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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———

PRAYER

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

Lord our God, in You there is no be-
ginning, no end. You truly are dynamic
presence, ever self-revealing, guiding
all things and human events.

Show Your presence in the midst of
our empowering activities and empty
frustrations.

May the priorities and the work of
this Congress reveal Your goodness to
the Nation and make all aware of Di-
vine Providence behind every problem
and obstacle as well as every delightful
gift.

For You are our life and our salva-
tion, now and forever.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
her approval thereof.

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. FOXX led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 10 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

CHARTING A NEW COURSE FOR
OUR NATION

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

Mr. KUCINICH. What if the BP gush-
er in the gulf is unstoppable? This is a
challenging question which is making
its way through various blogs. What if
millions of barrels of oil continue to
flow uncontrolled from the hole in the
seabed? We should be preparing now for
a worst-case scenario. We should be
mobilizing our Nation now, developing
new, comprehensive plans for sustain-
able, alternative energy, for environ-
mental protection, for public health,
for preservation of species, for secu-
rity, for rebuilding our economy and
repairing commerce. We should be
challenging our fellow citizens and our-
selves to take part in charting a new
course for our Nation, towards creating
an America which has unlimited en-
ergy because it has unlimited vision,
unclouded by greed or partisan advan-
tage.

———

DEFENDING THE CONSTITUTION

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, the American people are tired
of Washington politicians turning a
deaf ear to their wishes and concerns.
Two days ago, Congressman DAVE
CAMP put forward a proposal to repeal
the provisions in the government
health care takeover that mandates
Americans buy government-run insur-
ance. But this popular proposal was de-
feated by Washington liberals by a vote
of 187-230.

People in my home State of South
Carolina do not want an out-of-touch
Washington bureaucrat forcing them to
buy government-run insurance. We
support the lawsuit of Attorney Gen-

eral Henry McMaster. We must defend
the Constitution. Washington bureau-
crats do not know what is best for
South Carolinians or their families.
The government mandate is unconsti-
tutional.

We need a constitutional alternative,
and I have a solution: Siding With
American Patients Act, SWAP Act, to
repeal the government takeover and re-
place it with a patient-centered and af-
fordable solution that expands access
and continues to cover preexisting con-
ditions.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September
11th in the Global War on Terrorism.

IRAN SANCTIONS LEGISLATION

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

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today once again to urge passage of a
final bill to impose tough sanctions on
Iran. A final bill is long overdue. The
House passed the Iran Sanctions Ena-
bling Act last year, and the Senate
passed the Comprehensive Iran Sanc-
tions Accountability and Divestment
Act in January.

Iran is not stopping its ruthless quest
for nuclear weapons while Congress
continues to deliberate. We simply can-
not allow Iran to obtain nuclear weap-
ons. We must act quickly and boldly to
prevent that from happening. A nu-
clear Iran would not only pose a dire
threat to Israel, a vitally important
ally in the region, but to the United
States as well.

We need to act, and we need to act
now. I hope the conferees will complete
their work quickly so that a final Iran
sanctions bill can be enacted soon.

————

WE NEED A BUDGET
(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, over the
past weekend, President Obama sent a
letter to Congress. He said we need to
spend $560 billion ‘‘as quickly as pos-
sible” in order to ‘‘jump-start private
sector job creation.”

I'm not sure if the President has read
the unemployment reports lately, but
16 months since his trillion dollar stim-
ulus bill became law, the private sector
is still struggling under the tax and
regulatory burden of an ever expanding
Federal Government. Unemployment is
at 9.7 percent, and frankly, the last
thing the private sector needs is the
fear of higher taxes to pay for more
wasteful government spending.

What this country needs as ‘‘quickly
as possible” is for House Democrats to
put forth an annual budget and for
Congress and the President to have the
courage to make real spending cuts. We
can’t keep spending billions of dollars
and calling it ‘“‘emergency”’ spending so
that it doesn’t have to be paid for, be-
cause eventually it will have to be paid
for, and the American taxpayers know
that day of reckoning is coming.

It is time for Democrats in this
Chamber to stop talking about fiscal
discipline and actually do something
about it. As your majority whip said
over the weekend, this economy is your
baby. So take responsibility, put a
budget on the table, and let’s debate it
and give the American people a chance
to hear which party is listening to
them.

———

GIVING SMALL BUSINESS THE
RESOURCES THEY NEED

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

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, small
businesses are the engines of our econ-
omy, and their success is critical to
our economic recovery and long-term
economic growth. Sixty percent of new
jobs are created by small businesses,
and over half of this country’s eco-
nomic growth since World War II has
been from innovation and new tech-
nologies. We can and should empower
the businesses and entrepreneurs who
make our economy go by creating fa-
vorable conditions for businesses to
start, to expand, and to put people
back to work. That’s why I urge my
colleagues to support the Small Busi-
ness Jobs and Credit Act designed to
increase small business lending, help
small businesses hire new workers and
expand their operations. When I talk to
small business owners back home in
Missouri, the number one issue they
identify as an obstacle to hiring people
is access to credit. We must continue
to focus on promoting our small busi-
nesses to grow this economy and to get
people back to work.

———

OIL SPILL NOT AN EXCUSE TO
KILL JOBS

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the horrific
environmental and economic damage
in the gulf continues, but it seems like
the administration wants to move on
to other things before the leak is
stopped and the oil cleaned up. The
President spent a significant part of
his speech Tuesday night talking about
imposing new costs on energy and cap-
and-trade climate legislation.

We all know how important it is to
have less dependence on fossil fuels, es-
pecially from foreign sources, and en-
courage clean energy production. The
question is whether we do that by im-
posing new costs on the American peo-
ple because of global warming. We
should not impose new taxes on energy
just based on the hope that clean en-
ergy will become more cost feasible.

I don’t have to remind anyone that
we have unemployment near 10 per-
cent. Making it more expensive to run
factories and small businesses will not
bring back jobs.

We certainly need clean energy, and
I've been proud to see sensible solar,
geothermal, and hydroelectric projects
move forward in my district. What we
don’t need are job-killing taxes on
what BP chairman calls the ‘‘small
people’” that will make it even more
difficult to recover jobs not only along
the gulf coast but across our Nation.

———

FIDEL CASTRO’S ANTI-SEMITIC
STATEMENT REGARDING ISRAEL

(Mr. SIRES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to express my outrage at Fidel Castro’s
recent anti-Israel comments. In re-
sponse to Israel’s interception of the
flotilla in May, Fidel Castro published
a statement in which he absurdly as-
serts that Israelis would like to send
Palestinians to be cremated, as the
Nazis did to the Jews.

Castro’s comments are outrageous
and cruel. He ignorantly disregards the
horror of the Holocaust and the suf-
fering of the Jewish community. To
suggest that Israel will consider a
Narzi-inspired genocide of the Palestin-
ians is inexcusably malicious.

This propaganda was not only pub-
lished by the Cuban regime but then
widely distributed. His offensive com-
ments clearly portray the prejudice
and anti-Semitic position of the Cuban
regime. Castro’s words cannot shame
or erase the democratic tradition in
Israel and the strong relationship
Israel shares with the United States.

I ask my colleagues to continue to
work with Israel towards a peaceful so-
lution for the Israeli and Palestinian
people. And I encourage my colleagues
to view Castro’s comments for what
they are, the dangerous scheme of a
brutal dictator, designed to hurt the
people of Israel and obstruct the peace
process.
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HONORING THE SERVICE OF
HARRISON FIRE CHIEF JOHN NEAL

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

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Harrison Fire Chief,
John Neal, who has devoted his life to
the citizens of Harrison, Arkansas, and
is now retiring from duty after 21 years
of service.

During his time as chief, John has
exhibited his ability to lay the ground-
work to ensure the people of Harrison’s
safety by instituting more pre-fire
planning, better building inspections
and construction plan reviews, along
with assisting in better public edu-
cation of fire safety. He went above and
beyond and worked with all of the fire
departments in Boone County, making
the county a much safer place to live.

Chief Neal is an outstanding leader.
John has been married to Mary Lu for
30 years, has five children, and he looks
forward to spending more time with his
grandchildren.

I wish him continued success in his
future activities. And today I ask my
colleagues to join me in honoring Chief
John Neal, who will be missed, but I'm
confident will continue his dedication
to his community and his State.

———

LEGISLATION TO BENEFIT
SENIORS

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

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, in
these difficult economic times, the face
of retirement is changing. Today, sen-
iors are staying on the job longer—not
just because they want to, but, frank-
ly, because they have to. That’s why
I'm introducing two bills that will
begin to address some of the challenges
that we see facing our older workforce.

The Older Americans’ Job Opportuni-
ties Blueprint Act expands the work
opportunity tax credit already avail-
able to over a dozen specific parts of
our employment pool that will now
benefit employers in hiring older
Americans. For the first time in our
history almost 20 percent of our work-
force is 55 years and older; this is very
different than we’ve had in the past.

I have also introduced the Back to
School Act, which will give seniors fi-
nancial assistance to take courses if
they want to change their careers or to
make them more competitive in the
workforce.

Congress, of course, focuses a lot of
our attention on new entrants or fu-
ture entrants into the U.S. workforce,
but the reality is that seniors are put-
ting off retirement until much longer,
and it’s time that we change the way
our Nation thinks about retirement. I
am excited to introduce these two
pieces of legislation that will give
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older Americans a chance to continue
working.

———

BUDGET WOES

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

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Mr.
Speaker, Congress is now 2 months late
in passing a Federal budget, and the
majority has shown no indication of
considering one any time soon. This
fiscal irresponsibility on display in
Washington is affecting American citi-
zens and further damaging our econ-
omy and job growth. In fact, we hear
hints that the budget isn’t late, it’s ac-
tually not coming at all, and the ma-
jority may avoid considering one alto-
gether to evade calling further atten-
tion to an addiction to reckless spend-
ing. Given that the Federal debt has
gone up by nearly $2.4 trillion since
January, 2009, undoubtedly congres-
sional Democrat leaders fear that they
will soon be forced to account for their
reckless spending.

America needs a pro-growth eco-
nomic policy to promote job growth
and business development. Instead, we
face massive deficits and excessive gov-
ernment bailouts. As the clock ticks on
an increasingly late budget, I will con-
tinue to fight for government account-
ability and reform.

————
PROTECT AMERICAN JOBS

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

Mr. SCHAUER. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day I testified before the Ways and
Means Committee about U.S. trade
with China because I'm tired of seeing
millions of American jobs lost to China
because of blatantly unfair trade prac-
tices.

China is playing us for fools regard-
ing the Government Procurement
Agreement, the GPA. Upon joining
WTO in 2001, China said it would sign
the GPA as soon as possible; 9 years
later it still hasn’t happened. Since
that time, we’ve lost 2.4 million Amer-
ican jobs—68,000 in Michigan, 4,700 jobs
in my district alone—due to China’s
unfair trade.

It’s time that we get tough. We need
to show China that we’re willing to be
strong until they open their procure-
ment markets to us. I've introduced
H.R. 5312 as a way of addressing the
issue, to limit the amount of U.S. Gov-
ernment procurement of Chinese goods
to the amount of American goods pur-
chased by the Chinese Government.

How about fairness for a change? How
about no more U.S. census materials
paid for by our tax dollars made by
Chinese workers? Please join me in
protecting American jobs.

———

DEBT AND SPENDING

(Mr. ROGERS of Alabama asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)
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Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to talk about debt and
spending.

This Nation today is $13 trillion in
debt, and the Democrat majority in-
tends to spend another $1 trillion to
add to that debt limit by the end of
this year; $14 trillion of debt, that’s un-
conscionable.

You look at the budget that’s coming
from this administration that was pro-
posed this year, $3.8 trillion, and we
only have $2.2 trillion in revenue.
That’s $1.6 trillion in deficit spending,
all of it on the credit card, and the
credit card is maxed out.

People back home ask me, why do
you keep spending? Why does the Con-
gress keep spending like this when you
don’t have the money? I think there’s
two reasons. I think one is this Demo-
crat majority wants to grow govern-
ment as much as it can while it still
has the super-majorities to do so. I
think the second reason is they really
want to overhaul our tax system, and
they want to do that by creating an
economic crisis to justify imple-
menting a VAT tax and reaching back
to the high rates of taxation that we
had back in the Carter administration.

This is unconscionable behavior, and
if it doesn’t make you mad, it ought to.

———

TIME TO END AMERICA’S OIL
ADDICTION

(Mr. GARAMENDI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GARAMENDI. 1It’s time for
America to end its addiction to oil. Our
national security is at stake. We spend
$1 billion a day sending our money
overseas to the oil companies, many of
them owned by foreign nations, some
of whom are not at all friendly to
America.

I hear a lot of whining from the Re-
publican side of the aisle about, well,
we can’t do that. Well, we cannot con-
tinue doing what we’re doing today. We
see the risks—3$20 billion worth of econ-
omy destroyed along the gulf coast.
Big 0Oil has had its day, $12 billion. You
want to save some money on that side,
let’s retrieve the $12 billion subsidy
that we send to the oil industry every
day.

It’s time for us to move to renew-
ables. It’s time for us to protect our
coasts. On the west coast, we do not
want new Federal oil leases, and there-
fore the West Coast Oil Protection Act
must be passed. No more Federal leases
off the west coast. Move to renewables.
Let’s retrieve our $12 billion annual
subsidy that we give to Big Oil. Let’s
not send $1 billion a day of our money
to the foreign countries.

———
WE NEED A BUDGET

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Americans say the growing national
debt is the greatest threat to our coun-
try, according to a recent Gallup poll.
Since Democrats took control of Con-
gress in 2007, the national debt has
grown by $3.5 billion a day. Since
President Obama took office, the debt
has increased by $4.8 billion a day.

To control spending and reduce the
national debt, we need a responsible
budget that addresses our fiscal crisis.
But as American families make tough
choices with their household budgets,
the Democratic majority in the House
has yet to even propose a national
budget. If a budget is not approved this
year, it will be the first time since the
Budget Act became law in 1974.

Congress should listen to the Amer-
ican people, get government spending
under control, and approve a national
budget.

————
WE NEED CLEAN ENERGY

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

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today after weeks of outcry for action
to acknowledge that BP has caved to
pressure, and to discuss yesterday’s
steps by BP to finally put working
families and small businesses ahead of
shareholders and short-term corporate
profits.

Had BP acted with rigor and integ-
rity from the beginning, we would not
be forced into having this conversation
right now. However, their shortsighted-
ness has demanded a swift and aggres-
sive response, which the President has
provided.

In the short term, we must stop the
oil from continuing to spill and subse-
quently clean up our shores, making
BP pay the tab. Our energy future is
bright; it is filled with diversity, with
clean energy and American jobs for
America’s workers. Let us heed the
devastating message that this disaster
sends to us. Let us build the strongest,
most powerful and most competitive
clean energy economy in the world.

We can and we must rise to this chal-
lenge. Our children’s future depends on
it.

——

ISRAEL

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

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to voice my strong support for
Israel and its right to defend herself
and her people against potential ter-
rorist threats.

As the world watched, Israel took ac-
tion to prevent a flotilla from reaching
the Gaza strip because Hamas terror-
ists could have smuggled in weapons
that would be used to take the lives of
innocent people.

Israel is a good friend and a true ally
to America. We must not turn our back
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on Israel at this critical time. We must
stand with them. We must support
them and their right to protect and de-
fend the safety of their people and the
sovereignty of their nation.

The Israeli Government just an-
nounced the decision to appoint an
independent public commission to re-
view the circumstances surrounding
the flotilla raid. This commission will
be headed by a retired Israeli judge and
will include two Israeli experts in
international law and two high-rank-
ing foreign observers. This action dem-
onstrates Israel’s commitment to act
within the law and to hold itself ac-
countable in good faith to the inter-
national community.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF STEWART
WINSTEIN

(Mr. HARE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in sorrow at the news of the death of
my friend, Stewart Winstein, from
Rock Island, Illinois.

Stewart was one of the most re-
spected and admired leaders in my
community and built a strong reputa-
tion for local activism, public service,
and the belief that politics could be a
driving force for positive change in the
lives of everyday Americans. It’s a leg-
acy that will be sorely missed in Rock
Island, the city that Stewart loved and
called home.

As a child of the Great Depression,
Stewart and his family faced great pov-
erty. It was a powerful influence on
him and I’'m sure formed much of his
success as an attorney and a founding
force of the Rock Island Democratic
Party.

As one of the greatest advocates for
working men and women that I knew,
I think his legacy will be that he want-
ed to make sure that other families
didn’t have to face economic hardships
that he knew too well. And as many in
the Quad Cities can attest, whether it
was working people or the vast number
of clients he represented, it is a legacy
of great success.

Stewart had a huge impact on my
life. He was a valuable teacher who led
by example, and I learned by wit-
nessing firsthand the contributions he
made to the Democratic Party, numer-
ous charities and local government.
Above all, I was proud to call Stewart
my friend. My thoughts go out to
Stewart’s family, especially his be-
loved son, Arthur.

——
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GROWING DEMOCRATS’ PROGRAMS

(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, the dire warnings of econo-
mists and the vivid lessons of Greece
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and of other debt-burdened European
countries which are collapsing under
their cradle-to-grave welfare systems
have done nothing to restrain the
Democrats in Washington. They have
failed to heed the warnings from
abroad, and they continue to simply
declare their out-of-control spending as
emergency spending to try to cover up
their fiscal irresponsibility.

