their leadership on this critical
measure, and I urge my colleagues to
join in supporting this very important
bill.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my
time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN).
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I rise in support of the Homeland Security appropriations bill.
As a member of the committee from
a 9/11 State, I work daily to ensure that
our State and Nation are prepared to
meet any and all potential Homeland
Security
threats,
whether
those
threats come from natural events or
from activities of violent international
extremists.
One month after Osama bin Laden
was brought to justice, we cannot ignore the fact that terrorists are plotting and planning at this very moment
to
harm
Americans
everywhere.
They’re waiting for us to let down our
guard so they can attack our communities and our neighbors.
Mr. Chairman, it remains a dangerous world. We must remain vigilant.
However, we must also remember
that one of the greatest threats to our
national security is our growing $14.3
trillion national debt. We’ve heard that
from our civilian and military leaders.
Consequently, our subcommittee has
carefully examined the President’s
$43.5 billion request, and we have had
to make some hard choices. I congratulate Chairman ADERHOLT and Mr. PRICE
for making those choices.
b 1610
In this context, I must say for the
record I am concerned about the extent
of the reductions to FEMA’s State and
local grant programs included in the
bill. With that said, and a lot more
could be said, I also recognize that we
have already made substantial investments in these important areas for
over 9 years.
Mr. Chairman, I support the chairman’s intent to force the Department
to make tough decisions on spending.
It’s imperative that a Department with
over 230,000 employees and dozens of
agencies and directorates under its jurisdiction, that they make the hard
choices. This bill will ensure that the
Department is accountable for taxpayers’ dollars. We have witnessed the
infusions of many millions of taxpayers’ dollars over the last 9 years.
And, lastly, as one of the three appropriators that are liaisons to the Intelligence Committee, I note that the
bill fully funds the President’s requested funding increases for intelligence gathering activities at the Department of Homeland Security. I support the bill.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I continue to reserve the
balance of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
DENT).
Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of H.R. 2017, the
Homeland Security appropriations bill
for fiscal year 2012. As we all know, we
are closing in on the 10th anniversary
of the September 11 attacks, and this
week marks one month since the death
of Osama bin Laden. Communities
across the country, particularly in Ala-
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bama, as ably represented by the chairman of this subcommittee, and Missouri, are reeling from some of the
most devastating storms and tornadoes
in their history.
I am pleased that the Homeland Security funding bill is the first of the
FY12 appropriations bills to be considered on the floor this afternoon. H.R.
2017, this legislation, tackles both fiscal discipline and national security,
both of critical importance to the
American public.
With regard to fiscal responsibility,
H.R. 2017 provides $40.6 billion in discretionary funding, or almost $3 billion, or 7 percent, below the request,
and $1.1 billion, or 3 percent, below the
fiscal year 2011 level.
As for our national security, all of
our front line personnel, including Border Patrol agents, CBP officers, ICE
agents, and Coast Guard military personnel are fully funded to sustain their
forces and meet mission objectives. Obviously, we wish we could do more in
this legislation, but I think this is a
very important start that should move
this process forward.
Furthermore, this bill, 2017, does not
shy away from oversight to ensure the
Federal Government is a good steward
of the American public’s tax dollars.
For instance, the Transportation Security Administration, TSA, will be required to cap their full-time screeners
and generate a plan to improve the integration of screening technology and
the deployment of its existing workforce. Having served on the authorizing
committee for 6 years, I very much appreciate this initiative and have paid
very close attention to these TSA
issues over the years.
I do believe this bill we are considering today is timely and specifically
targets our Nation’s security needs. I
know that we are going to have a robust debate on some of these amendments that can further enhance this
legislation.
Finally, I want to thank Chairman
ADERHOLT for his hard work and his
leadership, as well as the minority
staff.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
KING).
Mr. KING of New York. I thank the
gentleman from Alabama for yielding.
Let me just at the outset commend
him for his professionalism and his
courtesy throughout this entire process, and also for the effort that he
made to preserve the Secure the Cities
program in the Homeland Security bill.
Having said that, I must reluctantly
oppose the bill in its current form.
Mr. Chairman, the threat level is the
highest in our country since 9/11. That
has only been increased since the death
of Osama bin Laden. Osama bin Laden
specifically stated, we find in his documents, that he wanted to attack mass
transit, wanted to attack maritime
shipping. Yet we are reducing our mass
transit security funding by 50 percent.
We are reducing our port security fund-
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ing by 50 percent. We are reducing
overall aid for Homeland Security
grants, which was the purpose for
which the Department was created. We
are reducing that by 50 percent. This, I
believe, is putting us at risk.
I can speak, for instance, for New
York. We have 5 million people, 5 million passengers every day on our subway system, hundreds of thousands on
the commuter lines; yet we are cutting
security by 50 percent. We have a thousand police officers working on counterterrorism, carrying out a Federal
purpose, doing not what they were
doing before September 11, but working
entirely on counterterrorism and intelligence. Yet their funding will be significantly cut.
We have the Lower Manhattan Security Initiative, which is going to provide a camera system of protection in
the Lower Manhattan area. And I can
go through program after program.
Every penny is accounted for. And I
would say that as we go forward, as we
look to the future, it’s important that
cities and governments have some
sense of continuity of where the funding will come from as they put their
programs in place. To have a 50 percent
cut this year is going to put us at a severe disadvantage.
And as we do approach the 10th anniversary of September 11, do we really
want to cut our police departments,
our counterterrorism units, our intelligence units, our mass transit security, our port security by 50 percent?
To me, this is an invitation to an attack. We cannot put ourselves in that
position. Because of that, despite my
great regard for the chairman, I must
reluctantly oppose this legislation.
Ms. HIRONO. Mr. Chair, I rise today in support of increased funding for important state
and local grant programs which have been irresponsibly slashed in this bill.
This bill consolidates nine distinct grant programs into one and cuts the overall funding
level by 55 percent from FY 2011 levels.
This bill cuts programs that our communities
rely on to detect and prevent terrorism, train
emergency responders, secure transit and
ports, and address other critical needs.
Have the threats our communities face diminished by 55 percent in the past year?
No.
In fact, in the past few months we have
dealt with numerous natural disasters—
tsunamis, tornadoes, and floods.
Early today, 40 Honolulu Firefighters were
called to extinguish a fire that damaged three
businesses in Hawaii—which they did successfully.
And even with the death of Osama Bin
Laden, we all know that we must remain vigilant against the likelihood of possible terrorist
attacks.
If anything, we should be increasing funding
for detecting, preventing, and responding to
these types of threats.
Instead, the majority’s cut and consolidate
proposal will undermine Hawaii’s preparedness. This bill will prevent Hawaii from receiving Urban Area Security Initiative funds, which
have been crucial to our ability to detect and
guard against terrorist attacks, and prepare for
natural and man-made disasters.
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Additionally, port and transit security funds
received a combined $500 million in FY 2011.
Under this ‘‘cut and consolidate’’ proposal,
these programs now must compete with seven
other programs for a total allocation of $1 billion.
This bill as written fails to adequately address a key objective of the Department of
Homeland Security—ensuring that our nation
is prepared for unforeseen emergencies.
The National Association of Counties also
opposes this ‘‘cut and consolidate’’ approach.
I request that a letter I received from the Association outlining its concerns be included in
the RECORD.
I hope my colleagues will join me in supporting amendments like this one and providing adequate resources to keep our communities safe.

ness, response and recovery if the federal
government properly continues to fund these
critical programs. Preserving these funds
will continue to aid state and local governments in our efforts to implement statewide
and regional strategies, provide necessary resources to our first responders, and enhance
basic levels of prevention and preparedness
across the nation. Thank you for your consideration, and we again urge you to protect
essential public safety funding for our communities as you begin deliberations.
Sincerely,
B. GLEN WHITLEY,
President,
National
Association of Counties.
LARRY E. NAAKE,
Executive
Director,
National Association
of Counties.

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COUNTIES,
May 25, 2011.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
Hon. ERIC CANTOR,
Majority Leader, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Minority Leader, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
Hon. STENY HOYER,
Minority Whip, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.
DEAR MEMBERS: On behalf of National Association of Counties (NACo) and the elected
and appointed officials we represent from our
nation’s 3068 counties, we write to urge you
to protect essential public safety funding for
our communities as you debate the FY2012
Depaituient of Homeland Security (DHS) appropriations bill on the House floor soon.
Specifically, we strongly urge you to fund
DHS State and Local Programs, Fire Grants,
SAFER Grants at FY 2010 or even 2011 levels.
Additionally, we ask that you oppose efforts
to consolidate DHS State and local programs
into a single line item and allow future grant
awards to be distributed at the discretion of
the DHS Secretary.
Currently, these programs assist States,
local governments and public safety agencies
in securing our borders, enforcing our immigration laws, improving our nation’s preparedness, prevention, response, and recovery from all hazard threats. Furthermore,
these programs have assisted in expanding
regional collaboration at all levels of government and public safety disciplines, strengthening information sharing, enhancing interoperable communications capabilities, supporting medical surge and mass prophylaxis
capabilities and increasing citizen preparedness.
Since September 11, all communities—of
all sizes have had to enhance their level of
preparedness to deal with all hazards
threats, including potential nuclear, chemical, and/or biological attacks. This effort
has continued and requires a great deal of
state and local planning, coordination and
investment by all stakeholders. Recent and
past natural catastrophic disasters affecting
our states and local communities and intelligence that showcases foreign terrorists’
willingness to target both large and small
communities further strengthens our resolve
that now is not the time to reduce or consolidate these critical programs.
While we understand the severity of the
federal budget challenges that must be addressed, we strongly believe it is imperative
that we remain vigilant about meeting our
public safety commitments to our nation’s
citizens. States and local governments can
only achieve the highest level of prepared-

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Chair, I rise to support
the various amendments offered by my colleagues to either increase funding for the
Urban Areas Security Initiative or to maintain
current funding levels but ensure that they are
more fairly distributed among U.S. cities.
The amendment would strike a provision in
the bill that would make more than 50 cities
ineligible to receive funding under the Urban
Areas Security Initiative. This discretionary
grant program provides federal funding to metropolitan areas to purchase equipment, conduct exercises, develop plans, and train and
compensate first responders. The funds are
allocated to high-risk urban areas based on
vulnerability and threat assessments conducted by DHS.
In the case of Puerto Rico, the City of San
Juan received $3.1 million in funding through
this program in 2010. These resources have
allowed law enforcement and emergency responders in San Juan to prepare for national
security incidents, without compromising other
parts of their missions. If San Juan loses access to these funds, it may be forced to shift
money that it had allocated to combat crime to
address its counter-terrorism needs instead.
This is a choice that the City should not be
compelled to make.
Indeed, it is illogical to eliminate funding for
certain high risk urban areas, like San Juan,
just because other cities have a higher risk. All
high risk urban areas should receive funding
proportional to their relative risk assessment.
And this is exactly how funding for the Urban
Areas Security Initiative is currently divided. In
2011, the 11 highest risk urban areas were eligible for $540 million, while the next 20 highest risk urban areas were eligible for $122 million. This allocation—where the very highest
risk areas receive greater funding than other
high risk areas—makes sense and should be
continued.
To leave San Juan, San Antonio, and Syracuse to their own devices, while devoting all
funding under this program to larger cities that
already receive robust federal and local support is not prudent.
For these reasons, I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of this bipartisan, budget-neutral
amendment.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I have no further requests
for time, and I yield back the balance
of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. All time for general debate has expired.
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Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5minute rule.
During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Chair may accord priority in recognition to a Member offering an amendment who has caused it to
be printed in the designated place in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those
amendments will be considered read.
The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2017
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
Department of Homeland Security for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, and for
other purposes, namely:
TITLE I
DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT AND
OPERATIONS
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY AND EXECUTIVE
MANAGEMENT
For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Secretary of Homeland Security, as authorized by section 102 of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 112), and executive management of the Department of Homeland Security, as authorized by law, $126,700,000: Provided, That not to exceed $60,000 shall be for
official reception and representation expenses, of which $20,000 shall be made available to the Office of Policy for Visa Waiver
Program negotiations in Washington, DC,
and for other international activities: Provided further, That consistent with the requirements specified within Presidential
Policy Directive-8, dated March 30, 2011, the
Secretary shall submit to the Committees on
Appropriations of the Senate and the House
of Representatives not later than October 15,
2011, the National Preparedness Goal and not
later than January 15, 2012, the National Preparedness System: Provided further, That of
the amount made available under this heading, $63,350,000 may not be obligated until
the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and the House of Representatives receive (1) the National Preparedness Goal and
the National Preparedness System consistent with Presidential Policy Directive-8,
and (2) the Secretary’s determination on implementation of biometric air exit.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LATOURETTE

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 2, line 10, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $63,350,000’’.
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $117,470,000’’.
Page 4, line 5, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $139,180,000’’.
Page 4, line 6, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $55,672,000’’.
Page 4, line 7, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $83,508,000’’.
Page 50, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘increased by $320,000,000’’.
Page 50, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘increased by $135,000,000’’.
Page 50, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘increased by $185,000,000’’.

Mr. LATOURETTE (during the reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent that the amendment be considered read.
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The CHAIR. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Ohio?
There was no objection.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his amendment.
Mr. LATOURETTE. First of all, I
want to indicate that I am offering this
amendment with my friend and neighbor. Actually, he is in the office next
door, Mr. PASCRELL of New Jersey. And
this deals with the Fire and the
SAFER grant programs. I also want to
indicate that I have nothing but respect for the full committee chairman
and the subcommittee chairman, who
have been dealt a difficult hand with
the 302(b) allocations made in front of
them, and as they face the awesome responsibility of funding the programs
that defend our country.
However, the Chair I think may remember during the discussion of the
continuing resolution in H.R. 1 that
there was some discussion about what
funding levels were appropriate for fiscal year 2011 for these two grant programs which aid our first responders.
In the one iteration of H.R. 1, there was
something along the lines of a 75 percent reduction from these funds. Those
funds, however, were restored by overwhelming votes of the whole body.
Over 300 Members supported Mr.
PASCRELL’s amendment to put the
level back up at $820 million for fiscal
year 2011, and just shy of 260 Members
supported Mr. PRICE of North Carolina’s amendment that dealt with how
those funds could be utilized and spent.
b 1620
Now, again, faced with the difficult
decisions that the chairs find themselves in, the average reduction, and
this isn’t a bill that came to the floor
with across-the-board cuts, but the average reduction in spending is about 14
percent for the bills that the Appropriations Committee is considering.
Yet these funds have gone from $820
million to $350 million, which is on the
order of about a, well, 60 percent reduction.
The amendment that I offer with Mr.
PASCRELL would transfer funds out of
the Office of the Secretary and Executive Management, the Office of the
Under Secretary for Management, and
the Office of the Chief Information Officer to restore those funds not to the
$820 million that 300 Members of the
House indicated should be spent in the
last fiscal year, but restores them to
$670 million equally divided between
the two programs that I have indicated.
Now, at that level, these funds will
still receive a 19 percent reduction
from fiscal year 2011 and, again, citing
my great respect for the chairs of the
committee, on more than one occasion
I have heard it remarked that this is a
national Homeland Security bill and
there needs to be some nexus between
this funding and a national purpose,
that we should not be in the business of
funding every local and/or volunteer
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fire department in the Nation, and I
agree with that sentiment.
However, I can just tell you that
faced with amazing budget pressures
back in our local communities, when
the Grand River in Painesville, Ohio,
flooded a couple of years ago, it wasn’t
FEMA, it wasn’t the Coast Guard, it
wasn’t the National Guard that
plucked these folks out of their homes
and plucked them out of the river and
saved their lives and saved their properties. It was our firefighters and our
police officers.
So if we make a determination as a
Congress that we are in the FEMA
business—that is, emergency management business—and we will provide
funds to help rebuild and reshape and
fortify and all the other things, then
we need to be in all parts of the emergency management business, and that
includes the first responder portion of
that.
Therefore, I know that we have attempted to come to some agreement on
this amendment to try and get all parties on board. Sadly, we haven’t been
able to do that, not for lack of trying
on the part of the chairman. But we
find ourselves now with this simple
amendment that transfers funds from
the bureaucracy of the Department of
Homeland Security and restores it to
our local communities and our first responders.
Again, I want to thank Mr. PASCRELL
for his cosponsorship. I urge support of
the amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
rise to reluctantly oppose the amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ADERHOLT. As I mentioned, I
reluctantly rise to oppose this amendment, which would slash the funding
for the Department’s management
functions below what is responsible for
the Nation’s security and move funding
to the grants.
I was hoping that we would be able to
work something out on this, but it was
not possible. The committee has already cut the Department’s headquarters management at historic levels. In fact, the bill reduces the funding
for these activities 21 percent below
what the President requested himself.
This includes zeroing out the Department’s new headquarters in Washington, D.C., zeroed out the funding for
data center migration, and we have
slashed other initiatives we cannot afford at this time. Many of these cuts
were unavoidable because the President’s budget request for the Department of Homeland Security was filled
with phony offsets.
Since 9/11, Congress has provided $6.7
billion for this program and for the last
3 years has included a waiver for the
cost share requirements with local governments. Given our Nation’s dire fiscal situation, we must take a stand
that it’s not the Federal Government’s
job to bail out every municipal budget

PO 00000

Frm 00030

Fmt 0636

Sfmt 0634

or to serve as a fire marshal for every
city and town across the Nation. In today’s fiscally constrained environment,
the 350 million that we have included
in here is a lot of money.
Again, while I support the gentleman’s intentions, I would urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
New Jersey is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. PASCRELL. First, I want to
thank Mr. LATOURETTE for, as usual,
taking on a very, very exquisite subject here and not coming late to the
fight. So I am proud to rise in strong
support of this bipartisan amendment.
I want to thank my good friend from
Ohio for his leadership and willingness
to work across the aisle on this important issue.
To those who say that the Federal
Government bears no responsibility
about public safety, they are absolutely wrong. On one side of our mouth
we say that we must protect and defend our first responders; on the other
side of our mouth we say that we have
no responsibility whatsoever in talking
about our firefighters and our police officers. And that is why, just a short period of time ago in the 2011 CR, both
sides came together. The majority of
both parties supported putting money
back into the budget.
We are debating a bill called the Department of Homeland Security appropriations bill. It’s an ironic title because this legislation, as written, fails
the American people and fails the very
people who are on front lines of our
homeland security. It is our firefighters and our police officers who will
respond to a national tragedy before
the Federal Government. This is what
we said in 9/11. This is what we said in
every year since 9/11, and it has not
changed.
We understand the financial realities
this country faces, and I am prepared
to work across the aisle to find common solutions as we did 6 months ago.
But what we cannot afford is to sacrifice our country’s security at the
altar of spending cuts, and that’s precisely what the bill, as written now,
does.
The FIRE and SAFER programs,
these programs, supported by both
Democrats and Republicans, reached
across the lines, across that center
aisle that goes down between us, and
said let’s work together on the national security of this country. Remember, the FIRE Act was written before 9/11 when places in the far west
had to push their equipment to a fire.
Simply put, that’s not acceptable in
the United States of America, the
greatest country in the world.
And when we ask our first responders
to be ready, to protect us, to protect
the community, we need to know that
they have the resources necessary.
And, as you know, not only in the past
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several years have our local communities been unable, small and large
communities, to have all of those resources at their hands, now it’s even
more difficult. What you are asking
here is a cut of 57 percent compared to
the 2010 and 2011 budget. Unacceptable.
I support adequate funding for all of
the agencies funded in this bill, but we
are shortchanging the very people who
ran into the burning buildings on September 11. You can’t tell me those
folks weren’t on the front lines that
day. I don’t believe you if that’s what
you are telling me, and I know you
don’t mean that, but then don’t say it.
The FIRE Act was signed by President Clinton before September 11. We
are talking about basic equipment
needs for our fire departments to protect all of our constituents, and hasn’t
that changed since 9/11. What their responsibilities are and what they need
to respond to is much different than 9/
11.
September 11 changed the relationship we had with our first responders,
solidified our decision that no longer
would this funding be a solely local
issue. Firefighters and police officers
are an integral part of homeland security, and ensuring they are well staffed
and equipped would be partly a Federal
responsibility.
b 1630
Since they were originally authorized
back in 2000, these programs have provided nearly $7 billion to our local fire
departments in nearly every congressional district in this country. The fact
is that our firefighters rely on this
funding for the equipment, for the
training and for the personnel, especially in these tough economic times.
An independent evaluation of the
FIRE program, Mr. Chairman, published by the U.S. Fire Administration,
concluded it was highly effective in improving the readiness. And this is the
most efficient Federal program in the
entire Federal budget. Hear me.
The CHAIR. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in qualified support of
the LaTourette-Pascrell amendment.
The bill before us more than halves the
total amount of funding for firefighter
assistance grants compared to 2011 and
2010.
If this bill is adopted as written, the
hiring grants known as SAFER grants
are going to be cut by 63 percent below
2011, and equipment grants will be cut
by 51 percent. That is simply unacceptable. These cuts would result in thousands of fewer firefighters on the job. It
would leave fewer departments able to
maintain safe staffing levels. It would
prevent many fire departments from
purchasing
equipment,
purchasing
breathing apparatus and protective
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gear that our firefighters depend on
during a time of emergency.
This bipartisan amendment provides
$320 million to restore this funding to
the President’s requested level. Mind
you, that’s still below the 2011 level,
but it comes at least to the President’s
requested level. And it would divide the
funds between SAFER and equipment
grants as we’ve been urged to do by the
various fire associations.
Retaining this funding when local
governments are cutting firefighter
budgets will help preserve public safety
and security. This amendment will
help keep thousands of firefighters on
the job.
And the notion that we are talking
here about some kind of Federal takeover of local security responsibilities, I
think everyone in this Chamber knows
that that is not an accurate characterization of what’s going on here. Of
course, these expenditures are still
mainly occurring at the local level, but
we’re in a world where our fire departments are being asked to equip themselves in new ways, to train themselves
in new ways, to meet new kinds of
threats and hazards, and these FIRE
grants—the personnel grants and the
equipment grants—have been a critical
way of establishing a partnership
whereby our local fire departments can
do what they need to do in this new era
when they confront all kinds of new
hazards.
Now, I don’t believe the offsets in
this amendment are workable at the
end of the day. I want to acknowledge
that. But the inadequate Republican
budget allocation, combined with the
decision to transfer $850 million from
first responder grants to disaster relief
and to refuse emergency designation
for disaster relief leaves my colleagues
no good place to cut and no good options to find offsets for the absolutely
essential restoring of these grants to
firefighters.
So I support the amendment, but I
will work diligently to restore these
funding cuts as the bill progresses; and
we will get down, at the end of day, I
trust, to responsible budget negotiations with the Senate and the White
House.
With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.
The CHAIR. The gentlewoman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I rise to support the
LaTourette-Pascrell amendment, and I
too recognize the challenges that Mr.
ADERHOLT and Mr. PRICE faced in the
confines of trying to address some difficult times. But as a Member of the
Homeland Security Committee, I believe it is imperative that we look at
the reality of the world in which we
live. In an article dated April 24, 2011,
out of the State of Texas, reads: hundreds of weary firefighters were racing
against the clock on Sunday, pushing
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back massive brush fires that have destroyed near-record swatches of Texas
countryside. Firefighters were hoping
to make as much progress as possible
before low humidity and strong winds
set the stage for more potential flareups late Monday and Tuesday.
Fires were still burning in Texas.
Firefighters are still being called upon.
Cities and States across America are
laying off firefighters. And we are reminded of the needs, if you will, that
were addressed on 9/11 when firefighters
from the City of New York rushed in to
save their fellow New Yorkers and others, and many of them, many of them
perished.
They are, in fact, first responders.
And I believe it is important that we
make the sacrifice, we find the adequate offset, and we support this
amendment. I’m also reminded of a
story that many of you may have
heard, the sad story, it aired on local
television, where firefighters from
some locality watched while a man
drowned and could not save him. The
reasoning was that the particular team
that would have had the skills and the
equipment to save this drowning man
in what has been called the most powerful Nation in the world, was fired,
laid off, eliminated. And, therefore,
from the shoreline many looked in horror as this particular man drowned.
Is this what America has come to?
I believe this amendment is extremely important, one, to be able to
show appreciation to the firefighters
across America who come to the aid of
those in need from different States
when a crisis or tragedy occurs.
I heard someone mention, it might
have been Mr. LATOURETTE, but who is
it that plucks you out of a burning
house or rescues, when they do have
the resources or the team, out of a predicament where you are stranded in
some crisis, whether it is drowning,
whether it’s a fire, whether it is an
emergency health condition or whether
or not they are confronting a terrorist
act? Firefighters are truly our first responders.
In the City of Houston they are considering closing out or shutting down
600-plus police officers. And firefighters
have the same concerns.
So I think it is very important that
we own up to our duties. And as I mentioned in a metaphor before, let the
American people be winners today. Let
the firefighters be present and accounted for. And let us be reminded of
their great heroic acts of 9/11. This 10th
year anniversary, let us not say thank
you in the way that we deny them
funding, but let us say thank you in
the way that we provide them with the
funding that they need.
I ask my colleagues to support this
amendment.
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. I move to
strike the last word, Mr. Chair.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I support this amendment, as
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well, for several reasons. Number one,
it’s very obvious that our first responders, our firefighters, they are the first
there to take care of the public when a
natural disaster such as these tornadoes that have hit our country demolish homes and injure people.
But most importantly it is this: our
local units of government right now
don’t have the money to properly equip
and staff their firefighters. And here’s
why: their property values that they
have depended on for their funding,
well, they’ve been diminished because
of the foreclosure crisis, a crisis that
this Congress has failed to effectively
address.
So there’s one duty, however, that we
can’t turn our back on. And that’s the
safety of the American people. And
that’s why I urge you to at least partially restore funding for these important firefighter grants.
And while I may have a problem with
the funding source of this amendment,
I will tell you the appropriate way to
fund our first responders, firefighters,
police officers and emergency medical
providers, take a share of the military
aid that’s going to Afghanistan right
now; bin Laden is gone. We need to reassess our mission in Afghanistan and
redirect some of that money to protect
Americans right here at home. Let’s
put some of that money in the Homeland Security budget. It’s our firefighters that are our first defense
against a terrorist attack.
I support this amendment. We have
the money. We just need to allocate it
right. We’ve done enough in Afghanistan. Let’s take some of that money
and put it right here to protect the
American people. Support homeland
security, because the next threat that
we likely will get from a terrorist will
come from within our borders. Let’s
take care of our people right now.
b 1640
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. ALTMIRE. I move to strike the
last word.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ALTMIRE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the LaTourette-Pascrell
amendment to the Homeland Security
appropriations bill to restore funding
for the Assistance to Firefighters and
Staffing for Adequate Fire and Emergency Response grant programs.
The AFG and SAFER programs are
essential to our public safety and security. These programs improve the readiness of our Nation’s firefighters, ensuring that the brave men and women
who put their lives on the line every
day for the safety of our communities
are prepared with the capabilities they
need to continue protecting and serving our communities safely and effectively.
These grants provided by the AFG
and SAFER programs are the single
most important source of Federal assistance to volunteer fire departments.
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They help fire departments equip, train
and maintain their personnel so they
are prepared to respond to all emergencies. These programs are able to address the immediate and individualized
needs of fire departments efficiently
and effectively because funding is
awarded directly to fire departments
instead of being funneled through other
layers of government bureaucracies.
As a result of the recent economic
downturn and budget constraints at all
levels of government, many fire departments have been forced to cut personnel and services. Without adequate
funding for AFG and SAFER, thousands of firefighters could be laid off,
and communities across the country
could be put further at risk.
There are more than 150 fire departments in my district alone, and each
one plays a critical role in keeping
local communities safe. Many of these
fire departments have benefited from
AFG funding. Beaver Falls, Hanover,
New Brighton, and Raccoon Township
fire departments are just a few of the
many that have used the grants to purchase new equipment or to train additional personnel.
Just this year, Berkley Hills Fire Department used an AFG grant to purchase an aerial ladder fire truck that
will help the department better protect
the numerous multistory apartment
complexes, retirement homes and businesses in Ross Township. The West
Deer Township Volunteer Fire Company also received an AFG grant this
year that allowed the fire company to
replace outdated equipment with new
portable radios and automated external
defibrillators. These upgrades will not
only increase firefighter safety; they
will also improve the services provided
to the communities those fire departments serve.
Enacting the cuts to the AFG and
SAFER programs in the underlying
legislation will only make it harder for
fire departments to avoid layoffs and
protect our communities. By adequately funding AFG and SAFER programs, we can help volunteer fire departments
nationwide
obtain
the
equipment and personnel they need to
effectively respond to emergencies. According to the International Association of Firefighters, over 1,600 firefighters could lose their jobs as a result
of the funding cuts that are in this bill.
I urge all Members to support firefighters in their districts and vote in
favor of increased funding for firefighters and to support the amendment
of Mr. LATOURETTE and Mr. PASCRELL.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Ms. RICHARDSON. I move to strike
the last word.
The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from
California is recognized for 5 minutes.
Ms. RICHARDSON. I thank the Chair
for allowing me to speak in support of
the LaTourette-Pascrell amendment to
restore funding for FIRE and SAFER
grants.
I would like to thank Congressman
LATOURETTE
and
Congressman
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PASCRELL for offering this amendment
that enjoys bipartisan support and
which I strongly support.
The onslaught of natural disasters
that we have seen all across the country has shown that the need for first
responders has increased, not decreased. Many of us have been strong
advocates for this program and recognize the inherent value of making sure
our Nation’s first responders have the
people and the equipment they need in
order to ensure our safety in all of our
local communities.
I support these programs. Why? Because they work.
After an independent evaluation of
the FIRE grant program was implemented by the Department of Agriculture, the Department of Agriculture
concluded that this program was
‘‘highly effective in improving the
readiness and capabilities of firefighters across the Nation.’’
Additionally, at a time when many
local and State governments have been
forced to make drastic cuts to their
emergency staff and personnel, the
SAFER program has been the only resource fire departments have had to ensure that their communities would be
ready if they needed to respond.
In the Appropriations Committee report, it mentions that FEMA should
maintain an ‘‘all hazards focus’’ in
order to ensure that FEMA concentrates its efforts on where it is
needed most. I strongly agree with this
sentiment, which is why I think this
amendment is critical to achieving our
goals.
As the Representative of the 37th
Congressional District and as the ranking member of the Homeland Security
Subcommittee on Emergency Preparedness, Response, and Communications, I understand the importance of
having a fully staffed and equipped fire
department. The San Miguel fire, the
worst wildfire in California’s history,
burned through 90,000 acres of land and
cost $15.6 million. However, thanks to
prior planning and fire prevention education efforts made possible by this
critical grant program, not a single life
was lost in this devastation. Therefore,
I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.
Unfortunately, with firefighters, we
cannot always plan ahead. We have to
be ready to respond, to do the rescue
and then to do the recovery. This
amendment should be made in order so
as to eliminate the burden that our
local and State governments and the
firefighters feel of having to do more
with less.
Mr. GRIMM. Mr. Chair, I wish to strike the
last word.
I rise today in support of an amendment to
restore $320 million in funding to the Department of Homeland Security’s FIRE/SAFER
grant programs that help provide firefighter
jobs, equipment, and training for local fire departments.
Yesterday, I attended a rally in my district
on Staten Island to save one of our fire companies, Engine 157. As it stands, New York
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City’s proposed budget will cut twenty fire
companies from New York City—three from
my district in Staten Island and Brooklyn.
While I have no vote on the City’s budget,
I do have vote in Congress, and I will not let
the federal government turn its back on our
nation’s firefighters.
As a first responder during 9/11, I worked
beside these brave an4 selfless first responders on the bucket brigade. I know how important it is to have well-equipped and welltrained firefighters when it comes to saving
lives—whether they’re saving victims from a
major disaster or rescuing someone from a
burning building.
As our nation remains on high alert, and as
New York remains the number one terror target in the nation, we must remain vigilant and
prepared to respond to any situation. Cutting
FIRE/SAFER grants will only make that task
more difficult.
Our nation’s firefighters work tirelessly
around the clock for our safety and protection.
They deserve our full gratitude and support,
and that is why I stand today in support of restoring funding to the FIRE/SAFER grants program and urge my colleagues to do the same.
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Chair, I understand the importance of cutting low-priority spending to get
our budget under control. But there is nothing
low-priority about the firefighters who protect
our communities, our families, and our homes.
Unfortunately, this appropriations bill shows
badly misplaced priorities by cutting funding
for the firefighters who keep us safe. Those
cuts—$320 million below the president’s request—are shortsighted and reckless. They
will take firefighters off the streets and put our
communities at higher risk. So I support the
amendment offered by Mr. LATOURETTE and
Mr. PASCRELL, which will restore funding for
the successful FIRE and SAFER grant programs to the level requested by the president.
FIRE and SAFER help fire departments
across America recruit, train, and retain skilled
firefighters. They help fire departments equip
themselves with the up-to-date tools they need
to protect property and save lives. What do we
cut when we cut FIRE and SAFER? We cut
protective equipment that helps brave men
and women enter burning buildings. We cut
power generators that keep fire stations running and providing vital services during emergencies. We cut staffing, so that fire stations
are more likely to be sitting empty or underprepared when disasters strike. Independent
observers have found that FIRE and SAFER
work: an independent study from the U.S. Fire
Administration found that grants like these are
making our fire departments more prepared
and better equipped to protect our communities.
I want to make clear that I am not pleased
with the offsets being used to restore this
funding. However, I recognize that my colleagues were left with very few opportunities
given the significant cuts made to the overall
bill. I am hopeful that this will be addressed in
conference with the Senate.
I urge my colleagues to support this amendment, fund FIRE and SAFER at the level requested by the president, and protect these
vital investments in public safety.
Mr. REYES. Mr. Chair, I rise to support the
amendment offered by Mr. LATOURETTE and
Mr. PASCRELL to restore funds for FIRE and
SAFER Grants in the FY2012 Homeland Security Appropriations Bill.
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The Assistance to Firefighters (FIRE) and
Staffing for Adequate Fire and Emergency Response (SAFER) grant programs provide
much needed support to local fire departments
to help them afford critically-needed equipment and training as well as to hire additional
firefighters. Funds from the FIRE and SAFER
grants can be used by local fire departments
to equip, train and maintain personnel, as well
as to prepare them to respond to emergencies
from natural disasters to terrorist attacks.
These programs address the immediate, individualized needs of departments efficiently
and effectively.
Unfortunately, the FY2012 Homeland Security Appropriations Bill slashes these critical
programs by almost 50 percent the amount requested in the President’s budget, an amount
that was already lower than previous year’s
funding. I concur with Mr. PRICE’s sentiments
that these cuts ‘‘break faith with the states and
localities that depend on us as partners to secure [and protect] our communities.’’ In fact on
Sunday alone, the Texas Forest Service responded to 20 fires consuming over 1,370
acres. This is in addition to three large ongoing fires that have consumed over 1,000 acres
across Texas.
While our State and Federal agencies are
working together to battle this inferno, we
need to ensure that fire fighters have the
equipment and resources that they need.
As local governments continue to face difficult times, these Federal grants help ensure
that our communities continue to have the
funds to hire and retain firefighters and purchase the equipment necessary to keep our
communities safe. The FIRE grant program
has provided over $7 billion in funding to local
fire departments across the country since it’s
authorization in FY2001. One of the most recent grants awarded to El Paso, Texas, which
I represent, was over $1 million to help offset
the costs of constructing new fire stations
across our quickly expanding city which has
welcomed over 20,000 additional soldiers.
Indeed, the FIRE and SAFER grants are a
critical piece to our security efforts, and I’m
proud to say that I have supported legislation
to strengthen these programs to ensure that
communities facing financial hardship are able
to apply for funds.
The LaTourette/Pascrell Amendment restores funding to the FIRE and SAFER
Grants, and the spending increase is offset by
cutting other funding.
I urge my colleagues to support our fire
fighters by voting in favor of this amendment.
Ms. RICHARDSON. I yield back the
balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. ADERHOLT. 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 Ohio will be postponed.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CICILLINE

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
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Page 2, line 10, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’.
Page 12, line 6, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $336,000,000)’’.
Page 45, line 18, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(increased by $337,000,000)’’.