As a constitutional conservative with
grave concerns about the Democrats’
out-of-control spending, I support a dif-
ferent plan. I say balance the budget;
cut the deficit; pay down the debt; fire
the czars; and grow the economy.

With President Obama in control, the
term ‘“‘GDP” has taken on a whole new
meaning—growing Democrats’ pro-
grams.

———

JOSH CONFERENCE

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

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, we are 2
weeks into the hurricane season, and
already the first tropical depression
has formed in the Atlantic. If one of
these storms were to strike the Gulf of
Mexico, with millions of barrels of oil
on top, the results would be disastrous
to the communities along the gulf.

To make sure our region is prepared
to deal with the effects that a hurri-
cane or a tropical storm could have,
this past Monday I held a joint oil
spill-hurricane planning conference in
Bay County, Florida. The conference
brought together representatives from
Federal and State emergency response
agencies, and it brought together mili-
tary leaders and key local stakeholders
to discuss the hazards associated with
a hurricane’s impact on the oil spill
and to discuss the threats posed to our
area by having oil propelled inland.

Working together, we identified sev-
eral planning and action items that
need to be taken to better brace for the
effects that a storm would have on our
communities now that there is oil in
the Gulf of Mexico. I plan to deliver
these action items to the President and
to urge him to incorporate these rec-
ommendations into a Federal hurri-
cane preparedness and response plan so
that our communities and people can
be better protected.

North Florida is already feeling the
significant economic and environ-
mental distress from the BP oil spill. It
is our responsibility to take steps to
safeguard our region.

———

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 5297, SMALL
BUSINESS JOBS AND CREDIT
ACT OF 2010

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 1448 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:
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Resolved, That during further consideration
of the bill (H.R. 5297) to create the Small
Business Lending Fund Program to direct
the Secretary of the Treasury to make cap-
ital investments in eligible institutions in
order to increase the availability of credit
for small businesses, and for other purposes,
pursuant to House Resolution 1436, it shall
be in order to consider the amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution as
though they were the last two amendments
printed in part C of House Report 111-506.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAS-
TOR). The gentleman from Colorado is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to my colleague,
the gentlewoman from North Carolina
(Ms. Foxx). All time yielded during
consideration of the rule is for debate
only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I ask unanimous
consent that all Members be given 5
legislative days in which to revise and
extend their remarks on House Resolu-
tion 1448.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1448 is
a structured rule, providing for further
consideration of H.R. 5297, the Small
Business Lending Fund Act. It provides
for the consideration of two amend-
ments which were initially cleared as
PAYGO-compliant but which were sub-
sequently deemed to violate PAYGO
after the first rule was adopted. These
amendments have been revised to com-
ply with PAYGO rules, and this rule
treats them as part of yesterday’s rule.

Mr. Speaker, in 2008, after years of
lax regulation and Wall Street rou-
lette, our Nation’s economy fell off a
cliff. Within a matter of months, many
Wall Street giants fell, and they took
the livelihoods of thousands of small
businesses with them. Since that time,
we have taken bold action to stabilize
the economy, to invest in economic
growth, and we are in the process of
putting in place new rules to protect
against the casino-like atmosphere
that existed on Wall Street.

Yet for small businesses, they are
still feeling the pinch. Accessing cap-
ital to build, to grow, to diversify, and
to hire new employees remains a press-
ing challenge. In September of 2008,
there was an earthquake on Wall
Street, and the aftershocks are still
being felt on Main Street. The purpose
of this bill is to help those small busi-
nesses deal with the aftershocks of
that credit crunch from a year and a
half ago.

The underlying bill, the Small Busi-
ness Lending Fund Act, establishes a
process for community banks to lend
responsibly to small businesses. Be-
cause of a mistake, two of my col-
leagues, Representative SCHRADER and
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Representative MILLER, were precluded
from offering their amendments as re-
ported in yesterday’s rule. This rule
merely allows for the consideration of
their modified amendments so we can
perfect this legislation and get our Na-
tion’s small businesses back to work.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. I yield myself such time
as I may consume, and I thank my col-
league for yielding time.

Mr. Speaker, just 2 days ago, I came
before this body in opposition to a rule
providing for the consideration of H.R.
5297, a bill affectionately known as
“TARP III.” At that time, I expressed
concern over the cost of this bill and
over the ruling Democrats’ lack of
ability to run this House in an orderly
fashion. My presence here today is tes-
tament to these concerns.

If the process for considering this
legislation and accompanying amend-
ments had been more thoroughly vet-
ted, we could have avoided meeting
today altogether, but apparently, in
their zeal to add to the budget-busting
TARP III legislation, some flawed
amendments were found to violate the
Democrats’ cherished PAYGO rules.

Yesterday, it was discovered that two
amendments—Miller No. 46 and
Schrader No. 14—were not PAYGO-
compliant. H.R. 5297 is being paid for
with the savings in H.R. 5486, but due
to the timetables used for those sav-
ings, the amendments failed to meet
the first 5-year window of PAYGO. The
rule did not contain any PAYGO waiv-
ers. Therefore, the amendments now
need to either be redrafted or they need
to have the PAYGO rules waived.

Despite the pledge made in a docu-
ment entitled, ‘“‘A New Direction for
America,” when then-Minority Leader
PELOSI promised ‘‘bills should gen-
erally come to the floor under a proce-
dure that allows open, full and fair de-
bate, consisting of a full amendment
process that grants the minority the
right to offer its alternatives,” it’s
worth mentioning that there were 57
amendments submitted to the Rules
Committee for H.R. 5297. Of those, 37
were Democrat; 17 were Republican,
and three were bipartisan. Of those 57
submitted, there were 17 amendments
made in order, only one of which was
Republican.

Therefore, I recommend voting
against this rule, not only in opposi-
tion to the underlying legislation, but
also in protest of the partisan process
for which it is being considered.

Mr. Speaker, while the ruling Demo-
crats claim the underlying TARP III
bill is about helping small businesses,
it is really just another bank bailout.
The bill is intended to give the appear-
ance that they’re doing something. It
appears the ruling liberal Democrat re-
gime has completely given up on even
trying to pretend they are capable of
budgeting or of even governing this
country. Certainly, the ruling Demo-
crats would be better served on focus-
ing on passing a budget than on consid-
ering the bill before us today.
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So what is the next step for the
Democrats?

In an apparent effort to help shield
their vulnerable Members from having
to endure their unconscionable ap-
proach to budgeting during an election
year, the ruling Democrats are now
planning to forgo the annual congres-
sional budget process altogether, this
during a time when voters are looking
for real solutions and accountability.
How is that for leadership?

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

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
continue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the Repub-
lican whip, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR).

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the YouCut program
continues to pick up steam across the
country as the American people reject
the spend now-pay later philosophy
that has long dominated Washington.

This week’s YouCut winner was de-
veloped by my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ). It
would amend Federal law to allow for
the expedited sale of wasteful and
unaffordable Federal properties, saving
taxpayers up to $15 billion. President
Obama, himself, in a directive released
the day after Mr. CHAFFETZ’s YouCut
proposal was unveiled, indicated his
support for selling unneeded properties.

Today, my colleagues on our side of
the aisle join together and call upon
the House to support this easy,
straightforward way to reduce spend-
ing.

Let us remember then-Senator
Obama’s 2006 words of support for re-
moving barriers to the disposal of ex-
cess Federal property. He said, Regard-
less of what side of the aisle we sit on,
we all agree we are in dire financial
straits, and we need to manage our as-
sets in the most cost-effective way pos-
sible to close the gap.

Mr. Speaker, America is at a cross-
roads. It is time for us all to act to-
gether in a bipartisan fashion to stop
the runaway spending and to get our
fiscal house in order. I urge the body to
defeat the motion of the previous ques-
tion so that we can actually begin to
change the culture here in Washington
against the runaway spending.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the comments of the whip,
but I think what we’ve got to do is to
just talk about reality here.

The reality is, when George Bush left
office in January of 2009, this country
was losing 780,000 jobs per month. Last
month, we gained 400,000 jobs. That’s a
swing of over 1.1 million jobs per
month. Yet, on top of that, not only
did the Bush administration leave this
country in a terrible lurch with jobs; it
left this country with a terrible lurch
and with a terrible deficit of $1.3 tril-
lion.

The Republicans would have America
have mass amnesia, to forget where we
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were. In 2007, we spent $141 billion in
Iraq. Today, they’re telling us, Hey,
let’s sell off part of the country to pay
our debts. We were spending $141 bil-
lion in Iraq and not paying for it. This
year, we’re going to draw that down to
$65 billion. Republicans would have us
forget.

Let’s talk real money. I agree: we
should never be wasting money in this
country. Every dollar should be worth-
while and real, but we’re going to
spend $77 billion less in Iraq than under
George Bush and at the end of the Re-
publican rule of Congress.

So here we’ve improved employment
by some 1.1 million jobs per month. We
were left with a terrible deficit by
President Bush of $1.3 trillion. We are
drawing down Iraq and are saving real
money. Then they come up with an ad-
vertising program of YouCut to sell as-
sets of this country.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, all of my
colleagues from across the aisle always
fail to mention that, in the last 2 years
of the Bush administration, Democrats
were in charge of Congress. The Presi-
dent can’t spend any money. Only the
Congress can spend money. So they
conveniently leave out the fact that,
when they took over Congress, our
economy was doing great, absolutely
great. From the moment they took
over Congress in January of 2007,
things started going downhill. The $1.3
trillion deficit came about as a result
of the spending, spending, spending by
our colleagues from across the aisle.
They’ve lost touch with the real world.
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The other thing my colleague points
out is 400,000 jobs were created last
month. He fails to mention that almost
all of those jobs were created by the
census hiring temporary people who
will no longer be employed after the
end of this year. So they’re govern-
ment jobs.

The American people are seeing
through these tales they’re being told
by our colleagues across the aisle of
how wonderful they have made the
economy. They know that we have a 9.7
percent unemployment rate. They
know that the deficit for the Repub-
lican-led Congress from 1996 to 2007 was
only $1.2 trillion in 12 years. This Dem-
ocrat Congress racked up in 2 years a
$3.2 trillion deficit. My goodness. The
American people, again, can see
through this, Mr. Speaker. They’re not
going to be fooled by this rhetoric.

With that, I yield 3 minutes to my
colleague from Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ).

Mr. CHAFFETZ. As Members of Con-
gress, our constitutional mandate is to
be responsible stewards of the taxpayer
dollars and assets. With the debt at $13
trillion and counting, this House and
government have failed miserably in
the task. During times of fiscal uncer-
tainty, savvy businesses identify excess
and underperforming assets and elimi-
nate them. Our government must do
the same. The American people agree.
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This week’s winning YouCut proposal
would incentivize Federal agencies to
identify and eliminate underutilized
Federal buildings and structures. Ac-
cording to OMB Director Peter Orszag,
the Federal Government has 69,000
buildings and structures that meet this
criteria. The total value of this excess
property is nearly $19 billion. The one-
time sale of these properties would
generate substantial revenues to fill
short-term budget gaps. The long-term
savings would have a more substantial
impact. A leaner real estate portfolio
would allow the Federal bureaucracy
to function effectively and efficiently,
and most importantly, the taxpayers
will no longer be on the hook for
underused, sometimes vacant Federal
properties.

Current law prohibits the disposing
of wasted property and cashing in on
the savings. Most surplus property
must be offered—often at no cost—to
other government agencies, to State
and local governments, to nonprofit or-
ganizations and others. Only at the end
of this process is property offered at a
competitive public sale. Federal tax-
payers have missed opportunities to
generate revenue and to reduce the def-
icit. For example, the Federal Govern-
ment has conveyed, at no cost, a build-
ing in Los Angeles for a mob museum.
A mob museum. Land in Massachusetts
was conveyed for a public high school,
where tuition is over $29,000 a year.
And a building in Florida the Federal
Government now leases back at a cost
of over $100,000 a year.

The proposal would direct OMB to
sell these properties and transfer 80
percent of the proceeds to reduce the
Federal debt. This would result in ap-
proximately $15 billion in debt reduc-
tion. The remaining 20 percent of the
proceeds would act as an incentive to
agencies to quickly dispose of the ex-
cess property.

Even President Obama is starting to
appreciate the need. On June 10, he
issued a Presidential memorandum to
department heads directing them to
“‘accelerate efforts to identify and
eliminate excess properties.”” He went
on to say, ‘‘Both taxpayer dollars and
energy resources are being wasted to
maintain these excess assets.” We seem
to be in agreement with the President.
We urge the Democrats to join us.

Today, Congress can carry out the
wishes of the American people, can
support the President’s effort to trim
the Federal portfolio and take signifi-
cant steps in getting our fiscal house
back in order. I urge my colleagues to
support this proposal. It’s just common
sense.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I would remind
the Speaker and others that we’re here
on the small business lending bill, not
on Mr. CHAFFETZ’s proposal or any pro-
posal like that. It may have merit at
another time when that bill, itself, is
brought forward, but we’re here to talk
about the small business lending bill,
which provides community banks,
smaller banks with funds to make cred-
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it available to the small businesses on
Main Street that were hurt by the
crash on Wall Street. So I would just
remind the Speaker as to what this
bill, the underlying bill, is.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I think per-
haps my colleague across the aisle
needs to be reminded we’re actually
here to debate because of two amend-
ments that violate their vaunted
PAYGO, which means we are talking
about the deficit and we are talking
about the sorry economy that the
Democrats have brought to this coun-
try.

Now I yield 4 minutes to my col-
league from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN).

Mr. DUNCAN. I thank the gentle-
woman from North Carolina for yield-
ing me this time.

We have been told that this is the
time the majority wanted us to discuss
this proposal by the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ), and so that’s why
we’re doing this at this time.

And I want, first of all, to commend
Mr. CHAFFETZ for his proposal, which
would save taxpayer money and which
would potentially help cut into the
huge deficit, the huge debt that we
have, in a very significant way. As he
mentioned, we have a national debt of
over $13 trillion now. The Congress re-
cently voted to raise the debt limit to
$14.3 trillion. That’s an incomprehen-
sible figure. But what it means is that
in a few short years we’re not going to
be able to pay all of our Social Secu-
rity, veterans’ pensions, and civil serv-
ice pensions and all of the things we
promised our own people with money
that will buy anything. The Congress
in those years will not politically be
able to come in and cut the benefits,
but they’ll just print more money. And
then people will find that their pen-
sions that they were counting on will
buy a third or a half of what they ex-
pect.

This is an issue that I have been in-
terested in for quite some time, when I
found out as far back as 1999 that the
Bureau of Land Management had iden-
tified 3 million acres that they did not
want because it was difficult to man-
age, inaccessible, unnecessary, and ex-
pensive. And so I introduced legislation
in both the 106th and 107th Congresses
to dispose of some of this property to
gain some money for the Federal Gov-
ernment.

The Federal Government today owns
approximately 30 percent of the land in
this country. State and local govern-
ments and quasi-governmental agen-
cies own or control another 20 percent.
So, in other words, you have half the
land in some type of public ownership.
Yet we keep taking more and more, a
few million more acres each year off of
the tax rolls. At the same time that
the schools and the police and every-
body come to us wanting more money,
we keep decreasing the tax rolls.

It sounds great for a politician to
create a park, but we’ve created so
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many parks now at the Federal, State,
and local levels that we can’t even
begin to get the use out of them to jus-
tify these parks unless our people
somehow find a way to go on perma-
nent vacations. And then, USA Today
reported that there are 1,667 land trusts
and there are 1,400 nature conser-
vancies, all taking over more and more
land, so much that USA Today on its
front page reported that they’re taking
over approximately 6.2 million acres a
year, equivalent to half the size of the
State of New Jersey each year, adding
to—constantly adding to that hundreds
of millions of acres that are already
under some type of Federal, State, or
local ownership, decreasing the tax
rolls.

I introduced a bill with my colleague
from the other side, DENNIS MOORE, in
the last Congress, called the Federal
Real Property Disposal Enhancement
Act. The Office of Management and
Budget had found 21,000 Federal prop-
erties that the Federal Government no
longer wanted worth $18 billion, and $9
billion of those were real property as-
sets that the Federal Government
wanted to dispose of. But it’s so com-
plicated and so bureaucratic to dispose
of it at this present time that it’s
cheaper for these agencies to keep this
property that they’re not even using.

Jim Nussle, the Director of the Office
of Management and Budget at that
time, in the last Congress, recently
sent me a letter and endorsed the bill
that I had introduced in the Congress
and that Senator ToM CARPER, a Demo-
crat from Delaware, and Senator Tom
COBURN had introduced in the Senate.
The goal of the OMB was to dispose of
$9 billion in unneeded real property.

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

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

Mr. DUNCAN. Director Nussle wrote
at the time I introduced that bill with
Congressman MOORE, he said, ‘“‘To
reach this objective, I believe we must
improve and streamline the current
process that Federal agencies face in
disposing of real property assets.
Therefore, I applaud your introduction
of H.R. 3049, which would establish a 5-
year pilot program for expediting the
disposal of properties no longer needed
by the Federal Government.”

We’ve got to wake up, Mr. Speaker,
and realize that private property is a
foundation of our freedom and our
prosperity. Yet we’re slowing doing
away with it in this country, and we
need to reverse this trend. And this ac-
tion by Mr. CHAFFETZ will help start
that process and save taxpayer money.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
would just quote from a letter we re-
ceived from the Independent Commu-
nity Bankers of America: On behalf of
the 5,000 members of the Independent
Community Bankers of America, we
strongly support passage of the pro-
posed Small Business Lending Fund
Act of 2010.