Mr. CICILLINE (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that we suspend the reading of the
amendment.
The CHAIR. Without objection, the
amendment will be considered as having been read.
There was no objection.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Rhode Island is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his amendment.
Mr. CICILLINE. This amendment is
offered by me, along with my colleagues Mr. LANGEVIN of Rhode Island,
Ms. MATSUI of California, Ms. BERKLEY
of Nevada, and Mr. ELLISON of Minnesota.
I rise to offer this amendment that
restores funding for State and local
grants, which includes funding for the
Urban Areas Security Initiative, which
is referred to as UASI.
This bill makes dangerous cuts to the
Urban Areas Security Initiative, the
UASI program, which is a program
critical to the security of cities that
have been deemed at high risk of terrorist attack. One of those cities is
Providence, Rhode Island, in my congressional district, along with more
than 50 other urban areas in our country.
Just last year, the Providence area
was one of 64 cities with either critical
assets or geography that was identified
by Homeland Security experts as being
most at risk of being targeted by terrorists. As a result, the city of Providence and other communities across
this country have received critical
Federal funding under UASI to support
efforts to prevent and respond to terrorist attacks and other emergencies.
Providence also became the first city
in America to have an accredited Department of Emergency Management
and Homeland Security.
However, the cuts that are proposed
in this legislation will cripple the ability of cities to effectively ensure proper safety should an attack occur. The
elimination of the UASI program
means that staff will not be able to attend critical training, maintain certifications or purchase the equipment necessary to be prepared. Thousands of devices, like security cameras and radios
and projects such as port sirens and
watercraft, will not be able to be maintained. Emergency Operations Centers
will not be able to be constructed or
maintained.
b 1650
These are urgent, urgent priorities
for America’s cities. Mr. Chairman, we
cannot in good conscience spend billions of dollars protecting people all
over the world at the expense of our
own national security.
I urge Members to adopt this amendment.
I yield to my colleague from Rhode
Island.
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Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank the gentleman for yielding, and I want to echo
his sentiments. I rise in support of my
joint amendment with Congressman
CICILLINE to restore $337 million to the
Urban Areas Security Initiative grants
program, which would fund the program at the FY 2010 level.
In my home State of Rhode Island, a
counterterrorism fusion center, regional cyber defense measures, and
chemical, biological, and nuclear detection assets support response efforts
across southern New England. A Level
I trauma center and the Port of Providence are also critical assets for the region. These homeland defense capabilities are in jeopardy, however, due to
the cuts to the Urban Areas Security
Initiative grant program in this bill.
The UASI grants were specifically designed to make sure that densely populated areas with critical assets were
adequately funded and protected. Now,
because of the cuts in this program,
this is an example of what I believe are
an irresponsible and arbitrary approach to budget cutting that jeopardizes safety throughout the region in
case of an attack or natural disaster.
So I applaud my colleague and look
forward to working with him on this
issue. I urge my colleagues to support
the Cicilline-Langevin amendment.
Mr. CICILLINE. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota.
Mr. ELLISON. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.
Mr. Chair, I rise in support of the amendment offered by Mr. CICILLINE of Rhode Island,
which I am a proud cosponsor. This amendment will help protect our nation’s most vulnerable cities and help effectively prevent and
manage emergency situations in cities around
the country.
Funding for Urban Area Security Initiative
helps cities prevent, protect against, respond
to, and recover from disasters, including terrorism.
My district in Minnesota has benefitted
greatly from the assistance of UASI. My district includes Minneapolis, a city that has been
listed as one of the 31 most vulnerable cities
by the UASI grant program and has received
funding for projects to improve safety and response.
UASI Grant program funding has been essential to the ability of the City of Minneapolis
to manage events such as the 35W Bridge
collapse, the 2008 Republican National Convention and the response to the 2009 and
2011 Minneapolis tornados.
The UASI program has secured the metropolitan area’s water supply, improved its emergency dispatch system, and provided protective gear for first responders. It also created
special response teams for emergencies involving hazardous materials, the collapse of
buildings and advanced bomb squads.
UASI grant dollars have paid for much of
the technology associated with the city’s new
combined Emergency Operations Center
(EOC) and first responder training facility providing real time situational awareness and
communication capabilities that did not exist
before.
Without these operations, the recent tornados in my district would have created confu-
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sion and chaos in the aftermath. The speedy
and effective response by the city is directly
related to the funding they have received
through UASI grants.
Without these important investments, public
warnings and communications, disaster response, and first responder training will be
compromised.
I urge my colleagues to support this amendment so that all American cities with real security needs continue to have access. to UASI
funding.
Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Chairman, I
yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to this amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, the
bill before us today was born out of the
need for reform. It consolidates various
grant programs and provides discretion
to the Secretary. These reforms include funding reductions, requirements
for measurement, and requirements for
spending languishing dollars.
In total, this bill provides $1.7 billion
for Homeland Security first responder
grants. However, as we are all aware,
not all programs are funded at the previous year’s level.
The consolidation in this bill requires the Secretary to examine the intelligence and risk and put scarce dollars where they are most needed,
whether it is a port, rail, surveillance,
or access and hardening projects—or
whether it is to high-risk urban areas
or to States—as opposed to reverse engineering projects to fill the amount
designated for one of many programs.
Additionally, as noted by the gentleman from Rhode Island, the bill limits the Urban Areas Security Initiative
grants to the top 10 highest cities.
Again, this puts scarce dollars where
they are most needed. This does not
mean lower risk cities will lose all
funding; it just means the funds will
come from other programs such as
State Homeland grants that are risk
and formula based.
These cuts will not be easy, but they
are long overdue and necessary to address our out-of-control Federal spending.
Furthermore, the offset proposed by
the gentleman is unacceptable. A reduction to the Border Security Fencing, Infrastructure, and Technology account would: impact operations and
maintenance on the border fence; reduce investments in critical border security communications; and affect the
Border Patrol’s ability to procure proven technologies to increase border security immediately.
I urge my colleagues to support fiscal
discipline, and I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on
this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
North Carolina is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, let me state it very plainly:
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We need to increase funding for Urban
Areas Security Initiative grants, UASI
grants, to a minimum of the 2011 level
of $725 million. I offered amendments
in full committee and asked for a waiver from the Rules Committee in order
to do just that.
Now, the majority has taken over $2.2
billion appropriated for these grant
programs in 2011 and has consolidated
them into a block grant of $1 billion. If
you take that $1 billion, which includes
all of these State and local grants, and
then you reduce this for the statutory
carve-outs, and then you reduce it
again, assuming the minimum statutory funding for the States, what is
going to be left? There is going to be
half a billion dollars for UASI, for
ports, for rail, for transit, and for other
key grants all together. This is simply
not enough.
Unfortunately, the proposed offset is
also unacceptable. This bill, just like
the 2011 final CR, greatly reduced fencing, infrastructure, and technology
projects to secure our borders. While
some of this reduction is due to a termination of the SBInet contract, this
proposed additional cut would prevent
CBP from acquiring off-the-shelf technology to support our Border Patrol
along the southwest border, as well as
to conduct pilot projects on our northern border. So the offset would be a
damaging reduction.
But this simply illustrates the impossible dilemma posed by this bill.
The root problem is an inadequate allocation, and it is compounded by the
majority’s refusal to call an emergency
an emergency.
So I commend the gentleman from
Rhode Island for his initiative to address the dangerous gap left by the majority’s bill when it comes to protecting our Nation’s urban areas.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
strike the last word.
The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from
California is recognized for 5 minutes.
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment.
The intention of this amendment is
to restore funding to the Urban Areas
Security Initiative, or as we call it,
UASI.
In my district of Sacramento, California, funding from the UASI program
has gone to critical counter- terrorism
initiatives, giving law enforcement officials and first responders the tools
and training to protect our community.
Sacramento is the capital of California, the most populous State in the
Union and the seventh largest economy
in the world. It is critical to continue
to support the antiterrorist work being
done there, and it is unacceptable to
leave this region without appropriate
funds for protection. With potential
targets like the Folsom Dam, which is
upstream of the city of Sacramento,
key transportation systems, and numerous State and Federal facilities,
UASI funding for the Sacramento region ensures protection from attacks
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and cooperation among local, State,
and Federal agencies.
Not receiving UASI funds would devastate one of the Nation’s most proficient counter- terrorist and readiness
task forces, located at the former
McClellan Air Force Base in my district. This facility creates greater collaboration and communication among
State and Federal law enforcement and
first responders.
Mr. Chairman, this amendment will
bolster our Nation’s security by giving
our communities the tools and training
necessary to keep us safe. I urge my
colleagues to vote in support of this
amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr. Chair, I
move to strike the last word.
Mr. Chair, this bill represents a gross abdication of our shared responsibility with our
state and local governments to provide for the
safety and security of our constituents and our
communities.
Cuts to the Staffing for Adequate Fire and
Emergency Response, or SAFER, grants and
the Assistance to Firefighters, or FIRE, grants
will be devastating for communities in each of
our home states. In addition, changes to the
Urban Areas Security Initiative will put our
high-risk communities at further risk.
As we prepare to mark the 10th anniversary
of the attacks of 9/11 later this year, the
wounds are still fresh in the memory in my
home community of Northern Virginia. This bill
will actually cut by more than 50 percent the
very public safety assistance Congress
deemed essential, on a bipartisan basis, to
address public safety and security concerns in
our communities as a result of those terrorist
attacks.
How is that providing for the homeland security? I would argue that we’re actually putting it at risk.
The threat of a terrorist attack has not dissipated. In fact, it probably has increased
since U.S. forces killed Osama bin Laden earlier this spring.
In the wake of 9/11, we identified significant
shortfalls in our public safety capabilities. Congress created these grant programs to help
our cities and counties meet the demands for
interoperable communication, hazardous materials response and other recommendations
from local, state and federal threat assessments, including the 9/11 commission.
Still today, thousands of fire stations, both
career and volunteer, across the country do
not have sufficient staffing to adequately protect their communities. Many still do not have
the ability to respond to all-hazards emergencies or communicate with one another.
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The SAFER and FIRE grants help provide
staffing, training and equipment to public safety agencies in every state. As the former
Chairman of the largest local government in
the National Capital Region and the Chairman
of the region’s Emergency Preparedness
Council, I know firsthand how critical these
funds are to ensure the safety of our communities.
Even before the recession, local governments had difficulties meeting their public
safety needs, and now many have been
forced to cut back on those services as their
budgets are still reeling from the affects of the
Great Recession. The reductions proposed by
this legislation will only exacerbate the problem and further delay, if not gravely harm, our
preparedness efforts.
Mr. Chair, we came together in a bipartisan
fashion to turn back similar cuts in the Continuing Resolution for the current fiscal year,
and I urge my colleagues to once again stand
alongside our firefighters and public safety
personnel in support of this critical funding.
Mr. PASCRELL and Mr. LATOURETTE are once
again offering a bipartisan amendment that
would restore most of the requested grant
funding. While the amendment does not preserve the entire funding request, it ensures
that our local and state partners do not bear
a further undue burden because the federal
government is not living up to its own responsibility.
If this bill is supposed to represent our
Homeland Security values, then it’s done a
pretty poor job by turning its back on those
sworn to protect us on the front lines, namely
the firefighters, police officers and other first
responders in our communities. I urge my colleagues to either restore this funding or reject
this attack on our basic public safety.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. ADERHOLT. 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 Rhode Island will be postponed.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. ROYCE

Mr. ROYCE. 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 2, line 10, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’’.
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Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’.
Page 17, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
California is recognized for 5 minutes
in support of his amendment.
Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Chairman, this is an
amendment supported by Chairman
LAMAR SMITH, chairman of the Judiciary Committee. The reason he and I
are in support of this is because this
amendment reduces the Office of the
Secretary and Executive Management
account by $1 million and increases
funding for immigration and customs
enforcement by $1 million in order to
facilitate new agreements under the
287(g) program. This bill, this amendment, will provide for better enforcement of our immigration laws.
b 1700
287(g) has been very successful. It allows State and local law enforcement
agencies to cooperate with the Department of Homeland Security to enforce
immigration law. It was enacted back
in 1996, and Congress implemented this
program to give local communities
help with illegal immigration in their
area.
A couple of points I would like to
make, Mr. Chairman. There are maybe
5,000, 6,000 ICE agents in the United
States. There are 650,000 State and
local law enforcement officers—650,000.
So the 10 million to 12 million illegal
aliens in the country are much more
likely to come into contact with local
law enforcement than they are with an
ICE agent. And for local law enforcement, it’s important that they be properly trained so that they don’t profile,
don’t discriminate, but properly identify those here illegally who are breaking our laws.
Now, there is a backlog of cities that
want 287(g) agreements, and what this
legislation does is assist in covering
that problem. One of the reasons so
many cities want to be involved in this
is because criminal alien gangs generally victimize people in the cities,
often are victimizing other immigrants, often victimize legal immigrants. And, frankly, law enforcement
should be trained in how to identify
and remove criminal aliens, and this
assists in that.
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It’s a great force multiplier for ICE.
It provides ICE with assistance such as
following up on leads and performing
investigative research and surveillance. It’s had a positive effect on the
workload for ICE by identifying removable aliens, and it gives ICE greater
flexibility in directing its immigration
law enforcement resources.
Now, I want to make another point
here. The CBO scores this amendment
as costing zero in budget authority.
Also, I think we should reflect on the
fact that given that one of the 9/11 hijackers, Mohammed Atta, was pulled
over in traffic 2 days before the 9/11 attack, there is a significant benefit to
checking the immigration status of all
individuals who are arrested. Had the
officer inquired about Atta, he then
could have found out that Atta was in
the country illegally and may well
have prevented his participation in the
attacks. That is one of the benefits of
having local law enforcement trained
in this area.
I also want to make an additional
point. This brings tens of thousands of
local law enforcement to help enforce
our immigration laws. There are now
70 jurisdictions with these agreements,
but many more communities want
help. The 287(g) program also provides
training to State and local police, giving them additional tools that they can
use to prosecute crimes committed by
illegal immigrants, especially gang violence and document fraud.
Over the last few years, the open borders lobby has been successful in getting the administration to curtail the
use of this program. Well, the 287(g)
program is a solid improvement in
terms of enforcing immigration laws.
Particularly with the gang activity
that we have today, with the drug lords
sending local gangs across the border
in order to participate in crimes here,
it is very clear that we need this kind
of a program.
Before it was created, many illegal
immigrants stopped by State and local
law enforcement went free. Immigration laws were not enforced. Since the
program was developed, it’s helped the
State and local law enforcement not
only fight crime, as I’ve indicated, but
get the gang leaders, get the serious
criminals off the streets and enforce
our laws.
So instead of curtailing the program,
we should be promoting the expansion
of it. I urge my colleagues to support
this amendment and help local communities to enforce our immigration laws.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this
amendment.
The bill before us provides full funding for the Department’s request for
the 287(g) program, and $1 million more
simply is not needed.
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The increase proposed by the gentleman comes at the expense of the
Secretary for Homeland Security, an
account which is already significantly
reduced in this bill and will likely be
reduced further, based on amendments
that we have seen already. Further
cuts in these accounts would eliminate
key staffing positions, limiting the Department’s ability to respond to national emergencies and to provide for
stable leadership in the event of a large
disaster or a terrorist attack.
I should also note that while this bill
slashes funding for many worthwhile
and needed Homeland Security programs that support first responders, it
cuts Homeland Security research,
much-needed research. But the bill
piles more funding onto immigration
enforcement. In fact, it adds $28 million in unrequested funding for immigration detention and removal.
Now, the bill provides full funding for
the Secure Communities program to
continue expanding this program
across the country, allowing Immigration and Customs Enforcement, or ICE,
to identify criminal aliens who are in
local custody. I bring up the Secure
Communities program because it accomplishes the objectives of the 287(g)
program but much more efficiently and
without deputizing local police to enforce immigration law, a proposition
that is rife with complications and potential abuses. So if we were really serious about deficit reduction and efficiency, we would tell ICE to transition
out of this duplicative program, 287(g),
and to concentrate on making Secure
Communities work efficiently and fairly and well to identify and remove convicted criminal aliens.
I’d also like to note for my colleagues that GAO and the Inspector
General have reviewed the 287(g) program, in some cases at our subcommittee’s request; and they found serious
flaws in the implementation of this
program and in ICE’s ability to oversee
its operation in local communities.
The IG found 33 major deficiencies in
287(g) last year and then found 16 more
when it recently reassessed the program.
So this is an unwise and unneeded
amendment, and I urge its rejection.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROYCE).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes appeared to have it.
Mr. ROYCE. 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 California will be postponed.
The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR
MANAGEMENT
For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Under Secretary for Management, as authorized by sections 701 through 705 of the Home-
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land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 341
through 345), $234,940,000, of which not to exceed $3,000 shall be for official reception and
representation expenses: Provided, That of
the total amount made available under this
heading, $5,000,000 shall remain available
until September 30, 2016, solely for the alteration and improvement of facilities, tenant
improvements, and relocation costs to consolidate Department headquarters operations at the Nebraska Avenue Complex; and
$16,686,000 shall remain available until September 30, 2014, for the Human Resources Information Technology program.
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON
LEE OF TEXAS

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. 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 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,500,000)’’.
Page 24, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’.
Page 25, line 6, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,500,000)’’.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman. I reserve a point of order on the gentlewoman’s amendment.
The CHAIR. A point of order is reserved.
The gentlewoman is recognized for 5
minutes in support of her amendment.
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, I have served on the Homeland Security Committee, tragically,
since the formation of the select committee and then ultimately the full
committee.
For many of us who were here in the
United States Congress and watched
the plane attack the Pentagon and ultimately visited Ground Zero in the
early stages are well aware of the need
to protect America. As the ranking
member of the Transportation Security
Committee, working with my colleague
from Alabama, the chairman, we well
recognize the importance of transportation facilities and modes.
For some reason, terrorists are attracted to airlines and freeways and
trains. So this amendment is a very
simple amendment that I believe provides security to the American public.
b 1710
It was no doubt that after the killing
of Osama bin Laden discovered papers
suggested that al Qaeda operatives
were considering attacking the U.S.
rail system on the 10-year anniversary
of the September 11 attacks. Yes, it
was 2010, but if we recall, we were unaware that we were going to be attacked on 9/11. Los Angeles MTA
planned security upgrades in response
to bin Laden’s killing and the discovery of rail attack plans. That is the
American public’s sensitivity, that we
must protect our modes of transportation.
My amendment is a simple amendment that restores $5 million to the
Transportation Security account at
the President’s submitted request by
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reducing the Office of the Under Secretary for Management and Transportation
Threat
Assessment
and
Credentialing.
Since the demise of Osama bin
Laden, it has come to light that al
Qaeda had ambitious plans to launch
an attack against our Nation’s mass
transit system and their riders, our
constituents. Now more than ever we
must ensure that our mass transit and
surface transportation is secure by developing risk-based policies and programs that devote appropriate resources to securing these systems
against a terrorist attack. This amendment would increase the surface transportation security account at TSA by
$5 million, bringing the account in line
with the President’s request for FY
2012. In Washington terms, $5 million
may not sound like much, but it is a
critical increase to the Surface Transportation Security account at TSA,
which has historically been underfunded. This account funds frontline
homeland security personnel in the
form of surface transportation inspectors who, in addition to reviewing regulatory compliance, consult with transit agencies and rail companies in improving security infrastructure and
operational protocols.
The American public, whether it’s
Amtrak or long-distance rail, need our
involvement. We cannot afford to diminish the protection of our rail lines
that grandmothers and grandchildren,
college students and commuters use.
This is a smart investment at a critical
time. Be reminded, we got no notice
about 9/11, and we will get no notice
about attacks on our rail system.
To fund this increase, my amendment simply reduces $2.5 million from
two different accounts. This is a wise
decision at this time to help our communities and mitigate the terrorist
threat to our local transit systems, as
well as to improve security for passenger and freight rail. Just be the
community that would be impacted by
a horrific terrorist act. Whether it is
through the neighborhoods of Houston,
whether it’s in Los Angeles or the Midwest, all of our communities and constituents are serviced by some form of
surface transportation or mass transit,
and as we have seen abroad, this mode
of transportation is vulnerable to terrorist attack. From Spain to London,
they know the truth, and we must
stand vigilant. Providing this increased
funding for our surface transportation
inspectors is a wise investment on behalf of the American people, and I ask
my colleagues to support this amendment.
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
withdraw my reservation, but I rise in
opposition to the amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman withdraws his reservation.
The gentleman from Alabama is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, the
bill already reduces the Office of Under
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Secretary substantially, 6 percent
below the request and 26 percent below
the FY11 CR, reflecting the fact that
the bill includes no funding to continue
the construction of the Department of
Homeland Security headquarters. The
bill has reduced management to a bare
minimum, with reduction of 29 percent
to leadership and management offices.
The Department of Homeland Security is an agency of 230,000 employees.
The number of employees in OSEM is
700, or less than one-third of 1 percent,
and funding provided is also one-third
of 1 percent for the total DHS budget.
This is extremely small for assets needed to manage a major security department. Additional reductions would prevent filling key staffing positions and
thus limit the ability of the Department to respond to national emergencies and provide stable leadership
to the public and the Nation in the
event of a large disaster or terrorist
event.
These reductions are not compatible
with running a Cabinet agency. No
other Federal department is asked to
manage such large responsibilities and
operating components with such a
small and stretched headquarters element. Therefore, I urge the Members to
oppose this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I would
like to yield to my colleague from
Texas so that she can respond to the
last speaker.
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank
the ranking member.
I think it’s important; I listened to
the gentleman, Mr. ADERHOLT, list a
lot of numerical and factual points
about personnel. Let me be very clear,
as Senator LIEBERMAN said, all of our
systems need to be on high alert and
all of our citizens need to be on high
alert as we approach the 10th anniversary of 9/11.
It is clear, Mr. Chairman, and my
colleagues, that something is awry
with al Qaeda. Al Qaeda is interested in
transportation modes, and they’re interested in our rail systems. They have
already done Mumbai, they have done
London, and they have done Madrid;
and therefore, they are looking at the
United States. No, we don’t have specifics, but we do have the potential of
our rail lines crossing America being
ripe targets for al Qaeda. This is a very
small amount that would allow us to
have surface inspectors who are truly
crucial to the protection of the Nation’s mass transit, freight, and longdistance rail.
Every State is impacted, from New
Hampshire to Florida, from the Midwest to the West, Texas. Houston has
as its city insignia a rail. Why? Because trains crisscross our community.
Therefore, I think it behooves us to be
bipartisan and to actually support an
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amendment that provides a cushion of
protection and a cushion and an armor,
if you will, against the thoughts and
the mindsets of al Qaeda. Yes, they are
franchised, they are splintered, but
that makes it all the easier for them to
find their way here to the United
States.
I remind my colleagues that an ounce
of prevention is worth a pound of cure.
I ask my colleagues to consider the
small investment it would take to be
able to secure the Nation’s railways.
And as a member of the Homeland Security Committee, the authorizing
committee, I can assure you that we
are seeing these kinds of threats in
terms of the vastness of our system,
and we need to be able to protect our
system.
I ask my colleagues to support this
amendment.
Mr. Chair, I rise before you and my colleagues to take the opportunity to explain my
amendment to H.R. 2017, ‘‘Making appropriations for the Department of Homeland Security
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2012,
and for other purposes.’’ My amendment
would increase the Transportation Security
Administration’s (TSA) Surface Transportation
Security’s account by $5 million and restore
funding for this account at the President’s submitted request, offset by reducing the Office of
the Under Secretary for Management, and
Transportation
Threat
Assessment
and
Credentialing (TTAC).
Since the demise of Osama bin Laden, it
has come to light that al-Qaeda had ambitious
plans to launch an attack against our Nation’s
mass transit systems and their riders, our constituents.
Now more than ever, we must ensure that
our mass transit and surface transportation is
secure by developing risk-based policies and
programs that devote appropriate resources to
securing these systems against terrorist attack.
This amendment would increase the Surface Transportation Security account at TSA
by $5 million, bringing the account in line with
the President’s request for FY 2012.
In Washington terms, $5 million may not
sound like much, but it is a critical increase to
the Surface Transportation Security account at
TSA, which has historically been underfunded.
This account funds front line homeland security personnel in the form of surface transportation inspectors who, in addition to reviewing regulatory compliance, consult with transit
agencies and rail companies in improving security infrastructure and operational protocols.
Surface inspectors also help disseminate
best practices to transit and rail entities across
the Nation.
This is a smart investment at a critical time
for surface transportation security.
To fund this increase, my amendment reduces $2.5 million from the Transportation
Threat and Credentialing program and $2.5
million from the Office of the Under Secretary
for Management at the Department of Homeland Security. Both of these programs are well
funded—TTAC at $183 million and the Under
Secretary’s office at $234 million.
This is a wise decision at this time to help
our communities address and mitigate the terrorist threat to our local transit systems, as
well as for improving security for passenger
and freight rail.
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All of our communities and constituents are
serviced by some form of surface transportation or mass transit, and as we have seen
abroad, this mode of transportation is vulnerable to terrorist attack.
We must be vigilant in recognizing the
threat, make wise investment in security, and
collaborate with industry stakeholders to secure this transportation mode that is essential
to our economy and way of life.
Mr. Chair, I ask my colleagues to support
my amendment.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield back the balance of
my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).
The amendment was rejected.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF
GEORGIA

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $600,000)’’.
Page 92, line 7, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(increased by $600,000)’’.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia (during the
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the
reading.
The CHAIR. Without objection, the
amendment will be considered as having been read.
There was no objection.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I rise today to offer my amendment to H.R. 2017. My amendment simply cuts $600,000 from the Office of the
Under Secretary in the Department of
Homeland Security and places those
funds in the deficit reduction account.
During this economic emergency, we
must find cuts wherever we can, especially when a Department is not being
a good steward of the funding that Congress provides it.
If you look at this bill, the Secretary
is being allocated nearly $127 million,
of which $6 million goes to the Office of
Legislative Affairs. I think the American people would agree with me that
$6 million is a lot of money for political appointees who refuse to do their
job and participate in the oversight
process.
On several occasions this year, Mr.
Chairman, the Department has either
refused to sit on the same panel as
other witnesses or has outright refused
to appear before various House committees and subcommittees. In fact, as
chairman of the House Science Subcommittee on Investigations and Oversight, I held a hearing on behavioral
science and security with the goal of
understanding how science informed
the development of TSA’s SPOT program.
b 1720
The Department refused my request
for a witness from TSA for their own

VerDate Mar 15 2010

June 1, 2011

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

06:28 Jun 02, 2011

Jkt 099060

program, and I’m not the only chairman who has received such shabby and
unacceptable treatment. This pattern
of arrogance makes fulfilling our oversight responsibilities of the executive
branch very difficult, if not impossible.
In the end, it’s the American people,
Mr. Chairman, who lose if its government cannot perform its most basic
constitutional responsibilities. If the
Department is not going to meet its
obligations of appearing before Congress when requested, it is prudent to
apply the funds rescinded in this, my
amendment, to more constructive uses
such as reducing our deficit.
If 10 percent is good enough for the
Lord, I think the Office of Legislative
Affairs can part with 10 percent of
their funding to aid in our efforts of reducing the burden of debt on our children and grandchildren.
I can think of no higher priority than
reducing the deficit and creating jobs
in America. I would urge all of my colleagues to support this amendment
today.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, we
accept the gentleman from Georgia’s
amendment.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I rise
in opposition to the amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I will
not go on at length.
I simply don’t think the case has
been made for a further reduction. The
suspicious passenger, the observation
techniques programs that have been
cited aren’t even under the jurisdiction
of the Under Secretary being cut. And
the bill already cuts $4,993,000 off of the
fiscal year 2011 level for the Office of
Under Secretary for Management; and
it cuts $14,118,000 off of the administration’s request.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I know this is an
easy target. Who knows even what
under Secretary for Management does.
It’s a very common technique around
here to go after these accounts, these
administrative and front office accounts, just for the sake of cutting or
maybe to pay for something else that
sounds good. But I don’t think it’s
wise. I don’t think it’s responsible. And
I would urge rejection of the amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN).
The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. POE OF
TEXAS

Mr. POE of Texas. 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 3, line 9, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 12, line 6, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in
support of his amendment.
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Mr. POE of Texas. I thank the Chairman.
This amendment takes $10 million
from the Office of the Under Secretary
for Management of DHS and moves it
to the Border, Security, Fencing, Infrastructure, and Technology account
with the purpose of being used for border cell phone communications to help
border residents disseminate border security-related information to Border
Patrol and law enforcement for the
protection of their lives and our border.
I appreciate the support of Congressman ALTMIRE from Pennsylvania in
this bipartisan amendment.
This amendment really is the idea of
Congresswoman GABBY GIFFORDS from
Arizona. After having been to the border of Arizona with her staff, I learned
firsthand the problems that not only
Texas and other States but Arizona
specifically has with communication
when ranchers are on their property.
On March 27, 2010, rancher Bob
Krentz of Arizona was murdered 20
miles north of the border from Mexico
in an isolated area of Arizona. The lack
of communications capability made
Krentz more vulnerable than he would
have been otherwise and complicated
the search for the assailants. His wife
believes it was in a cell phone dead
zone where he was killed and that he
was trying to call for help, but his cell
phone would not work.
Since that time, Congresswoman GIFFORDS has been working diligently on
this issue, and I have had the opportunity to work with her on other border security issues as well as this one.
These dead zones are so common that
often times border ranchers in Arizona
and Texas rely on shortwave radios to
communicate and call for help when
they are in trouble or they see illegal
crossings into their property.
The inability of the U.S. Government
to secure the U.S.-Mexico border creates public safety hazards for residents
of border areas and the law enforcement agents who patrol them. Many
border areas are rural and lack wireless
communication capabilities like phone
service, and they exacerbate the border-related public safety concern.
Once again, I want to thank Congresswoman GIFFORDS and her staff for
this legislation.
I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania.
Mr. ALTMIRE. I thank the gentleman from Texas, and we are joining
the Office of Congresswoman GIFFORDS
in offering this amendment.
I had the opportunity last week to
travel to Congresswoman GIFFORDS’
district and the 114-mile border that
she has along the Mexican border and
her district. And when you see, as my
colleague from Texas knows, these
ranchers and the territory that they
have to cover—and we have a national
community campaign now: ‘‘If you see
something, saying something.’’ Well,
these are areas where you don’t have
the communications. Even if you see
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something, there’s no one to tell.
There’s no way to get that message
out.
So what the gentleman from Texas is
trying to do with this amendment is
trying to make sure that the equipment is there so that these ranchers
and community citizens, if they see
somebody coming across the border, if
they see something that is alarming to
them, they’re able to communicate it.
Right now that technology does not
exist. They are literally in the dark as
far as communicating it. There is a
public safety aspect to this amendment. And there is a Border Patrol aspect—the ability of our law enforcement personnel to communicate with
each other and communicate with the
local citizens who, in some cases, are
out miles and miles away from any
form of mobile communications.
So I strongly support this amendment. I thank the gentleman from
Texas for his leadership in offering it,
and I thank Congresswoman GIFFORDS
and her office for leading the charge on
this very important technology.
Mr. POE of Texas. This money is necessary so that people who live in border
areas can communicate with law enforcement. Cell phone service is a basic
necessity for security. It is a national
security issue. It is a homeland security issue, and it is a border security
issue. I urge adoption of this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I reluctantly rise in
opposition to this amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Again, this proposal
would further create cuts to the Department’s
management
functions
below what is responsible for the Nation’s security. The committee has already cut the Department’s headquarters and management at historic
levels.
As I had mentioned earlier, they include the zoning act, the zeroing out of
the funding for the Department’s new
headquarters. It zeroes out funding for
the data center migration. It slashes
other activities we cannot afford at
this time.
The Department must still have robust funding to manage the many organizations under its authority. The Department was created from nearly two
dozen agencies and still faces challenges in achieving the unified homeland security enterprise.
More importantly, the gentleman’s
amendment proposes that the Department pay for cell towers to provide
phone services to the general public.
I’m very sympathetic to the needs of
rural communities. I’m from a rural
community, and certainly I’m sympathetic to remote ranchers as well. But
this is not a cause that the Homeland
Security can bear at this time, especially under the constraints that we
have. Therefore, I urge my colleagues
to oppose the amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
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The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. POE).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes appeared to have it.
Mr. POE of Texas. 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 Texas will be postponed.
b 1730
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. NORTON

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 3, line 19, after the period insert ‘‘In
addition, for necessary expenses of the Office
of the Under Secretary for Management to
plan, acquire, construct, renovate, remediate, equip, furnish, and occupy buildings
and facilities for the consolidation of the Department of Homeland Security headquarters, $500,673,000.’’.

Ms. NORTON (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to waive the reading of the amendment.
The CHAIR. Is there objection to the
request of the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia?
There was no objection.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentlelady’s amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman reserves
a point of order.
The gentlewoman is recognized for 5
minutes.
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment would restore $500,673,000
to the Department of Homeland Security that has been cut entirely from
this appropriation. This is the most
important construction, private or
public, ongoing in our country today,
because it involves a secure facility
that the Congress has voted to consolidate in order to protect the United
States of America in the homeland.
This entire appropriation cuts billions of dollars in order to reduce
spending. I wager that there is no cut
quite like this one, because this cut
guarantees that the taxpayers will be
charged more precisely because of this
cut. Already, the reduction in funding
to the 2011 appropriation for consolidation of the Department of Homeland
Security has cost taxpayers $69 million. Increased costs for this construction of Federal property come from, in
this case, lease holdovers, short-term
lease extensions, and horrific inefficiencies now imposed because the integration of construction of this mammoth facility will be delayed and interrupted. Any further reduction in funding will substantially increase even
more the total costs of this huge
project, the largest since the Pentagon.
Until now, it was on budget and on
time.
Remember why Congress voted to
consolidate these 22 agencies in the
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first place. Congress has never formed
one agency of 22 different agencies.
They are spread all over this region.
That is why the Bush and the Obama
administrations and the Congress have
pursued a consistent program to consolidate critical elements of the Department of Homeland Security.
These DHS tenants now reside in the
most expensive lease space in the
United States, because that’s what it is
in this region, barring none except perhaps New York City. DHS spends hundreds of millions of dollars on leases
throughout the entire region. The
rapid consolidation of the Department
of Homeland Security now underway
will save billions, that’s B, billions, in
real estate costs, in addition to directing lease revenue to the GSA Federal
Buildings Fund, which instead of using
appropriated taxpayer dollars, uses
agency rental payments to fund the
construction and maintenance of Federal real estate giving taxpayers added
savings.
Currently, DHS is scheduled for full
occupation by 2017. Every day of delay
costs the taxpayers thousands of dollars. This is no way to do budget cutting. You don’t cut what then costs
you more in the short term and in the
long term.
Significant progress has already been
made. Forty-five percent of the construction is complete, including the
Coast Guard National Operations Center and the Coast Guard headquarters.
You just don’t interrupt a massive,
complex building like this unless you
want to spend more money than was
anticipated.
The timing of this amendment is
critical to ensure that the project does
not increase costs further. The continued dispersal of vital elements of this
critically important agency, necessary
for our security, undermines the DHS
mission by impeding its operations
here and throughout the country. We
need quickly to fund this project.
Mr. Chair, I rise to offer an amendment to
restore funding for the consolidation of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) headquarters construction at St. Elizabeths in the
District of Columbia. This amendment would
restore $500,673,000 to the DHS management and operations appropriations account
for the project. The amendment would fully
fund the President’s fiscal year 2012 DHS request for the project, as well as fund the outstanding balance of the President’s fiscal year
2011 DHS request.
The reduction in funding in fiscal year 2011
is expected to increase the total project cost
by $69 million because of the loss of integrated construction sequencing and efficiencies between the U.S. Coast Guard building and the adjacent DHS Operations Center
construction, in addition to the costs caused
by lease holdovers and the short-term lease
extensions for the delay for Mission Support
consolidation. Any further reduction in funding
will substantially increase the total cost of this
huge project, which, until the cuts began, was
on budget and on time.
The benefits of the consolidation of the DHS
headquarters at St. Elizabeths are twofold.
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First, Congress voted to consolidate the location of 22 DHS agencies because of the urgent need to improve the management of the
agencies in the DHS, which are currently scattered in 40 different locations in the Washington metropolitan region. Consequently, the
Bush and Obama Administrations and the
Congress have pursued a program to consolidate critical elements of DHS on the federallyowned St. Elizabeths Campus. The DHS components identified for consolidation at the
headquarters include the Office of the Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security, the Transportation Security Administration,
Customs and Border Protection, Immigration
and Customs Enforcement, the Federal Emergency Management Agency, the U.S. Coast
Guard (USCG) and liaisons for agencies not
being relocated there.
Second, the General Services Administration (GSA) will relocate DHS tenants currently
in expensive leased space to federally-owned
space. DHS annually spends hundreds of millions of dollars for leases throughout the
Washington region. The rapid consolidation of
DHS, which is now underway, will allow the
federal government to save billions of dollars
in real estate costs, in addition to directing
lease revenue to the GSA Federal Buildings
Fund, which, instead of using taxpayer dollars,
uses agency rental payments to fund the construction and maintenance of the federal real
estate portfolio, an additional saving to taxpayers. The consolidation on St. Elizabeths is
expected to include 4.5 million gross square
feet of office space, with 3.5 million square
feet on the West Campus and 750,000 square
feet on the East Campus. Currently, the St.
Elizabeths site is scheduled for full occupation
in 2017.
The DHS headquarters consolidation is expected to cost a total of $3.6 billion, with $2.2
billion coming from GSA and $1.4 billion from
DHS. To date, the project has received $1.24
billion and there has been significant progress,
including the groundbreaking for the first building on the site, a 1.2 million square foot
project that includes a central utility plant and
two seven-story parking garages, that will
house the USCG headquarters. There has
also been significant investment in the infrastructure of the campus, including construction
of a perimeter fence and adaptive reuse of
historic buildings. As of March 31, 2011, the
USCG headquarters is 45% complete.
Full funding of the FY 2012 request would
ensure complete funding for, and allow occupation and use of, the USCG headquarters.
My amendment is critical to ensure that the
cost of the project does not increase because
of delays. The continued dispersal of vital
components of DHS, a critically important department, undermines its mission by seriously
impeding its operations here and throughout
the country. As ranking member of the subcommittee with jurisdiction over GSA and this
project, I have held nearly half a dozen hearings and roundtables on the co-location and
consolidation of DHS at St. Elizabeths. I am
anxious to move forward with this project and
look forward to the completion of the consolidation so that DHS can turn its full attention to
its core mission.
Unless somebody wants to speak on
my amendment, I am prepared to withdraw it.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I would like to briefly address the amendment.
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Mr. ADERHOLT. I continue to reserve a point of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama continues to reserve his point
of order.
The gentleman from North Carolina
is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I want to commend our colleague from the District of Columbia
for her persistent advocacy for this
headquarters consolidation and construction, and also for the history she
has recounted for us today. I think it’s
time well spent to understand how
both the Bush and Obama administrations and the Subcommittee on Homeland Security Appropriations, through
both parties’ leadership, have until
now supported this project.
The bill before us, however, provides
no funding for the new DHS headquarters or for the consolidation of
leased property in 2012. That’s a pennywise and pound-foolish decision. Already based on the delay in finalizing
the 2011 bill and the reduced resources
provided in that bill for DHS headquarters construction activities, the
cost of the headquarters project has
grown. It’s grown by $200 million, from
a total cost of $3.4 billion to $3.6 billion.
The decision to deny an additional
$159.6 million in 2012 to finalize construction of the first phase of the headquarters project and to begin construction of the second phase will result in
yet higher costs in the out-years, and
will delay by at least 2 years when the
Coast Guard can move into its new
headquarters facility, which is already
under construction.
Similarly, the bill doesn’t provide
$55.6 million requested for lease consolidation activities. Last year, this
subcommittee held a very informative
hearing with DHS and the General
Services Administration on this activity. We heard testimony about the significant financial benefits of reducing
the number of leases DHS has from 70
buildings across 46 locations in the
greater D.C. area to six to eight buildings. Witnesses testified that this massive footprint disrupts the effectiveness and the cohesiveness of departmental operations and adds needless
layers of costs and complexities to facilities management. Additionally, the
leases will consume an increasingly
larger share of the Department’s budget through overhead costs in the coming years.
In a time of fiscal constraint, the Department will not have extra dollars to
pay for all of these lease increases
without shortchanging frontline and
mission-essential programs.
So, Mr. Chairman, at a time when
real estate prices continue to be low in
the greater Washington area and construction and material costs are relatively low as well, this is the time to
make this kind of investment. Funding
this activity would save taxpayers
money for years to come.
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With that, I again commend the gentlewoman for her passionate and effective argument on this point.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Ms. NORTON. I appreciate the opportunity to speak, and I withdraw my
amendment.
The CHAIR. Without objection, the
amendment is withdrawn.
There was no objection.
b 1740
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. POE

Mr. POE of Texas. I have an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
The text of the amendment is as follows:
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert
the
following:
‘‘(reduced
by
$100,000,000)’’.
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert
the
following:
‘‘(increased
by
$100,000,000)’’.
Page 18, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert
the
following:
‘‘(increased
by
$100,000,000)’’.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama reserves a point of order.
The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Chairman,
this bill has to do with enough housing
for people who are illegally in this
country in order to be detained and deported back to where they came from.
This past Sunday morning in Houston, Texas, police officer Kevin Will
was on patrol. He was working an accident scene, talking to a witness at that
accident scene, when a person comes
barreling through the police barricade,
in spite of the warning lights that were
on top of the police cruisers.
When Kevin Will saw that the car
was coming towards him, he told this
witness to jump out of the way. The
witness jumps out of the way, and this
individual runs over and kills Officer
Kevin Will. He was charged with evading arrest, he was charged with possession of cocaine, and he was charged
with intoxication manslaughter of a
police officer, and he was in this country illegally. He had previously been
deported twice.
The district attorney’s office said
this individual is a member of the MS–
13 gang, and now he is still in the
United States committing crimes.
There are not enough places to house
these people like this criminal after
they serve their time and house them
so that they can be deported back
where they came from.
What this bill does is allocate more
money for detention beds so that we
can detain these people while we are
awaiting to deport them back where
they came from so that we can have a
safer community, so that these people
aren’t running loose somewhere in the
United States.
I yield to the gentleman from Texas.
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in strong support of this amendment.
I thank the chairman of the subcommittee and their very capable staff
in putting strong language in the bill
and encouraging the Immigration and
Customs Enforcement office to fill as
many beds as possible. We have given
the agency an unprecedented amount
of money and leeway and guidance in
this bill to fill every available bed,
public, private, county, State bed with
individuals who cross the border illegally, with individuals who are released from county and State prisons
that are supposed to be deported criminally.
The solution to the problem of
illegals crossing the border, the guns,
the gangs, the drugs, the crime, is not
complicated. It is called law enforcement. We want to enforce existing law
with the support of the local community. We have very strong support from
the communities on the border and, in
fact, we are enforcing existing law,
which is 6 months in jail if you cross
the border illegally, with great success
in the Del Rio sector, and it is being
rolled out in the Laredo sector.
We are working together with my
good friend, my colleague, HENRY
CUELLAR, TED POE, and I with the support of the local community, the local
prosecutors, the Border Patrol, the
prosecutors, with great success.
If I could, I would like to yield briefly to my friend from Texas (Mr.
CUELLAR).
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) controls the time.
Mr. POE of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.
Mr. CUELLAR. I want to thank both
of my colleagues from Texas. It is a
program that does work. We have sat
down, we have gone to Laredo. We have
seen it work in the Del Rio area. We
are now working in Laredo.
In fact, the last time we sat with
Chief Harris we talked about how we
can make this work. They do need
some space, and so I certainly want to
work with both of my colleagues to
make sure we get more of that space,
more of the beds to make sure it
works.
All we are doing is enforcing a 1954
law that is on the books already, nothing new except enforcing the law. I support what you are doing.
Mr. POE of Texas. I would urge this
amendment be adopted. What it does is
provide more space so that we can detain people and deport them back
where they came from.
I yield back the balance of my time.
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POINT OF ORDER

Mr. ADERHOLT. I insist on my point
of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his point of order.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment proposes to amend portions of the bill not yet read. The
amendment may not be considered en
bloc under clause 2(f) of rule XXI be-
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cause the amendment proposes to increase the level of outlays in the bill.
I ask for a ruling from the Chair.
The CHAIR. Does any Member wish
to be heard on the point of order?
If not, the Chair is prepared to rule.
To be considered en bloc pursuant to
clause 2(f) of rule XXI, an amendment
must not propose to increase the levels
of budget authority or outlays in the
bill. Because the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Texas proposes a
net increase in the level of outlays in
the bill, as argued by the chairman of
the subcommittee, it may not avail
itself of clause 2(f) to address portions
of the bill not yet read.
The point of order is sustained.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $50,000,000)’’.
Page 7, line 13, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’.
Page 7, line 21, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’.