We’re here on the rule to allow for
that bill to go forward, and I would
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like to remind the Speaker and others
that that’s the purpose of the hearing
today.

With that, I yield 3 minutes to my
friend from Kentucky (Mr. YARMUTH).

Mr. YARMUTH. I thank my friend
from Colorado for yielding.

I remember back in the movie, ‘““The
American President,”” there’s one scene
where Michael Douglas’ character is
being criticized by one of his staff
members, and he says, Is the view pret-
ty good from the cheap seats?

I have to sit here and say, my col-
leagues, the view is pretty good from
the cheap seats. Because if you think
back upon what we inherited, those of
us who are now trying to pull that car
out of the ditch, which is also the econ-
omy, and try to improve things for the
American people, how deep in that
ditch it was. And we’re talking about
700,000 jobs lost per month. We’re talk-
ing about an inherited projected deficit
of $10 trillion. That’s what the Obama
administration and this Congress has
been trying to repair.

Now, what has been the response
from our colleagues on the other side?
It has been solely, Well, this isn’t a
good idea; this isn’t a good idea; this
isn’t a good idea. We’re spending too
much money. Blah, blah, blah. Let’s
cut taxes. Well, we tried that. Been
there, done that, and that’s what
brought us to the ditch.

Now what have we done in this Con-
gress? What have we done to take that
car out of the ditch and get it back on
the road? We have taken, by every
measure possible. We passed the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act.
We put $300 billion back in the hands of
the American taxpayers. That’s some-
thing that our colleagues on the other
side neglect to mention, that that
money—most of that money, or 40 per-
cent of the so-called stimulus package,
went back to the American taxpayers
to spend.

I have the privilege of cochairing the
Congressional Task Force on American
Competitiveness. Two days ago, we had
a forum here. We have had people from
companies as large as General Electric
and Ford to very small startups. With-
out an exception, every one of those
businesspeople said that we would be in
such worse shape were it not for the
American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act. You can imagine all of the
progress or much of the progress they
had made in sustaining or growing
their businesses was attributable to
support given through the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act and
that the government has to continue to
play a role.

One reason they said was very inter-
esting. In the global economy, we are
not necessarily competing in a free
market atmosphere. We’re competing
with a lot of State-supported industry.
So, for instance, when General Elec-
tric, which is bringing back 400 jobs
from China to my district to build an
energy-efficient hybrid water heater,
they did it because support through the
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Recovery Act enabled them to make
that difference that they were trying
to balance—the economics—because of
a State-supported system in China. The
support they got through the Recovery
and Reinvestment Act made up that
difference and now they are bringing
400 jobs back.

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

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I yield 1 addi-
tional minute to the gentleman.

Mr. YARMUTH. They are bringing
back 400 jobs. They are planning to
bring back more jobs, again, because of
the government’s help. Now, as I said
at the outset, there are two ways to ap-
proach this decline. We can say the
government has no role. We can say all
the government should do is get out of
the way and the private forces will re-
cover the economy. As I said, been
there, done that. It hasn’t worked.

The steps that we have taken, the
steps that we propose to take in this
Small Business Act, the subject of this
rule, are steps that we believe are
worth trying, that will be an affirma-
tive effort to grow jobs in the small
business segment of the economy to
make capital available, to provide tax
incentives—yes, to my friends on the
other side, tax incentives—to motivate
small business operators to grow their
businesses, to start new businesses.
These are the steps that this Congress
and this administration are taking to
grow the economy. It is better than sit-
ting in the cheap seats and saying we
want to go back to the agenda that put
us in the ditch.

The
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Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, you know,
the gentleman from Colorado reminds
us to stay on the topic, but then he
yields to someone who spends most of
his time blaming a person who is not
even any longer in office. That is the
theme of our colleagues across the
aisle. No sense of responsibility or ac-
countability on their part.

They passed the disastrous stimulus,
which all it did was put us deeper into
debt. It hasn’t done anything to help
the economy. They talk about more
government control. Well, what about
the MMS department? They were the
ones who were supposed to be checking
out whether what BP was doing was
okay. They signed off on all the per-
mits and let them drill. That’s what
growing the government does for us.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to
my colleague from Kansas (Ms. JEN-
KINS).

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, the U.S.
has lived beyond its means for too
long, and it will take commonsense
ideas to restore responsible spending in
Washington. But we can start by iden-
tifying what we need to fulfill the du-
ties of the Federal Government and
eliminate everything else.

The Federal Government is the larg-
est property owner in the U.S. Accord-
ing to the OMB, we have $18 billion in
assets that we do not need. Rather
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than selling unnecessary assets, like
the American people do to live within
their means, the Federal Government
gives property free of charge to other
government entities and nonprofits, in-
cluding a building in Las Vegas to use
as a mob museum.

The American people have spoken.
We cannot continue ignoring our debt.
I urge my colleagues to stand with the
folks at home to use common sense and
vote to sell excess Federal property
and take a necessary step toward a sus-
tainable future.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I remind my
friend from Kansas that when you cut
taxes for the wealthiest people in
America, you prosecute two wars with-
out paying for them, and you fail to po-
lice Wall Street so that it becomes a
big casino and results in a crash leav-
ing this country in terrible debt, and
you turn a budget upside down, those
are the policies that bring a country
and bring small businesses to their
knees. The country, because of various
steps taken, has come out of the ter-
rible dip of the last months of the Bush
administration to where we’re adding
jobs.

We have a long way to go. We lost
millions of jobs, and many small busi-
nesses were hurt in the process. The
purpose of the bill that is to be voted
on today is about providing funding to
smaller banks so that small business
will have credit, and people will get
back to work. Providing a platform for
small business to really get back on its
feet and put the people back to work,
so many of whom lost their jobs in this
recession that was caused by the tax
cuts, the two wars without payment,
and failing to police Wall Street.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, every time
my colleague wants to blame the econ-
omy on the former President, I'm going
to remind him that the Democrats
were in control of this Congress the
last 2 years that President Bush was in
office. You can talk all you want to
about what the job numbers were in
the last month of the Bush administra-
tion. The Democrats were in control of
Congress, and they caused the problem.

I now yield 4 minutes to my distin-
guished colleague, my eloquent col-
league, from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT).

Mr. GOHMERT. When we talk about
Wall Street, one of the things that
really gets me is, if you look at the
numbers and why there wasn’t more re-
form of Wall Street, what we find out
is that actually both to the Obama
campaign running for President and to
our friends across the aisle, the execu-
tives on Wall Street, despite what
sometimes seems the conventional wis-
dom, the executives on Wall Street
give to the Democrats and to the
Obama campaign four to one over Re-
publicans. It’s an amazing thing to see.
And if you look at that, then you begin
to understand a little better why there
may be games being played, but there
was no real reform of Wall Street that
was going on.
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And that also brings up the issue of
British Petroleum. Some might won-
der, why in the world would the Presi-
dent of the United States wait all these
weeks—week after week after week
after week—to even meet with British
Petroleum, to even call them down.
Well, they’ve gotten pretty rough on
them here lately in talking. But actu-
ally, it turns out the more you dig—it’s
kind of like Wall Street—it turns out
British Petroleum was this administra-
tion’s greatest ally in fighting what
was an invented problem: Global warm-
ing. It turns out the planet may have
been cooling in the last few years. The
snow down in South Africa recently
points toward that as well.

But British Petroleum was meeting
with Senator KERRY, and they were
pushing this global warming bill. They
needed an oil company to help get this
ridiculous bill that was being pushed,
the so-called energy bill, they needed
an oil company to give them credi-
bility. So, of course, they didn’t want
to come down on them. Of course, they
want to talk about Wall Street and
getting tough on the fat cats, but as far
as doing anything, it’s just talk. That’s
why Goldman Sachs had their biggest
profit in their whole company’s history
last year as the Democrats controlled
the House, the Senate and the White
House. And I'm trying to dig. We found
some contracts, but I would like to
know just how much of that was gov-
ernment money coming from this Con-
gress and this administration into the
coffers still of Goldman Sachs. It’s still
flowing there. And the contracts indi-
cate that.

As far as the oil spill, you’ve got
companies and countries around the
world willing to help. President Bush,
for all the criticism, actually within 3
days of the Katrina hurricane, had sus-
pended the Jones Act so foreign coun-
tries could send ships and send help
and go ahead and give us all the assist-
ance they could. This administration
still has not suspended the Jones Act.
We had the Netherlands within days—
man, they Lknow something about
building barrier islands and dikes and
things like that. This administration
said, Oh, no. We don’t want that, allow-
ing millions and millions and millions
of dollars to pile up. And then you look
in a little deeper, and you find out, Oh,

gee.
After the President said that about
the cozy relationship that existed be-
tween big oil and the regulators, it
turns out the very person that we were
told by the Inspector General who
knew the most about that price adjust-
ment language being pulled out of off-
shore leases in 1998-1999 left the Clin-
ton administration when they went
out; so they couldn’t really talk to
them to investigate what had hap-
pened. It turns out, she works now with
the Department of the Interior, with
the Minerals Management. Go figure.
There is a mess going on. There are a
lot of things we can do to quit Kkilling
jobs. Those 700,000 jobs were being lost
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when the Democrats had this majority,
and compassion does not equal giving
away money.

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

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker,
how much time does each side have?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado has 19 minutes.
The gentlewoman from North Carolina
has 8% minutes.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I would ask my
friend from North Carolina how many
more speakers she may have.

Ms. FOXX. We have at least two
more speakers, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I just would say,
again, reading from the letter from the
Independent Community Bankers of
America. The Act, which is the Small
Business Lending Fund Act, the Act
would offer capital to interested com-
munity banks to increase small busi-
ness credit. We urge the House to pass
this legislation. The Nation’s 8,000-
strong community banks are well posi-
tioned to leverage this fund and have
established relationships with small
businesses in their communities to get
credit flowing. On down it says, Nota-
bly, leveraging the $30 billion funds
with community banks would poten-
tially support many times that amount
in loan volume to small businesses, as
much as $300 billion in additional lend-
ing.

By reducing the dividend costs on the
capital investment as lending in-
creases, this program helps to ensure
more community banks have both the
incentive and greater capacity to in-
crease total loans to small businesses.
That’s the purpose of this rule, to pass
the underlying bill, which is to in-
crease credit to small businesses and
get them back on their feet and help
continue to add jobs, as we have over
the course of the last 14 or 15 months.
When we were at the very depth of the
recession, in January 2009, the last
month of the Bush administration, los-
ing 780,000 jobs; in April, where we
gained 290,000 jobs; in May, 400,000 jobs.
That’s what this is about, putting peo-
ple back to work, getting this country
back on a strong financial footing.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
3 minutes to my distinguished col-
league from Utah (Mr. BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
appreciate the gentlelady from North
Carolina yielding me the time.

We are here today to talk about a
rule that would qualify certain amend-
ments to solve a procedural problem, a
mistake that the majority party made
here. But why not use this rule as an
opportunity to something really more,
to help solve and resolve ongoing prob-
lems. One could look at the far map
that I have of the United States over
there. Everything that is in red is land
and property owned by the Federal
Government. Ronald Reagan looked at
that and said, You never see something
like that this side of the old Soviet
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Union. Think about that. One out of
every three acres of this country is
owned and controlled by the Federal
Government. And I hate to say this,
but in 2007, OMB did a study and said
that, of that, $18 billion worth of that
property is excess. It is useless. It is
needless.

This year, Peter Orszag updated that
report and said there are 14,000 build-
ings that the Federal Government
owns that are excess, and 55,000 build-
ings that are underutilized and not
necessary. When I first came here, The
Washington Post did an editorial that
said, Until the District of Columbia
can get hold of all the excess land and
buildings owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment and put those to economic
use, the economy of Washington, D.C.,
would never grow.

Those of us in the West have been
saying that for a long time. In fact,
this year, I introduced two land trans-
fer bills. In each bill, both the Forest
Service and the BLM as well as the
Army Corps of Engineers owned land
that they did not use, they did not
need, they didn’t even know about it.
One parcel of land was sold to the Fed-
eral Government in the 1940s for $1, and
the Forest Service did not know they
had that land.

The local officials understood that
this land is useless, and these buildings
are useless, and thus, they are put to
some kind of profitable need. The D.C.
bureaucrats, though, said their policy
is no net loss of land or real estate. In
fact, the only way they will give up
something is if they get more in re-
turn. That is pure insanity. Use this
rule to go against the excesses of land
and the excess buildings that we have
so that we can send a true message to
the business community and the
money lenders who have money to in-
vest in this economy that we really are
serious about the debt by taking all of
the excess and using it to pay down the
debt, that we are serious about build-
ing a business climate here that will
encourage people to invest in this com-
pany, and do that first by saying, We
will retire our excess property and use
it to build down and take down this
debt.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I, again, remind
everyone that the rule and the bill are
about small business lending. Again, I
would refer to the letter from the inde-
pendent community bankers. ICBA be-
lieves the proposed Small Business
Lending Fund Act supports their rec-
ommendations, and this fresh program
approach will attract a broader spec-
trum of community banks to boost
small business lending and job growth.
We applaud the new program focused
on getting funds to Main Street’s small
businesses using Main Street commu-
nity banks.

We’re here to try to get money to
small businesses throughout the coun-
try using the smaller community
banks, regional banks. The purpose is
to get them back on their feet, get
them growing. We’re not here to talk
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about selling off assets of America.
We’re here to talk about getting small
businesses back on their feet.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
2 minutes to our distinguished col-
league from Georgia, Dr. PRICE.
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Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlelady for yielding and
for her leadership on issues of the ut-
most importance to the American peo-
ple.

My friend says we are not here to
talk about the debt that has been cre-
ated in this Nation; we are here to talk
about money. We are here to talk
about the taxpayers’ money. And this
bill, this underlying bill that is being
discussed right now spends another $33
billion. That is right, Mr. Speaker, an-
other $33 billion of hard-earned money
from the American taxpayer. But it
can’t come from the American tax-
payer, because we have so much deficit
right now. So it needs to come from
where, China or Japan.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
are sick and tired of what is going on
here in Washington. Just this week the
American people said in a survey that
the greatest threat to this Nation,
which they believe had been terrorism,
is now debt. Debt. What they are say-
ing to us is stop the madness. So what
the Republicans have done, in an at-
tempt to be fiscally responsible and try
to encourage our colleagues on the
other side of the aisle to stop the mad-
ness, is to institute the YouCut pro-
gram.

It is at republicanwhip.house.gov/
YouCut, and this week’s winner, these
are the American people going to this
Web site saying stop the madness, cut
in this area, this week’s winner will
save $15 billion by selling excess Fed-
eral property, property that is not
being used right now, sell it for $15 bil-
lion.

Every single week we try to identify
those programs, those areas of the Fed-
eral Government that are recklessly
spending the hard-earned taxpayers’
money. And this week, there are five
more new nominees that will be an-
nounced.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to go to the Web site,
republicanwhip.house.gov/YouCut, and
vote for whether or not they want to
prohibit hiring of new IRS agents to
enforce the new health care law, saving
$10 billion, whether they want to ter-
minate exchanges in the Whaling and
Trading Partners program, another $90
million in savings.

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

Ms. FOXX. I yield the gentleman an
additional minute.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Or you vote to
terminate taxpayer-subsidized political
party conventions. That is right, Mr.
Speaker, we spend tens of millions of
dollars paying for Democrat and Re-
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publican party conventions. That is
crazy.

Or you could vote to require collec-
tion of unpaid taxes from Federal em-
ployees, a billion dollars we could save
there; or to terminate the funding for
the NDIC, $440 million.

Mr. Speaker, this debate is not just
about whether or not we are acting re-
sponsibly here. It is what we are doing
with the hard-earned taxpayer money.
We are talking about money here, and
this bill that you are talking about
spends an extra $33 billion that we do
not have. In fact, there is money appro-
priated already through the TARP pro-
gram, over $500 billion of money avail-
able. You could use some of that if you
wanted to be fiscally responsible. But,
Mr. Speaker, we have seen that kind of
leadership out of the majority party.

Mr. Speaker, the YouCut program al-
lows the American people to assist in
those things that they believe are
wasteful in our Federal Government.
This bill is an opportunity through the
PC to be able to cut the excess Federal
property.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I would remind
my friend, at the height of the Iraq war
we spend $141 billion, as we draw troops
down to $65 billion, a savings of $76 bil-
lion a year. That is money. These
things we can find other places to save
where there is wasteful spending, $76
billion in Iraq. That is what this Con-
gress is finding. That is what this
President has found. Instead of going
into war and not paying for it, $76 bil-
lion.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
YARMUTH).

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Colorado.

I know the American people who are
watching this must have their heads
spinning because all we have heard for
a year and a half now from our col-
leagues on the other side was TARP
was a disastrous program; TARP is a
disastrous program. They are running
ads against us in our districts about
how horrible TARP was: so and so
voted for TARP. And yet here we have
someone who is advocating that we
take money from TARP and give it to
small businesses. I actually think that
is a good idea. I am for that.

But I want to clarify something be-
cause he is misstating the impact of
the underlying bill. This bill does not
add anything to the deficit. This bill is
paid for, and the $30 billion in loan fa-
cilities that we are actually making
available to small banks throughout
the country actually generates a sur-
plus for the Treasury. That is a profit
maker for the Treasury. There is no
cost unless the money is actually bor-
rowed. And if it is borrowed and paid
back with interest, then the taxpayers
actually benefit.