Mr. MCCAUL (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask to dispense with
the reading.
The CHAIR. Without objection, the
amendment will be considered as having been read.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama reserves a point of order.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, we have not seen the
amendment.
The CHAIR. Is the gentleman objecting to the unanimous consent request
propounded by the gentleman from
Texas that the amendment be considered as having been read?
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Yes, I
am. We have not seen the amendment.
The CHAIR. Objection is heard.
The Clerk will continue to read the
amendment.
The Clerk continued to read.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in
support of his amendment.
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment will increase spending by
$50 million for Customs and Border
Protection’s Air and Marine operations. It will include funding for at
least 2 UAV systems, as well as much
needed helicopters and marine vessels
to assist CBP operations along the border.
This amendment will provide the resources to increase the number of
flight crews, training, and ground operations needed to support the mounting
requests for aerial surveillance missions and boat crews to patrol the rivers and lakes along our border.
CBP air marine support supplements
our agents on the ground, allowing
CBP to deploy fewer agents in a specific area. CBP air marine currently
operates 7 UAVs and intends to grow
the fleet to a total of 18 to 24 by 2016.
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I have seen the benefits of these missions personally, along with my good
friend and colleague from the Homeland
Security
Committee,
Mr.
CUELLAR, to whom I yield at this time.
Mr. CUELLAR. I want to thank my
good friend from Texas. I also want to
thank the chairman and the ranking
member for everything they have done
for border security. We really appreciate it.
We just feel that we ought to put a
little bit of money to have the OM and,
of course, the UAVs. We have gone
down to Corpus. We have been there
with General Kostelnik, who I think is
doing a great job.
What they do is provide ICE, in the
sky, flying at 19,000 feet, they can see
what is happening, and it provides the
intelligence to the State, Federal and
local. It is certainly something I support.
I want to thank again my friend, Mr.
MCCAUL, for the work that you have
done on this particular amendment.
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my point of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his point of order.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment proposes to amend portions of the bill not yet read. The
amendment may not be considered en
bloc under clause 2(f) of rule XXI because of outlays in the bill.
I ask for a ruling from the Chair.
The CHAIR. Does any Member wish
to be recognized on the point of order?
If not, the Chair is prepared to rule.
Similar to the last ruling, to be considered en bloc pursuant to clause 2(f)
of rule XXI an amendment must not
propose to increase the levels of budget
authority or outlays in the bill.
Because the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Texas proposes a
net increase in the level of outlays in
the bill as argued by the chairman of
the subcommittee, it may not avail
itself of clause 2(f) to address portions
of the bill not yet read. The point of
order is sustained.
b 1750
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 45, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 47, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman reserves
a point of order.
The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
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Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment will increase funding for
Operation Stonegarden by $10 million.
And while the underlying bill increases
funding from $50 million to $55 million,
it is not enough.
Operation Stonegarden is a grant
program that provides funding to county-level governments along the border
to prevent, protect against, and respond to border security issues as well
as enhance cooperation and coordination between Federal, State, and local
agencies.
At the last House Homeland Security
Emergency
Communications,
Preparedness, and Response Subcommittee
hearing, Sheriff Gonzalez of Zapata
County and Sheriff Larry Dever of Arizona explained the need for drastic increases in this funding. While $55 million is woefully inadequate when
spread around, I believe an additional
$10 million would advance the cause.
With that, I yield again to my good
friend from Texas.
Mr. CUELLAR. Again, I want to
thank the gentleman from Texas. I
want to thank the chairman and the
ranking member for the work that
they have done for border security.
Again, both Mr. MCCAUL and I feel
that we ought to add a little bit more
help to the local sheriffs and the police
that get this assistance.
One of the things that we’ve seen is,
of course, making sure that we don’t
have that spillover coming in from the
Republic of Mexico. And by giving this
assistance, whether it’s the sheriff
down there in Brownsville or going all
the way up to El Paso, it’s something
that’s needed, and I certainly support
my friend to make sure we increase the
funding for Stonegarden by the amount
he has asked for.
Again, thank you for your leadership,
and again, thank you to the chairman
and ranking member for the work they
have done on border security.
Mr. MCCAUL. I yield back the balance of my time.

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I insist on my point of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his point of order.
Mr. ADERHOLT. The amendment
may not be considered en bloc under
clause 2(f) of rule XXI because the
amendment proposes to increase the
level of outlays in the bill.
I ask for a ruling from the Chair.
The CHAIR. Does any Member seek
to speak on the point of order?
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, this is
just a question for my good friend from
Alabama.
It’s my understanding that these
moneys are actually offset by the
Under Secretary of Management’s office. There is not an increased outlay.
The CHAIR. Does the gentleman
from Alabama wish to be heard further?
The gentleman is recognized.
Mr. ADERHOLT. The amendment
proposes to increase the level of outlays in the bill.
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I insist on my point of order.
The CHAIR. Does any other Member
seek to be heard on the point of order?
If not, the Chair is prepared to rule.
For the reasons stated by the Chair
in the previous ruling, the amendment
may not avail itself of clause 2(f) of
rule XXI to address portions of the bill
not yet read.
The point of order is sustained.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama reserves a point of order.
The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment will increase funding for
Immigration and Customs Enforcement, the salaries and expenses in
order to increase the number of Border
Enforcement Security Task Force
teams.
I, along with Mr. CUELLAR, have been
down to the border and seen the direct
benefits of the BEST teams in terms of
interdicting the southbound flow of
cash and weapons. It’s my sincere hope
that with additional resources we could
stop the flow of weapons going south
into Mexico, but also seize the cash and
asset forfeiture money that could then,
in turn, help pay for our border security operations.
With that, I yield to my good friend
from Texas.
Mr. CUELLAR. Again, I want to
thank my colleague from Texas. And
again, I want to thank the chairman
and the ranking member for all the
work that they have done for border security.
The BEST program is the program
that works. Basically what it does is it
coordinates State, Federal, local and
also our international partners, both
Canadians and Mexicans, to work together to make sure that they are able
to focus on the same thing, and that is
fight transnational crime. It’s an idea
that worked very well—in fact, it got
started in Laredo, Texas. It expanded
now to both the northern and southern
part of the United States.
And I certainly support my friend to
make sure that we work and make sure
that the BEST program gets stronger.
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I insist on my point of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his point of order.
Mr. ADERHOLT. The amendment
may not be considered en bloc under
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clause 2(f) of rule XXI because the
amendment proposes to increase the
level of outlays in the bill.
I ask for a ruling from the Chair.
The CHAIR. Does any Member wish
to speak to the point of order? If not,
the Chair is prepared to rule.
For the reasons stated by the Chair
in the previous rulings, the amendment
may not avail itself of clause 2(f) of
rule XXI to address portions of the bill
not yet read.
The point of order is sustained.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 7, line 13, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 12, line 6, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in
support of his amendment.
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment will increase funding by
$10 million for border security fencing,
infrastructure and technology. Secretary Napolitano’s cancellation of the
Secure Border Initiative delays the deployment of technology to secure the
border.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I reserve a point of
order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman’s reservation is not timely.
The gentleman from Texas has been
recognized for 5 minutes in support of
his amendment.
Mr. MCCAUL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
The backbone of the new proposed
system, integrated fixed towers, will
not be in place until January 2013. In
place of SBInet, a new border surveillance technology plan has been developed that abandons the fixed sensor
tower nature of the original SBInet
plan and replaces it with multiple
technologies. As a result, the new plan
consists of a reduced number of sensor
towers envisioned in the SBInet plan,
and in their place, lower cost technologies such as mounted radar and
camera systems, portable and imaging
systems, and thermal imaging devices.
The Secretary said that technology
will not be deployed to cover the entire
southern border until the year 2025. I
believe that is unacceptable. This
amendment provides funding for readily available technology that we can
deploy quickly to secure the border before that timeframe.
With that, I yield back the balance of
my time, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I rise in opposition
to the amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, this
will breach our outlays, and I oppose
the amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I simply want to back my
chairman in this instance and also urge
a rejection of the amendment.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL).
The amendment was rejected.
b 1800
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 18, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama reserves a point of order.
The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. MCCAUL. This amendment will
increase funding for the Immigration
and Customs Enforcement Office of Detention and Removal. While the underlying bill does increase funding by $26
million, we need more.
DRO is the primary enforcement arm
within ICE for the identification, apprehension and removal of illegal
aliens from the United States. DRO is
severely underresourced. It is overwhelmed and does not have the resources to do its job. ICE has stated repeatedly that they simply don’t have
the manpower and resources to deport
illegal aliens, even criminal aliens
identified through the 287(g) program.
The Federal Government has its responsibility, and it needs to step up to
the plate.
With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.
POINT OF ORDER

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my point of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his point of order.
Mr. ADERHOLT. The amendment
proposes to amend portions of the bill
not yet read. The amendment may not
be considered en bloc under clause 2(f)
of rule XXI because the amendment
proposes to increase the level of outlays in the bill.
I ask for a ruling from the Chair.
The CHAIR. For the reasons stated
by the Chair in the previous rulings,
the amendment may not avail itself of
clause 2(f) of rule XXI to address portions of the bill not yet read.
The point of order is sustained.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCCAUL

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)’’.
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Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 17, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama reserves a point of order.
The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. MCCAUL. This amendment will
nearly triple the amount of funding for
the popular 287(g) program, which authorizes the Secretary of Homeland Security to permit specially trained
State and local law enforcement officers to apprehend, investigate or detain aliens during a predetermined
time frame and under Federal supervision by ICE.
It is an important force multiplier
for ICE in allowing for enhanced capabilities to detain and remove illegal
aliens identified by local law enforcement during the course of their duties.
With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my point of order.
The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his point of order.
Mr. ADERHOLT. The amendment
may not be considered en bloc under
clause 2(f) of rule XXI because the
amendment proposes to increase the
level of outlays in the bill.
I ask for a ruling from the Chair.
The CHAIR. Once again, for the reasons stated by the Chair in the previous rulings, the amendment may not
avail itself of clause 2(f) of rule XXI to
address portions of the bill not yet
read.
The point of order is sustained.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CUELLAR

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $16,000,000)’’.
Page 14, line 22, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $32,000,000)’’.
Page 63, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $16,000,000)’’.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Alabama reserves a point of order.
The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. CUELLAR. I want to thank the
chairman and, of course, our ranking
member, Mr. PRICE, for all the work
that they have done for border security.
This is an amendment similar to Mr.
MCCAUL’s. It adds $32 million to the
CBP Air/Marine Interdiction, Operations, Maintenance, and Procurement.
It takes $60 million away from the Office of Under Secretary for Manage-
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ment, another $60 million from the
Science and Technology Management
Administration. Again, this is to purchase at least two additional UAVs and
to make sure that they have the operations and maintenance.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
withdraw my reservation, and I rise in
opposition to the amendment.
The CHAIR. The reservation of the
point of order is withdrawn.
The gentleman from Alabama is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, we
oppose the amendment because we
have already added $30 million above
the request. Therefore, we believe this
is sufficient funding for this portion of
the bill.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I move
to strike the last word.
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I would like to underscore
what our chairman has said about the
generous addition in this bill for this
function. These offsets, again, may be
easy for Members for whom this looks
like just an abstract, front office expenditure; but in fact, they carry real
costs. I urge rejection of the amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR).
The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes appeared to have it.
Mr. CUELLAR. 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 Texas will be postponed.
The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER
For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Chief Financial Officer, as authorized by section 103 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002
(6 U.S.C. 113), $50,860,000.
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER
For necessary expenses of the Office of the
Chief Information Officer, as authorized by
section 103 of the Homeland Security Act of
2002 (6 U.S.C. 113), and Department-wide
technology investments, $261,300,000, of
which $105,500,000 shall be available for salaries and expenses; and of which $155,800,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2014,
shall be available for development and acquisition of information technology equipment,
software, services, and related activities for
the Department of Homeland Security: Provided, That the Chief Information Officer
shall submit to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and the House of
Representatives, not later than 60 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, an expenditure plan for all information technology acquisition projects that are funded under this
heading or are funded by multiple components of the Department of Homeland Security through reimbursable agreements: Provided further, That such expenditure plan
shall include, for each project funded, the
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name of the project, its key milestones, all
funding sources, detailed annual and
lifecycle costs, and projected cost savings or
cost avoidance to be achieved: Provided further, That the Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and the House of
Representatives, at the time that the President’s budget is submitted each year under
section 1105(a) of title 31, United States
Code, a multi-year investment and management plan for all information technology acquisition projects that includes—
(1) the proposed appropriations included
for each project and activity tied to mission
requirements, program management capabilities, performance levels, and specific capabilities and services to be delivered;
(2) the total estimated cost and projected
timeline of completion for all multi-year enhancements, modernizations, and new capabilities that are proposed in such budget or
underway;
(3) a detailed accounting of operations and
maintenance and contractor services costs;
and
(4) a current acquisition program baseline
for each project, that—
(A) notes and explains any deviations in
cost, performance parameters, schedule, or
estimated date of completion from the original acquisition program baseline;
(B) aligns the acquisition programs covered by the baseline to mission requirements
by defining existing capabilities, identifying
known capability gaps between such existing
capabilities and stated mission requirements, and explaining how each increment
will address such known capability gaps; and
(C) defines life-cycle costs for such programs.
ANALYSIS AND OPERATIONS
For necessary expenses for intelligence
analysis and operations coordination activities, as authorized by title II of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 121 et
seq.), $344,368,000, of which not to exceed
$5,000 shall be for official reception and representation expenses; and of which $58,757,000
shall remain available until September 30,
2013.
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
For necessary expenses of the Office of Inspector General in carrying out the provisions of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5
U.S.C. App.), $124,000,000, of which not to exceed $300,000 may be used for certain confidential operational expenses, including the
payment of informants, to be expended at
the direction of the Inspector General.

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, proceedings will now resume on those amendments on which
further proceedings were postponed, in
the following order:
An Amendment by Mr. LATOURETTE
of Ohio.
An Amendment by Mr. CICILLINE of
Rhode Island.
Amendment No. 2 by Mr. ROYCE of
California.
Amendment No. 8 by Mr. POE of
Texas.
An Amendment by Mr. CUELLAR of
Texas.
The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LATOURETTE

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gen-
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tleman from Ohio (Mr. LATOURETTE) 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 vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 333, noes 87,
not voting 12, as follows:
[Roll No. 384]
AYES—333
Ackerman
Adams
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Andrews
Austria
Baca
Bachus
Baldwin
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (CA)
Bass (NH)
Becerra
Berg
Berkley
Berman
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Black
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brooks
Brown (FL)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Camp
Canseco
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cassidy
Castor (FL)
Chabot
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cravaack
Crawford
Critz
Crowley
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Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Duffy
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Farenthold
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hastings (FL)
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Herrera Beutler
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hochul
Holden
Holt
Honda

Fmt 0636

Sfmt 0634

Hoyer
Hultgren
Hurt
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly
Kildee
Kind
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Kucinich
Lance
Landry
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Maloney
Marchant
Marino
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKinley
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Noem
Nugent
Nunes

Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Reyes
Ribble
Richardson
Richmond
Rigell
Rivera
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney

Ros-Lehtinen
Ross (AR)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)

Aderholt
Amash
Bachmann
Benishek
Bilbray
Bishop (UT)
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Calvert
Campbell
Cantor
Carter
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Diaz-Balart
Dreier
Duncan (SC)
Ellmers
Flake
Flores
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Gosar
Gowdy
Graves (GA)
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hensarling
Herger

Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hunter
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
King (IA)
Kingston
Labrador
Lamborn
Lankford
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Long
Lummis
Mack
McCarthy (CA)
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Neugebauer
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Pearce

Speier
Stark
Stearns
Stivers
Sutton
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tiberi
Tipton
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
West
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOES—87
Pence
Pitts
Pompeo
Posey
Quayle
Roby
Rogers (KY)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Roskam
Ross (FL)
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Southerland
Stutzman
Sullivan
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Walsh (IL)
Webster
Westmoreland
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Yoder
Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—12
Chaffetz
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Higgins

Lucas
Manzullo
Myrick
Schwartz
Tierney

Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz

b 1838
Messrs. MCCARTHY of California,
PEARCE, PENCE, WESTMORELAND,
MACK, and Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’
to ‘‘no.’’
Messrs.
SERRANO,
SCHOCK,
BECERRA,
NUNES,
SESSIONS,
FLEISCHMANN,
SCALISE,
FARENTHOLD, SHIMKUS, WITTMAN,
FORBES,
WOODALL,
GARRETT,
GALLEGLY,
KLINE,
HULTGREN,
RIGELL,
BONNER,
MARCHANT,
CRAWFORD, GRIFFIN of Arkansas,
GUTHRIE, WOMACK, KELLY, BURGESS, ROGERS of Michigan, ALEXANDER, FLEMING and COLE, and
Mrs. EMERSON, Mrs. BLACKBURN,
Mrs. BLACK, Ms. GRANGER, and Ms.
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BUERKLE changed their vote from
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CICILLINE

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
CICILLINE) 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 is a 2-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 154, noes 266,
not voting 12, as follows:
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[Roll No. 385]
AYES—154
Ackerman
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Blumenauer
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Burgess
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cassidy
Castor (FL)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Cooper
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (IL)
DeGette
DeLauro
Denham
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi

Green, Al
Grijalva
Grimm
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Hanna
Hastings (FL)
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hirono
Hochul
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
King (NY)
Lance
Langevin
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Maloney
Markey
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
Meeks
Michaud
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus

Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray

Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Quigley
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Rush
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Waters
Watt
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Boswell
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Capito
Cardoza
Carter
Chabot
Chandler
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Conyers
Costa
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Culberson
Davis (CA)
Davis (KY)
DeFazio
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
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Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Hinojosa
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Inslee
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan
Kelly
Kind
King (IA)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Kucinich
Labrador
Lamborn
Landry
Lankford
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Long
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Peters
Peterson
Petri

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

NOT VOTING—12
Cantor
Chaffetz
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez

Lucas
Manzullo
Myrick
Schwartz
Tierney

Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

NOES—266
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Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren

Jkt 099060

The CHAIR (during the vote). There
is 1 minute remaining on this vote.
b 1844
Messrs.
RUPPERSBERGER
and
KUCINICH changed their vote from
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’
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Mr. SCHIFF changed his vote from
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’
So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. ROYCE

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

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The CHAIR. This is a 2-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 268, noes 151,
not voting 13, as follows:
[Roll No. 386]
AYES—268
Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Berkley
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Chabot
Chandler
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Cooper
Costello
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Davis (KY)
DeFazio
Denham
Dent
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DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Hochul
Holden
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Inslee
Issa
Jenkins

Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Long
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Pascrell
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce

H3854
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Stearns

Ackerman
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown (FL)
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Cassidy
Castor (FL)
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Frank (MA)
Fudge

Garamendi
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
Kind
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luján
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Wu
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

NOES—151
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Sires
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—13
Barton (TX)
Chaffetz
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez

Lucas
Manzullo
Myrick
Schwartz
Slaughter

Tierney
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

The CHAIR (during the vote). One
minute is remaining in this vote.
b 1848
Messrs. PALLONE and SCHIFF
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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Pence
Peters
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
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AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MR. POE OF
TEXAS

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) on which
further proceedings were postponed and
on which the noes prevailed by voice
vote.
The Clerk will redesignate the
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the 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 327, noes 93,
not voting 12, as follows:
[Roll No. 387]
AYES—327
Ackerman
Adams
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Andrews
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Berkley
Berman
Biggert
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Brown (FL)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Capito
Capps
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chandler
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clay
Cleaver
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Cravaack
Crawford
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
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Culberson
Davis (CA)
Davis (KY)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Dent
DesJarlais
Dicks
Doggett
Dold
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Engel
Farenthold
Fattah
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Fudge
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Green, Gene
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanabusa
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hochul
Holden
Huelskamp
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Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Inslee
Issa
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kaptur
Kelly
Kildee
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Kucinich
Labrador
Lamborn
Landry
Langevin
Lankford
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Long
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maloney
Marchant
Marino
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinley

McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meehan
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Moore
Mulvaney
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Olver
Palazzo
Pascrell
Paulsen
Pearce
Pelosi
Pence
Perlmutter
Peters
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quayle
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert

Renacci
Reyes
Ribble
Rigell
Roe (TN)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Rothman (NJ)
Royce
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Smith (NJ)

Aderholt
Amash
Baca
Baldwin
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (NY)
Bonner
Butterfield
Cantor
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Castor (FL)
Chu
Clarke (NY)
Clyburn
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Costa
Crenshaw
Cummings
Davis (IL)
Denham
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Edwards
Ellison
Eshoo

Farr
Filner
Foxx
Frelinghuysen
Garamendi
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Grijalva
Grimm
Gutierrez
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Himes
Hinchey
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Keating
Lance
Larsen (WA)
McCollum
McDermott
Meeks
Miller, George
Moran
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Waters
Watt
Webster
Weiner
Welch
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Womack
Woodall
Wu
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

NOES—93
Nunnelee
Owens
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Payne
Peterson
Quigley
Reed
Richardson
Richmond
Rivera
Roby
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roybal-Allard
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Schrader
Smith (NE)
Stark
Terry
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Towns
Waxman
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey

NOT VOTING—12
Chaffetz
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Lucas

Manzullo
Myrick
Schwartz
Slaughter
Tierney

Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR

The CHAIR (during the vote). There
is 1 minute remaining in this vote.
b 1851
So the amendment was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CUELLAR

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

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.
A recorded vote was ordered.
The Acting CHAIR. This is a 2minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic device, and there were—ayes 162, noes 256,
not voting 14, as follows:
[Roll No. 388]
AYES—162
Ackerman
Adams
Andrews
Bachmann
Barletta
Barrow
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Berkley
Bilbray
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boustany
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Castor (FL)
Chabot
Chandler
Clarke (MI)
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Conaway
Critz
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
DeFazio
Deutch
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Engel
Farenthold
Fattah
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fudge
Garamendi

Gardner
Gibson
Granger
Graves (GA)
Green, Gene
Hall
Hanna
Harris
Hartzler
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Higgins
Hinojosa
Hochul
Holden
Huelskamp
Hunter
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
Lewis (CA)
Loebsack
Lynch
Mack
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moore
Murphy (PA)
Neugebauer
Nugent
Nunes
Olson
Pallone
Pascrell

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Baca
Bachus
Baldwin
Bartlett
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berman
Biggert
Bilirakis

Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Black
Blumenauer
Bonner
Brown (FL)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Cantor
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan

Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Price (GA)
Quayle
Rahall
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Reyes
Richardson
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Rothman (NJ)
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schiff
Schmidt
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Sires
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Sullivan
Sutton
Thornberry
Towns
Upton
Webster
Weiner
West
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)
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Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Cicilline
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Cole
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
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Costello
Courtney
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Crowley
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
DeGette
DeLauro
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dicks
Dingell
Dold
Dreier
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers
Emerson
Eshoo
Farr
Filner
Fincher
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Graves (MO)
Green, Al
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grijalva
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayworth
Heck
Heinrich
Hensarling
Himes
Hinchey
Hirono
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hurt
Jackson (IL)

Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kildee
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Kucinich
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Langevin
Lankford
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren, Zoe
Long
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Luján
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Maloney
Markey
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Mica
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moran
Mulvaney
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Noem
Nunnelee
Olver
Owens
Palazzo
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis

Pompeo
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reed
Ribble
Richmond
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Roybal-Allard
Runyan
Rush
Sánchez, Linda
T.
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schilling
Schock
Scott (SC)
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Stivers
Stutzman
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Tiberi
Tipton
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Van Hollen
Velázquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Yoder

NOT VOTING—14
Chaffetz
Chu
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez

Lucas
Manzullo
Myrick
Schwartz
Slaughter

Tierney
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters

b 1855
Mr. NEAL and Mrs. MALONEY
changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’
Messrs. ROGERS of Michigan and
BROOKS changed their vote from ‘‘no’’
to ‘‘aye.’’
So the amendment was rejected.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
Mr. ADERHOLT. 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.
FLEISCHMANN) having assumed the
chair, Mr. DREIER, Chairman of the
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Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, reported that that
Committee, having had under consideration the bill (H.R. 2017) making appropriations for the Department of Homeland Security for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2012, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon.
f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 2055, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND VETERANS AFFAIRS
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 112–97) on the resolution (H.
Res. 288) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 2055) making appropriations for military construction, the Department of Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.
f

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2012
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant to House Resolution 287 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. 2017.
b 1858
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.
2017) making appropriations for the Department of Homeland Security for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2012,
and for other purposes, with Mr. DOLD
(Acting Chair) in the chair.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The Acting CHAIR. When the Committee of the Whole House rose earlier
today, the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CUELLAR)
had been disposed of, and the bill had
been read through page 6, line 22.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Alabama is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama for the purpose
of a colloquy.
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. I want to
thank Chairman ADERHOLT, my good
friend from Alabama, for yielding.
Mr. Chairman, I commend you for
bringing this important legislation to
the floor and for your hard work during
these difficult budget times. As chairman of the subcommittee with sole authorizing jurisdiction over the Transportation Security Administration in
the House, I welcome our continued
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collaboration on transportation security issues.
Specifically today, I want to discuss
with you the need to increase the number of explosive detection canines within TSA for aviation and surface transportation security. Within the area of
passenger screening, we all know that
explosive detection canines are one of
the most effective screening means,
and they do it without many of the
concerns and costs of other types of detection technology.
b 1900
They do not impede the flow of traffic, and they avoid privacy concerns because they do not come into direct contact with passengers.
We know that the military canine
units in Iraq and Afghanistan can detect improvised explosive devices with
an 80 percent rate, much higher than
the 50 percent expected from those
units with other technologies.
And for all the good that canines do,
they do it at a better price than other
technologies. If there is a better, more
cost-efficient option to increasing canines, I am open to any suggestion.
In fact, according to published reports, the elite Navy SEAL team that
killed Osama bin Laden likely carried
at least one canine with them on that
mission into Pakistan. Surely, then,
canines can and do provide invaluable
bomb detection services here at home.
Especially in these times of heightened terrorist threats, along with the
information that we gathered from
killing bin Laden, we need to prudently
increase the number of detection canines in TSA.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Chairman ROGERS, I
too look forward to continuing to work
with you on this issue involving the
TSA. I completely agree that the explosive detection canines are a cost-effective, proven critical part of the TSA
security. As we continue to work together on both appropriations and your
efforts on reauthorizing and transforming TSA, I look forward to exploring all of the potential options to utilize detection canines to patrol our
transportation systems.
Thank you for your work in making
our transportation systems more secure.
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Thank
you, Chairman ADERHOLT. I also want
to thank my colleague, Representative
JASON CHAFFETZ, for his work on this
issue and my friend and colleague, Representative SHEILA JACKSON LEE, for
her dedication to it as well.
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. BASS of New
Hampshire). The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:
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TITLE II
SECURITY, ENFORCEMENT, AND
INVESTIGATIONS
U.S. CUSTOMS AND BORDER PROTECTION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for enforcement of
laws relating to border security, immigration, customs, agricultural inspections and
regulatory activities related to plant and
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animal imports, and transportation of unaccompanied minor aliens; purchase and lease
of up to 8,000 (7,000 for replacement only) police-type vehicles; and contracting with individuals
for
personal
services
abroad;
$8,769,518,000, of which $3,274,000 shall be derived from the Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund for administrative expenses related to
the collection of the Harbor Maintenance
Fee pursuant to section 9505(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (26 U.S.C.
9505(c)(3))
and
notwithstanding
section
1511(e)(1) of the Homeland Security Act of
2002 (6 U.S.C. 551(e)(1)); of which not to exceed $45,000 shall be for official reception and
representation expenses; of which not less
than $287,901,000 shall be for Air and Marine
Operations; of which such sums as become
available in the Customs User Fee Account,
except sums subject to section 13031(f)(3) of
the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(f)(3)), shall be
derived from that account; of which not to
exceed $150,000 shall be available for payment
for rental space in connection with
preclearance operations; and of which not to
exceed $1,000,000 shall be for awards of compensation to informants, to be accounted for
solely under the certificate of the Secretary
of Homeland Security: Provided, That for fiscal year 2012, the overtime limitation prescribed in section 5(c)(1) of the Act of February 13, 1911 (19 U.S.C. 267(c)(1)) shall be
$35,000; and notwithstanding any other provision of law, none of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be available to compensate
any employee of U.S. Customs and Border
Protection for overtime, from whatever
source, in an amount that exceeds such limitation, except in individual cases determined
by the Secretary of Homeland Security, or
the designee of the Secretary, to be necessary for national security purposes, to prevent excessive costs, or in cases of immigration emergencies: Provided further, That the
Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit to the Committees on Appropriations of
the Senate and the House of Representatives,
at the time that the President’s budget is
submitted each year under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, a multi-year investment and management plan for Inspection and Detection Technology that identifies for each technology—
(1) the inventory of Inspection and Detection Technology by location and date of deployment;
(2) the proposed appropriations included in
the budget subdivided by the proposed appropriations for procurement, including quantity, deployment, and operations and maintenance;
(3) projected funding levels for procurement in quantity, deployment, and operations and maintenance for each of the next
three fiscal years; and
(4) a current acquisition program baseline
that—
(A) aligns the acquisition of each technology to mission requirements by defining
existing capabilities of comparable legacy
technology assets, identifying known capability gaps between such existing capabilities and stated mission requirements, and
explaining how the acquisition of each technology will address such known capability
gaps;
(B) defines life-cycle costs for each technology, including all associated costs of
major acquisitions systems infrastructure
and transition to operations, delineated by
purpose and fiscal year for the projected
service life of the technology; and
(C) includes a phase-out and decommissioning schedule delineated by fiscal year for
existing legacy technology assets that each
technology is intended to replace or recapitalize.
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 7, line 13, after the first dollar
amount, insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by
$1,000,000) (increased by $1,000,000)’’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes
in support of his amendment.
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment goes in and strikes out a
million dollars and inserts that million
dollars back in again and directs that,
in our dialogue here in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, for the purpose of taking out the lookout points, the spotter
locations that have been formed by the
drug smugglers on the U.S. side of the
border between primarily Arizona and
Mexico.
A number of times I have been down
to the border to review these lookout
posts, these spotter locations, and on
certain occasions I have climbed to the
top of those small mountains where
they overlook the transportation links
that we have the intersections, and the
drug smugglers have actually taken
paramilitary positions on top of these
mountains overlooking U.S. transportation for the purposes of being able to
warn their drug and people smugglers
when the Border Patrol and other law
enforcement are coming along the way.
I have gone to the top of these mountains with Border Patrol and with the
Shadow Wolves down there on the border and flown to the top of some of
these mountains to take the positions
that are taken by the spotters.
This is something that this Congress
has spoken to before. This amendment
has passed in the past, and what it does
is it directs the Border Patrol and their
security personnel to take those locations out, not to concede these tactical
locations inside the United States that
go as far up as Tucson and on north towards Phoenix.
And, in fact, about 4 years ago, I and
a couple of others put together a map
of these locations. I stood with some of
our law enforcement personnel, and I
said, Show me where on the map. They
started drawing X’s on the map. I took
it along the Arizona border, and when
we were done, I had over 75 locations of
mountaintops that were manned by
drug smuggling personnel. They are
supplied and resupplied, Mr. Chairman.
This Congress can’t tolerate those
kinds of locations here in the United
States, and I urge the adoption of my
amendment, which simply directs the
law enforcement personnel to use that
million dollars to take out the spotters
on the lookouts on the mountains that
control the transportation and let
smuggling happen within the United
States.
I urge adoption.
I yield back the balance of my time.
The Acting CHAIR. Does any Member
seek recognition?
Mr. ADERHOLT. I have no objection
and accept the gentleman’s amendment.

E:\CR\FM\K01JN7.148

H01JNPT1

June 1, 2011

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING).
The amendment was agreed to.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.
The Clerk read as follows:
AUTOMATION MODERNIZATION

For expenses for U.S. Customs and Border
Protection automated systems, $334,275,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2014,
of which not less than $140,000,000 shall be for
the development of the Automated Commercial Environment: Provided, That the Commissioner of U.S. Customs and Border Protection shall submit to the Committees on
Appropriations of the Senate and the House
of Representatives, not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, an
expenditure plan for the Automated Commercial Environment program including results to date, plans for the program, and a
list of projects with associated funding from
prior appropriations and provided by this
Act: Provided further, That the Secretary of
Homeland Security shall submit to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and
the House of Representatives, at the time
that the President’s budget is submitted
each year under section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code, a multi-year investment
and management plan for the funds made
available under this heading that includes—
(1) the proposed appropriations included
for each project and activity tied to mission
requirements, program management capabilities, performance levels, and specific capabilities and services to be delivered;
(2) the total estimated cost and projected
timeline of completion for all multi-year enhancements, modernizations, and new capabilities proposed in such budget or underway;
(3) a detailed accounting of operations and
maintenance and contractor services costs;
and
(4) current acquisition program baselines
for the Automated Commercial Environment
and TECS Modernization respectively, that—
(A) note and explain any deviations in
cost, performance parameters, schedule, or
estimated date of completion from the original acquisition program baseline;
(B) align these acquisition programs to
mission requirements by defining existing
capabilities, identifying known capability
gaps between such existing capabilities and
stated mission requirements, and explaining
how each increment will address such known
capability gaps; and
(C) define life-cycle costs for these programs.
BORDER SECURITY FENCING, INFRASTRUCTURE,
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AND TECHNOLOGY

For expenses for border security fencing,
infrastructure, and technology, $500,000,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2014:
Provided, That of the total amount made
available under this heading, $150,000,000
shall not be obligated until the Committees
on Appropriations of the Senate and the
House of Representatives receive a detailed
expenditure plan prepared by the Secretary
of Homeland Security, and submitted not
later than 90 days after the date of enactment of this Act, for a program to establish
and maintain a security barrier along the
borders of the United States, of fencing and
vehicle barriers where practicable, and of
other forms of fencing, tactical infrastructure, and technology: Provided further, That
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall
submit to the Committees on Appropriations
of the Senate and the House of Representatives, at the time that the President’s budget is submitted each year under section
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, a
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multi-year investment and management
plan for the Border Security Fencing, Infrastructure, and Technology account, that includes for each tactical infrastructure and
technology deployment—
(1) the funding level in that budget and
projected funding levels for each of the next
three fiscal years, including a description of
the purpose of such funding levels;
(2) the deployment plan, by border segment, that aligns each deployment to mission requirements by defining existing capabilities, identifying known capability gaps
between such existing capabilities and stated
mission requirements related to achieving
operational control, and explaining how each
tactical infrastructure or technology deployment will address such known capability
gaps; and
(3) a current acquisition program baseline
that—
(A) notes and explains any deviations in
cost, performance parameters, schedule, or
estimated date of completion from the most
recent acquisition program baseline approved by the Department of Homeland Security Acquisition Review Board;
(B) includes a phase-out and life-cycle recapitalization schedule delineated by fiscal
year for existing and new tactical infrastructure and technology deployments that each
deployment is intended to replace or recapitalize; and
(C)
includes
qualitative
performance
metrics that assess the effectiveness of new
and existing tactical infrastructure and
technology deployments and inform the next
multi-year investment and management
plan related to achieving operational control
of the Northern and Southwest borders of the
United States.
AIR AND MARINE INTERDICTION, OPERATIONS,
MAINTENANCE, AND PROCUREMENT
For necessary expenses for the operations,
maintenance, and procurement of marine
vessels, aircraft, unmanned aircraft systems,
and other related equipment of the air and
marine program, including operational
training and mission-related travel, the operations of which include the following: the
interdiction of narcotics and other goods;
the provision of support to Federal, State,
and local agencies in the enforcement or administration of laws enforced by the Department of Homeland Security; and at the discretion of the Secretary of Homeland Security, the provision of assistance to Federal,
State, and local agencies in other law enforcement and emergency humanitarian efforts, $499,966,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2014: Provided, That no aircraft
or other related equipment, with the exception of aircraft that are one of a kind and
have been identified as excess to U.S. Customs and Border Protection requirements
and aircraft that have been damaged beyond
repair, shall be transferred to any other Federal agency, department, or office outside of
the Department of Homeland Security during fiscal year 2012 without the prior approval of the Committees on Appropriations
of the Senate and the House of Representatives: Provided further, That the Secretary of
Homeland Security shall report to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and
the House of Representatives, not later than
90 days after the date of enactment of this
Act, on the update to the five-year strategic
plan for the air and marine program directed
in conference report 109–241 accompanying
Public Law 109–90 that addresses missions,
structure, operations, equipment, facilities,
and resources including deployment and
command and control requirements, and includes a recapitalization plan with milestones and funding, and a detailed staffing
plan with associated costs to achieve full
staffing to meet all mission requirements.
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CONSTRUCTION AND FACILITIES MANAGEMENT

For necessary expenses to plan, acquire,
construct, renovate, equip, furnish, operate,
manage, oversee, administer, and maintain
buildings and facilities and to provide facilities solutions and related infrastructure
along with program management support
necessary for the administration and enforcement of the laws relating to customs,
immigration,
and
border
security,
$234,096,000, to remain available until September 30, 2016: Provided, That the Commissioner of U.S. Customs and Border Protection shall submit an expenditure plan to the
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate
and the House of Representatives not later
than 60 days after the date of enactment of
this Act for the projects funded under this
heading: Provided further, That the Secretary
of Homeland Security shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate
and the House of Representatives, at the
time that the President’s budget is submitted each year under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, an inventory of
the real property of the U.S. Customs and
Border Protection and a plan for each activity and project proposed for funding under
this heading that includes the full cost by
fiscal year of each activity and project proposed and underway in fiscal year 2013.

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. Does the gentleman from Michigan seek unanimous
consent to have his amendment considered out of order at this point?
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Yes.
The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection?
Mr. ADERHOLT. I object.
The Acting CHAIR. Objection is
heard.
The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:
U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS
ENFORCEMENT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for enforcement of
immigration and customs laws, detention
and removals, and investigations; and purchase and lease of up to 3,790 (2,350 for replacement
only)
police-type
vehicles;
$5,522,474,000, of which not to exceed $7,500,000
shall be available until expended for conducting special operations under section 3131
of the Customs Enforcement Act of 1986 (19
U.S.C. 2081); of which not to exceed $15,000
shall be for official reception and representation expenses; of which not to exceed
$2,000,000 shall be for awards of compensation
to informants, to be accounted for solely
under the certificate of the Secretary of
Homeland Security; of which not less than
$305,000 shall be for promotion of public
awareness of the child pornography tipline
and activities to counter child exploitation;
of which not less than $5,400,000 shall be used
to facilitate agreements consistent with section 287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1357(g)); and of which not
to exceed $11,216,000 shall be available to
fund or reimburse other Federal agencies for
the costs associated with the care, maintenance, and repatriation of smuggled aliens
unlawfully present in the United States: Provided, That none of the funds made available
under this heading shall be available to compensate any employee for overtime in an annual amount in excess of $35,000, except that
the Secretary, or the designee of the Secretary, may waive that amount as necessary
for national security purposes and in cases of
immigration emergencies: Provided further,
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That of the total amount provided, $15,770,000
shall be for activities to enforce laws against
forced child labor, of which not to exceed
$6,000,000 shall remain available until expended: Provided further, That of the total
amount available, not less than $1,600,000,000
shall be available to identify aliens convicted of a crime who may be deportable and
aliens who may pose a serious risk to public
safety or national security who may be deportable, and to remove them from the
United States once they are judged deportable, of which $194,064,000 shall remain available until September 30, 2013: Provided further, That the Assistant Secretary of Homeland Security for U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement shall report to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and
the House of Representatives, not later than
45 days after the end of each quarter of the
fiscal year, on progress in implementing the
preceding proviso and the funds obligated
during that quarter to make such progress:
Provided further, That the Secretary shall
prioritize the identification and removal of
aliens convicted of a crime by the severity of
that crime: Provided further, That the funding made available under this heading shall
maintain a level of not less than 34,000 detention beds through September 30, 2012: Provided further, That of the total amount provided, not less than $2,750,843,000 is for detention and removal operations, including
transportation of unaccompanied minor
aliens: Provided further, That of the total
amount provided, $10,300,000 shall remain
available until September 30, 2013, for the
Visa Security Program: Provided further,
That none of the funds provided under this
heading may be used to continue a delegation of law enforcement authority authorized under section 287(g) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1357(g)) if the
Department of Homeland Security Inspector
General determines that the terms of the
agreement governing the delegation of authority have been violated: Provided further,
That none of the funds provided under this
heading may be used to continue any contract for the provision of detention services
if the two most recent overall performance
evaluations received by the contracted facility are less than ‘‘adequate’’ or the equivalent median score in any subsequent performance evaluation system: Provided further, That nothing under this heading shall
prevent U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement from exercising those authorities
provided under immigration laws (as defined
in section 101(a)(17) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(17))) during
priority operations pertaining to aliens convicted of a crime.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I
had an amendment on page 12.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Iowa should be advised that the
reading has progressed beyond that
point in the bill.
Does the gentleman have an amendment to this portion of the bill?
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent to take up the
amendment on page 12.
Mr. DICKS. I object.
The Acting CHAIR. The Chair hears
objection.
Does the gentleman have an amendment to this portion of the bill?
Mr. KING of Iowa. No, sir.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will report the amendment.
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The Clerk read as follows:
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)
(increased by $1,000,000)’’.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.
The gentleman from Iowa is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman,
this amendment is an amendment that
strikes $1 million and puts a million
back in. It’s an amendment that has
been before this Congress before. It’s
one that supports the Shadow Wolves,
and the Shadow Wolves are a part of
CBP. They are stationed at Sells, Arizona. They are within, mostly the
Tohono O’odham reservation.
They are Native Americans that defend our border and interact culturally
and regionally in that area. They have
been very, very effective. Their numbers have gone up, approaching 20, but
their numbers have diminished now
down to only five Shadow Wolves left.
They have been excellent about tracking smugglers through the desert.
They have been very effective in law
enforcement, and they have been shifted back and forth out of Border Patrol
into Customs and Border Protection in
the past, but still their numbers are reduced, and this is $1 million that directs them to go forward and expand
the Shadow Wolves again, to sustain
them.
I think it’s a compliment to the Native Americans all across this country,
the effectiveness the Shadow Wolves
have provided on the border. Again, I
have been down to visit them a number
of times, watched them in action, participated with them in action.
b 1910
Actually with Shadow Wolves, we did
a one-strut landing of a Blackhawk on
top of those lookout points that were
my previous amendment.
And so I urge this Congress to take
action today to preserve what’s left of
the Shadow Wolves, the five that are
there, and encourage and direct that
there be the employees added to those
works. If we let that funding reduce
any further, the Shadow Wolves are
gone probably forever, and their effectiveness has been something that’s
been a challenge to the rest of law enforcement along the border.
I urge the adoption of my amendment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Chairman, I
withdraw the point of order and accept
the gentleman’s amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. The reservation
is withdrawn.
The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING).
The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BARROW

Mr. BARROW. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)’’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Georgia is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his amendment.
Mr. BARROW. Mr. Chairman, I recently returned from a trip to our
southern border at the invitation of
our colleague, GABRIELLE GIFFORDS.
While I think it’s fair to say that advances have been made since my most
recent trip to the border in 2007, I feel
it’s also necessary to report that significant challenges remain.
Successful border security requires a
multi-pronged strategy. We need the
physical presence of boots on the
ground. We need to enforce the laws on
the books to deny benefits to those
who are here illegally, and we need to
identify illegal immigrants who may
pose a serious risk to public safety or
national security and deport them.
One of our main tools in identifying
those public safety risks is the Law Enforcement Support Center, or the
LESC. The LESC serves as a clearinghouse for local law enforcement officials, providing real-time information
and help on immigration status of illegal immigrants suspected, arrested, or
convicted of criminal activity.
In fiscal year 2010, the LESC fielded
over 1 million requests for information
from local law enforcement, and recent
changes to State law will surely increase those requests. My amendment
expresses the intent of Congress to
prioritize LESC funding, and I urge my
colleagues to support it.
With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.
Mr. ADERHOLT. I have no objection
and accept the gentleman’s amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. BARROW).
The amendment was agreed to.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.
The Clerk read as follows:
AUTOMATION MODERNIZATION

For expenses of immigration and customs
enforcement automated systems, $23,860,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2016:
Provided, That the Secretary of Homeland
Security shall submit to the Committees on
Appropriations of the Senate and the House
of Representatives, at the time that the
President’s budget is submitted each year
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United
States Code, a multi-year investment and
management plan for funds made available
under this heading that includes—
(1) the proposed appropriations included
for each project and activity tied to mission
requirements and outcomes, program management capabilities, performance levels,
and specific capabilities and services to be
delivered;
(2) the total estimated cost and projected
timeline of completion for all multi-year enhancements, modernizations, and new capabilities proposed in such budget or underway;
(3) a detailed accounting of operations and
maintenance and contractor services costs;
and
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(4) current acquisition program baselines
for Atlas and TECS Modernization respectively, that—
(A) note and explain any deviations in
cost, performance parameters, schedule, or
estimated date of completion from the original acquisition program baseline;
(B) align these acquisition programs to
mission requirements by defining existing
capabilities, identifying known capability
gaps between such existing capabilities and
stated mission requirements, and explaining
how each increment will address such known
capability gaps; and
(C) define life-cycle costs for these programs.
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
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AVIATION SECURITY

For necessary expenses of the Transportation Security Administration related to
providing civil aviation security services
pursuant to the Aviation and Transportation
Security Act (Public Law 107–71; 115 Stat.
597; 49 U.S.C. 40101 note), $5,224,556,000, of
which $1,692,000,000 shall be available until
September 30, 2013, and of which not to exceed $10,000 shall be for official reception and
representation expenses: Provided, That of
the total amount made available under this
heading, not to exceed $4,155,813,000 shall be
for screening operations, of which $555,003,000
shall be for explosives detection systems; of
which $181,285,000 shall be for checkpoint
support; and not to exceed $1,068,743,000 shall
be for aviation security direction and enforcement: Provided further, That of the
amount made available in the preceding proviso for explosives detection systems,
$222,738,000 shall be available for the purchase and installation of such systems, of
which not less than 10 percent shall be available for the purchase and installation of certified explosives detection systems at
medium- and small-sized airports: Provided
further, That notwithstanding section 44923
of title 49, United States Code, for fiscal year
2012 any funds in the Aviation Security Capital Fund established by section 44923(h) of
title 49, United States Code, may be used for
the procurement and installation of explosives detection systems or for the issuance of
other transaction agreements for the purpose of funding projects described in section
44923(a): Provided further, That none of the
funds made available in this Act may be used
for any recruiting or hiring of personnel into
the Transportation Security Administration
that would cause the agency to exceed a
staffing level of 46,000 full-time equivalent
screeners: Provided further, That the preceding proviso shall not apply to personnel
hired as part-time employees: Provided further, That not later than 90 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Homeland Security shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate
and the House of Representatives a detailed
report on—
(1) the Department of Homeland Security
efforts and resources being devoted to develop more advanced integrated passenger
screening technologies for the most effective
security of passengers and baggage at the
lowest possible operating and acquisition
costs;
(2) how the Transportation Security Administration is deploying its existing passenger and baggage screener workforce in
the most cost effective manner; and
(3) labor savings from the deployment of
improved technologies for passenger and
baggage screening and how those savings are
being used to offset security costs or reinvested to address security vulnerabilities:
Provided further, That any award to deploy
explosives detection systems shall be based
on risk, the airport’s current reliance on
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other screening solutions, lobby congestion
resulting in increased security concerns,
high injury rates, airport readiness, and increased cost effectiveness: Provided further,
That security service fees authorized under
section 44940 of title 49, United States Code,
shall be credited to this appropriation as offsetting collections and shall be available
only for aviation security: Provided further,
That the sum appropriated under this heading from the general fund shall be reduced on
a dollar-for-dollar basis as such offsetting
collections are received in fiscal year 2012, so
as to result in a final fiscal year appropriation under this heading from the general
fund of not more than $3,194,556,000: Provided
further, That any security service fees collected in excess of the amount made available under this heading shall be available for
fiscal year 2013: Provided further, That Members of the House of Representatives and the
Senate, including the leadership; the heads
of Federal agencies and commissions, including the Secretary, Deputy Secretary, Under
Secretaries, and Assistant Secretaries of the
Department of Homeland Security; the Attorney General, Deputy Attorney General,
Assistant Attorneys General, and United
States Attorneys; and senior members of the
Executive Office of the President, including
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget shall not be exempt from Federal
passenger and baggage screening.
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION SECURITY
For necessary expenses of the Transportation Security Administration related to
surface transportation security activities,
$129,748,000, to remain available until September 30, 2013.
TRANSPORTATION THREAT ASSESSMENT AND
CREDENTIALING
For necessary expenses for the development and implementation of screening programs of the Office of Transportation Threat
Assessment and Credentialing, $183,954,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2013.
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY SUPPORT
For necessary expenses of the Transportation Security Administration related to
providing transportation security support
and intelligence pursuant to the Aviation
and Transportation Security Act (Public
Law 107–71; 115 Stat. 597; 49 U.S.C. 40101
note), $1,032,790,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2013: Provided, That the Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and the House of Representatives detailed expenditure plans for air cargo security, checkpoint support, and explosives detection systems procurement, refurbishment,
and installation on an airport-by-airport
basis for fiscal year 2013: Provided further,
That these plans shall be submitted not later
than 60 days after the date of enactment of
this Act.
FEDERAL AIR MARSHALS
For necessary expenses of the Federal Air
Marshals, $961,375,000.
COAST GUARD
OPERATING EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for the operation
and maintenance of the Coast Guard, not
otherwise provided for, purchase or lease of
not to exceed 25 passenger motor vehicles,
which shall be for replacement only; purchase or lease of small boats for contingent
and emergent requirements (at a unit cost of
no more than $700,000) and repairs and service-life replacements, not to exceed a total of
$28,000,000; purchase or lease of boats necessary for overseas deployments and activities; minor shore construction projects not
exceeding $1,000,000 in total cost at any loca-
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tion; payments pursuant to section 156 of
Public Law 97–377 (42 U.S.C. 402 note; 96 Stat.
1920);
and
recreation
and
welfare;
$7,071,061,000, of which $598,278,000 shall be for
defense-related
activities,
of
which
$258,278,000 is designated as being for the
global war on terrorism pursuant to section
301 of H. Con. Res. 34 (112th Congress); of
which $24,500,000 shall be derived from the
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to carry out
the purposes of section 1012(a)(5) of the Oil
Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5));
and of which not to exceed $20,000 shall be for
official reception and representation expenses: Provided, That none of the funds
made available by this Act shall be for expenses incurred for recreational vessels
under section 12114 of title 46, United States
Code, except to the extent fees are collected
from owners of yachts and credited to this
appropriation: Provided further, That the
Coast Guard shall comply with the requirements of section 527 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (10
U.S.C. 4331 note) with respect to the Coast
Guard Academy: Provided further, That of the
funds provided under this heading, $75,000,000
shall be withheld from obligation for Coast
Guard Headquarters Directorates until (1) a
revised future-years capital investment plan
for fiscal years 2012 through 2016, as specified
under the heading ‘‘Coast Guard, Acquisition, Construction, and Improvements’’ of
this Act, that is reviewed by the Comptroller
General of the United States; (2) the fiscal
year 2012 second quarter acquisition report;
and (3) the polar operations high latitude
study are submitted to the Committees on
Appropriations of the Senate and the House
of Representatives: Provided further, That
funds made available under this heading designated as being for the global war on terrorism pursuant to section 301 of H. Con.
Res. 34 (112th Congress) may be allocated by
program, project, and activity, notwithstanding section 503 of this Act.
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE AND
RESTORATION

For necessary expenses to carry out the
environmental compliance and restoration
functions of the Coast Guard under chapter
19 of title 14, United States Code, $10,198,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2016:
Provided, That an expenditure plan that
itemizes the costs associated with each
project identified in the Coast Guard’s Environmental Compliance and Restoration
backlog report dated April 11, 2011, shall be
included at the time that the President’s
budget is submitted each year under section
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, to the
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate
and the House of Representatives.
RESERVE TRAINING

For necessary expenses of the Coast Guard
Reserve, as authorized by law; operations
and maintenance of the Coast Guard reserve
program; personnel and training costs; and
equipment and services; $131,778,000.
ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, AND
IMPROVEMENTS

For necessary expenses of acquisition, construction, renovation, and improvement of
aids to navigation, shore facilities, vessels,
and aircraft, including equipment related
thereto, and maintenance, rehabilitation,
lease and operation of facilities and equipment, as authorized by law, $1,151,673,000, of
which $20,000,000 shall be derived from the
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to carry out
the purposes of section 1012(a)(5) of the Oil
Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)); of
which $427,691,000 shall be available until
September 30, 2016, to acquire, effect major
repairs to, renovate, or improve vessels,
small boats, and related equipment; of which

E:\CR\FM\A01JN7.059

H01JNPT1

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

H3860

$328,900,000 shall be available until September 30, 2014, to acquire, effect major repairs to, renovate, or improve aircraft or increase
aviation
capability;
of
which
$171,140,000 shall be available until September 30, 2014, for other equipment; of
which $116,000,000 shall be available until
September 30, 2016, for shore, infrastructure,
military housing, and aids to navigation facilities, including waterfront facilities at
Navy installations used by the Coast Guard,
of which $14,000,000 may be derived from the
Coast Guard Housing Fund, established
under section 687 of title 14, United States
Code; and of which $107,942,000 shall be available for personnel compensation and benefits
and related costs: Provided, That the Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and the House of Representatives, at
the time that the President’s budget is submitted each year under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, a future-years
capital investment plan for the Coast Guard
that identifies for each requested capital
asset—
(1) the proposed appropriations included in
that budget;
(2) the total estimated cost of completion,
including and clearly delineating the costs of
associated major acquisition systems infrastructure and transition to operations;
(3) projected funding levels for each fiscal
year for the next five fiscal years or until acquisition program baseline or project completion, whichever is earlier;
(4) an estimated completion date at the
projected funding levels; and
(5) a current acquisition program baseline
for each capital asset, as applicable, that—
(A) includes the total acquisition cost of
each asset, subdivided by fiscal year and including a detailed description of the purpose
of the proposed funding levels for each fiscal
year, including for each fiscal year funds requested for design, pre-acquisition activities,
production,
structural
modifications,
missionization, post-delivery, and transition
to operations costs;
(B) includes a detailed project schedule
through completion, subdivided by fiscal
year, that details—
(i) quantities planned for each fiscal year;
and
(ii) major acquisition and project events,
including development of operational requirements, contracting actions, design reviews, production, delivery, test and evaluation, and transition to operations, including
necessary training, shore infrastructure, and
logistics;
(C) notes and explains any deviations in
cost, performance parameters, schedule, or
estimated date of completion from the original acquisition program baseline and the
most recent baseline approved by the Department of Homeland Security’s Acquisition Review Board, if applicable;
(D) aligns the acquisition of each asset to
mission requirements by defining existing
capabilities of comparable legacy assets,
identifying known capability gaps between
such existing capabilities and stated mission
requirements, and explaining how the acquisition of each asset will address such known
capability gaps;
(E) defines life-cycle costs for each asset
and the date of the estimate on which such
costs are based, including all associated
costs of major acquisitions systems infrastructure and transition to operations, delineated by purpose and fiscal year for the projected service life of the asset;
(F) includes the earned value management
system summary schedule performance
index and cost performance index for each
asset, if applicable; and
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(G) includes a phase-out and decommissioning schedule delineated by fiscal year for
each existing legacy asset that each asset is
intended to replace or recapitalize:
Provided further, That the Secretary shall ensure that amounts specified in the futureyears capital investment plan are consistent,
to the maximum extent practicable, with
proposed appropriations necessary to support
the programs, projects, and activities of the
Coast Guard in the President’s budget as
submitted under section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code, for that fiscal year: Provided further, That any inconsistencies between the capital investment plan and proposed appropriations shall be identified and
justified: Provided further, That subsections
(a) and (b) of section 6402 of Public Law 110–
28 shall apply with respect to the amounts
made available under this heading.
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND
EVALUATION

For necessary expenses for applied scientific research, development, test, and evaluation; and for maintenance, rehabilitation,
lease, and operation of facilities and equipment; as authorized by law; $12,779,000, to remain available until September 30, 2016, of
which $500,000 shall be derived from the Oil
Spill Liability Trust Fund to carry out the
purposes of section 1012(a)(5) of the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2712(a)(5)): Provided, That there may be credited to and
used for the purposes of this appropriation
funds received from State and local governments, other public authorities, private
sources, and foreign countries for expenses
incurred for research, development, testing,
and evaluation: Provided further, That a detailed expenditure plan for the amount requested under this heading shall be included
with the President’s annual budget submission.
RETIRED PAY

For retired pay, including the payment of
obligations otherwise chargeable to lapsed
appropriations for this purpose, payments
under the Retired Serviceman’s Family Protection and Survivor Benefits Plans, payment for career status bonuses, concurrent
receipts and combat-related special compensation under the National Defense Authorization Act, and payments for medical
care of retired personnel and their dependents under chapter 55 of title 10, United
States Code, $1,440,157,000, to remain available until expended.
UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the United
States Secret Service, including purchase of
not to exceed 652 vehicles for police-type use
for replacement only; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; purchase of motorcycles
made in the United States; hire of aircraft;
services of expert witnesses at such rates as
may be determined by the Director of the Secret Service; rental of buildings in the District of Columbia, and fencing, lighting,
guard booths, and other facilities on private
or other property not in Government ownership or control, as may be necessary to perform protective functions; payment of per
diem or subsistence allowances to employees
in cases in which a protective assignment on
the actual day or days of the visit of a
protectee requires an employee to work 16
hours per day or to remain overnight at a
post of duty; conduct of and participation in
firearms matches; presentation of awards;
travel of United States Secret Service employees on protective missions without regard to the limitations on such expenditures
in this or any other Act if approval is obtained in advance from the Committees on
Appropriations of the Senate and the House
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of Representatives; research and development; grants to conduct behavioral research
in support of protective research and operations; and payment in advance for commercial accommodations as may be necessary to
perform protective functions; $1,666,451,000,
of which not to exceed $25,000 shall be for official reception and representation expenses;
of which not to exceed $100,000 shall be to
provide technical assistance and equipment
to foreign law enforcement organizations in
counterfeit investigations; of which $2,366,000
shall be for forensic and related support of
investigations of missing and exploited children; and of which $6,000,000 shall be for a
grant for activities related to investigations
of missing and exploited children and shall
remain available until September 30, 2013:
Provided, That up to $18,000,000 for protective
travel shall remain available until September 30, 2013: Provided further, That up to
$12,307,000 for National Special Security
Events shall remain available until September 30, 2013: Provided further, That the
United States Secret Service is authorized to
obligate funds in anticipation of reimbursements from Federal agencies and entities, as
defined in section 105 of title 5, United States
Code, for personnel receiving training sponsored by the James J. Rowley Training Center, except that total obligations at the end
of the fiscal year shall not exceed total budgetary resources available under this heading
at the end of the fiscal year: Provided further,
That none of the funds made available under
this heading shall be available to compensate any employee for overtime in an annual amount in excess of $35,000, except that
the Secretary of Homeland Security, or the
designee of the Secretary, may waive that
amount as necessary for national security
purposes: Provided further, That none of the
funds made available to the United States
Secret Service by this Act or by previous appropriations Acts may be made available for
the protection of the head of a Federal agency other than the Secretary of Homeland Security: Provided further, That the Director of
the United States Secret Service may enter
into an agreement to provide such protection
on a fully reimbursable basis: Provided further, That of the total amount made available under this heading, $43,843,000, to remain available until September 30, 2014, is
for information integration and transformation: Provided further, That none of the
funds made available in the preceding proviso shall be obligated to purchase or install
information technology equipment until the
Chief Information Officer of the Department
of Homeland Security submits a report to
the Committees on Appropriation of the Senate and the House of Representatives certifying that all plans for such integration and
transformation are consistent with Department of Homeland Security enterprise architecture requirements: Provided further, That
none of the funds made available to the
United States Secret Service by this Act or
by previous appropriations Acts may be obligated for the purpose of opening a new permanent domestic or overseas office or location unless the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and the House of Representatives are notified 15 days in advance
of such obligation.
ACQUISITION, CONSTRUCTION, IMPROVEMENTS,
AND RELATED EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for acquisition,
construction, repair, alteration, and improvement of facilities, $6,780,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2016.
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TITLE III
PROTECTION, PREPAREDNESS,
RESPONSE, AND RECOVERY
NATIONAL PROTECTION AND PROGRAMS
DIRECTORATE
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

For salaries and expenses of the Office of
the Under Secretary for the National Protection and Programs Directorate, support for
operations, information technology, and the
Office of Risk Management and Analysis,
$42,511,000: Provided, That not to exceed $5,000
shall be for official reception and representation expenses.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROTECTION AND
INFORMATION SECURITY

rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

For necessary expenses for infrastructure
protection and information security programs and activities, as authorized by title
II of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6
U.S.C. 121 et seq.), $891,243,000: Provided, That
of the amount made available under this
heading, $219,420,500 may not be obligated for
the National Cyber Security Division program and $148,639,500 may not be obligated
for the Office of Infrastructure Protection
until the Committees on Appropriations of
the Senate and the House of Representatives
receive and approve a plan for expenditure
for each of these programs that describes the
strategic context of the programs, the specific goals and milestones set for the programs, and the funds allocated to achieving
each of those goals and milestones: Provided
further, That the Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit to the Committees on
Appropriations of the Senate and the House
of Representatives, at the time that the
President’s budget is submitted each year
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United
States Code, (1) an expenditure plan for the
Office of Infrastructure Protection and the
National Cyber Security Division that describes the strategic context of the programs, the specific goals and milestones set
for the programs, and the funds allocated to
achieving each of those goals and milestones
for the fiscal year being appropriated; and (2)
a multi-year investment and management
plan for the National Cybersecurity Protection System that identifies—
(1) the inventory of nests and sensors by location and date of deployment;
(2) the proposed appropriations included in
that budget for each increment sub-divided
by procurement, including quantity, deployment, and operations and maintenance;
(3) projected funding levels for procurements including quantity, deployment, and
operations and maintenance for each increment for each of the next five fiscal years;
and
(4) a current acquisition program baseline
that—
(A) aligns the acquisition to mission requirements by defining existing capabilities,
identifying known capability gaps between
such existing capabilities and stated mission
requirements, and explaining how the acquisition of each technology will address such
known capability gaps; and
(B) defines life-cycle costs for each technology, including all associated costs of
major acquisitions systems infrastructure
and transition to operations, delineated by
purpose and fiscal year for the projected
service life of the technology.
FEDERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE

The revenues and collections of security
fees credited to this account shall be available until expended for necessary expenses
related to the protection of Federally-owned
and leased buildings and for the operations
of the Federal Protective Service: Provided,
That the Director of the Federal Protective
Service shall include with the submission of
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the fiscal year 2013 budget a strategic human
capital plan that aligns fee collection to personnel requirements based on the current
threat assessment; Provided further, That an
expenditure plan for program, project, and
activity and by objective for fiscal year 2012
shall be provided to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and the House of
Representatives not later than 60 days after
the date of enactment of this Act: Provided
further, That an expenditure plan for program, project, and activity and by objective
for fiscal year 2013 shall be submitted at the
time that the President’s budget is submitted each year under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and the
House of Representatives.
UNITED STATES VISITOR AND IMMIGRANT
STATUS INDICATOR TECHNOLOGY

For necessary expenses for the United
States Visitor and Immigrant Status Indicator Technology program, as authorized by
section 110 of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of
1996 (8 U.S.C. 1365a), $297,402,000: Provided,
That of the total amount made available
under this heading, $194,295,000 is to remain
available until September 30, 2014: Provided
further, That of the total amount provided,
$50,000,000 may not be obligated for the
United States Visitor and Immigrant Status
Indicator Technology program until the
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate
and the House of Representatives receive a
plan for expenditure, prepared by the Secretary of Homeland Security, not later than
90 days after the date of enactment of this
Act, that meets the statutory conditions
specified under this heading in Public Law
110–329: Provided further, That the Secretary
of Homeland Security shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate
and the House of Representatives, at the
time that the President’s budget is submitted each year under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, a multi-year investment and management plan for the
United States Visitor and Immigrant Status
Indicator Technology program that includes—
(1) the proposed appropriations for each activity tied to mission requirements and outcomes, program management capabilities,
performance levels, and specific capabilities
and services to be delivered, noting any deviations in cost or performance from the prior
fiscal year expenditure or investment and
management plan;
(2) the total estimated cost, projected
funding by fiscal year, and projected
timeline of completion for all enhancements,
modernizations, and new capabilities proposed in such budget and underway, including and clearly delineating associated efforts
and funds requested by other agencies within
the Department of Homeland Security and in
the Federal Government, and detailing any
deviations in cost, performance, schedule, or
estimated date of completion provided in the
prior fiscal year expenditure or investment
and management plan; and
(3) a detailed accounting of operations and
maintenance, contractor services, and program costs associated with the management
of identity services.
OFFICE OF HEALTH AFFAIRS
For necessary expenses of the Office of
Health
Affairs,
$165,949,000;
of
which
$30,171,000 is for salaries and expenses and
$115,164,000 is for BioWatch operations: Provided, That $45,615,000 shall remain available
until September 30, 2013, for biosurveillance,
BioWatch Generation 3, chemical defense,
medical and health planning and coordination, and workforce health protection: Provided further, That not to exceed $3,000 shall

PO 00000

Frm 00053

Fmt 0636

Sfmt 0634

be for official reception and representation
expenses: Provided further, That an expenditure plan for program, project, and activity
and by objective for fiscal year 2012 shall be
provided to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and the House of Representatives not later than 60 days after the
date of enactment of this Act: Provided further, That an expenditure plan for program,
project, and activity and by objective for
each fiscal year shall be submitted at the
time that the President’s budget is submitted each year under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and the
House of Representatives.
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

For necessary expenses for management
and administration of the Federal Emergency Management Agency, $707,298,000, including activities authorized by the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4001 et
seq.), the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief
and Emergency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C.
5121 et seq.), the Cerro Grande Fire Assistance Act of 2000 (division C, title I, 114 Stat.
583), the Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act
of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7701 et seq.), the Defense
Production Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2061 et
seq.), sections 107 and 303 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 404, 405), Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.),
the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C.
101 et seq.), and the Post-Katrina Emergency
Management Reform Act of 2006 (Public Law
109–295): Provided, That not to exceed $3,000
shall be for official reception and representation expenses: Provided further, That the Secretary of Homeland Security shall submit an
expenditure plan detailed by office for the
Federal Emergency Management Agency to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and the House of Representatives at
the time that the President’s budget is submitted each year under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code: Provided further,
That of the total amount made available
under this heading, not to exceed $5,863,000
shall remain available until September 30,
2013, for capital improvements at the Mount
Weather Emergency Operations Center: Provided further, That of the total amount made
available under this heading, $35,250,000 shall
be for the Urban Search and Rescue Response System, of which not to exceed
$1,600,000 may be made available for administrative costs; and $5,493,000 shall be for the
Office of National Capital Region Coordination: Provided further, That for purposes of
planning, coordination, execution, and decision-making related to mass evacuation during a disaster, the Governors of the State of
West Virginia and the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, or their designees, shall be incorporated into efforts to integrate the activities of Federal, State, and local governments in the National Capital Region, as defined in section 882 of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (Public Law 107–296).
STATE AND LOCAL PROGRAMS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For grants, contracts, cooperative agreements, and other activities, $1,000,000,000,
which shall be distributed at the discretion
of the Secretary of Homeland Security based
on the following authorities:
(1) The State Homeland Security Grant
Program under section 2004 of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 605).
(2) The Urban Area Security Initiative
under section 2003 of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 604), notwithstanding
subsection (c)(1) of such section, funds provided under this paragraph may be used for
grants to organizations (as described under
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section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 and exempt from tax section 501(a) of
such code) determined by the Secretary to be
at high risk of a terrorist attack.
(3) The Metropolitan Medical Response
System under section 635 of the Post-Katrina
Emergency Management Reform Act of 2006
(6 U.S.C. 723).
(4) The Citizen Corps Program, notwithstanding the requirements of subtitle A of
title XX of the Homeland Security Act of
2002 (6 U.S.C. 603 et seq.).
(5) The Public Transportation Security Assistance and Railroad Security Assistance,
under sections 1406 and 1513 of the Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 Commission Act of 2007 (6 U.S.C. 1135 and 1163):
Provided, That such public transportation security assistance shall be provided directly
to public transportation agencies.
(6) Over-the-Road Bus Security Assistance
under section 1532 of the Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 Commission Act of
2007 (6 U.S.C. 1182).
(7) Port Security Grants in accordance
with 46 U.S.C. 70107.
(8) The Driver’s License Security Grants
Program in accordance with section 204 of
the REAL ID Act of 2005 (49 U.S.C. 30301
note).
(9) The Interoperable Emergency Communications Grant Program under section 1809
of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6
U.S.C. 579).
Provided, That of the amount provided
under this heading, $55,000,000 shall be for
Operation Stonegarden and $192,663,000 shall
be for training, exercises, technical assistance, and other programs, of which
$107,000,000 shall be for training of State,
local, and tribal emergency response providers: Provided further, That funds provided
under section 2003 of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 604) shall only be provided to the top 10 highest risk urban areas:
Provided further, That notwithstanding subsection (c)(4) of section 2004 of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 605), for fiscal
year 2012, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico
shall make available to local and tribal governments amounts provided to the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico under the State Homeland Security Grant Program in accordance
with subsection (c)(1) of such section 2004:
Provided further, That 10 percent of the
amounts provided under this heading shall
be transferred to ‘‘Federal Emergency Management Agency, Management and Administration’’ for program administration, and
the Secretary of Homeland Security shall
provide an expenditure plan for program administration to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and the House of
Representatives within 60 days after the date
of enactment of this Act: Provided further,
That the Secretary shall provide a detailed
expenditure plan for program administration
for each fiscal year to the Committees on
Appropriations of the Senate and the House
of Representatives at the time that the
President’s budget is submitted each year
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United
States Code: Provided further, That notwithstanding section 2008(a)(11) of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 609(a)(11)), or
any other provision of law, a grantee may
use not more than five percent of the
amount of a grant made available under this
heading for expenses directly related to administration of the grant: Provided further,
That for grants under paragraphs (1) through
(4), the applications for grants shall be made
available to eligible applicants not later
than 25 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, that eligible applicants shall submit applications not later than 90 days after
the grant announcement, and that the Administrator of the Federal Emergency Man-
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agement Agency shall act within 90 days
after receipt of an application: Provided further, That for grants awarded under paragraphs (5) through (9), the applications for
grants shall be made available to eligible applicants not later than 30 days after the date
of enactment of this Act, that eligible applicants shall submit applications within 45
days after the grant announcement, and that
the Federal Emergency Management Agency
shall act not later than 60 days after receipt
of an application: Provided further, That for
grants under paragraphs (1) and (2), the installation of communications towers is not
considered construction of a building or
other physical facility: Provided further, That
grantees shall provide reports on their use of
funds, as determined necessary by the Secretary: Provided further, That (a) the Center
for Domestic Preparedness may provide
training to emergency response providers
from the Federal Government, foreign governments, or private entities, if the Center is
reimbursed for the cost of such training, and
any reimbursement under this subsection
shall be credited to the account from which
the expenditure being reimbursed was made
and shall be available, without fiscal year
limitation, for the purposes for which
amounts in the account may be expended,
and (b) the head of the Center for Domestic
Preparedness shall ensure that any training
provided under (a) does not interfere with
the primary mission of the Center to train
State and local emergency response providers: Provided further, That not later than
60 days after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Administrator of the Federal Emergency Management Agency shall submit to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and the House of Representatives a
plan to expend by the end of fiscal year 2012
all unexpended balances of funds appropriated for fiscal years before fiscal year 2008
under this heading.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. RICHARDSON

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 47, line 10, after ‘‘heading’’ insert the
following: ‘‘at least $10,000,000 shall be for
Buffer
Zone
Protection
Plan
Grants,
$50,000,000 shall be for Port Security Grants,
$100,000,000 shall be for public Transportation
Security Assistance and Railroad Security
Assistance, $50,000,000 shall be for interoperable emergency communications, $42,337,000
shall be for the Metropolitan Medical Response System.’’.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentlewoman’s amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.
The Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from California for 5 minutes in
support of her amendment.
Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, as
former chair and current ranking member on the Homeland Security Emergency Preparedness Subcommittee and
member of the Transportation and Infrastructure Committee, I offer this
amendment in good faith to save lives
and to protect American citizens.
Like
my
Republican
colleague,
Chairman KING, I have a strong concern with the current appropriations
bill in its current form which in and of
itself could potentially cause dangerous threats to our national security
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by drastically cutting vital response
and prevention programs, leaving
Americans and their visitors vulnerable when we are most in time of need.
My amendment will make great
strides to remedy this danger by ensuring that the Department of Homeland
Security allocates $50 million for the
Port Security program, $100 million for
the Public Transportation Security Assistance and Railroad Security Assistance program, $50 million for Interoperable Emergency Communications
Grant program, $10 million for the
Buffer Zone Protection program, and
$42.3 million for the Metropolitan Medical Response System.
The Richardson amendment dedicates $252 million of the $1 billion authorized, all while still preserving the
chairman’s original intent by allowing
50 percent of those dollars to remain
flexible under the direction of what the
committee had originally provided and
also still maintaining the $247 million
that the committee designated for
Stonegarden and for training.
b 1920
Mr. Chairman, each and every day,
America faces threats to our national
security. Certainly, the most wellknown are the threats to our ports and
our transit systems, which I have particularly been focused on given the fact
that my district covers two of the largest ports in the entire United States.
However, these programs that I’ve
mentioned so far go beyond the LA
area. When you consider the recent tornadoes in Alabama and Missouri, the
floods in Tennessee, other natural disasters, and other large-scale emergency
situations facing our Nation, strong
and effective security and response programs are vital to the lives of all
Americans coast to coast. It therefore
seems counterintuitive and shortsighted to undermine port and rail security, medical response and communication efforts by cutting the grant
programs, or should I say, by not ensuring that these particular categories
have sufficient funds in them. My
amendment ensures that the funds will
be available for port and rail security
assistance grant programs.
Now, despite the recent strides that
we have made in the war on terror,
when we found bin Laden’s diary, we
learned that he was already in the
process of having discussions about attacking our transportation infrastructure system.
At the heart of American infrastructure and fundamental to the success of
our economy is clearly protecting our
ports and our rail system. These systems have been known to be targeted
in the past. All we have to think of is
Madrid, London and Tokyo. Across the
country, port and transit security
forces are already stretched to the
limit, and thanks to the substantial
cuts that were already made via the
end-of-the-year appropriations bill for
fiscal year 2011, their jobs were made
even more difficult as they were expected to do more with less. The same
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is true for other important State and
local grant programs, like the Metropolitan Medical Response System,
which aids emergency medical first responders and interoperable communications grants that are so important
to our first responders.
Finally, I also want to talk about the
buffer zone grants that are available,
which are important for people to understand. When you think ‘‘buffer,’’
you think maybe a sea area. Actually,
they are regional assessments that are
done to determine if critical infrastructure is properly protected. If it is
not, those grants go out of that particular area to fix it.
Thus, while prioritizing and dedicating 25 percent of the funds to fund
port and rail transit grants, medical
response programs and emergency communication efforts, my amendment
preserves the Secretary’s flexibility to
allocate funding as the committee had
initially directed.
Therefore, I urge my colleagues to
please withdraw their points of order,
and I ask the Chair to find my amendments in order where they are not cutting other programs or adding to the
deficit. I ask my colleagues to vote
‘‘yes’’ on this amendment and provide
these key elements of national security
the funding that they need.
I yield back the balance of my time.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentlelady’s argument, and I
am sympathetic; but I must insist upon
my point of order.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
will state his point of order.
Mr. CARTER. I make a point of order
against the amendment because it provides an appropriation for an unauthorized program and therefore violates
clause 2 of rule XXI. Clause 2 of rule
XXI states in pertinent part:
‘‘An appropriation . . . may not be in
order as an amendment . . . , for an expenditure not previously authorized by
law.’’
Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposes to appropriate funds for an earmark that is not authorized. The
amendment therefore violates clause 2
of rule XXI.
I ask for a ruling from the Chair.
The Acting CHAIR. The amendment
proposes to earmark certain funds in
the bill. Under clause 2(a) of rule XXI,
such an earmarking must be specifically authorized by law. The burden of
establishing authorization in law rests
with the proponent of the amendment.
Finding that this burden has not been
carried, the point of order is sustained,
and the amendment is not in order.
rfrederick on DSKD9S0YB1PROD with HOUSE

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. RICHARDSON

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 47, line 10, after ‘‘Stonegarden’’ insert
‘‘, $50,000,000 shall be for Interoperable Emergency Operations Grants,’’.
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Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentlewoman’s amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.
The gentlewoman from California is
recognized for 5 minutes in support of
her amendment.
Ms. RICHARDSON. I thank the Chair
for allowing me to explain my amendment to H.R. 2017. The Richardson
amendment directs $50 million in funding for the Interoperable Emergency
Communications Grant Program.
While the amendment is simple, it is
important to keep in mind that being
able to connect is a matter of life and
death. In this information age, it seems
inconceivable that this bill is suggesting that we would not invest in the
technology to allow our first responders to communicate with one another.
How many lives would have been
saved on 9/11 had New York firefighters
and police officers been able to communicate? In Joplin, Missouri, and in Alabama, every day that passes without
interoperable communications we put
American lives at risk—those who are
serving and those who are being served.
Now is the time for this investment.
We simply can’t afford to delay.
My amendment will help ensure that
public safety officials across the
United States would have the resources
needed to communicate with one another across jurisdictions and across
disciplines, hence, being able to prevent the unnecessary loss of life and
property in the event of a disaster
whether it’s natural or manmade. My
amendment recognizes the immense
importance of the Interoperable Emergency Communications Grant Program
and the work that is still required to
establish a nationwide infrastructure
for reliable emergency communications.
Mr. Chairman, when I talk about
interoperable equipment, I am looking
to preserve that when we have a first
responder who picks up a radio that he
or she will be able to get in touch with
the appropriate people to gain critical
information when it matters the most.
Throughout the United States, public
safety agencies—law enforcement, firefighters, emergency technicians, public
health officials, and others—often cannot communicate effectively with one
another even within the same jurisdiction or with other public safety agencies at the Federal, State and local levels when responding to emergencies.
As the ranking member of the Subcommittee on Emergency Preparedness, Response, and Communications, I
have worked tirelessly to ensure that
our communities’ first responders are
equipped with the best possible equipment. Interoperable communications
allow our Nation’s first responders to
communicate in realtime during an
emergency. It has been well-documented, including in the 9/11 Commission Report, that the lack of sufficient
handheld communications devices may
have contributed to the deaths of 343
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firefighters in New York City on September 11, 2001, when police could not
communicate effectively with firefighters prior to the collapse of the
Twin Towers. Similarly, the lack of
adequate equipment exacerbated the
difficulties in evacuating people during
Hurricane Katrina, where many could
have been saved if effective communications equipment were available not
only to public safety workers but to
transit authorities and others who
were involved in that evacuation. More
recent national catastrophes, including
the floods, tornadoes, tsunamis, and
beyond, clearly continue to make that
argument.
I ask of the chairman to find our
amendment in order, and I urge my
colleagues to join me in putting public
safety first over politics and to support
this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I must
insist upon my point of order.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
will state his point of order.
Mr. CARTER. I make a point of order
against the amendment because it provides an appropriation for an unauthorized program and therefore violates
clause 2 of rule XXI. Clause 2 of rule
XXI states in pertinent part:
‘‘An appropriation . . . may not be in
order as an amendment . . . , for an expenditure not previously authorized by
law . . . ’’
Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposes to appropriate funds for a program that is not authorized by law.
The amendment therefore violates
clause 2 of rule XXI.
I ask for a ruling of the Chair.
The Acting CHAIR. The Chair finds
that the proponent of the amendment
has not carried the burden of establishing that the appropriation in the
amendment is specifically authorized
by law.
The point of order is sustained.
b 1930
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CLARKE OF
MICHIGAN

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment at the desk.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 45, line 18, after ‘‘$1,000,000,000,’’ insert ‘‘and in addition $2,000,000,000 which is
hereby
transferred
from
unobligated
amounts provided under the heading ‘Afghanistan Security Forces Fund’ under title
IX of Public Law 112–10,’’.