So it is one to thing to talk about
deficits and argue about who is respon-
sible and so forth, but to actually mis-
state the actual facts about the under-
lying bill here is a little bit disingen-
uous.
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I would like to make one more com-
ment. My friend from North Carolina
mentioned earlier, you Kkeep blaming
the former President. No, we actually
keep blaming the former 12 years of
Republican control of the Congress be-
cause that is the period of time in
which the really disastrous policies for
the economy were implemented and
were approved: the two tax cuts that
mostly went to wealthiest Americans;
the $7 trillion projected debt because of
the unfunded prescription drug plan;
and, of course, the war funding.

I know that the President, President
Bush, dealt for 2 years with a Demo-
cratic Congress. We did have control of
the Congress, but we sure didn’t have a
veto-proof Congress. And every time we
wanted to implement a policy or
change the President’s budget, he
threatened a veto. So, yes, we did have
control of the Congress, but we didn’t
have control of the Nation’s economy.
But for 12 years, the Republican Con-
gress did. For 6 years of that, they had
control of all three branches of govern-
ment. That is when the true damage
was done.

We have an important piece of legis-
lation that will help small businesses
create jobs.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 1 minute.

You know, my colleagues across the
aisle talk about trying to create jobs. I
will point out to my colleague that
trying isn’t doing it. What happens is
you pass the stimulus to create jobs,
omnibus appropriations to create jobs,
auto bailouts to create jobs, health
care, cap-and-trade, all of those things
to create jobs. You are trying, but you
are not doing. What you are doing is
you are creating government jobs.

This is the chart that the American
people want to look at: how many gov-
ernment jobs you are creating. You
have also created a deficit in 2 years
three times the size of the deficit that
Republicans created in 12 years. You
are so selective in how you talk about
history. Clinton was President for part
of that time. You say he had a surplus
at the end of his term; but you never
give Republicans credit for that. But
then you talk about our being in
charge of the Congress. You know, you
are very selective with your statistics.
But you have tried and you’ve failed.
You have not created jobs.

I reserve the balance of my time.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I want to make
sure that the record is clear that the
amendments that are presented in to-
day’s rule are in full compliance with
the PAYGO rule, and that is why we
are proceeding with this second rule.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the text of the
amendment and extraneous material
be printed in the RECORD immediately
prior to the vote on the previous ques-
tion.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time to close.

I'm going to urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no’’ on the previous question so
that I can amend the rule to allow all
Members of Congress the opportunity
to vote to cut spending. Republican
Whip ERIC CANTOR really launched the
YouCut initiative which gives people
an opportunity to vote for Federal
spending they would like to see Con-
gress cut. Hundreds of thousands of
Americans have cast their votes, and
this week they have directed their Rep-
resentatives in Congress to consider
H.R. 5535.

According to the Republican whip
YouCut Web site: “The Office of Man-
agement and Budget estimated in 2007
that the Federal Government is hold-
ing $18 billion in real property it does
not need. Rather than selling this prop-
erty, however, Federal law usually re-
quires that it first be offered, often at
no cost, to other government agencies,
to State and local governments, to
nonprofits, and others. The Federal
Government has conveyed at no cost: a
building in Las Vegas that is intended
to house the mob museum; land in
Massachusetts for a private high school
where tuition is over $29,000 a year; and
a building in Florida that the Federal
Government now leases back at a cost
of over $100,000 a year. This proposal
would amend Federal law to require an
expedited process for selling unneeded
Federal property with 80 percent of the
proceeds used to reduce the deficit.”

In order to provide for consideration
of this commonsense legislation, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’ on the pre-
vious question and ‘‘no’’ on the rule.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, small businesses cannot
grow if credit is not available to them.
Over the course of the last year and a
half, credit has tightened substan-
tially. This bill provides for a loan fund
to small community banks and re-
gional banks so that they can work
with their small businesses throughout
the country. This is not focused on
Wall Street, but is focused on Main
Street so we can get small businesses
really back strong and prosperous and
hiring people back so that this country
is on a full and vibrant financial foot-
ing.

I would just remind the Speaker, we
have strong support from a whole vari-
ety of organizations with respect to the
bill: the National Small Business Asso-
ciation, the Small Business Majority,
the National Association of Realtors,
the Independent Community Bankers
of America, the American Bankers As-
sociation, and a number of other orga-
nizations.

Our Nation’s small businesses have
waited long enough for much-needed
capital, so we won’t make them wait
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any longer. This credit crunch has
taken its toll, but now it is time to
focus on Main Street.

I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on the previous
question and on the rule.

The material previously referred to
by Ms. FOXX is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 1448
OFFERED BY MS. FOXX OF NORTH CAROLINA
At the end of the resolution add the fol-

lowing new section:

SEC. 2. Immediately upon the adoption of
this resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole house on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 55635) to estab-
lish a pilot program for the expedited dis-
posal of Federal real property. 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
Majority Leader and the Minority Leader or
their respective designees. After general de-
bate the bill shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. During con-
sideration of the bill for amendment, the
Chairman 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 des-
ignated for that purpose in clause 8 of rule
XVIII. Amendments so printed shall be con-
sidered as read. At the conclusion of consid-
eration of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. If the
Committee of the Whole rises and reports
that it has come to no resolution on the bill,
then on the next legislative day the House
shall, immediately after the third daily
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV,
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for
further consideration of the bill. Clause 1(e)
of rule XIX shall not apply to the consider-
ation of H.R. 5535.

(The information contained herein was
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress.)

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

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

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

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

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

Cleary, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Democratic major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
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.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on adoption of House Res-
olution 1448, if ordered; and the motion
to suspend the rules and adopt House
Resolution 1429.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 241, nays
179, not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 368]

YEAS—241
Ackerman Baldwin Bishop (GA)
Adler (NJ) Barrow Bishop (NY)
Altmire Bean Blumenauer
Andrews Becerra Boccieri
Arcuri Berkley Boren
Baca Berman Boswell
Baird Berry Boucher
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Boyd Hinojosa Perlmutter Gingrey (GA) Lungren, Daniel  Roe (TN) Dicks Kucinich Rangel
Brady (PA) Hirono Perriello Gohmert E. Rogers (AL) Dingell Langevin Reyes
Braley (IA) Hodes Peters Goodlatte Mack Rogers (KY) Doggett Larsen (WA) Richardson
Brown, Corrine Holden Peterson Granger Manzullo Rogers (MI) Donnelly (IN) Larson (CT) Rodriguez
Butterfield Holt Pingree (ME) Graves (GA) Marchant Rohrabacher Doyle Lee (CA) Ross
Capps Honda Polis (CO) Graves (MO) McCarthy (CA) Rooney Driehaus Levin Rothman (NJ)
Capuano Hoyer Pomeroy Griffith McCaul Ros-Lehtinen Edwards (MD) Lewis (GA) Roybal-Allard
Cardoza Inslee Price (NC) Guthrie McClintock Roskam Edwards (TX) Lipinski Ruppersberger
Carnahan Israel Quigley Hall (TX) McCotter Royce Ellison Loebsack Rush
Carney Jackson (IL) Rahall Harper McHenry Ryan (WI) Ellsworth Lofgren, Zoe Ryan (OH)
Carson (IN) Jackson Lee Rangel Hastings (WA) McKeon Scalise Engel Lowey Salazar
Castor (FL) (TX) Reyes Heller McMorris Schmids Eshoo Lujan Sanchez, Linda
u ohnson, E. B. : r r anchez, Loretta
4 Rods Sensenbrenner »
Clarke Kagen Ross e Hunter Miller (FL) Sessions Fattah Maloney Sarbanes
Clay Kanjorski Issa Miller (MI) Filner Markey (CO) Schakowsky
Rothman (NJ) . . Shadegg
Cleaver Kaptur Rovbal-Allard Jenkins Miller, Gary Shimkus Foster Markey (MA) Schauer
Clyburn Kennedy Ruy ershercer Johnson (IL) Minnick Shuster Frank (MA) Marshall Schiff
Cohen Kildee Ruglf ° Johnson, Sam Mitchell Simpson Fudge Matheson Schrader
Connolly (VA) Kilpatrick (MI) R (OH Jones Moran (KS) Smilgh (NE) Garamendi Matsui Schwartz
Conyers Kilroy Sylan ) Jordan (OH) Murphy, Tim Smith (NJ Gonzalez McCarthy (NY)  Scott (GA)
Cooper Kind Slasar King (IA) Myrick R <TX) Gordon (TN) McCollum Scott (VA)
Costa Kissell anchez, Linda King (NY) Neugebauer mith (TX) Grayson McDermott Serrano
Costello Klein (FL) T. ) Kingston Nunes Stea}“ns Green, Al McGovern Sestak
Courtney Kosmas Sanchez, Loretta gk Nye Sullivan Green, Gene McIntyre Shea-Porter
Critz Kucinich Sarbanes Kline (MN) Olson Terry Grijalva McMahon Sherman
Crowley Langevin Schakowsky Kratovil Paul Thompson (PA) Gutierrez McNerney Sires
Cuellar Larsen (WA) Schauer Lamborn Paulsen Thornberry Hall (NY) Meeks (NY) Skelton
Cummings Larson (CT) Schiff Lance Pence T}ahr't Halvorson Melancon Slaughter
Davis (AL) Lee (CA) Schrader Latham Petri Tiberi Hare Michaud Smith (WA)
Davis (CA) Levin Schwartz LaTourette Pitts Turner Harman Miller (NC) Snyder
Davis (IL) Lewis (GA) Scott (GA) Latta Platts Upton Hastings (FL) Miller, George Space
Davis (TN) Lipinski Scott (VA) Lee (NY) Poe (TX) Walden Heinrich Minnick Speier
DeFazio Loebsack Serrano Lewis (CA) Posey Westmoreland Higgins Mollohan Spratt
DeGette Lofgren, Zoe Sestak Linder Price (GA) Whitfield Himes Moore (KS) Stark
Delahunt Lowey Shea-Porter LoBiondo Putnam Wilson (SC) Hinchey Moran (VA) Stupak
DeLauro Lujan Sherman Lucas Radanovich Wittman Hinojosa Murphy (CT) Sutton
Deutch Lynch Shuler Luetkemeyer Rehberg Wolf Hirono Murphy (NY) Tanner
Dicks Maffei Sires Lummis Reichert Young (AK) Hodes Murphy, Patrick Teague
Dingell Maloney Skelton Holden Nadler (NY) Thompson (CA)
Doggett Markey (CO) Slaughter NOT VOTING—12 Holt Napolitano Thompson (MS)
Donnelly (IN) Markey (MA) Smith (WA) Barrett (SC) Hoekstra Moore (WI) Honda Neal (MA) Tierney
Doyle Marshall Snyder Brown (SC) Inglis Taylor Hoyer Nye Titus
Driehaus Matheson Space Childers Kirkpatrick (AZ) Wamp Inslee Oberstar Tonko
Edwards (MD) Matsui Speier Gutierrez Meek (FL) Young (FL) Israel Obey Towns
Edwards (TX) McCarthy (NY) Spratt Jackson (IL) Olver Tsongas
Ellison McCollum Stark 0 1202 Jackson Lee Ortiz Van Hollen
Ellsworth McDermott Stupak (TX) Owens Visclosky
Engel McGovern Sut$on Messrs. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Johnson, E.B. Pallone Walz
Eshoo' Meclntyre Tanner FRANKS of Arizona, ROGERS of Ala- Kage;n ) Pascrell Wasserman
Etheridge McMahon Teague bama and Mrs. LUMMIS changed their Kanjorski Pastor (AZ) Schultz
Farr McNerney Thompson (CA) vote from “vea’ to “nay.’’ Kaptur Payne Waters
Fattah Meeks (NY) Thompson (MS) y y. A Kennedy Perlmutter Watson
Filner Melancon Tierne Mr. CROWLEY changed his vote from Kildee Perriello Watt
Foster Michaud Titus y “nay” to “yea.” Kilpatrick (MI) Peters Waxman
Ty ) Miller, Gomge  Tonko So the previous question was ordered. ns” Pt Wl
Garamendi Mollohan $°Wns The result of the vote was announced Kirkpatrick (AZ) Polis (CO) Wilson (OH)
Gonzalez Moore (KS) Vz%nfﬁlen as above recorded. Kissell Price (NC) Woolsey
Gordon (TN) Moran (VA) . The Klein (FL) Quigley Wu
Grayson Murphy (CT) Velazquez . SPEAKER’ pro tfempore' The Kosmas Rahall Yarmuth
Green, Al Murphy (NY) Visclosky question is on the resolution.
Green, Gene Murphy, Patrick WalZ The question was taken; and the NOES—179
gﬂlJla(ll\% ) gadlfilj;NY) Wzscsﬁg;n Speaker pro tempore announced that Aderholt Cassidy Graves (MO)
a. apolitano : Akin Castle Griffith
Halvorson Neal (MA) Waters the ayes appeared to have it. Alexander Chaffetz Guthrie
Hare Oberstar gazion RECORDED VOTE Austria Coble Hall (TX)
Harman Obey szman Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I demand a Bachmann Coffman (CO) Harper
Hastings (FL) 01V(;)r : recorded vote Bachus Cole Hastings (WA)
Heinrich Ortiz Weiner ¥ Bartlett Conaway Heller
Herseth Sandlin ~ Owens Welch A recorded vote was ordered. Barton (TX) Crenshaw Hensarling
g}lglgms gallonf1 gllsfn (OH) The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a  Biggert Culberson Herger
1 ascre oolsey 5-mi Bilbray Dahlkemper i
: minute vote. Herseth Sandlin
Himes Pastor (AZ) Wu . Bilirakis Davis (KY) Hill
Hinchey Payne Yarmuth The vote was taken by electronic de- gjgnop (uT) Dent Hunter
vice, and there were—ayes 237, noes 179, Blackburn Diaz-Balart, L. Ign
NAYS—179 not voting 16, as follows: Eh‘r}ﬁl . gl,aZ‘Balm* M. Jenkins
Aderholt Brown-Waite, Dahlkemper [Roll No. 369] Bgremele“ Dioeliler Johnson (IL)
Akin Ginny Davis (KY) Johnson, Sam
Alexander Buchanan Dent AYES—237 Bono Mack Duncan Jones
Austria Burgess Diaz-Balart, L. Ackerman Boswell Connolly (VA) ggﬁgﬁi@ Eﬂ:ﬁon Jordan (OH)
Bachmann Burton (IN) Diaz-Balart, M. Adler (NJ) Boucher Conyers ; King (NY)
X . Boyd Fallin .
Bachus Buyer Djou Altmire Brady (PA) Cooper Brady (TX) Flake Kingston
Bartlett Calvert Dreier Andrews Braley (IA) Costa Bri: : Kirk
A . ght Fleming .
Barton (TX) Camp Duncan Arcuri Brown, Corrine Costello Kline (MN)
N . Broun (GA) Forbes A
Biggert Campbell Ehlers Baca Butterfield Courtney N Kratovil
N N A Brown-Waite, Fortenberry
Bilbray Cantor Emerson Baird Capuano Critz : Lamborn
s . . . Ginny Foxx
Bilirakis Cao Fallin Baldwin Cardoza Crowley Lance
. . Buchanan Franks (AZ)
Bishop (UT) Capito Flake Barrow Carnahan Cuellar ; Latham
. N Burgess Frelinghuysen
Blackburn Carter Fleming Bean Carney Cummings LaTourette
N N Burton (IN) Gallegly
Blunt Cassidy Forbes Becerra Carson (IN) Davis (AL) N Latt
B N Buyer Garrett (NJ) atta
oehner Castle Fortenberry Berkley Castor (FL) Davis (CA) Lee (NY
. Calvert Gerlach ee (NY)
Bonner Chaffetz Foxx Berman Chandler Davis (IL) : Lewis (CA
X Camp Giffords ewis (CA)
Bono Mack Coble Franks (AZ) Berry Chu Davis (TN) R Lind.
: 5 h Campbell Gingrey (GA) inder
Boozman Coffman (CO) Frelinghuysen Bishop (GA) Clarke DeFazio s
; Cantor Gohmert LoBiondo
Boustany Cole Gallegly Bishop (NY) Clay DeGette
Cao Goodlatte Lucas
Brady (TX) Conaway Garrett (NJ) Blumenauer Cleaver Delahunt Capit Gr- Luetk
Bright Crenshaw Gerlach Boccieri Clyburn DeLauro apito ranger uetemeyer
Carter Graves (GA) Lummis

Broun (GA) Culberson Giffords Boren Cohen Deutch
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Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mitchell
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes
Olson
Paul

Paulsen
Pence

Petri

Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rehberg
Reichert
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
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Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stearns
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—16

Barrett (SC) Johnson (GA) Sullivan
Brown (SC) King (IA) Velazquez
Capps Meek (FL) Wamp
Childers Moore (WI) Young (FL)
Hoekstra Pomeroy

Inglis Roe (TN)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
369, had | been present, | would have voted
“aye.”