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan (during the
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the
reading.
The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?
There was no objection.
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.
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The gentleman from Michigan is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chair,
this amendment provides $3 billion to
the State and local Homeland Security
grant program. The effect of this
amendment would be to fully restore
the funding of this program to fiscal
year 2010 levels. We have got to do this.
American families are at risk right
now. They are at risk of having their
homes and their businesses demolished,
of being injured or even killed, either
by a natural disaster as occurred in the
past few weeks as a tornado swept
across this country, or by a terrorist
attack, which is more likely to come
from within our borders.
So we need this funding to hire new
firefighters, police officers, emergency
medical providers and to properly
equip them, and to provide the radio
and communication systems that allow
our first responders to communicate
with their counterparts in other jurisdictions.
The problem is this: our local governments and our State governments
don’t have the money to fund homeland security investments. It is in part
because this Congress chose not to effectively address the foreclosure crisis.
The property values upon which our
locals are depending to fund first responders have fallen so dramatically,
they really don’t have the resources to
do this. It’s up to us. This Congress, it
is our duty to secure the safety of the
American people.
My amendment will do so by taking
a portion of the money, the billions of
dollars we spend overseas in Afghanistan to provide that country’s security.
I say let’s take a portion of that and
redirect it back home to protect Americans right here in our country because
it is American tax dollars in the first
place.
Mr. Chair, I appreciate your support,
and I urge this Committee to support
this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I continue to reserve my point of order.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
continues to reserve his point of order.
The gentleman from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, in
total, this bill provides $1.7 billion for
Homeland Security first responder
grants. Of that, the bill provides $1 billion for the Secretary to provide a program that addresses the highest need
and risk. However, as we are all aware,
not all programs are funded at the previous year’s level.
Several issues drove these reductions. First, as of today, almost a decade after the establishment of DHS,
there is no method of measuring what
our Nation is receiving for the $38 billion investment in DHS grants. There
are no metrics that indicate how much
safer we are today or how much safer
we will be if we provide additional
funds. This lack of quantitative meas-
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urement is intolerable, particularly in
today’s tight economic times.
Second, grant recipients are not
spending the funds that have been provided. Of the $38 billion provided for
the first responder grants, $13 billion
remained unspent. In these trying
times, we cannot afford to leave funds
sitting on the table when other programs need additional resources and
the debt skyrockets.
These cuts will not be easy, but they
are long overdue and necessary to address the out-of-control Federal spending. I urge my colleagues to oppose this
amendment.
POINT OF ORDER

Mr. CARTER. I must insist upon my
point of order.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
will state his point of order.
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against the amendment because it proposes to change existing law and constitutes legislation
in an appropriation bill and therefore
violates clause 2 of rule XXI. The rule
states in pertinent part: an amendment
to a general appropriation bill shall
not be in order if changing existing
law.
This amendment constitutes a transfer not permitted under rule XXI.
I ask for a ruling from the Chair.
The Acting CHAIR. Does any Member
wish to be heard on the point of order?
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. I would
like to address the point of order.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Michigan is recognized on the
point of order.
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chair,
what I heard is my amendment may
not be in accordance with the rule; but
I know one thing, it’s in accordance
with what we need in this country.
We need to take a share of that
money that we are spending in Afghanistan to secure those people to secure
our people here back home. That
money that you say is not being spent,
give it to me. The city of Detroit, we’ll
spend that money. We need the police
officers, the firefighters, the emergency medical providers and radios to
talk to each other.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
must confine his remarks to the point
of order.
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. I will do
so, Mr. Chair, and to that end, I ask
unanimous consent to withdraw my
amendment and will offer separate legislation to protect the American people. We need to redirect that money
from Afghanistan and bring it back
home. Our people need it. It is our
money in the first place.
The Acting CHAIR. Without objection, the amendment is withdrawn.
There was no objection.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CLARKE OF
MICHIGAN

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chair,
I offer an amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will report the amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
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Page 47, beginning at line 14, strike ‘‘Provided further, That funds provided under section 2003 of the Homeland Security Act of
2002 (6 U.S.C. 604) shall only be provided to
the top 10 highest risk urban areas:’’.

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan (during the
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the
reading.
The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Texas?
There was no objection.
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the gentleman’s amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.
The gentleman from Michigan is recognized for 5 minutes in support of his
amendment.
Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, what this amendment does is remove the restriction that the Urban
Areas Security Initiative funding
should be restricted to the top 10 urban
areas by risk. You see, there are other
metropolitan areas in this country
that I believe are at similar or even
higher risk of terrorist attack or damage through any other type of catastrophe.
The metro Detroit area is one of
those. That area, the area that I represent, has the busiest border crossing
in all of North America and has an
international airport. It has a huge
metropolitan population center. It has
the world headquarters of General Motors. We are at high risk of an attack;
but yet right now, according to the
Homeland Security risk metrics, we
are not rated in the top 10. We should
be eligible for this funding, as well as
other metropolitan areas.
Here’s the point: even though bin
Laden is now gone, we are still at risk
of a terrorist attack in this country.
But it is more than likely that terrorists will likely come from within the
borders. So the first defense we have
against terrorism or any other natural
disaster is our first responders. We
need more firefighters, more police officers, more emergency medical providers. They need to be properly
trained and have the equipment, the
radios and communication devices to
communicate with each other.
The best way to protect our citizens,
it is not spending it only overseas, all
of our tax dollars, but investing it
right here at home. This amendment
will make sure that urban areas that
are at high risk of an attack, such as
metro Detroit, get the funds that they
need.
The bottom line point is this: the
reason we should step in and support
our local units of government is because this Congress in the past did not
effectively address the foreclosure crisis which has really robbed local units
of government of their power to fund
their first responders. The property
values have dropped so low the money
isn’t even there.
I am asking Congress now: don’t turn
your back on this obligation to the
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American people. Let’s redirect money
to the Homeland Security budget, to
our first responders, our people there
at the first line of defense against an
attack from a terrorist or any type of
natural disaster that could impact our
people.
Mr. Chairman, I urge this committee’s support for this amendment, and I
yield back the balance of my time.
b 1940
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my reservation on the point of
order, and I rise in opposition to this
amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. CARTER. The bill before us
today is born out of the need for reform. It consolidates disparate grant
programs and provides discretion to
the Secretary. These reforms include
funding reductions, requirements for
measurement, and requirements for
spending languishing dollars.
The consolidation of this bill forces
the Secretary to examine the intelligence and risk and put scarce dollars
where they’re needed most, whether
it’s a port, rail, surveillance, or access
and hardening of projects, or whether
it is to high-risk urban areas or to
States, as opposed to reverse engineering projects to fill the amount designated for many programs or granting
funds to lower risk.
Additionally, as noted by the gentleman, the bill limits Urban Area Security Initiative grants to the top 10
highest cities. Again, this puts scarce
dollars to where they are needed most.
That means that cities like New York
are funded at significantly higher levels than other cities because they are
the highest-rent urban areas. I don’t
think anyone here can argue with that.
This does not mean lower-risk areas
will lose all funding. It just means that
funds will come from other programs
such as State homeland grants that are
risk and formula based.
I strongly urge my colleagues to support fiscal discipline by aligning funding with the areas of highest risk and
vote ‘‘no’’ on this amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, our
amendment would enhance public safety in communities across the country
by striking the provision in the bill
that would limit participation in the
Urban Area Security Initiative program to just 10 cities.
Homeland
Security
Secretary
Napolitano has said that the architecture of homeland security begins in the
homeland. The Urban Area Security
Initiative program protects the hometown by allowing first responders and
emergency officials to practice coordinating response scenarios across jurisdictional lines. Until recently, the pro-
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gram supported these crucial activities
in 64 communities, including my own,
judged by the Department of Homeland
Security to be vulnerable to terrorist
attack. That was until we decimated
the program by cutting 20 percent of
its funding in the continuing resolution.
Rather than allow all communities
to suffer cuts proportionately, the Department made matters worse by deciding to eliminate half of the 64 communities from the program, including
all four communities in upstate New
York. Let us not make a third mistake
this year by limiting participation in
this important program to even fewer
urban areas.
Mr. Chairman, my community of
western New York includes four international bridge crossings and the busiest passenger crossing at the northern
border; the largest electricity producer
in New York State; and the homegrown
al Qaeda terrorist cell, the Lackawanna Six. It sits along two Great
Lakes which contain the largest freshwater supply in the world, and it is
within a 500-mile radius of 55 percent of
the American population and 62 percent of the Canadian population.
For 8 years the Department evaluated western New York to be a highly
vulnerable area and thus eligible for
the Urban Area Security Initiative.
Now, this year the Department wants
to eliminate us from the program, and
this bill would codify that decision.
Why? What has changed? We are still
vulnerable, according to the Department’s own assessment, and we will
still need the resources to prevent and
respond to attacks.
Mr. Chairman, this body should not
prevent my community, or the other 54
communities the Department has
judged to be vulnerable, from this essential Homeland Security program. I
oppose this provision of the bill, and I
urge adoption of our amendment.
Mr. Chairman, finally, I would like to
thank the cosponsors of this amendment:
Representatives
BERKLEY,
TONKO, ELLISON, MOORE, WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, CAPPS, SLAUGHTER, CUELLAR,
FUDGE, and WILSON.
Now I would like to yield to the gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY).
Ms. BERKLEY. Thank you, Mr. HIGGINS.
Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Higgins amendment to eliminate a provision in this bill that would harm Las
Vegas, Phoenix, Denver, Miami, Atlanta, Baltimore, Detroit, and dozens
more cities around the country.
This bill before us would eliminate
any funding for the Urban Area Security Initiative for all but the top 10
highest-risk urban areas, leaving over
50 U.S. cities off the list, including my
own city of Las Vegas, one of the
greatest tourist destinations in the
world with over 37 million visitors a
year.
For almost a decade, the UASI program has worked to help cities prevent
and protect themselves from threats
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and acts of terrorism. Not too long ago,
over 60 U.S. cities received funding to
help them purchase equipment, develop
recovery plans, and implement counterterrorism strategies.
In my home city of Las Vegas, for example, we’ve created the Southern Nevada Counter Terrorism Center, where
18 State, local, and Federal agencies all
work together to detect and prevent
terrorists and other homeland security-related events. This kind of fusion
center is based on the recommendations of the 9/11 Commission to help
law enforcement agencies communicate more effectively so they can put
the pieces together that could prevent
attacks. UASI funding has been an essential part of that center, and cutting
off funding to that center now would
put their excellent and possibly lifesaving work at risk.
Southern Nevada is home to Nellis
Air Force Base and Hoover Dam and
some of the largest hotels on the planet. We know that some of the 9/11 terrorists visited Las Vegas before the
horrific attack on our Nation.
Mr. Chairman, after the capture and
killing of Osama bin Laden, we also
know that terrorists are increasingly
focusing their interests on mid-sized
cities rather than large cities. Many of
those would now not be receiving Federal funding were this provision to become law. This is being done when the
risk of retaliation by both homegrown
terrorists and al Qaeda and al Qaeda affiliates is very high. I implore my colleagues not to leave some of America’s
greatest cities vulnerable and without
the necessary funding to protect themselves.
At a time when States and local governments are struggling to balance
their budgets, we need help more than
ever to prevent and prepare against
terrorist attacks. This provision would
be salt to the wounds.
I urge support for this amendment.
The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman from New York has expired.
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from New York is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.
While I have serious misgivings
about the funding levels for FEMA first
responder grants, restoration of the
Urban Area Security Initiative to its
intended purpose is good policy. By
limiting UASI recipients to the 10
highest-risk
cities,
Chairman
ADERHOLT would ensure that UASI is
focused on addressing the unique planning, equipment, and training needs of
high-threat, high-density urban areas
in order to prevent, respond to, and recover from acts of terrorism against
the highest-risk American targets.
Originally distributed to seven metropolitan areas, UASI ballooned to 64
regions in FY10, many of which were
neither high threat nor high density.
By increasing the number of UASI recipients without additional funding,
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this amendment would deplete resources for cities most at risk for terrorist attacks.
b 1950
With intelligence about intent to attack the United States around the 10th
anniversary of September 11—which is
fast approaching—now is the time to
focus our resources where they are
most needed, not spread the wealth.
Every region, however—I want to
make it clear to my colleague—every
region is entitled to Federal security
resources, and that’s why the State
Homeland Security Grant program provides funding to each State and territory. However, in addition, Congress
has the responsibility to allocate funding to address unique needs, and UASI
was intentionally designed to protect
those densely populated areas most at
risk.
The 9/11 Commission said it best,
‘‘Federal Homeland Security assistance should not remain a program for
general revenue sharing; it should supplement State and local resources
based on the risks or vulnerabilities
that merit additional support. Congress should not use this money as a
pork barrel.’’
I want to make a couple of other
points, and I urge my colleagues to oppose this amendment for the following
reasons. For example, based on projections recently released by FEMA for
FY 2011, New York State will receive
more than $141 million in DHS funds
separate from UASI. Buffalo will be
one of five cities in New York to receive funding from the Metropolitan
Medical Response System; that’s $1.4
million for these cities. Further, Buffalo is scheduled to receive more than
$1.4 million from the Port Security
Grant program. In FY 2010, Erie County also received $940,000 from the Interoperable Emergency Communications
Grant program, a program which I had
a little bit to do to create. Lastly, the
Robert Moses Power Plant was previously awarded a buffer zone protection grant in FY 2007, only 58 percent
of which has been spent.
So I want to make it very clear—I
can go on. Michigan got $21,468,166, and
we have a whole list of what other cities have gotten and States because
they deserve that money. Every State,
region, and community is entitled to
Federal resources for homeland security. However, UASI was a program
that was not intended to spread the
wealth among every region. And other
DHS initiatives better address the
needs of most areas of the country.
So I urge my colleagues to oppose the
amendment.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the last word.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the amendment offered by
my colleague regarding the Urban Area
Security Initiative.
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As New Yorkers, we know firsthand
the absolutely critical role that our
State and local police and firefighters
play in preventing and responding to
attacks on the American homeland.
The Urban Area Security Initiative, or
UASI, administered by the Department
of Homeland Security, is a program focused on enhancing regional preparedness in high-risk areas by fostering
better communication and collaboration amongst local fire responders.
Given the struggles we have faced since
the crisis on Wall Street, these are
communities that increasingly cannot
afford to provide their citizens—our
citizens—with the same level of protection that UASI enables.
This bill, as written, arbitrarily restricts UASI to allow only 10 urban
areas to be eligible for the program,
and its funding, down from more than
60 in previous years. No one here today
would argue that Manhattan and Los
Angeles are undeserving of priority assistance. However, with this arbitrary
cap, we will endanger the progress that
many other high-risk urban areas have
made to protect our citizens from attacks and crises. We will threaten the
ability of these communities—including my community in upstate New
York—to safeguard our citizens.
We are making these cuts at home
while we pay hundreds of billions of
dollars each year for our military-industrial complex to fight an incredibly
expensive war in Afghanistan with the
aim of preventing terror attacks in
America. We are going to spend more
than $12 billion this year to build up
Afghan security forces while our own
security forces in Albany and the Capital Region and 50 other cities across
America are stripped of their funding
under UASI. Is our strategic thinking
that backwards, or is it just more lucrative to build a multibillion-dollar
army halfway around the world than to
help our police and firefighters here at
home protect and defend our constituents?
I would propose to take $1 billion of
that $12 billion and put it back into a
deserving and necessary program like
UASI, but according to the rules set by
the Republican leadership, that is not
allowed. So I stand here today in support of this amendment and in support
of New York.
In my home district in upstate New
York, the Albany Urban Area Working
Group has used UASI grants to make
great strides forward in boosting local
cooperation and collaborative planning. This group unites participants
from Albany, Rensselaer, Saratoga,
Schenectady, and Schoharie Counties
around a common goal of protecting a
region critical to the security of New
York State and the stability of America.
From building a truly interoperable
regional communications network to
securing the Capital Region’s critical
infrastructure, the work of this group
is absolutely vital to protecting the
Empire State. Whether threatened by
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natural or manmade disasters, it is
clear that New York is and should be at
the top of our priority list to protect.
I represent New York’s Capital Region, an area that bears tremendous
economic and symbolic importance.
Thirty-five million people live within a
200-mile radius of our State capital in
Albany. Albany also houses New York’s
most vital State government facilities
and more than 11,000 State government
employees that keep the Empire State
up and running. These functions are
vital not only to our area, but also to
our fellow New Yorkers downstate and
across our State, and to Americans
across this country who do business in,
with, and through New York.
The Capital Region is also home to
the
third-fastest-growing
hub
for
science and technology jobs in our Nation. That projected clustering, alongside high-profile research and development centers in our Tech Valley corridor, add to the vital importance of
this region to an American economy
that needs more leaders in innovation.
In Albany, we host the world-renowned Nanotechnology Research Center where 250 industry leaders partner
with the United States Army to push
us past the current bounds of science.
In Schenectady, we host GE’s renewable energy global headquarters. In
Schoharie, our reservoir provides a significant portion of New York City’s
water supply. In Watervliet, we have a
one-of-a-kind Army arsenal. And just a
few miles away we host an atomic
power laboratory doing world class
R&D for the United States Naval Nuclear Propulsion program. Nearby in
Malta is a facility that will soon be the
most advanced chip fabrication plant
in the world. The hometown heroes
who protect all of these facilities and
more will lose their funding through
UASI entirely if this bill passes in its
current form.
And so in support of New York’s Capital Region and similar areas across
this country, I stand in support of this
amendment, this amendment that will
remove an arbitrary 10-city restriction
on the UASI program from this bill,
this amendment, that will not add $1 to
the debt or deficit, this amendment
that will not cost us one single dollar
but rather will provide us a commonsense approach.
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Ohio is recognized for 5 minutes.
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to support the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CLARKE).
I represent Columbus, Ohio, which in
the past has been one of the Tier II cities that has received Urban Security
Initiative funds. The current version of
this bill would restrict Urban Security
Initiative funds to only Tier I cities,
which would be the top 10 riskiest cities. The problem is the risks don’t stop
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at number 10, and it’s not clear that
there is any significant reduction in
risk between the tenth-riskiest city
and the 11th-riskiest city. This is an
arbitrary decision, and the Clarke
amendment ends the arbitrary 10-city
restriction and allows the Department
of Homeland Security to have discretion in funding risks. It does not increase funding one cent.
I urge adoption of the Clarke amendment. And I would just like to make it
clear that the whole point of this
amendment is to remove an arbitrary
restriction and give the Department of
Homeland Security the ability to fund
where the risks are. This amendment
does not add a dime to the cost. It increases flexibility. And it won’t necessarily cost cities like New York or
any other city any funds. All it does is

allow cities to be eligible so that if
there is real risk there and the Department of Homeland Security chooses to
fund that city, then they can fund it.
So it’s a commonsense approach.
I ask my colleagues to support the
Clarke approach.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.
The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from California is recognized for 5 minutes.
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of the amendment offered by my colleague regarding UASI.
This amendment will better ensure
that all cities and localities will be eligible for critical UASI funding, not
just those under the arbitrary caps
that are in the underlying bill.

UASI funding is critical to my district of Sacramento, California, and a
number of other major American cities. It has helped create and develop
one of the Nation’s foremost counterterrorism and readiness task forces located at the former McClellan Air
Force Base in my district. This facility
has greatly enhanced the collaboration
and communication amongst local,
State, and Federal law enforcement
agencies and first responders. From
there, officials are better able to prevent attacks by training, sharing information, and coordinating investigations. And in the unthinkable scenario
in which an attack does occur, this facility, funded by UASI dollars, will better able the region’s law enforcement
and first responders to react and respond to an attack.

NOTICE
Incomplete record of House proceedings. Except for concluding business which follows,
today’s House proceedings will be continued in the next issue of the Record.
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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:
1745. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Glyphosate; Pesticide Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP-2010-0938; FRL-8872-6]
received May 6, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agriculture.
1746. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Propiconazole; Pesticide
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-1009; FRL8873-2] received May 6, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agriculture.
1747. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Saflufenacil; Pesticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2010-0755; FRL-8872-7]
received May 6, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agriculture.
1748. A letter from the Chairman and Chief
Executive Officer, Farm Credit Administration, transmitting the Administration’s 2011
compensation program adjustments, including the Agency’s current salary range structure and the performance-based merit pay
matrix, in accordance with section 1206 of
the Financial Institutions, Reform, Recovery, and Enforcement Act of 1989; to the
Committee on Agriculture.
1749. A letter from the Director, Defense
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, Department of Defense, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Defense Federal Acquisition Regulations Supplement; Acquisition of Commercial Items (DFARS Case 2008D011) (RIN: 0750-AG23) received April 20, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed Services.
1750. A letter from the Director, Defense
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, Department of Defense, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
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quisition Regulations Supplement; Rules of
the Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals, received May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Armed Services.
1751. A letter from the Assistant to the
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, transmitting the Board’s final
rule — Consumer Leasing [Regulation M;
Docket No.: R-1400] (RIN: No. 7100-AD60) received May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.
1752. A letter from the Assistant to the
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, transmitting the Board’s final
rule — Truth in Lending [Regulation Z;
Docket No.: R-1399] (RIN: No. 7100-AD59) received May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.
1753. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
For Export Administration, Department of
Commerce, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Implementation of the Understandings Reached at the 2010 Australia
Group (AG) Plenary Meeting and Other AGRelated Clarifications and Corrections to the
EAR [Docket No.: 110106012-1013-01] (RIN:
0694-AF04) received May 2, 2011, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial Services.
1754. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Changes
in Flood Elevation Determinations [Docket
ID: FEMA-2011-0002] [Internal Agency Docket
No. FEMA-B-1181] received May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial Services.
1755. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Department of Homeland Security, transmitting the Department’s final rule — Changes
in Flood Elevation Determinations [Docket
ID: FEMA-2011-0002] [Internal Agency Docket
No. FEMA-B-1191] received May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial Services.
1756. A letter from the Secretary, Department of Health and Human Services, transmitting written notification of the determination that a public health emergency exists and has existed in the state of North Dakota since April 5, 2011, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
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247d(a) Public Law 107-188, section 144(a); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
1757. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland; Adoption of Control Techniques Guidelines for Large Appliance Coatings [EPAR03-OAR-2011-0142; FRL-9304-2] received May
6, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
1758. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Modification of the Significant New Uses of 2-Propen-1-one, 1-(4morpholinyl)—
[EPA-HQ-OPPT-2009-0669;
FRL-8871-5] (RIN: 2070-AB27) received May 6,
2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.
1759. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — Revisions to the California
State Implementation Plan, California Air
Resources Board — Consumer Products
[EPA-R09-2010-0906; FRL-9278-9] received May
6, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
1760. A letter from the Director, Regulatory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agency’s final rule — TSCA Inventory Update Reporting Modifications; Submission Period
Suspension [EPA-HQ-OPPT-2009-0187; FRL8874-2] (RIN: 2070-AJ43) received May 6, 2011,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
1761. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Department
of State, transmitting Notification of the intention to excercise the authority under Section 552(c)(2) of the Foreign Assistance Act
of 1961, to authorize the drawdown to support
efforts to protect civilians and civilian-populated areas under threat of attack in Libya;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
1762. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a letter
regarding the United States involvement in
Libya; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
1763. A letter from the Secretary, Department of Labor, transmitting pursuant to
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Title II, Section 203, of the Notification and
Federal Employee Antidiscrimination and
Retaliation Act (No FEAR Act), the Department’s annual report for FY 2010; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.
1764. A letter from the Assistant Administrator for Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s final rule —
Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; Bluefin
Tuna Bycatch Reduction in the Gulf of Mexico Pelagic Longline Fishery [Docket No.:
101029546-1208-02] (RIN: 0648-BA39) received
May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Natural Resources.
1765. A letter from the Acting Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area
610 in the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No.:
101126522-0640-02] (RIN: 0648-XA337) received
May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Natural Resources.
1766. A letter from the Acting Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Spiny Dogfish Fishery; Annual Quota
Harvested [Docket No.: 100201058-0260-02]
(RIN: 0648-XA333) received May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Natural Resources.
1767. A letter from the Acting Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Octopus in the Bering Sea
and Aleutian Islands Management Area
[Docket No.: 101126521-0640-02] (RIN: 0648XA322) received May 2, 2011, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural Resources.
1768. A letter from the Auditor, Congressional Medal of Honor Society of the United
States of America, transmitting the annual
financial report of the Society for calendar
year 2010, pursuant to 36 U.S.C. 1101(19) and
1103; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
1769. A letter from the Administrator, Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Transportation Statistics Annual Report
2010, pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 111(f); to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
1770. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Section 118 Clean Coal (Rev. Proc. 2011-30)
received April 20, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
1771. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— User Fees Relating to Enrolled Agents and
Enrolled Retirement Plan Agents [TD 9523]
(RIN: 1545-BJ65) received April 20, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and Means.
1772. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Department of Defense, transmitting eight
legislative proposals to be a part of the National Defense Authorization Bill for Fiscal
Year 2012; jointly to the Committees on
Oversight and Government Reform, Financial Services, Education and the Workforce,
Intelligence (Permanent Select), Armed
Services, Foreign Affairs, Veterans’ Affairs,
Small Business, House Administration, Energy and Commerce, Natural Resources,
Transportation and Infrastructure, and the
Budget.
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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. ROGERS of Kentucky: Committee on
Appropriations. Report on the Suballocation
of the Budget Allocations for Fiscal Year
2012 (Rept. 112–96). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.
Mr. WEBSTER: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 288. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 2055) making appropriations for military construction,
the Department of Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, and for other purposes (Rept.
112–97). Referred to the House Calendar.
Mr. SMITH of Texas: Committee on the Judiciary. H.R. 1249. A bill to amend title 35,
United States Code, to provide for patent reform; with an amendment (Rept. 112–98, Pt.
1). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.
DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII the
Committee on the Budget discharged
from further consideration. H.R. 1249
referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.
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. RANGEL (for himself, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. STARK, Mr. HASTINGS of
Florida, Ms. BASS of California, Ms.
BROWN of Florida, Mr. TOWNS, Mr.
of
Georgia,
and
Ms.
LEWIS
SCHAKOWSKY):
H.R.
2065.
A
bill
to
permit
the
expungement of records of certain nonviolent criminal offenses; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.
By Mr. ROSS of Florida:
H.R. 2066. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to require that the Office of
Personnel Management submit an annual report to Congress relating to the use of official time by Federal employees; to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. BILIRAKIS:
H.R. 2067. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide a credit against
tax for hurricane and tornado mitigation expenditures; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois (for
himself, Mr. ROSS of Arkansas, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. BILBRAY, Mrs. MCMORRIS
RODGERS, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. BARTLETT,
Mr.
TERRY,
Mr.
RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. JACKSON LEE of
Texas, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. LATTA, Mr.
CRAWFORD, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. HARPER,
Mr. RUSH, and Mr. OWENS):
H.R. 2068. A bill to permit a Commissioner
of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to
continue to serve on the Commission if a
successor is not timely appointed and confirmed; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.
By Mr. DIAZ-BALART (for himself,
Mr. SIRES, and Mr. HANNA):
H.R. 2069. A bill to amend the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act to enhance existing programs
providing mitigation assistance by encour-
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aging States to adopt and actively enforce
State building codes, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio (for himself,
Mr. STIVERS, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio):
H.R. 2070. A bill to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to install in the area of the
World War II Memorial in the District of Columbia a suitable plaque or an inscription
with the words that President Franklin D.
Roosevelt prayed with the nation on June 6,
1944, the morning of D-Day; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. REICHERT (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, and Mr. WALDEN):
H.R. 2071. A bill to provide for duty-free
treatment of certain recreational performance outerwear, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California
(for himself, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. FRANK
of Massachusetts, and Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York):
H.R. 2072. A bill to reauthorize the ExportImport Bank of the United States, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Financial Services.
By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa:
H.R. 2073. A bill to require the Secretary of
Energy to implement country-of-origin disclosure requirements with respect to motor
vehicle fuels, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Ms. BUERKLE (for herself and Mr.
MILLER of Florida):
H.R. 2074. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to require a comprehensive policy on reporting and tracking sexual assault
incidents and other safety incidents that
occur at medical facilities of the Department
of Veterans Affairs; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.
By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. BERKLEY, and Mrs. LOWEY):
H.R. 2075. A bill to require that spent nuclear fuel be stored in certified dry cask
storage, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. GOWDY:
H.R. 2076. A bill to amend title 28, United
States Code, to clarify the statutory authority for the longstanding practice of the Department of Justice of providing investigatory assistance on request of State and local
authorities with respect to certain serious
violent crimes, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. PRICE of Georgia (for himself
and Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS):
H.R. 2077. A bill to repeal medical loss
ratio requirements for health insurance; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
By Mr. LOEBSACK:
H.R. 2078. A bill to amend the National
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 to provide for
greater notification of flood insurance rate
map changes and the appeals process, extensions of the appeals process, reimbursement
for successful map change petitions outside
of the standard appeals process, and removal
of certain properties from flood insurance
rate maps; to the Committee on Financial
Services.
By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York:
H.R. 2079. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
10 Main Street in East Rockaway, New York,
as the ‘‘John J. Cook Post Office’’; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.
By Mr. PAUL:
H.R. 2080. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow individuals either
a credit against income tax or a deduction
for expenses paid or incurred by reason of a
voluntary or mandatory evacuation; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.
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By Mr. RENACCI (for himself, Mrs.
Mr.
GARRETT,
Mr.
CAPITO,
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. CANSECO, Mr. GRIMM, Mr.
HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. PEARCE,
Mr. STIVERS, and Mr. WESTMORELAND):
H.R. 2081. A bill to amend the Federal Deposit Insurance Act to replace the Director
of the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection with the Chairman of the Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System as a
member of the Board of Directors of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation; to the
Committee on Financial Services.
By Mr. SCHOCK (for himself and Mr.
RANGEL):
H.R. 2082. A bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the work opportunity credit; to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and in addition to the Committee on
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. THOMPSON of Mississippi:
H.R. 2083. A bill to authorize the acquisition of core battlefield land at Champion
Hill, Port Gibson, and Raymond for addition
to Vicksburg National Military Park; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.
By Mr. ROONEY (for himself, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. ROSS
of Florida, Mr. COLE, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. WEST, Mr. COFFMAN of
Colorado, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. ISSA, Mr.
LATOURETTE, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. CAMP,
and Mr. WESTMORELAND):
H. Con. Res. 57. Concurrent resolution expressing the sense of Congress that the
President is in violation of the War Powers
Resolution regarding the use of United
States Armed Forces in Libya, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Ms. LEE of California (for herself,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, Ms. MOORE, Mr. RUSH, Mr.
SABLAN, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. TOWNS,
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. MEEKS,
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. PAYNE,
Mr. RANGEL, and Ms. RICHARDSON):
H. Res. 289. A resolution recognizing the
significance of National Caribbean-American
Heritage Month; to the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.
By Mr. FATTAH:
H. Res. 290. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that it
is imperative that the United States creates
a clear vision and goal to be the world leader
in innovation, science, technology, engineering, and math to ensure the continued
strength, growth, and vitality of this Nation;
to the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology.
By Mr. LAMBORN:
H. Res. 291. A resolution urging the expedient relocation of the United States Embassy in Israel to Jerusalem; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
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MEMORIALS
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memorials were presented and referred as follows:
43. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of
the Legislature of the State of Maine, relative to Joint Resolution H.P. 1034 urging
the Congress and the Secretary of Education
to continue to rely on formula allocations
that recognize the obligation to educate all
our children regardless of where they live; to
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the Committee on Education and the Workforce.
44. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the
State of North Dakota, relative to Senate
Concurrent Resolution No. 4016 recognizing
the importance of public awareness of multiple sclerosis and proclaiming the week of
March 14-20, 2011, ‘‘MS Awareness Week’’; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
45. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the
State of West Virginia, relative to Senate
Resolution No. 40 recognizing the many contributions of the thousands of volunteers and
paid staff at pregnancy care centers in West
Virgina and across the United States; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.
46. Also, a memorial of the House of Representatives of the State of Kansas, relative
to House Resolution 6025 supporting continued jurisdiction of the states to conserve and
properly regulate oil and gas production; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.
47. Also, a memorial of the House of Representatives of the State of New Mexico, relative to House Memorial 46 requesting the
federal government to take steps to ensure
the rights of property owners in New Mexico
and neighboring states are protected; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.
48. Also, a memorial of the House of Representatives of the State of Illinois, relative
to House Resolution 270 expressing serious
concern about the scope, justification, and
substance of the OSMRE’s stream protection
rule; to the Committee on Natural Resources.
49. Also, a memorial of the House of Representatives of the State of Tennessee, relative to House Resolution 60 opposing any
reduction of funding for the National Fish
Hatchery Operations that would result in the
closing of the Erwin National Fish Hatchery;
to the Committee on Natural Resources.
50. Also, a memorial of the House of Representatives of the State of North Dakota,
relative to House Concurrent Resolution No.
3048 urging the Congress to call a convention
for the sole purpose of proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
51. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Nevada, relative to Assembly
Joint Resolution No. 9 urging the Congress
to enact the Unemployment Insurance Solvency Act of 2011; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.
52. Also, a memorial of the House of Representatives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, relative to House Resolution No.
264 commending the United States military
and other involved United States intelligence and strategic agencies for their service in this near decade-long manhunt for
Osama bin Laden; jointly to the Committees
on Armed Services and Intelligence (Permanent Select).
f

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT
Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representatives, the following statements are submitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitution to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.
By Mr. RANGEL:
H.R. 2065.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8. The Congress shall
have the Power . . . To define and punish Piracies and Felonies committed on the high
Seas, and offenses against the Law of Nations;
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By Mr. ROSS of Florida:
H.R. 2066.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18
To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.
By Mr. BILIRAKIS:
H.R. 2067.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, section 8, clause 1 of the United
States Constitution, which grants Congress
the power to lay and collect Taxes, Duties,
Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts and
provide for the common Defence and general
Welfare of the United States; but all Duties,
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States;
By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois:
H.R. 2068.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
According to clause 7 of Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution, Congress has the
authority to regulate Commerce with foreign
Nations, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes;
By Mr. DIAZ-BALART:
H.R. 2069.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18
By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio:
H.R. 2070.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to
Article I, Section 1, clause 18 and pursuant
to Article I, section 8, clause 18 and of the
United States Constitution.
By Mr. REICHERT:
H.R. 2071.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
‘‘The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Article I, section 8 of the United States Constitution, specifically clause 1 (relating to providing for the general welfare of the United
States) and clause 18 (relating to the power
to make all laws necessary and proper for
carrying out the powers vested in Congress),
and Article IV, section 3, clause 2 (relating
to the power of Congress to dispose of and
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United States).’’
By Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California:
H.R. 2072.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (relating to
the general welfare of the United States);
and Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to
the power to regulate interstate commerce).
By Mr. BRALEY of Iowa:
H.R. 2073.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitution.
By Ms. BUERKLE:
H.R. 2074.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States.
By Mr. ENGEL:
H.R. 2075.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
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The bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under the following provisions of the United States Constitution:
Article I, Section 1;
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1;
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3; and
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18.
By Mr. GOWDY:
H.R. 2076.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, of the Constitution
By Mr. PRICE of Georgia:
H.R. 2077.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
The repeal of this provision is consistent
with the powers that are reserved to the
States and to the people as expressed in
Amendment X to the United States Constitution.
By Mr. LOEBSACK:
H.R. 2078.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, section 8, clause 1; and Article I,
section 8, clause 3.
By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York:
H.R. 2079.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 7 of the United
States Constitution.
By Mr. PAUL:
H.R. 2080.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
This act is justified by sixteenth amendment which, by granting Congress the power
to lay and collect taxes allows Congress to
provide tax relief to Americans forced to
leave their homes because of a natural disaster.
By Mr. RENACCI:
H.R. 2081.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Constitution, which grants Congress the power
to regulate Commerce amongst the several
states.
By Mr. SCHOCK:
H.R. 2082.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
The constitutional authority on which this
bill rests is the power of Congress as stated
in Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.
By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi:
H.R. 2083.
Congress has the power to enact this legislation pursuant to the following:
Clause 2 Section 3 of Article IV of the Constitution: The Congress shall have power to
dispose of and make all needful Rules and
Regulations respecting the Territory or
other Property belonging to the United
States; and nothing in this Constitution
shall be so construed as to Prejudiced any
Claims of the United States, or any other
particular State.
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ADDITIONAL SPONSORS
Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolutions as follows:
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.