———

SUPPORTING GOALS AND IDEALS
OF FLAG DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 1429) celebrating
the symbol of the United States flag
and supporting the goals and ideals of
Flag Day, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATSON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 418, nays 0,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 370]

YEAS—418
Ackerman Barrow Bishop (UT)
Aderholt Bartlett Blackburn
Adler (NJ) Barton (TX) Blumenauer
Akin Bean Blunt
Altmire Becerra Boccieri
Andrews Berkley Boehner
Arcuri Berman Bonner
Austria Berry Bono Mack
Baca Biggert Boozman
Bachmann Bilbray Boren
Bachus Bilirakis Boswell
Baird Bishop (GA) Boustany
Baldwin Bishop (NY) Boyd

Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks
Dingell

Djou

Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle

Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel

Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin

Farr

Fattah
Filner

Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge

Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan

Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
MecCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
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Roskam Shimkus Titus
Ross Shuler Tonko
Rothman (NJ) Shuster Towns
Roybal-Allard Simpson Tsongas
Royce Sires Turner
Ruppersberger Skelton Upton
Rush Slaughter Van Hollen
Ryan (OH) Smith (NE) :
Ryan (WD) Smith (NJ) Yheslglzfsulf;
Sglazar Smith (TX) Walden
Sanchez, Linda Smith (WA)

N Snyder Walz
Sanchez, Loretta Space Wasserman
Sarbanes Speier Schultz
Scalise Spratt Waters
Schakowsky Stark Watson
Schauer Stearns Watt
Schiff Stupak Waxman
Schmidt Sutton Weiner
Schock Tanner Welch
Schwartz Taylor Westmoreland
Scott (GA) Teague Whitfield
Scott (VA) Terry Wilson (OH)
Sensenbrenner Thompson (CA) Wilson (SC)
Serrano Thompson (MS) Wittman
Sessions Thompson (PA) Wolf
Sestak Thornberry Woolsey
Shadegg Tiahrt Yarmuth
Shea-Porter Tiberi
Sherman Tierney Young (AK)

NOT VOTING—14
Alexander Hoekstra Sullivan
Barrett (SC) Inglis Wamp
Boucher Meek (FL) Wu
Brown (SC) Moore (WI) Young (FL)
Childers Schrader

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
0O 1218

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a Joint Res-
olution of the following title in which
the concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

S.J. Res. 32. Joint resolution recognizing
the 60th anniversary of the outbreak of the
Korean War and reaffirming the United
States-Korea alliance.

————

SMALL BUSINESS JOBS AND
CREDIT ACT OF 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1436 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. 5297.
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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.
5297) to create the Small Business
Lending Fund Program to direct the
Secretary of the Treasury to make cap-
ital investments in eligible institu-
tions in order to increase the avail-
ability of credit for small businesses,
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and for other purposes, with Mr.
CUELLAR (Acting Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Wednes-
day, June 16, 2010, amendment No. 17
printed in part C of House Report 111-
506 offered by the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) had been dis-
posed of.

Pursuant to House Resolution 1448, it
shall be in order to consider the
amendments printed in House Report
111-508 as if such amendments had been
printed in part C of House Report 111-
506. Each amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port, equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division
of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. SCHRADER

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 111-508.

Mr. SCHRADER. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Add at the end the following new title:

TITLE —SMALL BUSINESS BORROWER
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM
SEC. 1. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘Small Busi-
ness Assistance Fund Act of 2010”°.

SEC. 2. SMALL BUSINESS BORROWER ASSIST-
ANCE PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall
carry out a program to be called the ‘“‘Small
Business Borrower Assistance Program’ to
provide payments of principal and interest
on qualifying small business loans.

(b) AUTOMATIC ENROLLMENT; COMMITMENT
OF FUNDS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent funds are
available under the Program, each borrower
that receives a qualifying small business
loan after the date on which the Adminis-
trator issues regulations pursuant to sub-
section (e) shall be automatically enrolled in
the Program, unless the borrower requests
otherwise, and the Administrator shall com-
mit an amount to each borrower equal to 6
percent of the principal disbursed amount of
such borrower’s qualifying small business
loan.

(2) ONE YEAR WINDOW FOR PARTICIPATING IN
PROGRAM.—Notwithstanding paragraph (1), a
borrower may only be enrolled in the Pro-
gram if the borrower is approved for a quali-
fying small business loan before the end of
the 1-year period following the date on which
the Administrator issues final regulations
pursuant to subsection (e).

(3) TERMINATION OF PARTICIPATION IN CER-
TAIN CIRCUMSTANCES.—In any instance in
which the Administrator determines that a
borrower participating in the Program has
committed fraud or made a material mis-
representation related to such participation,
the Administrator may terminate such bor-
rower’s participation in the Program and
ban such borrower from any future participa-
tion in the Program.

(c) DISBURSEMENT OF FUNDS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—A borrower enrolled in the
Program may submit a request for the pay-
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ment of committed funds by a method to be
developed by the Administrator.

(2) MULTIPLE DISBURSEMENTS PERMITTED.—
A borrower enrolled in the Program may re-
quest multiple payments under paragraph
(1), as long as the aggregate amount of such
payments does not exceed the amount com-
mitted to such borrower under subsection
(b).

(d) TERMS.—

(1) PAYMENTS ONLY TO LENDER OR
SERVICER.—Payments made by the Adminis-
trator under the Program shall only be made
to the lender or servicer of a qualifying
small business loan to be applied against
outstanding principal or interest, and may
not be made to the borrower.

(2) PROGRAM PARTICIPATION ONLY PER-
MITTED DURING FIRST 2 YEARS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Payments made by the
Administrator under the Program may only
be made with respect to a payment of inter-
est or principal due on a qualifying small
business loan within the 2-year period fol-
lowing the date on which such loan is dis-
bursed.

(B) UNEXPENDED COMMITTED FUNDS.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—With respect to any funds
committed to a borrower enrolled in the Pro-
gram that remain unexpended at the end of
the 2-year period described under subpara-
graph (A), such funds shall be paid to the
lender or servicer of the borrower’s loan and
applied to the principal of such loan.

(ii) EXCEPTION.—In any case in which the
amount of committed funds that remain un-
expended is greater than the remaining prin-
cipal of a borrower’s loan, the amount of any
excess shall be returned to the Treasury.

(e) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the Administrator shall issue regula-
tions necessary to carry out this section.

(f) CONTRACTING WITH AGENTS.—The Ad-
ministrator may contract with one or more
entities as necessary to carry out the provi-
sions of the Program. The Secretary of the
Treasury is authorized to designate financial
institutions, including any bank, savings as-
sociation, or trust company, as financial
agents of the Federal government to carry
out the authorities of this section, and such
institutions shall perform all such reason-
able duties related to the Program as finan-
cial agents of the Federal government as the
Secretary may require. In engaging any such
third parties to carry out the Program, the
Administrator or the Secretary shall seek to
involve small businesses in the provision of
the core direct services required under the
engagement.

(g) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator” means the Administrator of the
Small Business Administration.

(2) PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘Program’ means
the Small Business Borrower Assistance Pro-
gram established under subsection (a).

(3) QUALIFYING SMALL BUSINESS LOAN.—The
term ‘‘qualifying small business loan’ means
any loan, up to $300,000, made to a small
business concern and guaranteed under sec-
tion 7(a) of the Small Business Act (156 U.S.C.
636(a)), other than a loan made pursuant to
section 7(a)(31) of such Act, a revolving cred-
it line, or any other revolving loan.

(4) SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN.—The term
‘‘small business concern’ has the meaning
given such term under section 3 of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632).

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated to the Administrator $300,000,000 to
carry out this section.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1448, the gentleman
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from Oregon (Mr. SCHRADER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon.

Mr. SCHRADER. I yield myself 5
minutes.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment basi-
cally authorizes funding in the estab-
lishment of the Small Business Bor-
rower Assistance Program to provide
temporary assistance for a lot of the
struggling small businesses out in
America.

The Small Business Borrower Assist-
ance Program will provide these small
businesses which take out 7(a) loans
under $300,000 with a reserve fund they
can use at their discretion to help pay
principal and interest payments if they
should hit rough spots in their business
cycles. Eligible small business bor-
rowers will automatically be enrolled
in the program unless they request
otherwise, so it is very easy and
unbureaucratic.

Once a borrower has been enrolled,
the Small Business Administration will
place an amount equal to 6 percent of
the loan principal in reserve for the
borrower. This means that a borrower
who obtains a $300,000 loan will have
$18,000 placed in reserve to help the
borrower pay principal or interest pay-
ments. These funds can be applied to
both of those at the borrower’s discre-
tion.

To be eligible for the program, a bor-
rower must obtain the qualifying loan
within 1 year after the SBA issues final
regulations. This is a temporary bill to
help us through the recession. The SBA
must issue those final regulations
within 180 days after the enactment of
the program. That is to make sure that
the program itself is available in the
crunch times.

To prevent funds from being used for
purposes other than for paying down
the balances of small business loans,
disbursements will be made directly to
the lenders or to the loan servicers. Ad-
ditionally, the Small Business Admin-
istration will have the authority to re-
move borrowers from the program who
commit fraud or material misrepresen-
tation.

Mr. Chairman, this is just another
great tool in the toolbox for our small
businesses in order to help them get
back on their feet and to be the engines
of economic growth.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Oregon.

Small business owners are going to
be enrolled automatically in a program
that sets aside 6 percent of the value of
an SBA guaranteed loan to pay off that
loan, as it was previously described.
While I appreciate very much the gen-
tleman’s effort to reduce the financial
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burden on small business owners, there
are a number of problems with this
program.

First, it forces business owners to opt
out of a federally mandatory set-aside
of funds. This is going to reduce the
amount of capital available because
disbursements of those set-aside funds
will be made to a bank or to a loan
servicer instead of to small businesses.

Second, by requiring an opt-out, it
suggests that a Federal agency, the
SBA, is better at managing the small
business rather than its owner—a con-
clusion that I, obviously, strongly dis-
pute.

Third, loans under the 7(a) loan pro-
gram are just that. Mr. Chairman, they
are loans. It seems rather absurd to
have the SBA automatically set aside
funds in order to pay off loans it has
just approved.

Fourth, the size of loans in the pro-
gram are limited to those businesses
with loans of less than $300,000.

I wonder: Why are these businesses
favored over small business owners who
may need slightly larger amounts of
capital? By making the program avail-
able for loans of less than $300,000, I
guess it suggests that small business
owners at that level are less credit
worthy and are incapable of managing
their finances as opposed to businesses
requiring a little bit larger loans.

All of these points, Mr. Chairman,
are points that I am making. I strongly
dispute the reason for this program.
For that reason, I oppose the gentle-
man’s amendment. Again, I appreciate
very much his efforts and what he is
trying to do, but I can’t agree with this
at all.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SCHRADER. I yield 2 minutes to
the chairwoman of the Small Business
Committee, the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ).

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, my colleagues, we
have spent much of this debate dis-
cussing ways to help the banks, but
now it is time that we talk about help-
ing small businesses directly.

The Schrader amendment does this
by providing entrepreneurs with incen-
tives to expand their businesses. It
does so by giving business owners max-
imum flexibility because they know
best how to purchase equipment or to
hire workers when they need to do so.
If we have this tool now, during the
early stages of the recovery, it will
allow manufacturers to purchase the
new machine tools they need, and it
will allow retailers to hire a few more
salesmen.

As they have created two-thirds of
the net new jobs over the past 10 years,
it is absolutely critical to get small
businesses off the sidelines. Unfortu-
nately, the Federal Reserve Senior
Loan Officer survey continues to report
that loan demand among small firms
has decreased. The most recent NFIB
report also confirms this. Only 32 per-
cent of small businesses borrowed last
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quarter, which is near the record low.
When fewer small businesses take out
loans, there is less employment and
more abandoned storefronts. By giving
firms access to a financial backstop,
the Schrader amendment will give
them the confidence to turn this
around.

With this in mind, it is no surprise
that, when small firms are not active
in the capital markets, we lose jobs.
This is exactly what happened between
2007 and 2009 when self-employment de-
clined by 7.5 percent. If we do not want
to repeat this, we must embrace the
small business-focused policies con-
tained in the Schrader amendment.

I ask my colleagues to support Mr.
SCHRADER’s amendment.

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. I would
like to reiterate that this is just a
giveaway. That is all it is. If we want
to help small businesses, then let’s re-
instate bonus depreciation. Let’s short-
en appreciation to buy new equipment
and to add more jobs.

The bottom line is let the govern-
ment get out of the way. Increasing
their taxes at a time when the deficit
is running at a record high and when
the administration continues to rack
up more debt is not the way to help
small businesses. Again, I oppose the
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. SCHRADER. I appreciate the
concerns of the gentleman from Mis-
souri. I do take issue with them, obvi-
ously.

Mr. Chairman, to prevent fraud and
abuse—and unfortunately, that does
happen in tough economic times—these
payments are made to the lenders to
make sure they go back to where they
are supposed to be, as the taxpayers
have authorized under this amendment
and this bill. The 7(a) program is the
most popular program out there. It is
something banks are familiar with, and
it is the small, struggling businesses
that are likely to take loans out for
under $300,000 that are most in need.

So this program is targeted, tem-
porary, and timely. Small business
lending in my State is half of what it
was 2 years ago. We need every tool in
the toolbox to encourage the lenders
who have shown extreme reticence to
lend to small businesses that this coun-
try is willing to back them up and to
help these small businesses pay their
loans if they need to during tough
stretches and tough times.

I think if you’re in favor of small
business and of lending and if you want
to make sure that they have access and
that the program that we are estab-
lishing with $30 billion really goes to
small business, you will want to vote
‘“‘yes,” in favor of this amendment.

I urge a ‘“‘yes’ vote, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. SCHRADER).

The amendment was agreed to.
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AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. MILLER OF
NORTH CAROLINA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 111-508.

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. I
have an amendment at the desk made
in order under the rule.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 6, after line 9, insert the following
new clause:

(v) CONSTRUCTION, LAND DEVELOPMENT, AND
OTHER LAND LOANS.—

(I) IN GENERAL.—Lioans secured by real es-
tate—

(aa) that are made to finance—

(AA) land development that is preparatory
to erecting new structures, including im-
proving land, laying sewers, and laying
water pipes; or

(BB) the on-site construction of industrial,
commercial, residential, or farm buildings;

(bb) that is vacant land, except land known
to be used or usable for agricultural pur-
poses, such as crop and livestock production;

(cc) the proceeds of which are to be used to
acquire and improve developed or undevel-
oped property; or

(dd) that are made under title I or title X
of the National Housing Act.

(II) CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY REQUIRE-
MENT.—Subclause (I) shall only apply to
loans that are extended to small business
concerns in the construction industry, as
such term is defined by the Secretary in con-
sultation with the Administrator of the
Small Business Administration.

(ITI) CONSTRUCTION DEFINED.—For purposes
of this clause, the term ‘‘construction’ in-
cludes the construction of new structures,
additions or alterations to existing struc-
tures, and the demolition of existing struc-
tures to make way for new structures.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 1448, the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. MILLER) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, this bill is the right
idea. We will not have a strong recov-
ery until small businesses can again
get ordinary loans to expand and hire
new workers. But this bill leaves out
an important industry. In past reces-
sions, the first industry to suffer from
the recession and the first industry to
come out of it was residential con-
struction, home building. There’s a
reason that housing starts and building
permits are leading economic indica-
tors.

Home building will not lead us out of
this recession, no matter what we do.
Too much of the foolishness that led to
the financial crisis was connected to
housing. There are some markets that
are hopelessly overbuilt. The inventory
of new housing is at a 42-year low, but
in many markets there is a substantial
overhang of existing houses and a shad-
ow inventory of homes destined for
foreclosure. But there are many mar-
kets where there is a real demand for
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new housing, and we won’t have much
of a recovery if we don’t bring residen-
tial construction along.

Home building has been 16 percent of
our GDP. We can’t tell 16 percent of
our GDP just to hang out until we get
things figured out.

Because of foolish real estate lending
a few years ago, many community
banks were under great pressure from
banking regulators to scale back on all
real estate lending, including sensible
projects where there is a market for
new housing. Community banks are
even calling in performing acquisition
development and construction loans.
We’ve gone from indiscriminate lend-
ing to an indiscriminate refusal to lend
that is killing jobs.

We’ve lost 3 million jobs in home
construction and related industries in
the last 5 years. The jobs we lost are
jobs for the working man—carpenters,
plumbers, electricians, masons, paint-
ers, landscapers, roofers, and on and
on. We’ve got to put those Americans
back to work. In the words of Alan
Jackson, There’s nothing wrong with a
hard hat and a hammer, the kind of
glue that sticks this world together.

Our amendment adds construction
and land development loans to the
loans that qualify as small business
lending under the SBLF program so we
can put the working man back to work.
God bless the working man and woman.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chair, I
claim time in opposition, although I'm
not opposed to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Texas is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate what the gentleman’s
amendment is trying to do. I think the
intent, if this bill goes forward, is that
all small businesses would be eligible
under this program. But I think the
gentleman is trying to accentuate the
fact that land developers and home
builders in America are also small
businesses and should be able to par-
ticipate under this program.

As a former developer and builder
myself, I'm sympathetic to the difficul-
ties many of these in the construction
and housing business face. I think we
have to be careful here not to send a
signal that would encourage an over-
supply in the marketplace and further
hurt the industry and job creation.

Also, I would have to remind my col-
leagues, though, something that we
talked about yesterday, is that this is
a $30 billion lending fund. The United
States Treasury does not have $30 bil-
lion, and that’s the reason they have
these auctions every week. And we’re
going to have to go borrow another $30
billion, which is going to increase the
national debt by another $30 billion.

I have the same concerns about the
bill that we had yesterday. We’re not
sure that this is the right prescription
for small businesses. We’ve seen record
liquidity in many of the financial insti-
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tutions. And as I talk to many banker
friends of mine and also the small busi-
nesses, basically what’s really holding
back the country is sales.

The American people are cutting
back; they’re balancing their budgets,
but, unfortunately, the Federal Gov-
ernment is not balancing its budget. In
fact, we’re going to have a $1.6 trillion
deficit this year. We just went over $13
trillion in debt in this country. We’re
approaching a time in this country,
and God forbid, where our GDP and our
national debt will be the same number.

So I appreciate what my colleagues
are trying to do, but I believe if you
really want to help small businesses,
bring some certainty to the economy.
Right now, many businesses are uncer-
tain about what this body might do to
them next. They’ve imposed massive
increases in the cost through their
health insurance, uncertainty about
what the cost of utilities are going to
be in the future with cap-and-trade.

So this overall uncertainty is cre-
ating a lot of angst in the marketplace,
and I think it’s affecting the American
consumers. Certainly, the people that
affect American small businesses the
most are the American consumers—the
people that are going to buy houses,
going to buy cars, going to buy tele-
visions.

And so while I understand where the
gentleman is coming from and support
his intent to make sure this program is
all-inclusive, I do not support the un-
derlying bill. Again, when we say that
this is really not going to put the tax-
payers at risk, I remind my colleagues
that, in fact, 91 banks that received
TARP money—and, by the way, this is
another TARP program; this is TARP,
Junior, TARP II—that another 91
banks missed their dividend payment
in May. And so what does that say?
That the Treasury’s ability to pay out
this money to banks that are not in
trouble is somewhat questioned be-
cause, in fact, when 91 banks miss their
dividend payment, evidently there’s
not something going well in that bank.

Many people voted against TARP 1. I
believe a number of people are going to
vote against TARP II, because that’s
not the right prescription to get our
country going again.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr.
Chairman, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BACA).

Mr. BACA. I rise in support of this
amendment and thank Mr. MILLER for
this amendment, which will open the
programs that include housing produc-
tion loans to home builders, which are
primarily small businesses.

As we continue to see some positive
signs in the economy, our housing mar-
ket and construction industry show
signs of distress. Moreover, the in-
crease in foreclosures has created a
perception of overstocked inventory in
the housing market. However, this is
not true everywhere. But the percep-
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tion has forced the industry to shrink,
cutting back on jobs and projects to
save money. This downsizing has only
made our economic troubles worse.

We must create an opportunity for
jobs. In order to have a complete recov-
ery, every aspect of our housing mar-
ket needs to be supported, and that in-
cludes construction.

The construction industry has been a
consistent source of jobs for the Amer-
ican people, and especially for the
Latino community and many others. In
2006, employment in the construction
sector was at 7.7 million. In just 2
years, the number has dropped to 5.6
million. The drop has been felt hardest
in States like Nevada, Florida, and my
home State of California, where the
housing crisis has forced the construc-
tion industry to come to a standstill.
In fact, we are now seeing Latino un-
employment over 30 percent in the
State of California, and then in my dis-
trict, 17 percent overall for everyone.

In the committee’s testimony, the
National Association of Home Builders
stated that the bill will do little to
produce jobs and free up credit for
builders. If our goal is to pass legisla-
tion that will work to create jobs, we
must target our resources where they
are most needed.

This amendment will address these
concerns that include housing produc-
tion loans to our Nation’s home build-
ers, who are comprised primarily of
small businesses. Our housing collapse
led our country into this economic cri-
sis, and creating incentives to allow
the housing market to thrive will help
bring us out of this recession.

Again, I thank Mr. MILLER for his
hard work on this amendment. I urge
my colleagues to support this amend-
ment.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Chair, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. MIL-
LER).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr.
Chair, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
will be postponed.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on those amendments
printed in part C of House Report 111-
506 and in House Report 111-508 on
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order:

Amendment No. 1 in part C of House
Report 111-506 by Mr. ISRAEL of New
York;

Amendment No. 12 in part C of House
Report 111-506 by Mr. CAO0 of Louisiana;
and
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Amendment No. 2 in House Report
111-508 by Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first vote in this series.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. ISRAEL

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment printed in part
C of House Report 111-506 offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
ISRAEL) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 420, noes 0,
not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 371]

AYES—420

Ackerman Carson (IN) Faleomavaega
Aderholt Carter Fallin
Adler (NJ) Cassidy Farr
Akin Castle Fattah
Alexander Castor (FL) Filner
Altmire Chaffetz Flake
Andrews Chandler Fleming
Arcuri Christensen Forbes
Austria Chu Fortenberry
Baca Clarke Foster
Bachmann Clay Foxx
Bachus Cleaver Frank (MA)
Baird Clyburn Franks (AZ)
Baldwin Coble Frelinghuysen
Barrow Coffman (CO) Fudge
Bartlett Cohen Gallegly
Bean Cole Garamendi
Becerra Conaway Garrett (NJ)
Berkley Connolly (VA) Gerlach
Berman Conyers Giffords
Berry Cooper Gingrey (GA)
Biggert Costa Gohmert
Bilbray Costello Gonzalez
Bilirakis Courtney Goodlatte
Bishop (GA) Crenshaw Gordon (TN)
Bishop (NY) Critz Granger
Bishop (UT) Crowley Graves (GA)
Blackburn Cuellar Graves (MO)
Blumenauer Culberson Grayson
Blunt Cummings Green, Al
Boccieri Dahlkemper Green, Gene
Bonner Davis (AL) Grijalva
Bono Mack Davis (CA) Guthrie
Boozman Davis (IL) Gutierrez
Bordallo Davis (KY) Hall (NY)
Boren Davis (TN) Hall (TX)
Boswell DeFazio Halvorson
Boucher DeGette Hare
Boustany Delahunt Harman
Boyd DeLauro Harper
Brady (PA) Dent Hastings (FL)
Brady (TX) Deutch Hastings (WA)
Braley (IA) Diaz-Balart, L. Heinrich
Bright Diaz-Balart, M. Heller
Broun (GA) Dicks Hensarling
Brown, Corrine Dingell Herger
Brown-Waite, Djou Herseth Sandlin

Ginny Doggett Higgins
Buchanan Donnelly (IN) Hill
Burton (IN) Doyle Himes
Butterfield Dreier Hinchey
Calvert Driehaus Hinojosa
Camp Duncan Hirono
Campbell Edwards (MD) Hodes
Cantor Edwards (TX) Holden
Cao Ehlers Holt
Capito Ellison Honda
Capps Ellsworth Hoyer
Capuano Emerson Hunter
Cardoza Engel Inslee
Carnahan Eshoo Israel
Carney Etheridge Issa

Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meeks (NY)

Barrett (SC)
Barton (TX)
Boehner
Brown (SC)
Burgess
Buyer

Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Norton
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pierluisi
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sablan
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta

Childers
Griffith
Hoekstra
Inglis
Meek (FL)
Moore (WI)
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Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—18

Obey

Olson

Payne
Ros-Lehtinen
Sullivan
Wamp

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. CAO

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
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vote on the amendment printed in part
C of House Report 111-506 offered by
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
CA0) on which further proceedings were
postponed and on which the ayes pre-
vailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

redesignate the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 414, noes 0,
answered ‘‘present’ 1, not voting 23, as
follows:

is a b-

[Roll No. 372]

AYES—414
Ackerman Christensen Garrett (NJ)
Aderholt Chu Gerlach
Adler (NJ) Clarke Giffords
Akin Clay Gingrey (GA)
Alexander Cleaver Gonzalez
Altmire Clyburn Goodlatte
Andrews Coble Gordon (TN)
Arcuri Coffman (CO) Granger
Austria Cohen Graves (GA)
Baca Cole Graves (MO)
Bachmann Conaway Grayson
Bachus Connolly (VA) Green, Al
Baird Conyers Green, Gene
Baldwin Cooper Grijalva
Barrow Costa Guthrie
Bartlett Costello Gutierrez
Barton (TX) Courtney Hall (NY)
Bean Crenshaw Hall (TX)
Becerra Critz Halvorson
Berkley Crowley Hare
Berman Cuellar Harman
Berry Culberson Harper
Biggert Dahlkemper Hastings (FL)
Bilbray Davis (AL) Hastings (WA)
Bilirakis Davis (CA) Heinrich
Bishop (NY) Davis (IL) Heller
Bishop (UT) Davis (KY) Hensarling
Blackburn Davis (TN) Herger
Blumenauer DeFazio Herseth Sandlin
Blunt DeGette Higgins
Bonner Delahunt Hill
Bono Mack DeLauro Himes
Boozman Dent Hinchey
Bordallo Deutch Hinojosa
Boren Diaz-Balart, L. Hirono
Boswell Diaz-Balart, M. Hodes
Boucher Dicks Holden
Boustany Dingell Holt
Boyd Djou Honda
Brady (PA) Doggett Hoyer
Brady (TX) Donnelly (IN) Hunter
Braley (IA) Doyle Inslee
Bright Dreier Israel
Broun (GA) Driehaus Issa
Brown, Corrine Duncan Jackson (IL)

Brown-Waite, Edwards (MD) Jackson Lee

Ginny Edwards (TX) (TX)
Buchanan Ehlers Jenkins
Burgess Ellison Johnson (GA)
Burton (IN) Ellsworth Johnson (IL)
Butterfield Emerson Johnson, E. B.
Buyer Engel Johnson, Sam
Calvert Eshoo Jones
Camp Etheridge Jordan (OH)
Campbell Faleomavaega Kagen
Cantor Fallin Kanjorski
Cao Farr Kaptur
Capito Fattah Kennedy
Capps Filner Kildee
Capuano Flake Kilpatrick (MI)
Cardoza Fleming Kilroy
Carnahan Forbes Kind
Carney Foster King (IA)
Carson (IN) Foxx King (NY)
Carter Frank (MA) Kingston
Cassidy Franks (AZ) Kirk
Castle Frelinghuysen Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Castor (FL) Fudge Kissell
Chaffetz Gallegly Klein (FL)
Chandler Garamendi Kline (MN)
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Kosmas Nadler (NY) Schock
Kratovil Napolitano Schrader
Kucinich Neal (MA) Schwartz
Lamborn Neugebauer Scott (GA)
Lance Norton Scott (VA)
Langevin Nunes Sensenbrenner
Larsen (WA) Nye Serrano
Larson (CT) Oberstar Sessions
Latta Obey Sestak
Lee (CA) Olson Shadegg
Lee (NY) Olver Shea-Porter
Levin Ortiz Sherman
Lewis (CA) Owens Shimkus
Lewis (GA) Pallone Shuler
Linder Pastor (AZ) Shuster
Lipinski Paul Simpson
LoBiondo Paulsen Sires
Loebsack Payne Skelton
Lofgren, Zoe Pence Slaughter
Lowey Perlmutter Smith (NE)
Lucas Perriello Smith (NJ)
Luetkemeyer Peters Smith (TX)
Lujan Peterson Smith (WA)
Lummis Petri Snyder
Lungren, Daniel  Pierluisi Space

E. Pingree (ME) Speier
Lynch Pitts Spratt
Mack Platts Stearns
Maffei Poe (TX) Stupak
Maloney Polis (CO) Sullivan
Manzullo Pomeroy Sutton
Marchant Posey Tanner
Markey (CO) Price (GA) Taylor
Markey (MA) Price (NC) Teague
Matheson Putnam Terry
Matsui Quigley Thompson (CA)
McCarthy (CA) Radanovich Thompson (MS)
McCarthy (NY) Rahall Thompson (PA)
McCaul Rangel Thornberry
McClintock Rehberg Tiahrt
McCollum Reichert Tiberi
McCotter Reyes Tierney
McDermott Richardson Titus
McGovern Rodriguez Tonko
McHenry Roe (TN) Towns
MclIntyre Rogers (AL) Tsongas
McKeon Rogers (KY) Turner
McMahon Rogers (MI) Upton
McMorris Rohrabacher Van Hollen

Rodgers Rooney Velazquez
McNerney Roskam Visclosky
Meeks (NY) Ross Walden
Melancon Rothman (NJ) Walz
Mica Roybal-Allard Wasserman
Michaud Royce Schultz
Miller (FL) Ruppersberger Waters
Miller (MI) Rush Watson
Miller (NC) Ryan (OH) Watt
Miller, George Ryan (WI) Waxman
Minnick Sablan Weiner
Mitchell Salazar Welch
Mollohan Sanchez, Linda Westmoreland
Moore (KS) T. Whitfield
Moran (KS) Sanchez, Loretta Wilson (OH)
Moran (VA) Sarbanes Wilson (SC)
Murphy (CT) Scalise Wittman
Murphy (NY) Schakowsky Wolf
Murphy, Patrick  Schauer Yarmuth
Murphy, Tim Schiff Young (AK)
Myrick Schmidt Young (FL)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1

Miller, Gary

NOT VOTING—23

Barrett (SC) Gohmert Moore (WI)
Bishop (GA) Griffith Pascrell
Boccieri Hoekstra Ros-Lehtinen
Boehner Inglis Stark

Brown (SC) Latham Wamp
Childers LaTourette Woolsey
Cummings Marshall Wu
Fortenberry Meek (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote).
Members are advised there are 2 min-
utes remaining in this vote.
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So the amendment was agreed to.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Chair, on rollcall
No. 372, | was unavoidably detained. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. MILLER OF

NORTH CAROLINA

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment printed in
House Report 111-508 offered by the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MILLER) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 5-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 418, noes 3,
not voting 17, as follows:

[Roll No. 373]

Johnson (GA)

Miller (MI)
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Sanchez, Loretta

Johnson (IL) Miller (NC) Sarbanes
Johnson, E. B. Miller, Gary Scalise
Johnson, Sam Miller, George Schakowsky
Jones Minnick Schauer
Jordan (OH) Mitchell Schiff
Kagen Mollohan Schmidt
Kanjorski Moore (KS) Schock
Kaptur Moran (KS) Schrader
Kennedy Moran (VA) Schwartz
Kildee Murphy (CT) Scott (GA)
Kilpatrick (MI) Murphy (NY) Scott (VA)
Kilroy Murphy, Patrick Sensenbrenner
Kind Murphy, Tim Serrano
King (IA) Myrick Sessions
King (NY) Nadler (NY) Sestak
Kingston Napolitano Shadegg
Kirk Neal (MA) Shea-Porter
Kirkpatrick (AZ) Neugebauer Sherman
Kissell Norton Shimkus
Klein (FL) Nunes Shuler
Kline (MN) Nye Shuster
Kosmas Oberstar Simpson
Kratovil Obey Sires
Kucinich Olson Skelton
Lamborn Olver Slaughter
Lance Ortiz Smith (NE)
Langevin Owens Smith (NJ)
Larsen (WA) Pallone Smith (TX)
Larson (CT) Pascrell Smith (WA)
Latham Pastor (AZ) Snyder
LaTourette Paul Space
Latta Paulsen Speier
Lee (CA) Payne Spratt
Lee (NY) Pence Stark
Levin Perlmutter Stearns
Lewis (CA) Perriello Stupak
Lewis (GA) Peters Sullivan
Lipinski Peterson Sutton
LoBiondo Petri Tanner
Loebsack Pierluisi Taylor
Lofgren, Zoe Pingree (ME) Teague
Lowey Pitts Terry
Lucas Platts Thompson (CA)
Luetkemeyer Poe (TX) Thompson (MS)
Lujan Polis (CO) Thompson (PA)
Lummis Pomeroy Thornberry
Lungren, Daniel  Posey Tiahrt

E. Price (GA) Tiberi
Lynch Price (NC) Tierney
Mack Putnam Titus
Maffei Quigley Tonko
Maloney Radanovich Towns
Manzullo Rahall Tsongas
Marchant Rangel Turner
Markey (CO) Rehberg Upton
Markey (MA) Reichert Van Hollen
Marshall Reyes Velazquez
Matheson Richardson Visclosky
Matsui Rodriguez Walden
McCarthy (CA) Roe (TN) Walz
McCarthy (NY) Rogers (AL) Wasserman
McCaul Rogers (KY) Schultz
McCollum Rogers (MI) Watson
McCotter Rohrabacher Watt
McDermott Rooney Waxman
McGovern Ros-Lehtinen Weiner
McHenry Roskam Welch
McIntyre Ross Westmoreland
McKeon Rothman (NJ) Whitfield
McMahon Roybal-Allard Wilson (OH)
McMorris Royce Wilson (SC)

Rodgers Ruppersberger Wittman
McNerney Rush Wolf
Meeks (NY) Ryan (OH) Woolsey
Melancon Ryan (WI) Wu
Mica Salazar Yarmuth
Michaud Sanchez, Linda Young (AK)
Miller (FL) T. Young (FL)

NOES—3
Campbell Flake McClintock
NOT VOTING—17

Barrett (SC) Childers Linder
Boehner Cleaver Meek (FL)
Brown (SC) Griffith Moore (WI)
Brown-Waite, Gutierrez Sablan

Ginny Hoekstra Wamp
Castor (FL) Inglis Waters

0 1323

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. BOCCIERI. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No.
372, the Jackson Lee/Cao amendment, had |
been present, | would have voted “yes.”