21: Mr. REICHERT.
25: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri.
31: Mr. CANSECO.
85: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr.
ROTHMAN of New Jersey.
H.R. 91: Mr. GRIFFITH of Virginia.
H.R. 153: Mr. BENISHEK.
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H.R. 177: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN.
H.R. 190: Mr. LEVIN.
H.R. 198: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California,
Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas,
and Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.
H.R. 303: Mr. KISSELL.
H.R. 320: Mr. KISSELL.
H.R. 365: Mr. SHERMAN.
H.R. 409: Mr. KISSELL.
H.R. 436: Mr. FORTENBERRY.
H.R. 451: Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. SMITH of Washington, and Mr. DEFAZIO.
H.R. 520: Mr. LIPINSKI and Mrs. CAPPS.
H.R. 605: Mr. WEST, Mr. FLEMING, Ms.
HAYWORTH, and Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia.
H.R. 640: Mr. COHEN, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa,
and Ms. FUDGE.
H.R. 642: Mr. DENT.
H.R. 706: Mr. HINCHEY.
H.R. 709: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.
H.R. 721: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. THOMPSON
of California, and Ms. RICHARDSON.
H.R. 733: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, Mr.
BURGESS, and Mr. HONDA.
H.R. 735: Mr. FLAKE.
H.R. 740: Mr. OWENS.
H.R. 757: Mr. HIMES.
H.R. 808: Ms. MCCOLLUM.
H.R. 883: Mr. ISRAEL.
H.R. 886: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr.
SHULER, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and Mr. WOLF.
H.R. 894: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Ms.
ZOE LOFGREN of California.
H.R. 900: Ms. RICHARDSON.
H.R. 904: Mr. RUNYAN.
H.R. 973: Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado.
H.R. 992: Mr. GARAMENDI.
H.R. 1006: Mr. DEUTCH and Mrs. SCHMIDT.
H.R. 1028: Mr. BLUMENAUER.
H.R. 1044: Mr. GOWDY, Mr. BACHUS, and Mr.
DESJARLAIS.
H.R. 1057: Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. FUDGE, and Mr.
RYAN of Ohio.
H.R. 1058: Mr. FARENTHOLD.
H.R. 1063: Ms. SPEIER, Mr. BOSWELL, and
Mr. LANGEVIN.
H.R. 1084: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. SERRANO, Ms.
ZOE LOFGREN of California, Ms. SLAUGHTER,
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. QUIGLEY,
Mr. LIPINSKI, and Mr. RAHALL.
H.R. 1121: Mr. ROSS of Florida.
H.R. 1149: Mr. HANABUSA.
H.R. 1172: Ms. FUDGE.
H.R. 1174: Mr. GRIMM, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia, and Mr.
COURTNEY.
H.R. 1193: Mr. CICILLINE.
H.R. 1206: Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. LATTA, and
Mr. CANSECO.
H.R. 1218: Mr. GUTHRIE and Mr. REED.
H.R. 1227: Mr. CANSECO.
H.R. 1236: Mr. REICHERT, Mr. WU, Mr.
DOYLE, and Mr. MCDERMOTT.
H.R. 1259: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr.
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. QUAYLE, Mr.
SCHWEIKERT, Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, and
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan.
H.R. 1269: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. PETERSON.
H.R. 1277: Mr. ALTMIRE.
H.R. 1284: Mr. SABLAN, Mr. DEUTCH, and
Mr. GARAMENDI.
H.R. 1311: Ms. FUDGE.
H.R. 1327: Mr. CASSIDY.
H.R. 1328: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California.
H.R. 1331: Mr. BROUN of Georgia.
H.R. 1351: Ms. ESHOO, Mr. PALLONE, Ms.
HANABUSA, and Mr. INSLEE.
H.R. 1379: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California.
H.R. 1426: Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. JOHNSON of
Ohio, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California,
and Mr. BRALEY of Iowa.
H.R. 1488: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas, and Mr. BLUMENAUER.
H.R. 1498: Ms. ESHOO, Mr. MCNERNEY, and
Mr. UPTON.
H.R. 1501: Mr. LABRADOR.
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H.R. 1505: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Ms. JENKINS,
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. FLEMING, and Mrs.
ELLMERS.
H.R. 1506: Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 1514: Mr. BURTON of Indiana.
H.R. 1515: Mr. QUIGLEY.
H.R. 1533: Ms. PINGREE of Maine and Ms.
SLAUGHTER.
H.R. 1545: Mr. HALL.
H.R. 1547: Mr. CICILLINE.
H.R. 1558: Mr. FLORES.
H.R. 1574: Ms. SLAUGHTER.
H.R. 1585: Mr. GUINTA and Mr. WESTMORELAND.
H.R. 1592: Mr. BURTON of Indiana.
H.R. 1625: Mr. KLINE.
H.R. 1629: Mr. WALBERG.
H.R. 1633: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. WALDEN, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. SAM JOHNSON
of Texas, Mr. LUCAS, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr.
LANKFORD, Mr. LABRADOR, Mr. GIBBS, Mr.
Mr.
JOHNSON
of
Ohio,
Mr.
POMPEO,
NUNNELEE, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. WITTMAN,
Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, and Mr. FRANKS
of Arizona.
H.R. 1639: Mr. DIAZ-BALART and Mr. YODER.
H.R. 1666: Mr. PERLMUTTER.
H.R. 1672: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. HIGGINS,
Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. KING of New York.
H.R. 1683: Mr. MILLER of Florida.
H.R. 1687: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia and Mr.
COLE.
H.R. 1694: Mrs. LOWEY.
H.R. 1706: Mr. DEFAZIO.
H.R. 1723: Mr. FARENTHOLD and Mr. COLE.
H.R. 1724: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.
HINCHEY, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr.
BERMAN, Mr. FILNER, and Ms. BERKLEY.
H.R. 1734: Mr. LANDRY and Mr. MEEHAN.
H.R. 1735: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona, Mr.
BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida,
and Mr. YARMUTH.
H.R. 1744: Mr. LANDRY, Mr. CANSECO, and
Mr. SCHWEIKERT.
H.R. 1748: Mr. OLVER.
H.R. 1756: Mrs. MALONEY and Mr. SERRANO.
H.R. 1775: Mr. BROOKS, Mr. KISSELL, and
Mr. LABRADOR.
H.R. 1791: Mr. SOUTHERLAND.
H.R. 1796: Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. WU, and Mr.
KUCINICH.
H.R. 1799: Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. ACKERMAN,
and Mrs. MALONEY.
H.R. 1803: Ms. RICHARDSON and Mr. YOUNG
of Alaska.
H.R. 1815: Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr.
ADERHOLT, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mr. CHANDLER, and Ms. SPEIER.
H.R. 1848: Mr. BENISHEK, Mr. DUNCAN of
South Carolina, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, Mr. RIVERA, and Mr. LANDRY.
H.R. 1852: Mr. TERRY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. NEAL, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. AUSTRIA, Mr. MCGOVERN, and
Ms. MOORE.
H.R. 1856: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California and Mr. FORTENBERRY.
H.R. 1861: Mr. MCKINLEY.
H.R. 1872: Mr. ROSS of Florida, Mr. LATTA,
and Mr. SCHOCK.
H.R. 1873: Mr. INSLEE.
H.R. 1878: Mr. KUCINICH.
H.R. 1932: Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. SIMPSON, and Mr. MARCHANT.
H.R. 1938: Ms. JENKINS and Mr. HUELSKAMP.
H.R. 1941: Mr. RAHALL, Mr. LARSEN of
Washington, Mr. PLATTS, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
MICHAUD, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. FARR, and Mr.
GARAMENDI.
H.R. 1946: Mr. PAUL.
H.R. 1964: Mr. SCHOCK.
H.R. 1970: Mr. HINCHEY and Ms. BROWN of
Florida.
H.R. 1976: Ms. JENKINS, Mr. HURT, Mr.
CULBERSON, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mrs.
BLACK, Mr. PAUL, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. CANSECO,
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Mr. BURTON of Indiana, and Mr. WESTMORELAND.
H.R. 1980: Mr. LAMBORN.
H.R. 1987: Ms. SPEIER and Mr. DEUTCH.
H.R. 1997: Mr. ROSS of Florida.
H.R. 2000: Mr. MILLER of Florida.
H.R. 2008: Mr. LABRADOR.
H.R. 2010: Mr. MARCHANT and Mr. LATTA.
H.R. 2023: Mr. CALVERT.
H.R. 2026: Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 2033: Mr. HOLT.
H.R. 2040: Mr. MARCHANT.
H.R. 2061: Ms. NORTON, Mr. WITTMAN, Ms.
BORDALLO, Mr. WOLF, Mr. OWENS, Mr. REYES,
Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr. HARRIS, and
Mr. GRIJALVA.
H.R. 2063: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Ms. MOORE.
H.J. Res. 62: Mr. LABRADOR.
H. Con. Res. 25: Mr. WEST.
H. Con. Res. 39: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
H. Con. Res. 51: Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois.
H. Con. Res. 53: Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. PITTS,
Mr. CULBERSON, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. POSEY, Mr. GRAVES of
Georgia, and Mr. CHAFFETZ.
H. Res. 19: Mr. RANGEL.
H. Res. 20: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.
H. Res. 34: Mr. CALVERT.
H. Res. 137: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California.
H. Res. 156: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.
H. Res. 157: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.
H. Res. 177: Mrs. MYRICK.
H. Res. 220: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania,
Mr. HOLT, Mr. MORAN, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and
Mr. CASSIDY.
H. Res. 226: Mr. ROSS of Florida.
H. Res. 266: Mr. HUELSKAMP and Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona.
H. Res. 267: Mr. HUELSKAMP.
H. Res. 283: Mr. CLARKE of Michigan.
f

PETITIONS, ETC.
Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s
desk and referred as follows:
5. The SPEAKER presented a petition of
the City of Lauderhill, Florida, relative to
Resolution No. 11R-03-41 requesting affirmative action to at least maintain the present
level of funding for the community development block grant; to the Committee on Financial Services.
6. Also, a petition of City of Atlanta, Georgia, relative to Resolution 11-R-0768 supporting the deepening of the port of the Savannah River; to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure.
7. Also, a petition of the Niagara County
Legislature, New York, relative to Resolution No. IL-030-11 declaring opposition to
H.R. 1555; to the Committee on Homeland Security.
8. Also, a petition of State Lands Commission, California, relative to Resolution supporting the Lake Tahoe Restoration Act of
2011; jointly to the Committees on Transportation and Infrastructure, Natural Resources, and Agriculture.
f
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AMENDMENTS
Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, proposed amendments were submitted as
follows:
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. SPEIER
AMENDMENT NO. 15: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used by the Department
of Homeland Security to award a follow-on
contract to a sole-source contract awarded
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noncompetitively on the basis of urgency unless the Department has developed a competitive acquisition strategy containing a
plan to obtain competition following completion of the sole-source contract.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. SPEIER
AMENDMENT NO. 16: Page 88, line 21, after
‘‘that’’ insert ‘‘(1)’’.
Page 88, line 23, before the period insert ‘‘;
and (2) the image retention capabilities of all
deployed advanced imaging technology utilized by the Transportation Security Administration to screen passengers and crews at
checkpoints in airports in the United States
have been disabled’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. SPEIER
AMENDMENT NO. 17: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to enter into a contract, memorandum of understanding, or cooperative agreement with, or to make a
grant to, any corporation that was convicted
of a felony criminal violation under any Federal or State law within the preceding 24
months.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. SPEIER
AMENDMENT NO. 18: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), add the following
new section:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to award a noncompetitively bid contract to an Alaska Native Corporation, Indian Tribe, or Native Hawaiian Organization in an amount in excess
of the competitive bidding threshold.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. SPEIER
AMENDMENT NO. 19: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. lll. None of the funds made available under this Act may be used by the
Transportation Security Administration to
purchase clothing that is not 100 percent domestic in origin.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. JACKSON LEE OF TEXAS
AMENDMENT NO. 20: At the end of the bill
(before the short title) insert the following:
SEC. lll. None of the funds made available in this Act may be used to limit the discretion of the Secretary of Homeland Security to enhance the use of Federal Air Marshals on inbound international flights considered to be high risk by the Department of
Homeland Security.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. POLIS
AMENDMENT NO. 21: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. lll. None of the funds made available by this Act may be used to detain any
alien pending a decision on whether the alien
is to be removed from the United States, or
an alien ordered removed, if the alien has
never been charged with a felony in the
United States.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. POLIS
AMENDMENT NO. 22: Page 17, beginning on
line 10, strike ‘‘of which not less than
$5,400,000 shall be used to facilitate agreements consistent with section 287(g) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1357(g));’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. POLIS
AMENDMENT NO. 23: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
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SEC. lll. None of the funds made available by this Act may be used to carry out
section 287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1357(g)).
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. BARLETTA
AMENDMENT NO. 24: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. lll. None of the funds made available by this Act for ‘‘U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement—Salaries and Expenses’’ for official reception and representation expenses shall be available until every
deportable alien convicted of a crime in the
United States has been removed from the
United States.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. ROGERS OF ALABAMA
AMENDMENT NO. 25: Page 3, line 9, after the
dollar
amount
insert
‘‘(reduced
by
$5,000,000)’’.
Page 21, line 16, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. DENT
AMENDMENT NO. 26: Page 2, line 10, after
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by
$63,000,000’’.
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $112,000,000’’.
Page 50, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘increased by $175,000,000’’.
Page 50, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘increased by $62,500,000’’.
Page 50, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘increased by $112,500,000’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. CRAVAACK
AMENDMENT NO. 27: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. llll. None of the funds made available by this Act may be used in contravention of section 236(c) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1226(c)).
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. BARROW
AMENDMENT NO. 28: Page 2, line 10, after
the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by
$5,000,000)’’.
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. CHAFFETZ
AMENDMENT NO. 29: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. lllll. None of the funds made
available under this Act may be used to operate or maintain existing advanced imaging
technology machines as mandatory or primary screening devices.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. CHAFFETZ
AMENDMENT NO. 30: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. lllll. None of the funds made
available under this Act may be used to purchase new advanced imaging technology machines.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA
AMENDMENT NO. 31: Page 7, line 13, after
the first dollar amount, insert the following:
‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA
AMENDMENT NO. 32: Page 16, line 24, after
the dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by $1,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA
AMENDMENT NO. 33: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
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SEC. llll. None of the funds made available by this Act may be used to delay compliance with title II of the REAL ID Act of
2005 (49 U.S.C. 30301 note) beyond the January 15, 2013, deadline.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA
AMENDMENT NO. 34: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. lll. None of the funds made available by this Act may be used to carry out the
provisions of Public Law 111-148, Public Law
111-152, or any amendment made by either of
such laws.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA
AMENDMENT NO. 35: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), add the following
new section:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to administer the
wage-rate requirements of subchapter IV of
chapter 31 of title 40, United States Code,
with respect to any project or program funded by this Act.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA
AMENDMENT NO. 36: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act shall be made available to the
Association of Community Organizations for
Reform Now, Acorn Beneficial Assoc., Inc.,
Arkansas Broadcast Foundation, Inc., Acorn
Children’s Beneficial Assoc., Arkansas Community Housing Corp., Acorn Community
Land Assoc., Inc., Acorn Community Land
Assoc. of Illinois, Acorn Community Land
Association of Louisiana, Acorn Community
Land Assoc. of Pennsylvania, ACORN COMMUNITY LABOR ORGANIZING CENTER,
ACORN Beverly LLC, ACORN Canada,
ACORN Center for Housing, ACORN Housing
Affordable Loans LLC, Acorn Housing 1 Associates, LP, Acorn Housing 2 Associates,
LP, ACORN Housing 3 Associates LP,
ACORN Housing 4 Associates, L.P., ACORN
International, ACORN VOTES, Acorn 2004
Housing Development Fund Corporation,
ACRMW, ACSI, Acorn Cultural Trust, Inc.,
American Environmental Justice Project,
Inc., ACORN Fund, Inc., Acorn Fair Housing
Organization, Inc., Acorn Foster Parents,
Inc., Agape Broadcast Foundation Inc.,
Acorn Housing Corporation, Arkansas Acorn
Housing Corporation, Acorn Housing Corp. of
Arizona, Acorn Housing Corp. of Illinois,
Acorn Housing Corp. of Missouri, New Jersey
ACORN Housing Corporation, Inc., AHCNY,
Acorn Housing Corp. of Pennsylvania, Texas
ACORN Housing Corporation, Inc., American
Institute for Social Justice, Acorn law for
Education, Rep. & Training, Acorn Law Reform Pac, Affiliated Media Foundation
Movement, Albuquerque Minimum Wage
Committee, Acorn National Broadcasting
Network, Arkansas New Party, Arkansas
Acorn Political Action Committee, Association for Rights of Citizens, Acorn Services,
Inc., Acorn Television in Action for Communities, Acorn Tenants’ Union, Inc., Acorn
Tenant Union Training & Org. Project, AWA,
Baltimore Organizing Support Center, Inc.,
Bronx Parent Leadership, Baton Rouge
ACORN Education Project, Inc., Baton
Rouge Assoc. of School Employees, Broad
Street Corporation, California Acorn Political Action Committee, Citizens Action Research Project, Council Beneficial Association, Citizens Campaign for Fair Work, Living Wage Etc., Citizens Consulting, Inc.,
California Community Network, Citizens for
April Troope, Clean Government Pac, Chicago Organizing and Support Center, Inc.,
Council Health Plan, Citizens Services Soci-
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ety, Campaign For Justice at Avondale,
CLOC, Community and Labor for Baltimore,
Chief Organizer Fund, Colorado Organizing
and Support Center, Community Real Estate
Processing, Inc., Campaign to Reward Work,
Citizens Services Incorporated, Elysian
Fields Corporation, Environmental Justice
Training Project, Inc., Franklin Acorn Housing Corporation, Flagstaff Broadcast Foundation, Floridians for All PAC, Fifteenth
Street Corporation, Friends of Wendy Foy,
Greenwell Springs Corporations, Genevieve
Stewart Campaign Fund, Hammurabi Fund,
Houston Organizing Support Center, Hospitality Hotel and Restaurant Org. Council,
Iowa ACORN Broadcasting Corp., Illinois
Home Day Care Workers Association, Inc.,
Illinois Acorn Political Action Committee,
Illinois New Party, Illinois New Party Political Committee, Institute for Worker Education, Inc., Jefferson Association of Parish
Employees, Jefferson Association of School
Employees, Johnnie Pugh Campaign Fund,
Louisiana ACORN, New York Communities
for Change, Affordable Housing Centers of
America, Action Now, Pennsylvania Communities Organizing for Change, Arkansas Community Organizations (ACO), The Alliance of
Californians for Community Empowerment,
New England United for Justice, Texas Organizing Project, Minnesota, Neighborhoods
Organizing for Change, Organization United
for Reform, Missourians Organizing for Reform and Empowerment, A Community
Voice, Community Organizations International, Applied Research Center, or the
Working Families Party.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. CICILLINE
AMENDMENT NO. 37: Page 2, line 10, after
the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by
$1,000,000)’’.
Page 12, line 6, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by $336,000,000)’’.
Page 45, line 18, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(increased by $337,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. STEARNS
AMENDMENT NO. 38: Page 2, line 10, after
the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by
$6,335,000)’’.
Page 92, line 7, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(increased by $6,335,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. PRICE OF NORTH CAROLINA
AMENDMENT NO. 39: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to enforce the requirements in—
(1) section 34(a)(1)(A) of the Federal Fire
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C.
2229(a)(1)(A));
(2) section 34(a)(1)(B) of such Act;
(3) section 34(c)(1) of such Act;
(4) section 34(c)(2) of such Act;
(5) section 34(c)(4)(A) of such Act; and
(6) section 34(a)(1)(E) of such Act.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. ROYCE
AMENDMENT NO. 40: Page 2, line 10, after
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by
$1,000,000)’’.
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’.
Page 17, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. SHERMAN
AMENDMENT NO. 41: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS TO INTRODUCE
UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES INTO HOSTILITIES OR OTHER SIMILAR CIRCUMSTANCES

SEC. 7XX. (a) LIMITATION.—None of the
funds made available to carry out this Act
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may be used to introduce United States
Armed Forces—
(1) into hostilities or into situations where
imminent involvement in hostilities is clearly indicated by the circumstances,
(2) into the territory, airspace or waters of
a foreign nation, while equipped for combat,
except for deployments which relate solely
to supply, replacement, repair, or training of
such forces, or
(3) in numbers which substantially enlarge
United States Armed Forces equipped for
combat already located in a foreign nation,
for a period longer than 60 days from the
date a report is required to be submitted
under section 4 of the War Powers Resolution (50 U.S.C. 1543), unless Congress has declared war or has enacted a specific authorization for such use of the Armed Forces, has
extended by law such 60-day period, or is
physically unable to meet as a result of an
armed attack upon the United States, as
specified under section 5 of the War Powers
Resolution (50 U.S.C. 1544).
(b) EXTENSION.—Such 60-day period shall be
extended for not more than an additional 30
days if the President determines and certifies to the Congress in writing that unavoidable military necessity respecting the
safety of United States Armed Forces requires the continued use of such Armed
Forces in the course of bringing about a
prompt removal of the Armed Forces.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. COLE
AMENDMENT NO. 42: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to implement any
rule, regulation, or executive order regarding
the disclosure of political contributions that
takes effect on or after the date of enactment of this Act.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. LATOURETTE
AMENDMENT NO. 43: Page 2, line 10, after
the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by
$63,350,000’’.
Page 3, line 9, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $117,470,000’’.
Page 4, line 5, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $139,180,000’’.
Page 4, line 6, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $55,672,000’’.
Page 4, line 7, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘reduced by $83,508,000’’.
Page 50, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘reduced by $320,000,000’’.
Page 50, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘reduced by $135,000,000’’.
Page 50, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘reduced by $185,000,000’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MRS. LOWEY
AMENDMENT NO. 44: Page 50, line 9, before
the period insert ‘‘: Provided further, That an
additional $1,229,500,000 is available for State
and Local Programs with this amount designated as an emergency pursuant to section
3(c)(1) of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress).’’
Page 51, line 5, before the period insert ‘‘:
Provided
further,
That
an
additional
$460,000,000 is available for Firefighter Assistance Grants with this amount designated
as an emergency pursuant to section 3(c)(1)
of H. Res. 5 (112th Congress).’’
Page 91, line 20, after the dollar amount insert ‘‘(increased by $1,500,000,000);;.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. MCCOLLUM
AMENDMENT NO. 45: At the end of the bill
(before any short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to enter into a contract, memorandum of understanding, or cooperative agreement with or to make a grant
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to any corporation for which any unpaid
Federal tax liability has been assessed, all
judicial and administrative remedies have
been exhausted or have lapsed, and such liability is not being paid in a timely manner
pursuant to an agreement with the authority
responsible for collecting such liability.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. MCCOLLUM
AMENDMENT NO. 46: At the end of the bill
(before any short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to enter into a contract, memorandum of understanding, or cooperative agreement with or to make a grant
to any corporation that was convicted (or
had an officer or agent of such corporation
acting on behalf of the corporation convicted) of a felony criminal violation under
any Federal or State law within the preceding 24 months.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. ROKITA
AMENDMENT NO. 47: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to implement the
determination of the Administrator of the
Transportation Security Administration regarding transportation security officers and
collective bargaining as described in the decision memorandum dated February 4, 2011.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. ROKITA
AMENDMENT NO. 48: At the end of the bill
(before the short title) insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used for official receptions or representations.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. JORDAN
AMENDMENT NO. 49: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. Each amount made available by
this Act (other than an amount required to
be made available by a provision of law,
amounts made available for U.S. Customs
and Border Protection, and amounts made
available for U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement) is hereby reduced by 10 percent.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. GOSAR
AMENDMENT NO. 50: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to pay any damage
award or civil compensation to any person
who has obtained a judgment against the
United States for any act or omission by the
Department of Homeland Security agency or
an employee of such department if the
claimant is not a citizen of the United
States.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. GOSAR
AMENDMENT NO. 51: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to comply with subchapter IV of chapter 31 of title 40, United
States Code, popularly known as the DavisBacon Act.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. GOODLATTE
AMENDMENT NO. 52: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. lll. None of the funds made available by this Act may be used to prepare for
the fiscal year 2012 allotment of diversity
immigrant visas under section 203(c) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C
1153(c)).
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H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCAUL
AMENDMENT NO. 53: Page 3, line 9, after the
dollar
amount,
insert
‘‘(reduced
by
$50,000,000)’’.
Page 7, line 13, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’.
Page 7, line 21, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCAUL
AMENDMENT NO. 54: Page 3, line 9, after the
dollar
amount,
insert
‘‘(reduced
by
$10,000,000)’’.
Page 45, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 47, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCAUL
AMENDMENT NO. 55: Page 3, line 9, after the
dollar
amount,
insert
‘‘(reduced
by
$10,000,000)’’.
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 18, line 23, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCAUL
AMENDMENT NO. 56: Page 3, line 9, after the
dollar
amount,
insert
‘‘(reduced
by
$10,000,000)’’.
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCAUL
AMENDMENT NO. 57: Page 3, line 9, after the
dollar
amount,
insert
‘‘(reduced
by
$10,000,000)’’.
Page 16, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 17, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. MCCAUL
AMENDMENT NO. 58: Page 3, line 9, after the
dollar
amount,
insert
‘‘(reduced
by
$10,000,000)’’.
Page 7, line 13, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
Page 12, line 6, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. RICHARDSON
AMENDMENT NO. 59: Page 47, line 10, after
‘‘heading’’ insert the following: ‘‘at least
$10,000,000 shall be for Buffer Zone Protection
Plan Grants, $50,000,000 shall be for Port Security Grants, $100,000,000 shall be for public
Transportation Security Assistance and
Railroad Security Assistance, $50,000,000
shall be for interoperable emergency communications, $42,337,000 shall be for the Metropolitan Medical Response System.’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. RICHARDSON
AMENDMENT NO. 60: Page 47, line 10, after
‘‘Stonegarden’’ insert ‘‘, $50,000,000 shall be
for Interoperable Emergency Operations
Grants,’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MS. RICHARDSON
AMENDMENT NO. 61: Page 2, line 10, after
the dollar amount, ‘‘insert (reduced by
$100,000,000)’’.
Page 53, line 5, after the dollar amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $100,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. KING OF IOWA
AMENDMENT NO. 62: Page 12, line 17, insert
the following after ‘‘technology’’: ‘‘: Provided
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further, That of the total amount made available under this heading, $50,000,000 shall be
for carrying out section 102 of the Illegal Immigration and Immigrant Responsibility Act
of 1996 (8 U.S.C. 1103 note)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. CUELLAR
AMENDMENT NO. 63: Page 3, line 9, after the
dollar
amount,
insert
‘‘(reduced
by
$16,000,000)’’.
Page 14, line 22, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $32,000,000)’’.
Page 63, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $16,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. CLARKE OF MICHIGAN
AMENDMENT NO. 64: Page 12, line 6, after
the dollar amount, insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $50,000,000)’’.
Page 45, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert
the
following:
‘‘(increased
by
$50,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. SCALISE
AMENDMENT NO. 65: Page 25, line 7, insert
before the period ‘‘: Provided, That none of
the funds made available under this heading
may be used to require an approved Transportation Worker Identification Credential
(TWIC) applicant to personally appear at a
designated enrollment center for the purpose
of TWIC issuance, renewal, or activation.’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. SCALISE
AMENDMENT NO. 66: Page 47, line 14, strike
‘‘Provided further’’ and all that follows
through ‘‘urban areas:’’ on line 17.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. SCALISE
AMENDMENT NO. 67: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to implement or enforce Executive Order 13502, the FAR Council
supporting regulations FAR Rule 2009–005, or
any agency memorandum, bulletin, or contracting policy that derives its authority
from Executive Order 13502 or FAR Rule
2009–005.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. BARROW
AMENDMENT NO. 68: Page 16, line 24, after
the dollar amount insert ‘‘(reduced by
$5,000,000) (increased by $5,000,000)’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. CLARKE OF MICHIGAN
AMENDMENT NO. 69: Page 47, beginning at
line 14, strike ‘‘Provided further, That funds
provided under section 2003 of the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 604) shall only
be provided to the top 10 highest risk urban
areas:’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. CLARKE OF MICHIGAN
AMENDMENT NO. 70: Page 45, after
‘‘$1,000,000,000,’’ insert ‘‘and in addition
$2,000,000,000 which is hereby transferred
from unobligated amounts provided under
the heading ‘Afghanistan Security Forces
Fund’ under title IX of Public Law 112–10,’’.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. AMASH
AMENDMENT NO. 71: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for any action by a
political appointee (as that term is defined
in section 106 of title 49, United States Code)
to delay, vacate, or reverse any decision by
an employee in the Privacy Office of the Department of Homeland Security to make
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records available pursuant to section 552 of
title 5, United States Code, popularly known
as the Freedom of Information Act.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. SCALISE
AMENDMENT NO. 72: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
under this Act may be used to require an approved Transportation Worker Identification
Credential (TWIC) applicant to personally
appear at a designated enrollment center for
the purpose of TWIC issuance, renewal, or
activation.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. SHERMAN
AMENDMENT NO. 73: At the end of the bill,
before the short title, insert the following:
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SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used in contravention of
the War Powers Resolution (50 U.S.C. 1541 et
seq.).
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MRS. LUMMIS
AMENDMENT NO. 74: Page 89, beginning at
line 14, strike section 547.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. ALTMIRE
AMENDMENT NO. 75: At the end of the bill
(before the short title), insert the following
new section:
USE OF AMERICAN IRON, STEEL, AND
MANUFACTURED GOODS

SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used for the construction, modification,
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maintenance, or repair of vehicle or pedestrian fencing along the southern border unless all of the iron, steel, and manufactured
goods used in the construction, modification,
maintenance, or repair are produced in the
United States.
H.R. 2017
OFFERED BY: MR. GOHMERT
AMENDMENT NO. 76: At the end of the bill
(before the short title) insert the following:
SEC. ll. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for the new construction, purchase, or lease of any building
or space in the District of Columbia for any
branch of the United States Government except if a contract for the construction, purchase, or lease was entered into before the
date of the enactment of this Act.
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS
COMMENDING MR. CLARENCE
OWEN BROWN

HON. RODNEY ALEXANDER
OF LOUISIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great pride that I rise to commend Mr. Clarence Owen Brown, who is being honored tonight for 50 years of teaching excellence. He
has influenced and inspired hundreds of students in Central Louisiana, and his exemplary
contributions and dedication to enhancing the
countless young minds should be celebrated.
Born January 19, 1936 in Ball, La., to Clarence Walter and Hazel Elba Bailey Brown, he
is the brother of Howell Brown, Aubrey Brown
and Norma Brown Simpkins.
He attended grades 1–12 at the ‘‘old’’ Tioga
High School, where he later returned to instruct. Mr. Brown continued his education at
Louisiana College graduating with a Bachelor
of Arts degree with a minor in music. He then
received a Master of Science degree in biology from Northwestern State University (NSU),
as well as post-graduate degrees from NSU,
Louisiana State University and Louisiana Tech
University.
Mr. Brown has devoted half a century to
educating students in Central Louisiana. His
lengthy service includes teaching high school
in Rapides Parish Public Schools for 30 years
with 28 years at Tioga High School, one year
each at Cheneyville High School and Peabody
High School. Since 1991, he has been an educator at Alexandria Country Day School.
Beyond the classroom, Mr. Brown has been
the director of television ministries at First
United Methodist Church from 1983 to
present, and has served as interim music director on several occasions.
In addition to his professional and service
contributions, Mr. Brown is a caring husband,
father and grandfather. He and his lovely wife,
Miriam Jordan Brown, are the proud parents
of Paul David Brown and Stacy Brown Wolf
and grandparents to Mary Rose and Owen
Hayes Wolf.
With 50 years of teaching underneath his
belt, Mr. Brown has definitely left his fingerprint on the world. Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me in paying tribute to Mr.
Clarence Owen Brown for the indelible impact
he has had on his students’ lives.
f

IN RECOGNITION OF STEVE
SIMMONS

HON. MICHAEL C. BURGESS
OF TEXAS
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor Steve Simmons for his years of service
to the State of Texas.
Mr. Simmons worked as the Deputy Executive Director for the Texas Department of

Transportation since 2001. After earning his
degree in civil engineering from the University
of Houston in 1981, he began his career with
TxDOT as a project manager in 1982. He then
went on to serve as the deputy district engineer for TxDOT’s Houston District and was
named the Forth Worth district engineer in
1998. During this time he also served on the
Regional Transportation Council of the North
Texas Council of Governments. Under Mr.
Simmons’ leadership, the Fort Worth District
received the Design Excellence Award for a
Metropolitan District in 1998, 1999 and 2000.
Mr. Simmons’ service also includes time on
the civil engineering advisory boards for the
University of Houston and the University of
Texas at Arlington.
Mr. Simmons received the University of
Houston’s Engineering Alumni Association’s
Distinguished Young Engineering Alumnus
Award in 1997 and the Distinguished Engineering Alumnus Award in 2005, making him
the first University of Houston graduate to attain both awards. He was one of the university’s inaugural inductees into the Cullen College of Engineering’s Academy of Distinguished Civil and Environmental Engineers.
His ability to help make projects a success
dates back to his youth when he earned the
rank of Eagle Scout.
There are numerous transportation projects
in the 26th District and I have been grateful for
the efforts of Mr. Simmons. Whether weighing
in on a highway in need of expansion or coming to North Texas to update my constituents
on the state of our transportation system, his
willingness to serve has equaled his professionalism.
It is with great honor that I recognize Steve
Simmons for his years of hard work and dedication given to the citizens of Texas.
f

CONGRATULATORY REMARKS FOR
THE SAFE RETURN OF SPACE
SHUTTLE ‘‘ENDEAVOUR’’

HON. SANDY ADAMS
OF FLORIDA

be retired to the California Science Center.
Endeavour has carried over 170 courageous
astronauts to space and honorably fulfilled the
legacy of its namesake, the 18th century ship
chartered by explorer James Cook to travel
throughout the south pacific.
I offer my congratulations on a job well done
to Commander Mark Kelly, Pilot Greg Johnson, Mission Specialists Mike Fincke, Drew
Feustel, Greg Chamitoff, and European Space
Agency Mission Specialist Roberto Vittori.
They are heroes and courageous explorers
for all of humanity. Welcome home team.
f

HONORING MR. KENNETH
AHLSTROM

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
commemorate the death of United States
Navy veteran Mr. Kenneth Ahlstrom.
Mr. Ahlstrom served in the Navy during
World War II aboard the USS Phoenix in the
southwest Pacific, and participated in 25 landings in New Guinea, New Britain, the Philippines, and Borneo.
Mr. Ahlstrom was devoted to his local Buffalo community, and held offices in the American Legion, the Dunkirk High School Marauder Booster Club, and Willowbrook Cemetery.
Mr. Ahlstrom was also a family man. He
leaves behind a widow, Mrs. Nancy Ahlstrom,
8 children, 17 grandchildren, and several
great-grandchildren.
It is with great pride that I rise today to remember Mr. Kenneth Ahlstrom, a veteran of
our Nation’s armed forces, and a proud member of my own Buffalo community.
f

STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION TO
THE PATRIOT SUNSETS EXTENSION ACT OF 2011

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mrs. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
welcome home the Space Shuttle Endeavour
and its crew of six from the STS–134 mission.
The Space Shuttle Endeavour landed safely in
the early morning hours today at Kennedy
Space Center located in Florida’s 24th Congressional District. The astronauts of STS–134
spent a total of 16 days in space and delivered the Alpha-magnetic Spectrometer-2 to
the International Space Station, which will be
a critical tool for analyzing cosmic particles
traveling through space.
This is the final flight of the Space Shuttle
Endeavour and now with its 25th successful
mission since 1992, including the first servicing mission for the Hubble Space Telescope,
numerous Space Station assembly missions,
and the delivery of the AMS–2, the orbiter will

HON. CAROLYN B. MALONEY
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the PATRIOT Sunsets Extension
Act of 2011.
The bill that is under consideration today
would again extend authorities under the USA
PATRIOT Act known as the ‘‘roving wiretap’’
provision, the business records, or ‘‘library,’’
provision, which provides authority to compel
production of business records or ‘‘any tangible thing’’ deemed related to a terrorism investigation, and the so-called ‘‘lone wolf’’ provision.
These provisions continue to raise serious
privacy concerns and potential threats to our
civil liberties, which is why I have voted

∑ This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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against extending these provisions in the past.
We simply cannot continue to forgo Congressional oversight and simply extend these authorities, without amendment or debate, because we are told that these provisions are
critical to our national security. It is incumbent
on Members of Congress to consider the potential overreach of these provisions and the
potential threat to our most basic freedoms.
In the wake of the attacks of September
11th, we rightfully committed to do what we
must to protect ourselves from future terror attacks. But we must balance our security with
the need to protect ourselves against unnecessary federal intrusion into our private lives,
which is an essential part of what it means to
be an American and must not be sacrificed.
Simply reauthorizing these provisions, without careful and deliberate debate about their
potential impact, is a disservice to the American people and threatens our fundamental liberties.
That is why I vote against the extension before us today.
f

JANET ROUNTREE TRIBUTE

HON. SCOTT R. TIPTON
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize Janet Rountree for her lifelong commitment to community service and activism.
From a young age, Ms. Rountree has played
an integral role in young, conservative groups
in Colorado, and in a number of state offices.
Her devotion to public television, education
and curing disease is a truly exemplary trait.
Among many other pursuits, Ms. Rountree
currently serves as a precinct committee
woman in Arapahoe County, is a member of
the Cherry Creek Republican Women’s Club,
and the Colorado Lincoln Club. Since Ronald
Reagan, she has volunteered on every Republican Presidential campaign and several
Senate, Congressional and local races. For a
decade, she was a legislative aid in state Senator Paul Schauer’s office and ran numerous
fundraisers for the state Republican Party.
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Ms. Rountree is also immensely dedicated
to the education and health of children in Colorado. She is a volunteer Trail Guide for the
Denver Aquarium, a special events coordinator at Colorado’s Museum of Nature and
Science and has volunteered at several fundraising events for the state’s Children’s Hospital. She also has volunteered over 5,000
hours to the Rocky Mountain PBS Television
station.
Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to stand and pay
tribute to Janet Rountree. Her dedication and
service to public office in Colorado is admirable. The time she has given to volunteer efforts throughout the state is equally commendable. I am grateful for her commitment to the
people of Colorado and her community and
have no doubt that her impact will be felt for
many years.
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IN RECOGNITION OF MS. HELEN
GOTTLIEB

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR.
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize Ms. Helen Gottlieb, Chairwoman of
the Middlesex County Democratic Organization in New Jersey, upon the occasion of her
retirement. Chairwoman Gottlieb is a strong
Democratic leader in Middlesex County who
has made immeasurable contributions to her
community and the Democratic Party. Ms.
Gottlieb’s service is undoubtedly deserving of
this body’s recognition.
In addition to her public service, Chairwoman Gottlieb has amassed an impressive
professional resume. Helen served as a dedicated teacher of English as a Second Language with the South Plainfield school district
from 1970 through 1994. Beginning in 1980,
as a member of the Edison Township Board of
Adjustments, Helen faithfully served the local
residents. She later served as President of the
Edison Menlo Oaks Democratic Club and was
a member of the Edison Township Planning
Board. Her outstanding mentoring and leadership led to her appointment as Assistant Principal of South Plainfield High School in 1994,
where she served for ten years. Helen also
served as co-chair of the Middlesex County
Clinton/Gore Presidential Campaign and Edison, New Jersey Democratic Vice-Chair. She
currently serves as New Jersey State Committee Member and Middlesex County Democratic Chair, having previously serving as Vice
Chair. I commend Helen for her continued
service on behalf of the residents of Middlesex
County.
As a result of her exceptional work, Helen
has received countless awards and honors for
her achievements. She was awarded the
‘‘Woman of Achievement’’ Award and Commendation from the New Jersey General Assembly, 18th District, in 1999 and 1997, respectively. Helen was also the recipient of the
Middlesex County Woman of Excellence
Award in Education in 1993. She was featured
in The News Tribune ‘‘Applause’’ Section in
1991 and was the New Jersey ESL Teacher
of the Year in 1990, and most recently was
the recipient of the Federation of Democratic
Women’s Peg Roberts Award. Helen currently
resides in Edison, New Jersey with her husband, Judge Joel Gottlieb. They have two children and two grandsons.
Mr. Speaker, once again I would like to extend my gratitude to Chairwoman Helen Gottlieb for her exceptional contributions to the
residents of my district and wish her well in
her retirement.
f

land grants—the Rancho San Rafael and Rancho La Providencia. In 1867, Dr. David Burbank, who was extraordinarily active in Los
Angeles real estate, purchased segments of
both ranchos, and merged them to create a
large ranch where he built a ranch house,
raised sheep and sporadically sold off diminutive portions of land.
In the late 1800s, Dr. Burbank sold a stretch
of right-of-way to the Southern Pacific Railroad, and subsequently sold his property to a
group of land speculators, which led to the establishment of the Providencia Land, Water
and Development Company. As speculators
designed a business district and subdivided
the property into residential lots and small
farms, the formation of the City of Burbank
began.
The City of Burbank flourished over the
years, and its continuous progress has been
extraordinary. In the 1920s, the real estate
market boomed, the Magnolia Park sector was
developed, and the area boasted a shopping
center, a bank, and Burbank’s very own radio
station. Burbank’s sought after location and
available space also attracted the aviation and
entertainment industries. In the mid-1920s, the
Lockheed Aircraft Company purchased a portion of Burbank farmland, and built a plant for
the production of its planes. Lockheed employed 94,000 individuals by the time the
United States entered World War II. As a testament to their success, Lockheed’s Burbankbuilt aircraft helped win the Battle of Britain.
Additionally, the motion picture business
moved to Burbank in the 1920s. A 78-acre site
was originally home to First National Pictures,
and later to the Warner Bros. Following its
footsteps were Columbia Pictures and the
Walt Disney Company.
The year of 1943 marked the opening of the
new Burbank City Hall, which has been
named to the National Register of Historic
Buildings. In the 1960s and 1970s, Burbank
attracted more key players of the Hollywood
entertainment industry. By 1962, Burbank became the permanent home of the National
Broadcasting Company. In 1978, the airport
was purchased from Lockheed, and today, the
Bob Hope Airport, governed by the BurbankGlendale-Pasadena Airport Authority, is the
largest privately owned community airport in
the country. The 1980s highlighted the revitalization and evolution of Burbank’s downtown
area, with its collection of numerous restaurants and multi-screen movie theatres. In
the 1990s, the Burbank Recycle Center and
the Regional Intermodal Transportation Center
were opened.
I am honored to represent the great City of
Burbank, which is thriving with multi-dimensional industries, and yet has not lost its
small-town atmosphere. I ask all Members to
join me in congratulating the residents of Burbank on its centennial anniversary.
f

A TRIBUTE TO THE CITY OF
BURBANK

HONORING DR. ROBERT CARR

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF

HON. BARBARA LEE

OF CALIFORNIA

OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the City of Burbank upon its 100th anniversary.
The land occupied by the present City of
Burbank was part of two colossal Spanish
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
the extraordinary life of Dr. Robert Carr. A
long-time leader, activist and researcher in the
prevention of HIV/AIDS and the promotion of
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human rights, Dr. Carr’s prolific work benefitted communities all over the world, including
in Jamaica and the Caribbean. In his most recent role as Director of Policy and Advocacy
at the International Coalition of AIDS Services
Organizations (ICASO) in Toronto, Canada,
Dr. Carr was a dynamic and effective leader.
The global AIDS movement is devastated by
the untimely loss of one of their most beloved
colleagues. With his passing, we look to Dr.
Carr’s continued legacy and the outstanding
quality of his life’s work.
Dr. Carr became active in the field of HIV/
AIDS over a decade ago, when he began to
research stigma and discrimination against
people living with HIV in Jamaica. In 2002, he
became Executive Director of Jamaica AIDS
Support for Life, a national NGO serving Jamaican society’s most disenfranchised populations, including prisoners, the hearing impaired, people who use drugs, sex workers,
transgender people, and gay and other men
who have sex with men. In response to a lack
of access to HIV and health services in Jamaica, he co-founded and was first Executive
Director of the Caribbean Vulnerable Communities Coalition (CVC), one of the first Caribbean organizations to focus on issues related
to the rights and needs of sexual minorities.
As a result of his intellect, passion and talent for collaboration, Dr. Carr began a fast ascent to leadership positions within the AIDS
movement and his work quickly took on a
global scope. The author of several books, Dr.
Carr wrote extensively on human rights and
HIV, as well as on the social context that
drives stigma and discrimination. From 2006
to 2008, he taught at the University of the
West Indies, serving as the Coordinator of the
Graduate Programmes Unit at the Caribbean
Institute of Media and Communication. In recent years, Dr. Carr served on the NGO delegation to the UNAIDS Programme Coordinating Board (PCB) and joined with other
global advocates to found the Global Forum
on MSM & HIV (MSMGF). He acted as a panelist for numerous Congressional Briefings in
Washington D.C., worked with the LGBT Caucus and assisted with high-level meetings at
the U.N., as well as countless other global policy arenas.
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In these myriad roles, Dr. Carr was universally recognized for his unrelenting principles,
his powerful mentorship, his unfailing efforts to
build bridges across the broad HIV movement,
and his larger-than-life presence. He insisted,
unequivocally, that no marginalized community
be left behind in the fight for social justice and
the end of the HIV/AIDS epidemic. As a social
worker and an academic, an attentive listener
and an articulate public speaker, Dr. Carr’s
charming sense of humor, warmth and integrity were at the core of his dedication to activism.
Today, California’s Ninth Congressional District salutes and honors Dr. Robert Carr. Our
global community is indebted to his life’s contribution in countless ways. Dr. Carr will always be remembered as a pioneer in advancing the health and human rights of
marginalized groups, while going the extra
mile to help them form an empowered, unified
front. We extend our deepest condolences to
Dr. Carr’s family and his extended group of
loved ones and colleagues. He will be deeply
missed.
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GEORGE WHITTEN TRIBUTE

HON. SCOTT R. TIPTON
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize George Whitten for his service to
the United States of America. He is one of the
many men and women who put themselves in
harm’s way to protect our country and its values.
Mr. Whitten, now a rancher in Saguache,
Colorado, enlisted during World War II. He
was an exemplary soldier and his efforts contributed to the United States’ success in the
Pacific Theater. Towards the end of the war,
he was one of the soldiers who saw the American flag raised at Iwo Jima. The victories, and
struggles, he saw are humbling to contemplate. We owe a debt of gratitude to the
servicemen of his generation, and to all who
have bravely served our country.
Mr. Speaker, it is truly an honor to stand
and pay tribute to George Whitten. His dedication to our country is immense, and for that I
am grateful.
f

RECOGNIZING THE 100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE CHILDREN’S FREE
WARD ASSOCIATION

HON. DALE E. KILDEE
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate the Children’s Free Ward Association for 100 years of caring for the needs of
poor, sick children in the Saginaw Michigan
area. The Association will celebrate this milestone at St. Mary’s of Michigan Hospital on
June 2 in Saginaw.
The Children’s Free Ward Association was
started in 1911 by a group of women dedicated to assisting the poor in the Saginaw
community. It grew out of the women’s sewing
circle, hospital volunteers that devoted hours
to sewing and repairing patient garments and
linens. In the beginning the Association rented
one bed from St. Mary’s Hospital for $12 a
week. The physicians and surgeons donated
their services to care for the children and the
Association was soon able to increase their
commitment to more beds and cribs. Upon
discharge from the hospital every sponsored
child was given a new outfit made by the volunteers. Over the years they have advocated
and worked to improve pediatric healthcare in
the Saginaw area. They purchased the first incubator and oxygen therapy unit in Saginaw
for premature babies. The members of the Association also volunteered their time to entertain and comfort the children.
In the last year the Association has supported new medical equipment benefitting
17,000 children in the Saginaw Valley region
including: pediatric crash carts, pediatric attachments for glidescopes, medical trays for
emergency care, educational and entertainment items for the patients’ use. They funded
a grief camp for children, Asthma Camp, and
the GreenHouse Center for HOPE expansion
project.
Mr. Speaker, I ask the House of Representatives to join me in applauding the work of the
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Children’s Free Ward Association. Through
their efforts countless children have been
given the gifts of health and life. Conceived
with the idea of helping the smallest and poorest in our midst receive quality healthcare, the
Children’s Free Ward Association has proven
over the last century that with charity, determination and a willingness to work, we can accomplish great things. I commend the volunteers, healthcare providers and supporters for
their vision, commitment and enthusiasm to
provide hope and health to the children and
families of Saginaw and I wish them continued
success through the next 100 years.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. GEORGE MILLER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, I was unable to be present for the
vote on May 26, 2011, to temporarily reauthorize expiring provisions of the Patriot Act. Had
I been present I would have voted against S.
990, the legislative vehicle for the PATRIOT
Act, because I believe that law fails to provide
for the adequate protection of our freedoms
and liberties.
f

CODIFICATION OF LAWS RELATING
TO NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM AS
TITLE 54, UNITED STATES CODE,
NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM

HON. LAMAR SMITH
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Ranking
Member JOHN CONYERS and I have introduced
a bill to enact title 54, United States Code,
‘‘National Park System’’. The bill restates provisions relating to the National Park System as
part of a new positive law title of the United
States Code. The new positive law provisions
replace the existing provisions, which are repealed by the bill.
The bill was prepared by the Office of the
Law Revision Counsel of the House of Representatives as part of its ongoing responsibility under 2 U.S.C. § 285b to prepare, and
submit to the Committee on the Judiciary one
title at a time, a complete compilation, restatement, and revision of the general and permanent laws of the United States.
All changes in existing law made by the bill
are purely technical in nature. The bill was
prepared in accordance with the statutory
standard for codification legislation. The restatement of existing law conforms to the understood policy, intent, and purpose of Congress in the original enactments. Amendments
and corrections, as necessary, will remove
ambiguities, contradictions, and other imperfections.
The bill is not intended to make any substantive changes in the law. As is typical with
the codification process, a number of non-substantive revisions are made, including the reorganization of sections into a more coherent
overall structure, but these changes are not intended to have any substantive effect.
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The bill, along with a detailed section-bysection explanation of the bill, can be found on
the Law Revision Counsel internet site at
http://uscode.house.gov/cod/t54.
Interested
parties are invited to submit comments, no
later than August 31, 2011, to Ken Paretzky,
Senior Counsel, or Tim Trushel, Senior Counsel, Office of the Law Revision Counsel, U.S.
House of Representatives, H2–308 Ford
House Office Building, Washington, DC
20510, (202) 226–9061. Mr. Paretzky’s telephone number is (202) 226–9061 and his
email
address
is
Ken.Paretzky@mail.house.gov. Mr. Thrushel’s
telephone number is (202) 226–9058 and his
email address is Tim.Trushel@mail.house.gov.
f

INTRODUCTION OF THE EVACUEES
TAX RELIEF ACT OF 2011

HON. RON PAUL
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to introduce
the Evacuees Tax Relief Act of 2011, legislation providing tax relief to those forced to
abandon their homes because of a natural disaster. This legislation provides a tax credit or
a tax deduction, depending on the wishes of
the taxpayer, of up to $5,000 for costs incurred because of a government-ordered mandatory or voluntary evacuation. Evacuees
could use the credit to cover travel and lodging expenses associated with the evacuation,
lost wages, property damages not otherwise
compensated, and any other evacuation-related expenses. The tax credit is refundable
up to the amount of income and payroll taxes
a person would otherwise pay, thus ensuring
working people who pay more in payroll than
in income taxes are able to benefit from this
tax relief. The credit is available retroactive to
December of 2010, so it is available to those
who where evacuated because of this springs’
wildfires, tornadoes, and floods.
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Having lived in the Gulf Coast of Texas for
almost 50 years, I have firsthand experience
with the burdens faced by those forced to uproot themselves and their families because of
a natural disaster. Evacuees incur great costs
in getting to safety, as well as loss from the
storm damage. It can take many months, and
even years, to fully recover from the devastation of a natural disaster. Given the unpredictable nature of natural disasters such as hurricanes and tornados, it is difficult for most families to adequately budget for these costs. The
Evacuees Tax Relief Act helps Americans
manage the fiscal costs of a natural disaster.
Mr. Speaker, with the 2011 hurricane season now upon us, it is hard to think of a more
timely and more compassionate tax relief proposal than one aimed at helping families cope
with the costs associated with being uprooted
from their homes, jobs, and communities by a
natural disaster. I hope all my colleagues will
show compassion for those forced to flee their
homes by cosponsoring the Evacuees Tax
Relief Act.
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HON. MICHAEL M. HONDA

cause I was travelling to Kansas for a family
funeral.
Had I been present I would have voted
‘‘yes.’’

OF CALIFORNIA

f

JEWISH AMERICAN HERITAGE
MONTH

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, this May, I am
honored to join my friends in the Jewish community in celebration of Jewish American Heritage Month, and to recognize the many contributions Jewish Americans have made to our
country.
Jewish immigrants came to our country inspired by the promise of cultural and religious
tolerance and socioeconomic mobility. For
more than 350 years, Jewish Americans have
enriched American society by placing a strong
value on education, community and culture.
They have also contributed to the economic
vitality of our Nation, particularly California’s
15th Congressional District, through their innovations in technology. Thanks to their entrepreneurial spirit, Jewish Americans have become the leaders in renewable energy development and high technology in my district.
Without question, Silicon Valley would not be
the hub of innovation it is today without the
contributions of Jewish Americans.
The Jewish American community in my district serves as a shining example of what
makes Silicon Valley a global leader. I am
privileged to represent a community of Jewish
Americans whose contributions in the fields of
technology, business, and education, among
many others, have served as a testament to
America’s promise as a land of opportunity.

CORNELIA HEERSINK TRIBUTE

HON. SCOTT R. TIPTON
OF COLORADO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize Cornelia Heersink for her dedication
to the American Red Cross and the people of
Colorado’s San Luis Valley.
As an original member of the Red Cross
Gray Ladies, Mrs. Heersink volunteered for 45
years at the San Luis Valley Regional Medical
Center. The devotion she showed to helping
the people of her community is truly admirable. Her continual presence provided comfort to patients and families at the southern
Colorado hospital. Patients, and members of
the surrounding community, always appreciated the years of service she gave to the
area’s health.
Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to stand and pay
tribute to Cornelia Heersink today. She has
given a lifetime of service to the health and rehabilitation of Colorado. I have no doubt that
her impact will be felt for many years.
f

TRIBUTE TO RICHIE CRISAFULLI

HON. DENNY REHBERG

f

OF MONTANA

URGING CITIZENS TO ENSURE
DISASTER PREPAREDNESS

HON. GUS M. BILIRAKIS
OF FLORIDA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, the 2011 hurricane season begins today.
As Chairman of the Subcommittee on Emergency Preparedness, Response, and Communications, I regularly meet with emergency
managers to ensure they are ready to respond
to a hurricane or other disaster.
Citizens must do their part as well. Make
sure you have an emergency kit and develop
an emergency plan. Be aware of evacuation
routes in your area. Resources are available
at bilirakis.house.gov to help you with these
efforts.
Disasters can strike at any time, often with
little warning. Our hearts and support go out to
the victims of disasters our Nation has faced
as they work to recover.
Mr. Speaker, we must work to create a culture of preparedness. Taking these small
steps now can make a huge difference when
disaster strikes.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. TIM HUELSKAMP
OF KANSAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, on May
26th, I missed rollcall vote numbered 376 be-
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Speaker, I pay tribute
today to an act of heroism.
In Glendive, Montana, just about as far east
as the state stretches, a young woman is alive
today, just as all the hopes and dreams for
her future still are, because a firefighter by the
name of Richie Crisafulli risked his life to save
hers.
Richie Crisafulli is the Assistant Fire Chief
for the West Glendive Fire Department, but he
is more than a firefighter. He is a father, a
husband, an EMT, a coach, and a community
leader.
In the early morning hours of March 25th, a
fire broke out in the home of a Glendive family. Smoke alarms went off and three of the
four family members home at the time made
it outside. But a teen girl lay sleeping in a
basement bedroom.
Assistant Chief Crisafulli, who lived a few
blocks away from the fire, heard the call come
in, and though he had no rescue gear, responded immediately.
When Crisafulli arrived the family directed
him to the room where the young woman was
still inside. Richie attempted to enter the
house, but the smoke from a fire in the laundry room was overwhelming without the proper equipment and he was forced to retreat.
Undeterred, and inspired by an idea from
another one of Montana’s finest, Dawson
County Sheriff Deputy Ross Canen, who had
just arrived at the scene, Crisafulli took
Canen’s stocking cap, filled it with snow, covered his mouth and nose with it and headed
back inside. The make-shift respirator worked.
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Crisafulli located the girl, and led her through
the blazing, smoke-filled home to safety.
West Glendive Fire Chief Tim Mort had this
to say: ‘‘He’s an absolute hero. There is little
doubt in my mind that young woman is alive
today because of the actions of Richie
Crisafulli.’’
To Richie Crisafulli’s credit, he has remained humble in the face of the ensuing
praise, saying the story was not about him,
but more about the department and the people
he both serves and serves with: ‘‘My grandfather was a part of this fire department from
the beginning. I’m proud to be able to follow
in my family’s footsteps and honored to serve
with my fellow firefighters. If it would have
been one of my four kids, I’m sure someone
else would have done the same.’’
Fearless in response and humble in
praise—Richie Crisafulli went above and beyond the call of duty and I applaud him today.
May he and his family be blessed, just as I
know the grateful family of the young woman
he rescued are, now that their daughter and
sister is alive today to love and be loved by
her family and friends.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. MARCIA L. FUDGE
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, I inadvertently
cast a ‘‘no’’ vote during the rollcall vote No.
356 on amendment 42 to ‘‘H.R. 1540—The
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2012.’’ I would like to change my vote on
the amendment to ‘‘yea.’’

IN RECOGNITION OF MR. STEVEN
DAVIES

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
recognition of Mr. Steven Davies who retires
this year after completing thirty five years of
teaching visual arts and photography at
Westlake High School.
Mr. Davies graduated from Bowling Green
University with a Bachelor of Science degree
in Education and received his Masters degree
in the Art of Teaching from Marygrove College.
Mr. Davies has been teaching visual arts
and photography at Westlake High School for
thirty five years. Among art forms which interest him most are drawing, wood, sculpture
and photography. During his long career at
Westlake High School, Mr. Davies served as
the Art Department Chairman and as a member of the Building Leadership Team. He has
coached football and baseball and was senior
class advisor.
Mr. Davies approaches his teaching profession with diligence and a serious commitment.
‘‘I will do anything in my power to help your
child reach his or her full potential. My mission, as a teacher, is to make the learning
process a thrilling life-long endeavor. I will promote the concepts of trust and respect within
my classroom. And, I will establish high expectations for the students and hold them accountable to fulfill these expectations.’’
Mr. Speaker and colleagues, please join me
in recognition of Mr. Steven Davies as he retires after thirty five years of teaching.
f

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY

MEDIA IGNORE STUDY SHOWING
STIMULUS FAILED

HON. LAMAR SMITH
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a recent
study found that the Obama Administration’s
so-called stimulus plan destroyed American
jobs.
Economists from Ohio State University and
the University of Western Ontario determined
that the stimulus caused a net loss of over a
half-million jobs from April 2009 to September
2010, including a loss of more than one million
private-sector jobs.
If you didn’t hear about this study, you’re
not alone—the national media largely ignored
it.
Investor’s Business Daily and Fox News
covered the study, but most other national outlets were predictably silent.
It’s no wonder only 1 in 10 Americans trust
the media, according to a recent public opinion poll.
The national media should give Americans
the facts, not ignore them to protect the
Obama Administration.
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OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent on May 24,
2011. Had I been present, I would have voted
on the following:
Rollcall No. 333—On Ordering the Previous
Question—‘‘nay.’’
Rollcall No. 334—On Agreeing to the Resolution—‘‘no.’’
Rollcall No. 335—On Motion that the Committee Rise—‘‘no.’’
Rollcall No. 336—On Agreeing to the
Amendment (Tonko No. 2)—‘‘aye.’’
Rollcall No. 337—On Agreeing to the
Amendment (Cardoza No. 9)—‘‘aye.’’
f

HONORING RANDALL D. BYRNE

HON. DALE E. KILDEE
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor Randall D. Byrne as he retires as City
Manager of the City of Grand Blanc, Michigan,
after nearly 30 years of service. His retirement
is planned for June 3.
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Randy Byrne served as the Village Manager
of Almont Village before accepting the post of
Grand Blanc City Manager. During his tenure
with the City of Grand Blanc he served with 6
Mayors and 24 City Council members and has
accomplished numerous major projects. These
include the construction of the City Hall, the
Water Softening Project, the Grand Oak Subdivision Sanitary Sewer Project, expansion of
Rust Park, creation of the Downtown Development Authority, expansion of the Gordon
Mancour Fire Hall, the Jack Kipps Public
Works Building, and construction of the Grand
Blanc Senior Center, street and infrastructure
projects and $12 million worth of grant
projects.
In addition to his work for the City, Randy
Byrne served as President of the Grand Blanc
Rotary Club twice, Vice President of the Genesee County 911 Executive Board, President
of the Michigan Local Government Management Association, and Board Member of the
Grand Blanc Chamber of Commerce. He was
named the 1999 Citizen of the Year by the
Grand Blanc Chamber of Commerce. He
earned his Bachelor’s Degree from Central
Michigan University, his Master’s Degree from
Oakland University, received Credential Manager Status from the International City Management Association and attended the Senior
Executive Institute at the University of Virginia.
Randy and his wife Patricia have 3 sons, Phil,
Kevin, and Chris.
Mr. Speaker, I ask the House of Representatives to join me in applauding the public service career of Randall Byrne. Through his hard
work, and perseverance the City of Grand
Blanc is a thriving community. The residents,
staff, and elected officials have all benefitted
from his expertise and enthusiasm and his
leadership will be missed. I wish him the best
as he enters the next phase of his life.
f
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HONORING CHUCK APPLEBY ON
HIS RETIREMENT FROM THE
CENTRAL AND EASTERN CONNECTICUT CARPENTER’S UNION
LOCAL 24

HON. JOE COURTNEY
OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize Chuck Appleby of Waterford,
Connecticut upon his retirement as the President and Business Manager of the Central
and Eastern Connecticut Carpenter’s Union
Local #24.
For 31 years, Chuck has been an active
member of Local 24, the last 11 of which he
has served as the President and Business
Manager. In communities across Connecticut,
Chuck has led the fight for fair wages, good
jobs and equal treatment for his fellow carpenters and those in the labor fight. Chuck
also served in leadership positions for the
Southeast Connecticut Labor Council and the
New England Regional Council of Carpenters
Executive Board.
Chuck is also an active member of his community. From the Gemma Moran food bank to
Three Rivers Community College to the Fallen
Veterans Foundation and the Ocean Beach
Boardwalk rehabilitation project, Chuck has
volunteered his time, his talents, and his treasure to make a difference in the region.

E:\CR\FM\K01JN8.009

E01JNPT1

E1012

For those who know him, Chuck has always
been a staunch Democrat, serving previously
on the Waterford Democratic Town Committee
and as a delegate to the state Democratic
convention. There is not a Democratic office
holder or candidate in our region that has not
been helped by Chuck in his or her quest for
victory on Election Day. As I can attest, he
has personally crafted and assembled thousands of campaign signs in every nook and
cranny of eastern Connecticut on behalf of the
candidates he has supported. Most famously,
Chuck has organized pre-debate rallies at the
Garde Theater in New London, Connecticut,
now a rite of passage for any Democrat
whose name appears on the ballot in our
state. Chuck’s service to working families is
based on a much deeper and caring basis
than simply party loyalty. I will always remember Chuck’s passionate speech at a Chamber
of Commerce breakfast that, ‘‘The best social
program ever devised is a job—a job with decent wages and benefits!’’ As our Nation grapples with the enormous challenges ranging
from health care, the deficit, the environment
and the strains of family life, Chuck’s shrewd
wisdom offers a beacon of hope and success.
While Chuck may be retiring from his post
as President and Business Manager of Local
24, I imagine his retirement will not be one of
quiet solitude or rest. Chuck is the embodiment of the men and women who make up
America’s labor movement—dedicated, hard
working and always looking forward to the
next fight to improve the lives of the American
middle class. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleagues join me in congratulating my friend
and great American Chuck Appleby on a lifetime of service.
f

IN HONOR OF SUSAN ROSS

HON. JAMES A. HIMES
OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
honor of my dear friend Susan Ross, who is
stepping down from her role as President and
CEO of the Fairfield County Community Foundation, a position she has held for the last 15
years. Since 1992, the Fairfield County Community Foundation has promoted philanthropy
to build and sustain a vital and prosperous
community where all have the opportunity to
participate and thrive. Susan became the
President and CEO of the Foundation in 1996
and, along with her first-rate staff, is responsible for the Foundation’s increasing visibility,
growth and relevance to donors and the community.
Fairfield County includes populations of immense wealth as well as communities of significant challenge, disenfranchisement and
poverty. Susan’s tireless efforts to educate
and to bridge these communities have proven
invaluable and have changed many lives for
the better. During her tenure, the Foundation
has awarded more than $115 million in grants.
Last year alone, the Foundation gave away
782 grants in Fairfield County totaling roughly
$6.4 million.
Under Susan’s leadership, tens of thousands of Fairfield County children, adults and
families have had the opportunity to achieve
their potential. Susan’s leadership and tenure
at the Fairfield County Community Foundation
embody the right answer to that ancient question: ‘‘Am I my brother’s keeper?’’

HON. RUSS CARNAHAN
OF MISSOURI

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH
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RECOGNIZING DR. AAGE R.
MΦLLER

HON. PETE SESSIONS
OF TEXAS

IN REMEMBRANCE OF PAUL R.
KING

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to recognize Sudha David-Wilp, and to honor
her and the work she has done on behalf of
the Association of Former Members of Congress.
Many of my colleagues and I have had the
pleasure to see her work first-hand, both here
in Congress, and abroad.
My work with Sudha began five years ago
when I first joined the Congressional Study
Group on Germany.
Sudha’s mastery of the issues, keen intellect, and diligent work ethic were always obvious, no matter the time or place.
So much of the success of the Study Group
is attributed to Sudha’s hard work and dedication to German-American relations.
I have always been struck by how
quintessentially German-American Sudha’s life
and work has been.
From her work in Germany and the U.S., to
her family being raised with the values and
traditions of both countries, it is fitting that she
is heading to Germany with her husband and
children for the next chapter in her life.
Sudha will be dearly missed here, but I
know she will be successful back in Germany.
I thank her for everything she has done, and
ask my colleagues to join me in honoring her
outstanding work.

voice of ABC–TV’s Saturday morning cartoon
lineup for five years. He served a term as
local president of the American Federation of
Television & Radio Artists (AFTRA) and was a
National Guard Veteran.
Mr. King was involved in figure skating
through one of his sons. He emceed many
competitions, arranged music for skaters and
was president of the Winterhurst Figure Skating Club.
He was called ‘‘King of Voiceovers.’’ In 1984
when Cleveland Magazine named him one of
its 84 Most Interesting People, being a humble
man, he jokingly claimed to a reporter that he
was number 84.
Mr. King’s greatest source of joy and
strength was his family. For forty eight years,
he was the devoted husband of Sue Ann. Together they raised four children: Kathleen,
Kelly, John and the late Scott. His devotion to
his wife and children, then later to his grandchildren and great-grandchildren was unwavering. He was the treasured grandfather of
Shannon and Sean. He was the devoted
great-grandfather of Dakota, Lillian, Isabelle,
Kevin and Andrew. He was the beloved brother of Richard and the late Ronald. Mr. King
was a devoted friend and mentor to many.
Mr. Speaker and Colleagues, please join me
in honor and remembrance of Paul R. King,
whose life will be framed by love for family. I
offer my condolences to his family, friends and
to everyone who knew him well. Mr. King lived
his life with a generous heart and love for family and friends.

f

IN HONOR OF SUDHA DAVID-WILP
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Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
honor and remembrance of Paul R. King, beloved husband, father, grandfather, greatgrandfather, whose generosity and kindness
will be remembered.
Mr. King was born in Olney, Illinois where at
the age of 15 he first realized his passion for
radio announcing. He was a high school
sports correspondent and he worked at the
campus station while attending the University
of Illinois. Mr. King started his professional career at WPEO in Peoria and went on to Wichita where he met and married Sue Ann in
1963.
Mr. King came to Cleveland in 1966 as one
of the WHK radio ‘‘Good Guys’’ hosting mornings and then afternoons as the top-40 station
switched to pop standards. He left in 1973 to
form Commercial Recording Studios in Independence with engineer George Gates where
he created and produced radio commercials
and other innovative presentations.
Mr. King did commercial voiceovers and announcing work for clients that included the
May Co., the Cleveland Browns, the Ohio Lottery, WJW–TV, ‘‘Academic Challenge’’ on
WESS–TV, Forest City, Sherwin-Williams,
Goodyear and Ohio Bell, and he was the
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Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize one of my constituents, Dr. Aage
Mφller, a distinguished lecturer, professor, and
neuroscience researcher at the University of
Texas at Dallas (UTD). Dr. Mφller, an international authority on brain plasticity and sensory systems is known for his cutting-edge
and innovative research, but on the campus of
UTD, he is known to many students simply as
a terrific educator.
Dr. Mφller is a dedicated educator—empowering his students in the classroom and neuroscience laboratories so that they can grow
academically and professionally. His belief in
the importance of education has also led him
and his wife, Margareta, to create the Aage
and Margareta Mφller Scholarship for veterans
of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan. On May
13, 2011, Dr. Mφller received the President’s
Teaching Excellence Award for Tenure-Track
Faculty from UTD. Dr. Mφller was selected
from among more than 100 faculty members
nominated by students. This award speaks
loudly of the respect and high regard his students have for him. I know his work has
touched countless lives. In fact, among Dr.
Mφller’s most important contributions to the
field is his development of a technique known
as intraoperative neurophysiological monitoring. Surgeons around the world use Dr.
Mφller’s method to reduce the risk of serious
complications from brain surgery.
Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me
in congratulating Dr. Mφller on receiving this
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prestigious award and for his many years of
educating and inspiring the next generation of
educators and scientists.
f
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CAPITAL
CAMPAIGN, AND KELLER WILLIAMS, ARLINGTON

HON. JAMES P. MORAN
OF VIRGINIA
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Wednesday, June 1, 2011
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Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor
the distinguished career of Sergeant Major
Jeffrey H. Dixon on the occasion of his retirement from the United States Marine Corps. I
offer SgtMaj Dixon my sincerest thanks for his
33 years of dedicated service in protecting our
nation and safeguarding its future.
SgtMaj Dixon joined the Marine Corps in
1978 at Parris Island, South Carolina. On four
separate occasions, SgtMaj Dixon was meritoriously promoted through the ranks with participation in the evacuation of a U.S. embassy,
the Palestine Liberation Organization, and
subsequent combat operations in Beirut, Lebanon—all within the first five years of his career.
In 1983, SgtMaj Dixon reported to 2/1 and
completed a deployment as a Platoon Sergeant to Okinawa, Japan as well as a western
pacific deployment. During this tour, SgtMaj
Dixon’s exceptional skills were set apart when
his squad won the First Marines Rifle Squad
competition. Shortly following, SgtMaj Dixon
was selected along with nine other Marines to
form what became the Combat Assault Training Section where he designed and instructed
multiple courses that are utilized to this day.
SgtMaj Dixon’s additional tours of duty include Operation Desert Shield and Desert
Storm, the 11th and 15th MEU, Operations
Desert Thunder and Desert Fox, Task Force
58 in Afghanistan and Operation Iraq Freedom
I & II. Throughout these deployments, SgtMaj
Dixon distinguished himself by extraordinary
acts of leadership time and again. Among his
many accomplishments, his decorations include Meritorious Service Medals, a Navy
Commendation Medal, Navy Achievement
Medals and a Combat Action Ribbon. These
recognitions are a true testament of SgtMaj
Dixon’s dedication, leadership and commitment to our country.
In 2007 SgtMaj Dixon was assigned as the
SgtMaj for Marine Corps Base Camp Pendleton where in 2008, as a reflection of his
work, the Base won the Commander and
Chiefs Installation Excellence award. Moreover, SgtMaj Dixon’s service in his current position as the Sergeant Major for the Marine
Corps Installations West has truly been the
capstone of a remarkable military career.
SgtMaj Dixon’s demonstrated leadership,
dedication and expertise has inspired countless fellow Marines As he enters this new
stage of his life, I hope that SgtMaj Dixon will
benefit from his years of work, just as the
United States Marine Corps has benefited. I
offer him my congratulations and may he
enjoy a rewarding retirement.
Mr. Speaker, I ask you to please join me in
honoring all the brave men and women who
have served in the United States Armed
Forces, and the admirable service of Sergeant
Major Jeffrey Dixon.
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Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
recognize the Arlington Food Assistance Center’s (AFAC) Permanent Home Capital Campaign, and Keller Williams, Arlington, both of
which are located in Virginia’s Eighth Congressional District.
AFAC’s Permanent Home Campaign was
launched in 2008. The goals of the campaign
are to pay off the mortgage of their new building, establish a capital needs fund, and pay
back AFAC’s modest endowment fund from
which the downpayment on the building purchase was borrowed.
The Arlington Food Assistance Center has
many generous and faithful friends who have
assisted them in the campaign effort. They
have raised $760,000 so far, moving closer toward their $1 million goal.
No community partner has worked as tirelessly on this effort as the Community Outreach Committee of Keller Williams, Arlington.
Keller Williams has graciously hosted fundraisers for AFAC and their Permanent Home
Campaign, and is now the largest donor to the
Campaign—having raised over $100,000 in 3
years.
I would like to commend the Arlington Food
Assistance Center for their work on behalf of
the less fortunate in Arlington County and recognize
Keller
Williams,
Arlington,
for
partnering with them in support of their Permanent Home Campaign and overall mission to
feed the hungry in our region.
f

HONORING CLEM ROY

HON. JOHN B. LARSON
OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. LARSON. Mr. Speaker, the passing of
Clem Roy—an old friend of mine—happened
so abruptly, and struck at the core of the notion we all have of our brief time on this planet, and the importance of friends and family,
and what we mean to one another.
Faith teaches us that Clem is in a better
place: at peace and without suffering, while
we scramble to fill the void left by his passing
with stories and memories of the friend we
laughed with, argued and debated with, and
with whom we shared in the ups and downs
of the human comedy that is life.
Two Connecticut writers—both contemporaries of Clem’s—Kevin Rennie of The Hartford Courant, and Mark Pazniokas of the CT
Mirror, wrote excellent pieces about Clem that
I am proud to submit for the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD at the same time that a flag will fly
over the United States Capitol in Clem Roy’s
memory. These writers captured his essence.
The following are the articles as they appeared in The Hartford Courant and CT Mirror:
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LOBBYIST CLEM ROY: A SHARP OPERATOR
WITH A LOT OF HEART
(By Kevin Rennie—The Hartford Courant)
‘‘You can read a bill and you can vote for
a bill, but you shouldn’t do both.’’ So goes
the wisdom of an original in Connecticut politics, Clem Roy.
A lobbyist for more than 30 years, Clem
has been struck by an aggressive brain
tumor diagnosed a few weeks ago. In those
decades bivouacking in the Capitol village,
he has fashioned a distinct, colorful legacy
in the gray world of state politics.
You could tell the future by watching
Clem. He was what consumer analysts call
an early adopter. The first cellphones were
bigger than bricks. Clem made his look like
a natural accoutrement to his careful look.
Hard frame briefcases were at the end of
their run when Clem began carrying a Coach
leather backpack. He was right that keys
and a thick wallet wreck the drape of an elegant suit.
You could live by his compendium of aphorisms, which his legion of friends have been
sharing as they buck up each other’s flagging spirits. That is usually Clem’s job.
Born in 1946 and raised in Bristol, Clem
served in Vietnam from 1966 into 1967. Really
served, not just told people he did on the way
to a seat in the U.S. Senate. (Don’t get him
started on that.) He returned to the United
States and worked for Robert Kennedy’s 1968
presidential campaign.
He worked for a legislative committee in
the late 1970s and then, without a client, became a lobbyist. His foresight expanded beyond technology and fashion. In 1981, he
managed Thurman Milner’s successful campaign for mayor of Hartford, helping Milner
become the first black mayor of a New England city.
For more than 30 years, Clem has been a
source of pungent opinions, smart insights
and surprises. He represented tobacco companies at a time when the same people who
gasped at the lighting of a cigarette supported making taxpayers give drug addicts
free needles. He brought a sense of proportion to human weakness in its struggle
against tiresome Utopians.
He has had many clients and he can argue
most briefs. He knows how to create a diversion that unbalances an adversary on one
issue while working with them on a different
one. In a place where a governor’s repetitive
green ties pass for fashion, Clem Roy does it
all with high style, often purchased from
swank Louis, Boston.
Lobbying has been good to Clem. He can
employ a gruff demeanor and a memory for
slights (not the worst thing), but he has a secret. Shouldn’t everyone? He is a secret Samaritan.
When a friend was celebrating a milestone
and her newly married daughter could not
afford to fly to Connecticut from California,
Clem bought her a ticket so she could surprise her mother. The halls of government
and Hartford Hospital, where he now is, reverberate with such stories.
Clem believes mixing in mannered company can help lift one’s lot. A few years ago,
he sent the residents of a women’s shelter to
a salon, told them to get dolled up and had
them to delivered to his favorite haunt, Max
Downtown. There, compliments of Clem,
they learned about what was once called deportment while the staff raised their spirits
and enriched their knowledge of another part
of the world.
A successful lobbyist needs a vigilant eye
for detail and relentless focus. Clem possesses those attributes and his perceptions
extend beyond the matter of the moment. He
had an urge to lift in ways that would escape
others. An advancing brain tumor did not
keep him from doing one more good work.
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A friend visited him in the hospital last
week and thought Clem might be fading in
and out of lucidity when he started going on
about the women not having stools to sit on.
Stools were his final mission in the service
of good works in unexpected places.
It bothered him that the cashiers in the
cafeteria at the Legislative Office Building
had to stand all day at their registers. He
wanted them to have stools. It’s only fair. In
his personal distress, he would not let it go.
On Friday, stools were delivered to the LOB.
He is, according to his closest friend, at
peace.
CLEM ROY, LOBBYIST AND BON VIVANT, DIES
AT 65
(By Mark Pazniokas—The Connecticut
Mirror)
Clem Roy, one of most delightfully idiosyncratic characters ever to grace the halls
of the state Capitol, died today at Hartford
Hospital, just weeks after being diagnosed
with a brain tumor.
Roy, 65, was a successful lobbyist with a
largely business clientele, but a much, much
broader portfolio of interests and causes.
He managed the 1981 mayoral campaign of
Thurman Milner, the first black mayor of
Hartford. He was deeply interested in the
arts. He gambled, golfed and enjoyed cigars.
Women tended to find him charming, and not
only the three he married.
The staff on the second floor of the
Conklin Building at Hartford Hospital had to
wonder just whom they had as their guest for
the past few weeks. The stream of visitors
included legislators, a former governor and a
prominent restaurant owner.
The latter brought Roy’s favorite steak,
along with a favorite waitress to serve it. As
was his habit at the restaurant, Roy was gracious to the wait staff, then crabbed at the
owner about how the meal was prepared. The
owner was delighted.
Roy grew up in Bristol. He served in Vietnam with the U.S. Army, then got involved
in politics, volunteering for Bobby Kennedy’s
campaign in 1968. He was a committee clerk
at the Capitol more than 30 years ago, then
became a lobbyist in an era where the ethical and cultural norms were a tad more relaxed.
His first lobbying client was a bank sent
his way by the chairman of the banks committee.
In later years, his business partner was
Craig LeRoy, a buttoned-down yin to Roy’s
yang. LeRoy is married with three children,
who saw their father’s partner as an impossibly colorful uncle. Roy and LeRoy each
seemed to live a little vicariously through
the other.
Conversations with Roy were wild rambles.
Topics might include his system at slots, his
vote for Barack Obama in 2008, or his resolve
not to vote for him in 2012 over Obama’s absence from Arlington National Cemetery one
Memorial Day. Unforgivable in Roy’s view.
He took no offense, however, when it once
was noted in a news story that Roy’s clients
included Big Tobacco and the funeral industry. He repeated the line often.
Roy insisted he didn’t talk to reporters. He
did lobbying, not PR. He reminded me of
that every time we talked.
f

IN RECOGNITION OF SAYREVILLE
EMERGENCY SQUAD’S 75TH ANNIVERSARY

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR.
OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
congratulate the Sayreville Emergency Squad
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as its members celebrate the organization’s
75th Anniversary. Sayreville Emergency Services faithfully serves local residents, businesses and visitors throughout Sayreville, New
Jersey. Their honorable actions are undoubtedly deserving of this body’s recognition.
The Sayreville Emergency Squad is an all
volunteer organization founded in 1936 to
serve the emergency medical needs of the
residents of Sayreville. Many of the services
provided by the Emergency Squad, which include emergency medical services, low angle
rope rescue, and water/boat rescue, are free
of charge to the residents. All operating costs
are paid for through the generous donations of
Sayreville residents. The formidable men and
women of this organization are New Jersey
State EMT Certified and respond to over
3,500 calls for assistance each year. Volunteers sacrifice holidays and time with their
family to assist those in need of emergency
medical assistance, many times in harsh
weather conditions. This non-profit volunteer
organization continues to provide superior
quality emergency medical and technical support and is a shining example of what steadfast commitment and dedication can accomplish.
Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring the
Sayreville Emergency Services on its 75th Anniversary in thanking the men and women who
have faithfully served and protected the Borough of Sayreville.
f

A MEMORIAL TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH
W. AIDLIN

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF

June 1, 2011

Magma Power Company which ‘‘created modern geothermal development at the Geysers
Geothermal Field, which is to say geothermal
development in California, the United States
and the Americas.’’ Joseph served as Vice
President, Secretary, General Counsel and
Member of the Board of Directors of Magma
Power Company until 1987. Mr. Aidlin cofounded the Geothermal Resources Council
(GRC), and he was the first recipient of a
prestigious award given to the person contributing most to the geothermal industry, the Joseph W. Aidlin Award. A leader in writing national and state legislation relating to geothermal resources, Mr. Aidlin drafted the
world’s first geothermal lease, contributed to
having the Geothermal Resources Act being
made a part of California’s Resources Code in
1968 and participated substantially in developing provisions of the Federal Geothermal
Steam Act of 1970. He was a member of the
National Geothermal Advisory Committee of
the Department of Energy and Chairman of its
Legal and Institutional Subcommittee, and a
member of the Geothermal Energy Panel of
the Energy Research Advisory Board of the
Department of Energy.
Joseph and his wife Mary were married for
63 years. After Mary’s death in 1997, Joseph
continued to work at his law practice beyond
his one-hundredth birthday on April 28, 2010,
making him the oldest active lawyer in California. Mr. Aidlin died peacefully in his sleep
on September 30, 2010. A pioneer and a man
of great principles, I ask all members to join in
me in remembering Joseph W. Aidlin.
f