AYES—418
Ackerman Carson (IN) Farr
Aderholt Carter Fattah
Adler (NJ) Cassidy Filner
Akin Castle Fleming
Alexander Chaffetz Forbes
Altmire Chandler Fortenberry
Andrews Christensen Foster
Arcuri Chu Foxx
Austria Clarke Frank (MA)
Baca Clay Franks (AZ)
Bachmann Clyburn Frelinghuysen
Bachus Coble Fudge
Baird Coffman (CO) Gallegly
Baldwin Cohen Garamendi
Barrow Cole Garrett (NJ)
Bartlett Conaway Gerlach
Barton (TX) Connolly (VA) Giffords
Bean Conyers Gingrey (GA)
Becerra, Cooper Gohmert
Berkley Costa Gonzalez
Berman Costello Goodlatte
Berry Courtney Gordon (TN)
Biggert Crenshaw Granger
Bilbray Critz Graves (GA)
Bilirakis Crowley Graves (MO)
Bishop (GA) Cuellar Grayson
Bishop (NY) Culberson Green, Al
Bishop (UT) Cummings Green, Gene
Blackburn Dahlkemper Grijalva
Blumenauer Davis (AL) Guthrie
Blunt Davis (CA) Hall (NY)
Boccieri Davis (IL) Hall (TX)
Bonner Davis (KY) Halvorson
Bono Mack Davis (TN) Hare
Boozman DeFazio Harman
Bordallo DeGette Harper
Boren Delahunt Hastings (FL)
Boswell DeLauro Hastings (WA)
Boucher Dent Heinrich
Boustany Deutch Heller
Boyd Diaz-Balart, L. Hensarling
Brady (PA) Diaz-Balart, M. Herger
Brady (TX) Dicks Herseth Sandlin
Braley (IA) Dingell Higgins
Bright Djou Hill
Broun (GA) Doggett Himes
Brown, Corrine Donnelly (IN) Hinchey
Buchanan Doyle Hinojosa
Burgess Dreier Hirono
Burton (IN) Driehaus Hodes
Butterfield Duncan Holden
Buyer Edwards (MD) Holt
Calvert Edwards (TX) Honda
Camp Ehlers Hoyer
Cantor Ellison Hunter
Cao Ellsworth Inslee
Capito Emerson Israel
Capps Engel Issa
Capuano Eshoo Jackson (IL)
Cardoza Etheridge Jackson Lee
Carnahan Faleomavaega (TX)
Carney Fallin Jenkins

Mr. BACHUS changed his vote from
ééno77 tAO <‘a,ye.77

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chair, on rollcall Nos.
371, 372, and 373, | was unavoidably de-
tained. Had | been present, | would have
voted “yes.”

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment in the nature of a
substitute, as amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
SERRANO) having assumed the chair,
Mr. CUELLAR, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 5297) to create the Small
Business Lending Fund Program to di-
rect the Secretary of the Treasury to
make capital investments in eligible
institutions in order to increase the
availability of credit for small busi-
nesses, and for other purposes, and,
pursuant to House Resolution 1436, re-
ported the bill back to the House with
an amendment adopted in the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

The question is on the amendment in
the nature of a substitute, as amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. In its current
form, yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Neugebauer moves to recommit the
bill H.R. 5297 to the Committee on Financial
Services with instructions to report the
same back to the House forthwith with the
following amendment:

At the end of section 4(b), add the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

(4) SECRETARY CERTIFICATION TO SIGTARP.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each time the Secretary
makes a purchase (including a commitment
to purchase) or a modification of a purchase
under the Program, the Secretary shall cer-
tify to the SIGTARP that the Secretary is
acting solely on the basis of economic fun-
damentals and not because of any political
considerations.

(B) SIGTARP DEFINED.—For purposes of
this paragraph, the term “SIGTARP’ means
the Special Inspector General for the Trou-
bled Asset Relief Program, established under
section 121 of the Emergency Economic Sta-
bilization Act of 2008.

At the end of section 8, add the following
new subsection:

(c) TARP SPECIAL INSPECTOR GENERAL
OVERSIGHT.—Section 121(c)(1) of the Emer-
gency Economic Stabilization Act of 2009 (12
U.S.C. 5231(c)(1)), is amended—
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(1) by striking ‘‘section 101, and’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 101,”’; and

(2) by inserting before ‘‘including’’ the fol-
lowing: ‘‘and activities under section 4, 5, or
6 of the Small Business Lending Fund Act of
2010,”.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the reading of the motion
be dispensed with.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. This motion
makes two important changes to this
bill. First, it puts a Special Inspector
General for TARP in charge of the
oversight of the new Small Business
Lending Fund. Remember, this fund is
TARP II or TARP, Junior, as it’s re-
ferred to. Second, the motion requires
the Treasury to certify that the deci-
sions about which banks receive funds
are based on merit and not political
consideration.

This new lending fund follows the
model of TARP, minus the stronger
oversight, and puts another $30 billion
in banks. The motion to recommit
would make the Special Inspector Gen-
eral for TARP, or SIGTARP, respon-
sible for oversight of this new program.

In a letter to Chairman FRANK, Neil
Barofsky, the Special Inspector Gen-
eral for TARP, said, ‘I believe it is ab-
solutely critical to protect the tax-
payers that the Office of SIGTARP be
permitted to continue its oversight in
what is essentially an extension of
TARP’s Capital Purchase Program. Ac-
cordingly, I write to recommend that
Congress provide SIGTARP oversight
for the SBLF in any resulting legisla-
tion.”

Just yesterday, SIGTARP announced
an indictment in a $1.9 billion fraud
case involving the failed Colonial
Bank. Part of the fraud case involves
efforts to obtain $533 million in tax-
payer money from TARP. Due to the
efforts of SIGTARP agents working
with law enforcement, the taxpayers
were protected.

The underlying legislation puts a
deputy of the Treasury Inspector Gen-
eral in charge of oversight. The Treas-
ury Inspector General was not among
the many agencies and law enforce-
ment that worked on this $1.9 million
fraud involving TARP.

SIGTARP has considerable experi-
ence overseeing a program in which the
government purchases preferred stocks
in banks. If we create a new TARP pro-
gram that will also purchase shares in
banks, why should we not use the same
oversight agency that has a proven
track record and expertise? Failing to
take advantage of SIGTARP’s unique
expertise is an extreme service to the
taxpayers, exposing them to a greater
likelihood of waste, fraud, and abuse.
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Is the majority afraid to use this ex-
perienced and effective regulator sim-
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ply because the word ‘“TARP” is part
of its title?

The taxpayers deserve to be pro-
tected when Treasury makes invest-
ments with their money. Unfortu-
nately, we have some examples of
TARP investments that have raised se-
rious questions about how the invest-
ment decisions were made.

When One TUnited bank received
TARP funds in 2008, questions came up
about whether the bank’s political con-
nections helped with its TARP ap-
proval. Prior to receiving funds, One
United had lost capital and was under
scrutiny by regulators for its lending
practices

More recently, a number of Members
of Congress and others have questioned
whether political pressure was involved
in the decision by large banks to raise
capital for the troubled Shore Bank in
Chicago. Shore Bank has applied for
TARP funds, in addition to the $140
million in assistance from other banks,
to head off a takeover by the FDIC.
Shore Bank also has ties to the Obama
administration.

We do not have all the answers on
how these decisions were made for the
banks, but we need to be sure that
these types of questions are not raised
about other banks.

The motion to recommit says Treas-
ury must certify that each decision to
provide funds is made solely on eco-
nomic fundamentals and not because of
any political consideration. This is the
type of decision-making that taxpayers
always expect and deserve. When their
$30 billion is being put on the line, we
need to do all we can to protect their
investment. The underlying bill falls
short to do that.

The motion to recommit improves
taxpayer protections by putting the ex-
perience of SIGTARP over this new
TARP program and requiring that in-
vestment decisions be made on eco-
nomic fundamentals, not political con-
nections. If you’re going to have TARP
II, why wouldn’t you use the same reg-
ulator that you had for TARP I?

I urge my colleagues to stand with
the taxpayers and support this motion
to recommit.

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I rise
to oppose the motion.

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, let’s be very clear. This is
just a preliminary chance to vote ‘‘no.”

For reasons that I don’t understand,
my Republican colleagues are opposed
to a program in which voluntarily the
Federal Government makes funds
available to community banks so that,
if they want to participate, they can
lend it to small businesses. Maybe it is
the fear that it might succeed and di-
minish their issues that leads them to
oppose it. They have been unable to op-
pose it outright on its merits, so here’s
what they want to do. They want to
say it’s really the TARP program, and



June 17, 2010

in fact, the gentleman from Texas said
that. He said, if you’re going to create
a second TARP program, put the TARP
inspector in charge. That’s true. If
you’re going to fly to the Moon, pack a
big lunch. If shmif.

The fact is that we don’t create a
TARP program. This is classic
bootstrapping. It’s not a TARP pro-
gram. It’s very different than the
TARP program in a number of ways.
The community banks want to partici-
pate in it. They don’t want to partici-
pate in another TARP program. So, to
kill it, they are inaccurately charac-
terizing it TARP and then talking
about another Inspector General from
SIGTARP. This is not the problem of
what the Secretary’s being asked to
say. It is to try desperately to get a lit-
tle TARP rubbed off on it so they can
defeat, by that way, something they
can’t defeat on the merits.

Let me now yield to the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. MOORE) who is the
chair of the oversight subcommittee of
our committee and a man with a great
reputation for integrity in enforcing
taxpayer rights.

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. I thank the
chairman for yielding.

To Members of this House, I want to
say that the bill, as written, says the
Inspector General of the Department of
the Treasury shall conduct, supervise,
and coordinate audits and investiga-
tions of the purchase and commitments
to purchase a preferred stock and other
financial instruments under the pro-
gram. That is directly from the bill. We
should not add SIGTARP.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I re-
claim my time to say, the gentleman
from Texas began with a great, sur-
prising revelation. A bureaucrat, the
Inspector General of TARP, wants to
expand his authority. I'm surprised
that there were not gasps of wonder-
ment in the House. We have an Inspec-
tor General here. They can do it, and
the SIGTARP Inspector General, be-
cause that program is about to go out
of existence, decided to expand his au-
thority. However, it goes beyond in one
sense. It says that the Secretary must
certify that he is acting solely on the
basis of economic fundamentals and
not because of any political consider-
ation.

So here’s the offer I make, with the
support of the majority leader. Within
a few days, we will bring a suspension
to the floor that will require the Sec-
retary to so certify under oath—we’ll
go you one better in this effort—and
the Secretary will be required to cer-
tify under oath to the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Treasury, and if Members
want, we can have them certify under
oath to the Government Account-
ability Office, and if there are other
people you want them to certify to,
we’ll be glad to do that.

But the sole purpose of invoking the
Inspector General of TARP here, with
his collaboration, so he will continue
to have a job, is to discredit the pro-
gram. If you want this program to go

forward, you vote against this. We will
come forward with further reinforce-
ment of the oath taking—we’ll even
make it oath taking, but please, if you
want to vote ‘‘no,” vote ‘“‘no” I would
say to the Members, Mr. Speaker, but
don’t fall for this name game. This is
an effort to call it TARP. It’s your
TARP; no, it’s not. It’s the Peewee Her-
man school of legislating; let’s call
each other names without dealing with
the substance. Let’s not, when we’re
dealing with a serious issue of trying
to get money to community banks to
help our smaller businesses, fall for
that nonsense.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Would the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts yield?

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield
to the gentlewoman.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I
didn’t know that the other side liked
TARP so much that you want to keep
it going. We have put safeguards, pen-
alties, restrictions, oversight in place.
This is another bureaucratic layer that
will hinder the needs of small busi-
nesses to access capital.

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. The
gentlewoman is right.

What our friends on the other side
have, for political reasons, is a severe
case of TARP separation envy. It’s
going away. They haven’t had their
President tell us to do it. They are
going to miss it, but we’re not going to
deal with that in this bill and kill the
bill. I hope the recommittal is de-
feated.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

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

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

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on the motion to
recommit will be followed by 5-minute
votes on passage, if ordered, and mo-
tion to suspend the rules on H.J. Res.
86.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 180, noes 237,
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 374]

AYES—180
Aderholt Bonner Cao
Akin Bono Mack Capito
Alexander Boozman Carter
Austria Boustany Cassidy
Bachmann Brady (TX) Castle
Bachus Broun (GA) Chaffetz
Bartlett Brown-Waite, Coble
Barton (TX) Ginny Coffman (CO)
Biggert Buchanan Cole
Bilbray Burgess Conaway
Bilirakis Burton (IN) Crenshaw
Bishop (UT) Buyer Culberson
Blackburn Calvert Davis (KY)
Blumenauer Camp Dent
Blunt Campbell Diaz-Balart, L.
Boehner Cantor Diaz-Balart, M.
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Djou

Doggett
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Emerson
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Guthrie

Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Hunter

Issa

Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones

Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline (MN)
Lamborn

Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Boccieri
Boren
Boswell
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu

Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)

Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mitchell
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Olson
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)

NOES—237

Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
Gonzalez
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt

Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
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Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Stearns
Sullivan
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
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Murphy, Patrick Ruppersberger Stupak
Nadler (NY) Rush Sutton
Napolitano Ryan (OH) Tanner
Neal (MA) Sqlazar Teague
Oberstar Sanchez, Linda Thompson (CA)
Obey T. Thompson (MS)
Olver Sanchez, Loretta Tierney
Ortiz Sarbanes Titus
Owens Schakowsky Tonko
Pallone Schauer Towns
Pascrell Schiff

Pastor (AZ) Schrader Tsongas
Payne Schwartz Var{ Hollen
Perlmutter Scott (GA) Velazquez
Perriello Scott (VA) Visclosky
Peters Serrano Walz
Peterson Sestak Wasserman
Pingree (ME) Shea-Porter Schultz
Polis (CO) Sherman Waters
Pomeroy Shuler Watson
Price (NC) Sires Watt
Quigley Skelton Waxman
Rahall Slaughter Weiner
Rangel Smith (WA) Welch
Reyes Snyder Wilson (OH)
Rodriguez Space Woolsey
Ross Speier Wu
Rothman (NJ) Spratt Yarmuth
Roybal-Allard Stark

NOT VOTING—15

Barrett (SC) Gordon (TN) Moore (WI)
Boucher Himes Moran (VA)
Brown (SC) Hoekstra Richardson
Childers Inglis Smith (TX)
Fallin Meek (FL) Wamp
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Mr. BAIRD and Mrs. MCCARTHY of
New York changed their vote from
4éaye75 to ééno.>7

Mr. NYE changed his vote from ‘‘no”’
to “‘aye.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Ms. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, earlier
today | was unavoidably detained and was un-
able to return in time for rollcall vote 374.

Had | been present, | would have voted as
follows: On rollcall No. 374, | would have

voted “no” (Motion to Recommit H.R. 5297,
the Small Business Lending Fund Act of
2010).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

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

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker,
I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 241, noes 182,
not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 375]

This

AYES—241
Ackerman Boccieri Castor (FL)
Adler (NJ) Boren Chandler
Altmire Boswell Chu
Andrews Boucher Clarke
Arcuri Brady (PA) Clay
Baca Braley (IA) Cleaver
Baird Brown, Corrine Clyburn
Baldwin Butterfield Cohen
Barrow Cao Connolly (VA)
Bean Capps Conyers
Becerra Capuano Costa
Berkley Cardoza Costello
Berman Carnahan Courtney
Bishop (GA) Carney Critz
Bishop (NY) Carson (IN) Crowley
Blumenauer Castle Cuellar

Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)

Johnson, E. B.

Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Bartlett
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp

Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy

Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell

Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan

Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz

Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Pomeroy

NOES—182

Campbell
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cooper
Crenshaw
Culberson
Dahlkemper
Davis (KY)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Djou
Doggett
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin

Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
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Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Séanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Teague
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Guthrie

Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Hunter

Issa

Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline (MN)
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Lamborn Murphy, Tim Schock
Lance Myrick Sensenbrenner
Latham Neugebauer Sessions
LaTourette Nunes Shadegg
Latta Olson Shimkus
Lee (NY) Paul Shuster
Lewis (CA) Paulsen Simpson
Llnqer Penge Smith (NE)
ioBlondo ggtttrl Smith (NJ)
ucas itts ;
Luetkemeyer Platts SggﬁléTX)
Lummis Poe (TX) Sullivan
Lungren, Daniel  Polis (CO)
E. Posey $Zﬁ;r
Mack Price (GA)
Manzullo Putnam Thompson (CA)
Marchant Radanovich Thompson (PA)
McCarthy (CA) Rehberg Thornberry
McCaul Reichert Tiahrt
McClintock Roe (TN) Tiberi
McCotter Rogers (AL) Titus
McHenry Rogers (KY) Turner
McKeon Rogers (MI) Upton
McMorris Rohrabacher Walden
Rodgers Rooney Westmoreland
Mica Ros-Lehtinen Whitfield
Miller (FL) Roskam Wilson (SC)
Miller (MI) Royce Wittman
Miller, Gary Ryan (WI) Wolf
Mitchell Scalise Young (AK)
Moran (KS) Schmidt Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—9
Barrett (SC) Childers Meek (FL)
Barton (TX) Hoekstra Moore (WI)
Brown (SC) Inglis Wamp

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

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

0 1403

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

RECOGNIZING 60TH ANNIVERSARY
OF KOREAN WAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and passing the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 86) recog-
nizing the 60th anniversary of the out-
break of the Korean War and reaffirm-
ing the United States-Korea alliance,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from American Samoa
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the joint
resolution, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the joint res-
olution, as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

THE FIRST AMENDMENT IS FOR
ALL AMERICANS

(Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Madam Speaker, once again, we
have discovered that there appears to
be some glitch in the majority’s effort
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to bring the so-called DISCLOSE Act
to the floor. It apparently is over how
many people get exempted from the
disclosure rules that otherwise prevail.