INCREASING STATUTORY LIMIT
ON THE PUBLIC DEBT
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Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor the memory of Joseph W. Aidlin of Los
Angeles County, California, who was a pioneer in the geothermal industry and development of law for geothermal resources, and institutional matters related to development and
use.
Born on April 28, 1910 in Chicago, Illinois,
the son of Russian immigrants, Joseph’s family moved to California in the 1920’s, settling
in the Los Angeles area. When the Aidlin family moved to Long Beach, the Signal Hill oil
field was being developed and it was there—
watching oil wells being drilled—that Joseph
became fascinated with oil and other mineral
exploration, a life-long interest. Despite a love
of science and an inclination to attend
Caltech, Mr. Aidlin majored in economics at
UCLA, receiving his B.A. in Economics with
honors in 1930. He received his law degree
from UC Berkeley, Boalt School of Law in
1933 and was admitted to the California State
Bar, after which he began practicing law. His
practice included divorces, wills, and taxes
and a particular case involving an oil company
and tideland boundaries that sparked his lifelong interest in land titles and natural resources.
Along with his law practice, where his most
recognized accomplishments had been in land
titles and natural resources, especially geothermal, Mr. Aidlin influenced geothermal activities fundamentally in numerous other ways
for many years. In 1954, he and his partners,
B.C. McCabe and Robert Bering, co-founded
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Tuesday, May 31, 2011
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in support of H.R. 1954, a clean up-ordown vote on extending the debt limit, refusing
to hold this critical measure hostage to other
economic and political objectives.
I must confess that I am perplexed to see
the majority bring an utterly vital bill to the
floor that it has no intention of passing—and
is actually urging its members to vote against.
I must also note that it contains a poison pill:
a hypocritical and deceptive clause that seeks
to lay full blame on President Obama for the
need for a debt limit increase.
Mr. Speaker, how many members of Congress have voted for a tax cut or an appropriations bill over the past few Congresses? The
answer is nearly all. While we may debate the
merits of each of those past proposals and
reach different conclusions on their merit, the
bill for these prior legislative acts is now due.
Not paying it would be reckless, and you don’t
have to be an economist to figure that out.
Every American family knows that you must
pay your bills when those bills come due. The
United States can be no different.
Passage of a clean debt ceiling bill would
affirm that America always pays her bills. This
isn’t about authorizing new spending; it’s just
ensuring that we can pay for what we have already bought. Whether Congress is paying for
tax cuts, tanks, or teachers, there’s no free
lunch.
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As troubling as the motivations behind this
vote are, more troubling still is the majority’s
willingness to put the full faith and credit of the
United States at risk to gain leverage over
economic policy. Republicans should not be
holding the economy hostage to advance their
ideological agenda, especially when the economic recovery is still fragile.
Earlier this year, I joined with my colleagues
in asking House Republicans to support a
clean debt limit increase, but today it’s clear
they will not. In short, the majority is playing
with fire. Remember this: default would set off
a catastrophic chain of economic consequences, putting not just the economic recovery at risk, but risking a new, deeper recession. It would affect every single American
family, every single worker and every single
retiree. There is no reason to manufacture a
crisis, but we have seen this play before from
the majority, who manufactured a crisis over
funding the government in the 2011 fiscal
year: a crisis that ended up costing taxpayers
more money and realizing none of the promised savings this year.
The majority can do better than partisan
posturing, and it must. There are many members—on both sides of the aisle—who I suspect share this conviction. I have long advocated a comprehensive approach to deficit reduction. I believe any serious approach puts
all the options—revenue, as well as domestic,
defense and entitlement spending, carefully
targeted in all cases—on the table as we chart
a course back to fiscal balance. But where we
cut and of whom we ask additional sacrifice
should be consistent with our priorities and
values.
If we consider all the options, we can chart
a course to fiscal balance, one that invests in
the things that ensure our economic success:
education, innovation, and infrastructure. If we
consider all the options, we can safeguard our
commitment to seniors instead of undermining
it by turning Medicare into a voucher program.
Congress must do better than a budget that
ends Medicare as we know it to pay for tax
cuts to oil companies and wealthy individuals,
and at the same time sinks the country $1.9
trillion further into debt. Not long ago, many
responsible members of the majority party favored a comprehensive approach. As we
move forward, I urge them not to wilt on the
vine in the face of pressure from those on the
far right.
Congress must come together and negotiate
in good faith if we are going to do the two critical things required of us: to put the American
people back to work in a fully recovered economy, and to chart a course back to fiscal balance. I will vote for this legislation today, because America must pay its bills. But this Republican move is far more symbolic than serious, harnessing only Congress’ power as an
instrument of partisan politics, and not its
power as an instrument to answer the country’s problems.
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‘‘ENDEAVOUR’’—IN HONOR OF HER
FINAL MISSION THE ENDEAVOUR
STS–134

HON. PETE OLSON
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
honor and in gratitude of the brave men and
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women of NASA, and the Shuttle program. On
this, Endeavour’s last and final mission, and to
the crew of Kelly, Johnson, Fincke, Chamitoff,
Feustel, Vittori, we say God Speed. Our prayers are with you and your families. I ask that
this poem penned in honor of them by Albert
Caswell be placed in the RECORD.
ENDEAVOUR
When . . . Whenever . . . Whenever, We
Endeavour!
And go forth! All out upon our most heroic
course * * * and reach for the stars!
To new heights, all in our hopes and dreams
. . . This Flight . . . This Force, that
only hearts can so ignite!
Burning bold and burning bright, all out
upon our most heroic ways!
To strive for such lofty goals, and dreams!
All out towards new worlds to explore, such
magnificence . . . such themes!
To soar to, where none before have gone!
As ever onward, we speed . . . to far off and
most distant shores . . .
‘As all in this, it so surely seems . . .
That this force, these golden dreams . . . but
can only come from, from within . . .
the bravest of all hearts, convene!
Only with such shining hopes and dreams,
will we reach this end!
As we Endeavour, to go forth to see what
must be seen!
Armed with but only our hearts of courage
full, as we so dare to dream, time and
time again!
As all ahead full, we proceed!
To take us out of earth’s surly bonds, all out
upon our most historic course . . .
To new worlds, so far beyond . . . this force!
All in our search for the truth . . .
To Discovery and beyond, all in the pursuit
of knowledge . . . all in our hearts of
youth!
As we are gone! As to new world’s we explore!
But, for Man and Womankind’s very existence to so insure!
Above and beyond! To Reach For and
Achieve, all in what we believe!
As our hearts take flight, to plant these
seeds!
To meet Woman and Mankind’s, needs!
While, all out there on the edge of death . . .
hurdling, through space . . . at speed!
As these bravest of all hearts so crest, and so
rapidly so beat . . . all in this their
race against time, we so see!
Right to the very edge of death, all in these
their most heroic quests!
All for our world to so bless! This need!
To find the answers that we must know! But,
to Endeavour there so!
While, all of their precious lives but lie in
their hands . . .
The men and women Omission control, who
now so stand!
Who so tirelessly work, all on their watch
. . . who plan . . .
As life and death, but hangs on a strand!
For you are worth your weight in gold, as
this we all so understand!
As you too have chose to Endeavour, as so
much is owed!
As through these journeys we continue to
learn, and grow!
All out upon our course! So that in the end,
Woman and Mankind may ascend!
To new heights and so go forth!
And so Endeavour, as you take your last and
final mission . . .
and final visions, and blast off to this final
ignition!
All in your most magnificent of quests, and
celestial visions . . .
A prayer, a wish . . . to all of you, but come
our blessings!
As you hurdle through space, on the very
edge of death!
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For all of us to bless! God Speed, and safe
journey on that edge!
You most heroic champions of space, as said
. . .
The ones who so dare to dream, as now up to
new worlds you so speed!
And to all those who over the years, who too
have so Endeavored here . . .
With tears, as you rode upon her historic
wings . . .
As to your most courageous hearts, her
songs to you did sing!
As you so brought back to our world, many
a splendid thing!
All within the light of the knowledge, that
you so carried back with you all upon
her golden wings . . .
All because you all so chose, To Endeavour!
—Albert Caswell
f

CARIBBEAN-AMERICAN HERTIAGE
MONTH RESOLUTION

HON. BARBARA LEE
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, today I introduced a
resolution recognizing the significance of National Caribbean-American Heritage month.
This resolution acknowledges the important
contributions Caribbean-Americans have made
to our nation’s history and culture.
Let me begin by thanking my esteemed colleagues Representative DONALD PAYNE, Chair
of the Caribbean Caucus, Congresswomen
DONNA CHRISTENSEN and FREDERICA WILSON,
my esteemed friend Representative JOHN
CONYERS, Congressman ED TOWNS, and many
others who have joined me in introducing this
resolution today, the first day of CaribbeanAmerican Heritage Month.
I am also pleased that the President issued
a Proclamation on May 31, 2011, declaring
June 2011 to be Caribbean-American Heritage
Month, as has been the practice since Congress unanimously passed House Concurrent
Resolution 71 in February 2006. As a longtime supporter of the Caribbean and a frequent visitor to the region, I was very proud to
see us celebrate this important commemorative month for the fifth straight year.
I would also like to acknowledge Dr. Claire
Nelson and the Institute of Caribbean Studies
as well as all the other Caribbean American
organizations in Washington, my home state
of California, and across the country that have
worked and continue to work to make Caribbean-American Heritage Month a great success.
As the President said in his proclamation,
‘‘Immigrants from Caribbean countries have
come to America for centuries. Some came
through the bondage of slavery.
Others willfully left behind the world they
knew in search of a better life. Regardless of
the circumstances of their arrival, they had
faith their descendants would have a chance
to realize their greatest potential.’’
Throughout the history of the United States,
this nation has been fortunate to benefit from
countless individuals of Caribbean descent
who have contributed to American government, politics, business, arts, education, and
culture—including one of my personal mentors, the Honorable Shirley Chisholm.
Shirley Chisholm was a woman of Ba-jan
and Guyanese descent, who never forgot her
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Caribbean roots. She was the first African
American woman elected to Congress and the
first woman to run for the Democratic presidential nomination.
My political involvement began as a volunteer for her historic presidential campaign in
1972. Through her mentorship, she strengthened my interest in issues important to the African Diaspora both here in the U.S. and
abroad.
During Caribbean American Heritage Month,
we recognize the important contributions of
people like Shirley Chisholm, as well as Alexander Hamilton, Hazel Scott, Sidney Poitier,
Wyclef Jean, Eric Holder, Colin Powell, Harry
Belafonte, Roberto Clemente, Celia Cruz—and
yes, Representatives DONNA CHRISTENSEN,
SHEILA JACKSON LEE, YVETTE CLARKE, FREDERICA WILSON, NYDIA VELÁZQUEZ, PEDRO
PIERLUISI—and many other persons of Caribbean descent who have helped shape this
country.
Caribbean American Heritage Month reminds us of the large and diverse constituencies of Caribbean Americans in our nation,
and provides us with an opportunity to celebrate and share in the rich culture of the Caribbean American community through showcases of Caribbean art, festivals, concerts,
and film.
In my own district of Oakland, California, individuals and organizations celebrate the rich
heritage of people of Caribbean descent
through musical concerts and family picnics.
In addition to presenting us with an occasion to celebrate the legacy of Caribbean
Americans, this month also provides us an opportunity to strengthen our long-term partnership with nations of the Caribbean community.
From trade, energy, and immigration to disaster preparedness and the challenging issues
around HIV/AIDS, we have critical challenges
we must face with our Caribbean neighbors.
These challenges are regional in nature, so
we must confront them together and in partnership.
One issue of the region which continues to
deserve special mention is last year’s earthquake in Haiti. At the international donors’
conference in March 2010, fifty-eight donors
pledged over $5.5 billion to support Haiti’s Action Plan for Recovery and Development. According to the United Nations, as of March of
this year, only about 37 percent of these funds
have been disbursed. This is unacceptable. If
we are to break the cycle of disaster—emergency relief—disaster in which Haiti has been
trapped for many years, we must act with the
same sense of urgency in reconstruction as
we did immediately following the quake.
It is critical that any long-term reconstruction
and development agenda is Haitian-led, that
Haitian civil society and the Haitian Diaspora
play a central role, and that such an agenda
focuses on building the capacity of the Haitian
Government to provide basic services and
protect the social, civil, and political rights of
its people.
Only by empowering Haitians to rebuild their
own lives and their own country will we truly
‘‘rebuild differently.’’
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I would like to end by stating that although
the Caribbean faces many challenges, we understand that we must face them together. Despite the often turbulent history between the
United States and Caribbean countries, our
ties cannot be pinned down to geography
alone, or economics alone, or even history
alone. The region continues to shape us as
Americans as much as we here continue to
shape the Caribbean.
So I ask all of my colleagues to join me in
supporting this measure to honor our nation’s
Caribbean American community and the rich
gifts that they have given and continue to give
this country.
Let us continue to celebrate the rich diversity of this nation of immigrants and recognize
that it will forever be the great blessing and
strength of our country.
f

RECOGNIZING GRADUATING HIGH
SCHOOL SENIORS FOR ENLISTING TO SERVE OUR COUNTRY AS
MEMBERS
OF
THE
UNITED
STATES ARMED FORCES

low classmates. While many of their peers will
prepare to move onto college, vocational
school and other endeavors, the aforementioned young men and women will enter a life
of service to defend our Nation and its ideals.
I would like to offer my personal thanks to
these brave young men and women. They
have chosen a commendable path of service
to our Nation, and with excellent education
and steady encouragement, they will be able
to successfully meet any challenges they face
in the field, and in life.
Mr. Speaker, please join me in celebrating
the remarkable dedication to our country these
young adults have shown by their decision to
enlist in our Armed Services. We owe all of
our service members—past, present and future—our deepest gratitude; and we must
never forget to recognize the courage and
valor of those who choose to serve our Nation
and who are committed to freedom.
f

HONORING LINDY BOGGS ON HER
95TH BIRTHDAY

HON. JON RUNYAN

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON

OF NEW JERSEY

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

OF TEXAS

Wednesday, June 1, 2011
Mr. RUNYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
recognition of fifty-one high school seniors in
Camden Country for their admirable decision
to enlist in the United States Armed Forces.
Of these fifty-one seniors, twenty one have
joined the Marine Corps. They are Nicholas
Iezzi, Ryan Bordi, Edwin Rivera, Alexander
Bonilla, Alan Rivas, Michael Colman, Brandon
Piazza, Skipper Schilling, Steven Serrno, Carlos Rivera, Alexander Benitez, Khiry Rowley,
John Gibson, Danielle Gregg, Matt Falcone,
Tim Anstotz, Ricky Chan, Kianya Eldridge,
John Hines, Allison Wright and Andrew
Cipolone.
Thirteen have jointed the Army. They are
Christopher Gunning, Sean Barger, Eric Martinez, Joshua Ryan, Daniel Buscio, Raven Minerva, Jamir Taylor, Christopher Robinson,
Dominic Massimo, Derek Hoinkis, Aaron
Brown, Stephen Gracia and Indeo Ragsdale.
Six have joined the Navy. They are Taylor
Cocuzza, Michael Papapietro, John Feldman,
Reinaldo Pacheco, Redman Miles-Ruiz, and
Shawn Daley.
Five have joined the New Jersey Army National Guard. They are Matthew Krevetski,
Valerie Kibler, Desmond Taylor, Luis Barats
and Scott Arons.
Four have joined the Air Force. They are
Patrick Covaleski, Destern Winkler, Steven
Deleon and Brian Jurek.
Two have joined the New Jersey Air National Guard. They are Shaun Feuson and
Francisco Moran.
All of the fifty-one seniors will be recognized
at the ‘‘Our Community Salutes of South Jersey’’ ceremony on the evening of June 2nd,
2011.
As June unfolds, these young men and
women will celebrate graduation with their fel-
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Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay tribute to the
legacy of an exceptional public servant, Lindy
Boggs. The former Congresswoman and Ambassador celebrated her 95th birthday earlier
this year.
As the first women elected to Congress
from Louisiana, Lindy Boggs served as a
Member of the House of Representatives for
17 years. However, her political involvement
and dedication to public service began long
before that election. Lindy Boggs was greatly
involved in the political campaigns and Congressional work of her late-husband, Hale
Boggs. Following his presumed death in 1973,
Lindy Boggs was elected to his seat and went
on to represent the 2nd Congressional District
of Louisiana with distinction. Congresswoman
Boggs helped cofound the Congressional
Women’s Caucus and played an instrumental
role in creating the Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families. Known for compassion and kindness, Lindy Boggs was a leader
in the halls of Congress, and served as a
strong proponent of economic and social
equality for women and girls.
Following her retirement from Congress,
Lindy Boggs went on to serve as Ambassador
to the Vatican. Throughout her career, Lindy
Boggs has remained extremely dedicated to
her family. The success of her children is a
testament to that dedication.
Although I did not have the honor of serving
in the House with Congresswoman Boggs, her
leadership and legacy have left their mark for
every women in Congress. Lindy Boggs has
served this country with honor and I wish her
well on the occasion of her 95th birthday.
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Senate
Chamber Action

Committee Meetings

The Senate stands adjourned until 10:30 a.m. on
Friday, June 3, 2011.

No committee meetings were held.

h

House of Representatives
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Chamber Action
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 19 public bills, H.R. 2065–2083; and 4 resolutions, H.
Con. Res. 57; and H. Res. 289–291, were introduced.
Pages H3868–69
Additional Cosponsors:
Pages H3870–71
Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows:
Report on the Suballocation of the Budget Allocations for Fiscal Year 2012 (H. Rept. 112–96);
H. Res. 288, providing for consideration of the
bill (H.R. 2055) making appropriations for military
construction, the Department of Veterans Affairs,
and related agencies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2012, and for other purposes (H. Rept.
112–97); and
H.R. 1249, to amend title 35, United States
Code, to provide for patentreform, with an amendment (H. Rept. 112–98 Pt. 1).
Page H3868
Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he
appointed Representative Westmoreland to act as
Speaker pro tempore for today.
Page H3809
Recess: The House recessed at 10:35 a.m. and reconvened at 12 noon.
Page H3813
Retirement of Law Revision Counsel for the
House of Representatives: Read a letter from Mr.
Peter G. LeFevre wherein he retired as Law Revision
Page H3828
Counsel effective June 1, 2011.
Oath of Office—Twenty-Sixth Congressional
District of New York: Representative-elect Kathleen Hochul presented herself in the well of the
House and was administered the Oath of Office by

the Speaker. Earlier, the Clerk of the House transmitted a facsimile copy of a letter from Mr. Robert
Brehm and Ms. Kimberly Galvin on behalf of Mr.
Todd Valentine, Co-Executive Directors of the Board
of Elections, State of New York, indicating that, according to the unofficial returns of the Special Election held May 24, 2011, the Honorable Kathleen
Hochul was elected Representative to Congress for
the Twenty-Sixth Congressional District, State of
Pages H3829–30
New York.
Whole Number of the House: The Speaker announced to the House that, in light of the administration of the oath to the gentlewoman from New
York, Ms. Hochul, the whole number of the House
Page H3831
is adjusted to 433.
Suspension—Proceedings Resumed: The House
agreed to suspend the rules and pass the following
measure which was debated on May 31st:
Directing the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to
establish a VetStar Award Program: H.R. 802,
amended, to direct the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
to establish a VetStar Award Program, by a 2/3 yeaand-nay vote of 408 yeas to 11 nays, Roll No. 383.
Pages H3831–32

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘To
amend title 38, United States Code, to direct the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to establish a VetStar
Page H3832
Award Program.’’.
Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2012: The House began consideration of
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H.R. 2017, making appropriations for the Department of Homeland Security for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2012. Consideration is expected to resume tomorrow, June 2nd.
Pages H3832 (Continued next issue.)

Agreed to:
Broun (GA) amendment that reduces the funding
for the Office of the Under Secretary for Management by $600,000 and increases the Spending Reduction Account by the same amount;
Page H3846
LaTourette amendment that increases funding, by
offset, for Firefighter Assistance Grants by $320 million (by a recorded vote of 333 ayes to 87 noes, Roll
No. 384);
Pages H3837–41, H3852
Royce amendment (No. 2 printed in the Congressional Record of May 31, 2011) that increases, by
offset, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
to facilitate agreements consistent with section
287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, by
$1 million (by a recorded vote of 268 ayes to 151
noes, Roll No. 386);
Pages H3843–44, H3853–54
Poe amendment (No. 8 printed in the Congressional Record of May 31, 2011) that increases, by
offset, Border Security Fencing, Infrastructure, and
Technology, by $10 million (by a recorded vote of
327 ayes to 93 noes, Roll No. 387);
Pages H3846–47, H3854

King (IA) amendment that redirects $1 million
with respect to U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
for necessary expenses for enforcement of laws relating to border security, immigration, customs, agricultural inspections and regulatory activities;
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(See Next Issue)

King (IA) amendment that redirects $1 million
with respect to U.S. Customs and Border Protection,
for necessary expenses for enforcement of immigration and customs laws;
(See Next Issue)
Barrow amendment that redirects $5 million with
respect to U.S. Customs and Border Protection, for
necessary expenses for enforcement of immigration
and customs laws;
Page H3858
Richardson amendment that redirects $100 million with respect to Disaster Relief; (See Next Issue)
Honda amendment that strikes language prohibiting funds from being used for grants for immigrant integration;
(See Next Issue)
Poe amendment (No. 10 printed in the Congressional Record of May 31, 2011) that prohibits funds
from being used in contravention of section 642(a)
of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant
Responsibility Act of 1996;
(See Next Issue)
Poe amendment that prohibits funds from being
used to parole an alien into the United States, or
grant deferred action of a final order of removal, for
any reason other than on a case-by-case basis for ur-
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gent humanitarian reasons or significant public benefit;
(See Next Issue)
Scalise amendment that prohibits funds from
being used to require an approved Transportation
Worker Identification Credential (TWIC) applicant
to personally appear at a designated enrollment center for the purpose of TWIC issuance, renewal, or
activation; and
(See Next Issue)
Engel amendment that prohibits funds from being
used by the Department of Homeland Security to
lease or purchase new light duty vehicles, for any executive fleet, or for any agency’s fleet inventory, except in accordance with Presidential Memorandum
— Federal Fleet Performance, dated May 24, 2011.
(See Next Issue)

Rejected:
Jackson Lee (TX) amendment (No. 12 printed in
the Congressional Record of May 31, 2011) that
sought to increase, by offset, Surface Transportation
Security by $5 million;
Pages H3844–46
McCaul amendment that sought to increase, by
offset, for Border Security Fencing, Infrastructure,
and Technology, by $10 million;
Page H3850
Cicilline amendment that sought to increase funding, by offset, for state and local programs by
$337,000,000 (by a recorded vote of 154 ayes to
266 noes, Roll No. 385);
Pages H3841–43
Cuellar amendment that sought to increase funding, by offset, for Air and Marine Interdiction, Operations, Maintenance, and Procurement, by $32 million and for the Office of the Under Secretary for
Science and Technology by $16 million (by a recorded vote of 162 ayes to 256 noes, Roll No. 388);
and
Pages H3951, H3853–55
Heck amendment that sought to amend language
relating to the top 10 highest risk urban areas.
(See Next Issue)

Withdrawn:
Norton amendment that was offered and subsequently withdrawn that would have increased funding for the Office of the Under Secretary for Management by $500,673,000 to plan, acquire, construct, renovate, remediate, equip, furnish, and occupy buildings and facilities for the consolidation of
the Department of Homeland Security headquarters
Pages H3847–48
and
Clarke (MI) amendment that sought to increase,
by offset, State and Local Programs by $2 billion.
Page H3864

Point of Order sustained against:
Poe amendment (No. 7 printed in the Congressional Record of May 31, 2011) that sought to increase, by offset, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, detention and removal operations, by
Pages H3848–49
$100 million;
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McCaul amendment that sought to increase, by
offset, U.S. Customs and Border Protection, Air and
Marine Operations, by $50 million;
Page H3849
McCaul amendment that sought to increase, by
offset, State and Local Programs, Operation
Stonegarden, by $10 million;
Pages H3849–50
McCaul amendment that sought to increase, by
offset, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
for necessary expenses for enforcement of immigration and customs laws, by $10 million;
Page H3850
McCaul amendment that sought to increase, by
offset, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
detention and removal operations, by $10 million;
Page H3850

McCaul amendment that sought to increase, by
offset, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
to facilitate agreements consistent with section
287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, by
$10 million;
Pages H3850–51
Richardson amendment that sought to allocate
funds under State and Local Programs as follows: at
least $10 million for Buffer Zone Protection Plan
Grants, $50 million for Port Security Grants, $100
million for public Transportation Security Assistance
and Railroad Security Assistance, $50 million for
interoperable emergency communications, and
$42,337,000 for the Metropolitan Medical Response
System;
Pages H3862–63
Richardson amendment that sought to allocate
$50 million under State and Local Programs for
Interoperable Emergency Operations Grants;
Page H3863

Lowey amendment that sought to provide for designated emergency funds for State and Local Programs in the amount of $1,229,500,000 and for
Firefighter Assistance Grants in the amount of
$460,000,000;
(See Next Issue)
Richmond amendment that sought to insert a new
section relating to ‘‘covered assistance’’;
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(See Next Issue)

Poe amendment (No. 9 printed in the Congressional Record of May 31, 2011) that sought to prohibit funds from being used to provide assistance to
a State or local government entity or official that is
in violation of section 642(a) of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of
1996;
(See Next Issue)
Richmond amendment that sought to state that
any appropriation for fiscal year 2011 for disaster assistance that includes an emergency designation shall
not be required by any rule or policy to be accompanied by a budgetary offset;
(See Next Issue)
Altmire amendment that sought to prohibit funds
from being used for the construction, modification,
maintenance, or repair of vehicle or pedestrian fencing along the southern border unless all of the iron,
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steel, and manufactured goods used are produced in
the United States;
(See Next Issue)
King (IA) amendment that sought to allocate $50
million under the heading ‘‘Border Security Fencing,
Infrastructure, and Technology’’ for carrying out section 102 of the Illegal Immigration and Immigrant
Responsibility Act of 1996; and
Page H3856
King (IA) amendment that sought to prohibit
funds from being used to carry out the provisions of
Public Law 111–148, Public Law 111–152, or any
amendment made by either such laws.
(See Next Issue)

Proceedings Postponed:
Clarke (MI) amendment that seeks to strike language relating to the top 10 highest risk urban
areas;
Pages H3863–64
Sessions amendment that seeks to strike section
514;
(See Next Issue)
Lummis amendment that seeks to strike section
547;
(See Next Issue)
Carter amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used for the Climate Change Adaptation
Task Force of the Department of Homeland Security;
(See Next Issue)

Price (NC) amendment that seeks to prohibit
funds from being used to enforce requirements in
certain sections of the Federal Fire Prevention and
Control Act of 1974;
(See Next Issue)
Sherman amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used in contravention of the War Powers
Resolution (50 U.S.C. 1541 et seq.); (See Next Issue)
Gosar amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used to comply with subchapter IV of
chapter 31 of title 40, United States Code, popularly
known as the Davis-Bacon Act;
(See Next Issue)
Scalise amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used to implement or enforce Executive
Order 13502, the FAR Council supporting regulations FAR Rule 2009–005, or any agency memorandum, bulletin, or contracting policy that derives
its authority from Executive Order 13502 or FAR
Rule 2009–005;
(See Next Issue)
King (IA) amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being made available to the Association of
Community Organizations for Reform Now and related organizations;
(See Next Issue)
Cravaack amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used in contravention of section 236(c)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act;
(See Next Issue)

Amash amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used to purchase new advanced imaging
technology machines;
(See Next Issue)
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Amash amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used to operate or maintain existing advanced imaging technology machines as mandatory
or primary screening devices;
(See Next Issue)
Amash amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used for any action by a political
apointee to delay, vacate, or reverse any decision by
an employee in the Privacy Office of the Department
of Homeland Security to make records available pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act;
(See Next Issue)

Rokita amendment that seeks to reduce each
amount made available by the Act by 10 percent;
and
(See Next Issue)
Rokita amendment that seeks to prohibit funds
from being used to implement the determination of
the Administrator of the Transportation Security Administration regarding transportation security officers
and collective bargaining as described in the decision
memorandum dated February 4, 2011.
(See Next Issue)

H. Res. 287, the rule providing for consideration
of the bill, was agreed to by a recorded vote of 231
ayes to 187 noes, Roll No. 382, after the previous
question was ordered by a yea-and-nay vote of 235
yeas to 186 nays, Roll No. 381.
Pages H3816, H3829, H3831

A point of order was raised against the consideration of H. Res. 287 and it was agreed to proceed
with consideration of the resolution by a yea-and-nay
vote of 234 yeas to 183 nays, Roll No. 380.
Page H3819

Amendments: Amendments ordered printed pursuant to the rule appear on page H3871.
Quorum Calls — Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes
and six recorded votes developed during the proceedings of today and appear on pages H3819,
H3829, H3831, H3831–32, H3852, H3853,
H3853–54, H5854, and H3855. There were no
quorum calls.
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and adjourned at 12:30 a.m. on Thursday, June 2nd.
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Committee Meetings
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Defense
held a markup of the Defense Appropriations bill FY
2012. This was a closed meeting. The bill was forwarded without amendment.
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE’S THIRTY YEAR
AVIATION AND SHIPBUILDING PLANS
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Oversight and Investigations held a hearing on efficacy of
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the Department of Defense’s thirty year aviation and
shipbuilding plans. Testimony was heard from Lt.
Gen. Larry Spencer, USAF, Director, Force Structure,
Resources and Assessment, Joint Staff (J8); Maj.
Gen. Richard C. Johnston, USAF, Deputy Chief of
Staff for Strategic Plans and Programs; VADM P.
Stephen Stanley, USN, Principal Deputy Director of
Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation, Office of
the Secretary of Defense; VADM John T. ‘‘Terry’’
Blake, USN, Deputy Chief of Naval Operations, Integration of Capabilities and Resources (N8); Lt.
Gen. George Flynn, USMC, Deputy Commandant
for Combat Development and Integration; Ronald
O’Rourke, Defense Policy and Arms Control Section,
Congressional Research Service; and Eric Labs, National Security Division, CBO.
EDUCATION REFORMS
Committee on Education and the Workforce: Subcommittee on Early Childhood, Elementary, and Secondary Education held a hearing entitled ‘‘Education
Reforms: Exploring the Vital Role of Charter
Schools.’’ Testimony was heard from public witnesses.
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Full Committee
began markup of H.R. 1705, the Transparency in
Regulatory Analysis of Impacts on the Nation Act
of 2011; and H.R. 2021, the Jobs and Energy Permitting Act of 2011.
PROMOTING BROADBAND, JOBS AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH THROUGH
COMMERCIAL SPECTRUM AUCTIONS
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on
Communications and Technology held a hearing
‘‘Promoting Broadband, Jobs and Economic Growth
Through Commercial Spectrum Auctions.’’ Testimony was heard from public witnesses.
MANAGING CIVILIAN RADIOACTIVE
WASTE
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on
Environment and the Economy held a hearing entitled ‘‘The Department of Energy’s Role in Managing
Civilian Radioactive Waste.’’ Testimony was heard
from Rep. Berkley; Rep. Hastings of Washington;
Rep. Simpson; Mark E. Gaffigan, Managing Director, Natural Resources and Environment, GAO;
Gregory H. Friedman, Inspector General, Department of Energy; Peter B. Lyons, Assistant Secretary
for Nuclear Energy, Department of Energy; Gary
Hollis, Chairman, Nye County Board of County
Commissioners, Nye County, Nevada; Greg R.
White, Commissioner, Michigan Public Service
Commission; and public witnesses.
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FEDERAL RESERVE LENDING DISCLOSURE:
FOIA, DODD-FRANK, AND THE DATA
DUMP
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on Domestic Monetary Policy and Technology held a hearing entitled ‘‘Federal Reserve Lending Disclosure:
FOIA, Dodd-Frank, and the Data Dump.’’ Testimony was heard from Scott G. Alvarez, General
Counsel, Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System; and Thomas C. Baxter, Jr., General Counsel,
Federal Reserve Bank of New York.
TRANSITIONING AUTHORITY AND
IMPLEMENTING THE STRATEGIC
FRAMEWORK IN IRAQ
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on the
Middle East and South Asia held a hearing entitled
‘‘Preserving Progress: Transitioning Authority and
Implementing the Strategic Framework in Iraq, Part
1.’’ Testimony was heard from Patricia M. Haslach,
Iraq Transition Coordinator, Department of State;
Christopher Crowley, Senior Deputy Assistant Administrator for the Middle East Bureau, USAID; and
Colin Kahl, Deputy Assistant Secretary for the Middle East, Department of Defense.
INTELLIGENCE ENTERPRISE
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on
Counterterrorism and Intelligence held a hearing on
The DHS Intelligence Enterprise — Past, Present,
and Future. Testimony was heard from Caryn Wagner, Under Secretary, Office of Intelligence and
Analysis, Department of Homeland Security; Rear
Admiral Thomas Atkin, Assistant Commandant for
Intelligence and Criminal investigation, USCG; Daniel Johnson, Assistant Administrator for Intelligence,
TSA; James Chaparro, Assistant Director for Intelligence, Immigration and Customs Enforcement; and
Susan Mitchell, Deputy Assistant Commissioner, Office of Intelligence and Operations Coordination,
Customs and Border Protection.
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE CIVIL RIGHTS
DIVISION
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on the Constitution held a hearing on the Department of Justice Civil Rights Division. Testimony was heard
from Thomas E. Perez, Assistant Attorney General,
Civil Rights Division.
PROMOTING INVESTMENT AND
PROTECTING COMMERCE ONLINE
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Intellectual Property, Competition and the Internet held a
hearing entitled ‘‘Promoting Investment and Protecting Commerce Online: The ART Act, the NET
Act and Illegal Streaming.’’ Testimony was heard

VerDate Mar 15 2010

03:02 Feb 24, 2012

D585

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST

Jkt 099060

PO 00000

Frm 00005

Fmt 0627

from Maria Pallante, Acting Register, U.S. Copyright Office; and public witnesses.
WIND AND SOLAR INDUSTRY
PERSPECTIVE
Committee on Natural Resources: Full Committee held
a hearing entitled ‘‘American Energy Initiative:
Identifying Roadblocks to Wind and Solar Energy
on Public Lands and Waters, Part II — The Wind
and Solar Industry Perspective.’’ Testimony was
heard from public witnesses.
OFFICIAL TIME: GOOD VALUE FOR THE
TAXPAYER
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Subcommittee on Federal Workforce, U.S. Postal Service
and Labor Policy held a hearing entitled ‘‘Official
Time: Good Value for the Taxpayer?’’ Testimony
was heard from Rep. Gingrey of Georgia; Timothy
Curry, Deputy Associate Director, Partnership and
Labor Relations, Office of Personnel Management;
and public witnesses.
FEDERAL WELFARE PROGRAMS
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs, Stimulus Oversight and Government Spending held a hearing entitled ‘‘Duplication, Overlap, and Inefficiencies in Federal Welfare Programs.’’ Testimony was heard from
Patricia Dalton, Chief Operating Officer, GAO; and
public witnesses.
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND
VETERANS AFFAIRS AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2012
Committee on Rules: The Committee granted, by voice
vote, an open rule providing for consideration of
H.R. 2055, Military Construction and Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies Appropriations Act,
2012. The rule provides one hour of debate equally
divided and controlled by the chair and ranking minority member of the Committee on Appropriations.
The rule waives all points of order against consideration of the bill. The rule waives points of order
against provisions in the bill for failure to comply
with clause 2 of rule XXI. Under the Rules of the
House the bill shall be read for amendment by paragraph. The rule provides that the bill shall be considered for amendment under the five-minute rule.
The rule authorizes the Chair to accord priority in
recognition to Members who have pre-printed their
amendments in the Congressional Record. The rule
requires the Chair to put the question on retaining
Title II (Department of Veterans Affairs) prior to
putting the question on engrossment and third reading. The rule provides one motion to recommit with
or without instructions. Finally, the rule directs the
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Clerk, in the engrossment of H.R. 2055, to make
technical and conforming changes in the event a portion of the bill is not retained. Testimony was heard
from Rep. Culberson; and Rep. Bishop of Georgia.
HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOMS
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Subcommittee on Energy and Environment held a hearing on Harmful Algal Blooms: Action Plans for Scientific Solutions. Testimony was heard from Robert
Magnien, Director, Center for Sponsored Coastal
Ocean Research, NOAA; Richard Greene, Chief,
Ecosystems Dynamics and Effects Branch, Gulf Ecology Division, EPA; and public witnesses.
ACCESS TO CAPITAL
Committee on Small Business: Full Committee held a
hearing entitled ‘‘Access to Capital: Can Small Businesses Access the Credit Necessary To Grow and
Create Jobs?’’ Testimony was heard from public witnesses.
PUTTING AMERICA’S VETERANS BACK TO
WORK
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Full Committee held a
hearing on Putting America’s Veterans Back to
Work. Testimony was heard from Major General
James E. Tyre, USA, Assistant Adjutant General,
Florida Army National Guard; Ruth A. Fanning, Director, Vocational Rehabilitation and Employment
Service, Veterans Benefits Administration, Department of Veterans Affairs; Raymond M. Jefferson, Assistant Secretary, Veterans’ Employment and Training Service, Department of Labor; and public witnesses.
f

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THURSDAY,
JUNE 2, 2011
(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated)
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Senate
No meetings/hearings scheduled.
House
Committee on Agriculture, Subcommittee on Department
Operations, Oversight, and Credit-Public, hearing to review recent investigations and audits of the USDA Inspector General, 10 a.m., 1300 Longworth.
Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Legislative Branch, hearing on U.S. Capitol Police FY 2012
Budget Request, 9 a.m., HT–2 Capitol.
Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development,
markup of Energy and Water Appropriations Act, FY
2012. 10 a.m., 2362–B Rayburn.
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Committee on the Budget, Full Committee, hearing on
Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac and FHA: Taxpayer Exposure
in the Housing Markets, 10:30 a.m., 210 Cannon.
Committee on Education and the Workforce, Subcommittee
on Health, Employment, Labor, and Pensions, hearing entitled ‘‘Investigating Financial Mismanagement at the
U.S. Department of Labor.’’ Noon, 2175 Rayburn.
Committee on Energy and Commerce, Full Committee, continue markup of H.R. 1705, the Transparency in Regulatory Analysis of Impacts on the Nation Act of 2011;
and H.R. 2021, the Jobs and Energy Permitting Act of
2011. 9 a.m., 2123 Rayburn.
Subcommittee on Commerce, Manufacturing, and
Trade, hearing entitled ‘‘Sony and Epsilon: Lessons for
Data Security Legislation.’’ Hearing will begin 15 minutes after the 9 a.m., full Committee markup finishes,
2123 Rayburn.
Subcommittee on Health, hearing entitled ‘‘PPACA’s
Effects on Maintaining Health Coverage and Jobs: A Review of the Health Care Law’s Regulatory Burden.’’ Hearing will begin 15 minutes after the 9 a.m., full Committee markup finishes, 2322 Rayburn.
Committee on Financial Services, Subcommittee on International Monetary Policy and Trade, markup of legislation Securing American Jobs Through Exports Act of
2011, 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn.
Committee on Foreign Affairs, Full Committee, hearing
on Religious Freedom, Democracy, Human Rights in
Asia: Status of Implementation of the Tibetan Policy Act,
Block Burmese JADE Act, and North Korean Human
Rights Act, 10 a.m., 2172 Rayburn.
Subcommittee on Europe and Eurasia, hearing on European and Eurasian Energy: Developing Capabilities for
Security and Prosperity, 2:30 p.m., 2172 Rayburn.
Committee on Homeland Security, Subcommittee on Border and Maritime Security, markup of the following:
H.R. 1299, the Secure Border Act of 2011; H.R. 1922,
to provide U.S. Customs and Border Protection with access to Federal lands to carry out certain security activities in the Southwest border region, and for other purposes; and H.R. 915, the Jaime Zapata Border Enforcement Security Task Force Act. 9 a.m., 311 Cannon.
Subcommittee on Transportation Security, hearing entitled ‘‘Authorizing the Transportation Security Administration for Fiscal Years 2012 and 2013.’’ 4 p.m., 311
Cannon.
Committee on the Judiciary, Full Committee, markup of
the following: H.J. Res. 1, Proposing a balanced budget
amendment to the Constitution of the United States;
H.R. 1741, the Secure Visas Act; H.R. 1932, the Keep
Our Communities Safe Act of 2011; and H.R. 966, the
Lawsuit Abuse Reduction Act of 2011. 10 a.m., 2141
Rayburn.
Committee on Natural Resources, Subcommittee on Water
and Power, hearing on H.R. 1837, to address certain
water-related concerns on the San Joaquin River, and for
other purposes, 10 a.m., 1324 Longworth.
Subcommittee on Energy and Mineral Resources, hearing entitled ‘‘Domestic Oil and Natural Gas: Alaskan Resources, Access and Infrastructure.’’ 10 a.m., 1334 Longworth.
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Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, Full Committee, hearing entitled ‘‘Making the Gulf Coast Whole
Again: Assessing the Recovery Efforts of BP and the
Obama Administration After the Oil Spill.’’ 9:30 a.m.,
2154 Rayburn.
Subcommittee on Government Organization, Efficiency, and Financial Management, hearing entitled ‘‘IRS
E-file and Identity Theft.’’ 12:30 p.m., 2247 Rayburn.
Subcommittee on Health Care, District of Columbia,
Census and the National Archives, hearing entitled ‘‘FDA
Medical Device Approval: Is There a Better Way?’’ 1:30
p.m., 2154 Rayburn.
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, Subcommittee
on Research and Science Education, hearing on Social, Behavioral and Economic Science Research: Oversight of the
Need for Federal Investments and Priorities for Funding,
10 a.m., 2318 Rayburn.
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Committee on Small Business, Subcommittee on
Healthcare and Technology, hearing entitled ‘‘Not What
the Doctor Ordered: Health IT Barriers for Small Medical
Practices.’’ 10 a.m., 2360 Rayburn.
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Subcommittee on Economic Opportunity, hearing on Transition Assistance
Program and VetSuccess on Campus Program, 11 a.m.,
334 Cannon.
Subcommittee on Disability Assistance and Memorial
Affairs, hearing on How to Improve Underperforming
Regional Offices, 1:30 p.m., 334 Cannon.
Committee on Ways and Means, Full Committee, hearing
on How Business Tax Reform Can Encourage Job Creation, 10 a.m., 1100 Longworth.
House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, Full
Committee, hearing entitled Israel/Palestinian Authority
Update, 10 a.m., HVC–304. This is a closed hearing.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

20:30 a.m., Friday, June 3

10 a.m., Thursday, June 2

Senate Chamber

House Chamber

Program for Friday: Senate will meet in a pro forma
session.

Program for Thursday: Resume consideration of H.R.
2017 — Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2012.
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