We have had the NRA exemption,
which was for organizations which
have over 1 million people, which have
actually existed more than 10 years,
which have people in all 50 States, in
D.C. and in Puerto Rico, and which
have less than 15 percent of their funds
from corporations. Now we understand
they have dropped it to 500,000.

Madam Speaker, we did not take the
oath to the Comnstitution to only up-
hold part of the Constitution. It is time
that we stop auctioning off the First
Amendment and start understanding
that we here are supposed to protect
the First Amendment, not parcel it
out, not deny it to some and give it to
others. The First Amendment is for all
Americans, not just for those favored
by one party or another.

————
POLITICAL HYSTERIA

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
the administration’s knee-jerk banning
of deepwater drilling for 6 months is
the second disaster in the gulf.

The government is intentionally put-
ting companies out of business in the
gulf with this unscientific moratorium.
There are 50,000 workers who are losing
their jobs due to government over-
reaction. The administration is not
only purposely putting blue collar
workers out of work; the government is
sending those jobs to Brazil and to In-
donesia.

In 2005, there was a BP refinery ex-
plosion in Texas City, Texas. Fifteen
people were killed; 180 were injured.
The government did not close all of the
refineries for 6 months in the United
States to investigate the sins of BP
then. That would have been foolish
nonsense. It would have destroyed jobs,
the economy, and it would have caused
the loss of U.S. energy.

So investigate the rig explosion and
hold BP accountable for their conduct,
but don’t in a moment of political
hysteria stop deepwater drilling. Don’t
wipe out jobs, American companies,
and sabotage the U.S. economy.

And that’s just the way it is.

———————

PROVIDE TAX RELIEF, NOT TAX
CREEP

(Mr. GRAVES of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, in Georgia’s Ninth Congres-
sional District, there is the small town
of Ellijay. It is known not only for
Colonel Poole’s barbecue and as the
apple capital of Georgia but also as the
home of the McCutchen-Poole Small
Business Coalition. The reason is that
community leaders like Colonel Oscar
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Poole and Joe McCutchen are com-
mitted to creating an environment
where small business can thrive. How-
ever, taxation and regulation are sti-
fling small business expansion.

Throughout my legislative career, I
have focused my efforts on removing
these unnecessary barriers in order to
unleash  America’s entrepreneurial
spirit. As a small business man, I know
that cutting spending here in Wash-
ington, eliminating the capital gains
tax and reducing the corporate income
tax, along with empowering the private
sector, is the way to create jobs and to
get Americans back to work.

Stimulating the economy must come
from expanding the private sector, not
by expanding government. We have a
16-month track record of failed eco-
nomic policies, and they continued
once more here today. We should be en-
couraging small businesses, not penal-
izing them with higher taxes and more
regulation.

So I hope you will join me. Let’s em-
power the taxpayer. Let’s provide tax
relief, not tax creep.

———

COMPENSATION FOR SURVIVAL
FOR VICTIMS OF THE GULF
COAST DISASTER

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, everyone knows that we are
in the grips of trying to overcome the
devastation of the gulf and to help the
people of that region. That is why I
want to applaud the serious work that
was done at the White House to estab-
lish the independent framework that I
called for 2 weeks ago, which was to en-
sure that the impacted communities—
restaurants, fishermen, shrimpers, oys-
ter persons, and people with small res-
taurants and large restaurants—in the
gulf region, from Florida to Texas,
have the ability to secure the kind of
compensation needed now to make
their bills.

This is not compensation for the in-
jury as much as it is compensation to
survive. For anyone to suggest that
this was a shakedown is a misinter-
pretation and a distortion to the Amer-
ican people.

What do they want the government
to do? They want the government to be
responsive, to make sure that we work
on their behalf and to make sure that
people whose lights are being turned
off can pay their bills.

Good news. We can now get claims
and can help the people in the gulf re-
gion.

———
0 1415
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
DAHLKEMPER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2009, and
under a previous order of the House,
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the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

RECOGNIZING FLORIDA’S SMALL
BUSINESSES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I am proud to rise to recognize the
many small businesses throughout the
Nation, and especially in my home
State of Florida and in my area of
south Florida, that I hope will lead us
into the great economic recovery.

As we have in the past, we shall re-
cover again. Small business owners are
going to be an essential part of that re-
covery because small business owners
are truly the backbone of our Nation’s
economy, employing tens of millions of
workers and creating most of the new
private sector jobs that are so impor-
tant for true economic growth.

I'd like to take this opportunity to
especially recognize two small busi-
nesses in my district which definitely
represent America’s tradition of free
enterprise and individual initiative.

Tri-City Electric has reached a well-
respected place in both Florida and the
electrical contracting industry with
well over 300 employees. This family
firm has been providing electrical de-
sign, installation, and service in south
Florida for three generations since
1946. This small business’s name also
played a role in the fascinating rise of
small business after World War II, in
that it was selected to represent our
area’s three major cities at that time:
Miami, Coral Gables, and Miami Beach.
Like most small businesses, Tri-City
Electric is made of folks who didn’t
start at the top and, in this case, start-
ed in the trenches digging to lay pipe-
line in the hot weather while working
whatever hours it takes to get the job
done.

Another small business with a long
tradition of service in south Florida is
Riverside Electric Company. This was
established in 1922—I love anything
older than I am—which is one of oldest
electrical contracting firms in the
southeastern United States. Another
firm with a proud family tradition, its
roots go back to Atlanta, where the
company bplayed a key role in con-
verting the city’s streetlights from gas
to electric. Its founder, Eugene M.
Irvin, Sr., later moved his family to
Miami and began Riverside Electric
Company. His great grandson, James
Irvin, is now co-owner of the company,
along with Alexander Rodriguez, who
started as an apprentice and worked
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his way up to become a journeyman
and master electrician.

Madam Speaker, these are just two
examples of Florida’s nearly 2 million
small businesses that have provided
economic opportunities to diverse
groups of people and have delivered in-
novative products and services to a
worldwide marketplace.

Florida’s small employers, in 2006,
represented 99 percent of the State’s
employers and 44 percent of its private
sector employment. Of even greater
significance, however, is that small
businesses created nearly 60 percent of
my State’s new jobs in recent years.
Think of that figure. Sixty percent of
the new jobs in the State of Florida
were created by small businesses.

It is my honor and my privilege to
recognize today the many dedicated
and hardworking employees of small
businesses who have done so much over
the years to serve their neighbors in so
many ways.

———

JULY 2011 IS NOT SOON ENOUGH:
ACCELERATE TROOP REDEPLOY-
MENT OUT OF AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker,
General Petraeus was in Washington
this week to testify before the House
and Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee. And while his intent was to en-
dorse the July 2011 Afghanistan rede-
ployment date set by the Commander
in Chief, it was not the kind of clear,
unambiguous statement that inspires
very much confidence.

According to an editorial in today’s
Washington Post, the General describes
next July as ‘‘the point at which a
process begins to transition security
tasks to Afghan forces at a rate to be
determined by conditions at the time.”
With all due respect, Madam Speaker,
could there be any more qualifiers and
escape hatches in that sentence?

The American people, who have 1,000
fewer fellow citizens and 278 billion
fewer dollars than they did when this
war began, aren’t looking for the be-
ginning of a process. They’re looking
for an end to this, an end to this miser-
able war.

Shouldn’t we be at the end or at least
in the middle of the process of
transitioning security tasks to Afghan-
istan forces? Shouldn’t the beginning
of the process have come at some point
over the last 8% years that we’ve been
fighting this war?

My concern, Madam Speaker, is that
statements like this one are laying the
predicate for an extension of President
Obama’s deadline, which is exactly the
wrong lesson and the wrong approach.
The problem is that, if you’re locked
into a certain mindset, it will never
seem like the right moment to remove
our troops from Afghanistan, because
the mission as currently defined will
never be complete and conditions on
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the ground will forever remain bad.
But the reason for that is the under-
lying policy of a military invasion and
occupation that is fatally flawed in the
first place.

So, in a twisted, paradoxical way,
Madam Speaker, the more we fail, the
more we try to succeed with the same
misguided approach, and then we just
fail some more. That’s how you end up
with perpetual war. If we had adopted
smart security principles and invested
in a humanitarian rather than a mili-
tary approach, we’d be a lot closer to
our goals of a peaceful, stable, and se-
cure Afghanistan.

For my part, Madam Speaker—and I
am not alone in this belief—the July
2011 date 1is not nearly ambitious
enough. That’s yet one more year in
which Americans will be asked to sac-
rifice blood and treasure for a failed
counterterrorism strategy that is
doing nothing to advance our national
security objectives. I believe General
Petraeus is moving in the wrong direc-
tion and being cautious where he
should be bold. It’s time to accelerate
the timetable, not push it back. It’s
time, Madam Speaker, to bring our
troops home.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

HELP FOR THE UNEMPLOYED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. McDERMOTT. Madam Speaker,
we have the highest number of long-
term unemployed Americans ever on
record, so you’d think we’d be over-
whelmed by bipartisan cooperation to
help us with these 7 million people who
have been out of work for more than 6
months. Instead, every single House
Republican but one voted against the
legislation 3 weeks ago to continue
emergency Federal unemployment ben-
efits. And now, in the other body, every
Republican has refused to support an
extension of unemployment benefits.
So a growing number of jobless work-
ers are now losing their benefits.

By the end of this week, more than
900,000 Americans will lose their unem-
ployment benefits unless the other
body acts. We hear their rumblings
over there, but I'll believe it when I see
it. By the end of the month, the num-
ber will grow to 1.2 million. My col-
leagues from Florida should know an
estimated 80,000 Floridians will lose
their benefits; California, 180,000; Ohio,
66,000; Georgia, 57,000. And the list goes
on and on.

The last lifeline for these workers
and their families is being severed,
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leaving them adrift with no job, no sav-
ings, and no support. Even some from
my own party seem to be saying now is
the time to start cutting back on help
for the unemployed. In fact, it will
take about 5 years of consistent,
month-after-month job growth to make
up for all the ground we have lost in
this recession. That’s how big the jobs
hole is that unemployed workers are
trying to climb out of.

You only have to hear from a few un-
employed workers to know how hard
they’re looking for work and to feel
their sheer sense of desperation.
They’re losing their homes, their
health, and their faith in the American
Dream. Are we really prepared to just
stand by and watch them sink into ab-
ject poverty?

Opponents of helping the unemployed
like to talk about budget deficits. Of
course, they don’t seem to care about
deficits when it comes to two wars that
have cost a trillion dollars and two tax
cuts, mainly for the wealthy, which
cost $1.7 trillion. None of that seems to
matter. But now the stingy other body
says we might pass this if we can take
away $26 a week from all the unem-
ployed. Of course, we couldn’t take the
money from the hedge fund people.
That would be too tough on them.
When it comes to helping the unem-
ployed, they just say, We can’t afford
it. But I wonder if they have truly con-
sidered the real cost of abandoning
these families.

Ending assistance to the unemployed
will reduce consumer demand right at
the point when the economy is strug-
gling to rebound after the worst reces-
sion in 70 years. It would surely in-
crease the number of homes that would
go into foreclosure. And it would drive
some individuals permanently out of
the labor force if we don’t do some-
thing. All these outcomes will increase
our Nation’s budget deficit. But even
worse, they’ll bring about a crippling
deficit of hope—hope for the future.

Helping those who have lost their
jobs through no fault of their own is
the right thing to do for families, for
the economy, and, ultimately, for the
Federal budget.

Our failure to get this bill passed has
very real and very immediate con-
sequences. Tonight, thousands of peo-
ple in every corner of this country will
suffer because we have chosen to quib-
ble and stonewall instead of act. These
benefits help millions of people put
bread on the table while they look for
work. I sincerely hope the other body
will take pity on the unemployed of
this country and pass a bill today.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
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IN MEMORY OF MILTON CLOWERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to pay respect to
Fayetteville, Georgia’s Milton Clowers,
who passed away a few weeks ago. Mil-
ton was a good friend of mine and a
good friend to many.

He leaves behind his wife, Randi; his
loving children, Eric and Cameron; and
Eric’s wife, Amy. His extended family
included several brothers and sisters
who preceded him in death and four
brothers and sisters who have survived.
Probably most special to him were his
five grandchildren. And as a grand-
father, Milton and I would often talk
about our grandchildren and what a
blessing they were to us.

Milton was a good friend to me. I
knew him both personally and profes-
sionally. He was born in Tennessee and
attended Tennessee State University.
Milton enjoyed a career in the elec-
trical industry, which I come from a
construction background, and Milton
and I had many discussions about the
condition of our construction industry
today.

He came to Atlanta, where he was ac-
cepted into an apprenticeship program
with the International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers Local 613. Milton
worked hard and had a successful ca-
reer. He started at Grove Park Electric
and went on to Dixie Electric Com-
pany. But the highlight of Milton’s ca-
reer was UpTime Electric. He made it
into a very successful electrical con-
tracting firm. He did a lot of work for
Delta Airlines in the Atlanta Airport. I
took a trip and visited that site with
him probably a couple months before
his death.
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Milton also served on several indus-
try boards. He served as the secretary,
treasurer, president and chairman for
the Atlanta Electrical Contractors As-
sociation.

Career and community work are im-
portant. However, a man is only as
good as the family and friends who sup-
port him. Fortunately, Milton was
blessed with a lot of both. He was a lov-
ing and devoted husband, father, broth-
er and friend. He was a strong, tal-
ented, and compassionate man who
gave so much to so many folks. I am
proud to speak about him today on this
floor to honor his life and his work.
And Milton, I will miss you, my friend.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
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tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. WOLF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WOLF addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. FOXX)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. FOXX addressed the House. Her
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

————

THE U.S.-MEXICO BORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. BISHOP) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, I come to the floor today during
this specific time to talk about issues
that are taking place on the borders of
the United States. The issues I talk
about are issues that impact both the
northern border and southern border as
well. But we have had quite a bit of
hype in the media lately about things
that are taking place on the southern
border, so I would like to try to focus
my attention primarily on what is hap-
pening between the border between the
United States and Mexico. I also want
to try to narrow the focus of the dis-
cussion tonight in some particular way
because I'm not talking about every-
body who is coming through the bor-
der, both legally and illegally. I'm
talking about certain kinds of bad guys
that are doing great harm to this par-
ticular country.

Let me talk about the kinds of people
for which we should be vastly con-
cerned. I am talking about drug cartels
and drug runners. The sad fact is that
almost all the illegal drugs coming
into this country are coming across
Federal lands that abut our southern
border.

I'm talking about human traffickers.
The sad reality is, those who are hi-
jacking and kidnapping people, those
who are running prostitution rings,
those who are bringing people in here
for unspeakable kinds of activities are
coming through Federal lands on our
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southern border. If you go down to
those lands, you will see the rape trees,
established where those who are lead-
ing innocent individuals will take peo-
ple across the border, physically abuse
them, rape them, and then leave an ar-
ticle of peril on a tree as a memento, a
reward, a symbol of their success in
such a heinous activity. That is hap-
pening on Federal land along our
southern border.

And I also want to talk about the po-
tential of terrorists who can come
through Federal land on our southern
border almost without any kinds of in-
hibitions. You see, not everyone who is
coming through the southern border
with Mexico are from Mexico or even
Latin American. In recent years the
Border Patrol has intercepted people
from Yemen, Pakistan, Iraq, Somalia,
people from most of the countries that
are on our enemy watch list, those
types of individuals for whom we
should be suspect are the ones who are
being captured and caught and de-
tained. And the question is, how many
are not being captured and caught and
detained?

We have found discarded apparel,
backpacks with old Chinese passports
that had been modified, that had been
cut up, that had been reused. We are
not really sure exactly why they were
there and for what purpose they had,
but we know that those types of indi-
viduals are coming across our southern
border.

So please let me try to emphasize:
The reason there should be such con-
cern is because of some of the kinds of
people who are illegally entering this
country, whose sole purpose—it’s not
to find a job or not to join a family—
but whose sole purpose is to further the
illegal drug trade, whose sole purpose
is to further illegal human trafficking,
and whose sole purpose could easily be
for terroristic reasons.

Now one of the ironies of our situa-
tion on the southern border is, if you
look at this picture of the southern
border, the land from San Diego over
to El Paso, everything that is colored
along the southern border is different
kinds of Federal land. Well over 40 per-
cent of the southern border is Federal
lands, 4 million acres of which are in
wilderness categories.

I want to make a distinction between
the southern border from El Paso to
San Diego because if you go from El
Paso down to the Gulf of Mexico, it’s
slightly different. First of all, you will
notice from the map there is not a lot
of Federal lands there, and the Border
Patrol has a great deal more latitude
and, consequently, a great deal more
effectiveness on private lands, working
with private individuals and local law
enforcement, than they do in the areas
where there are Federal lands; plus
there’s a river that makes a difference
as well.

So I want to concentrate on all of
that colored area between San Diego
and El Paso where it is the Federal
lands that are causing the problem.
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And they are causing the problem not
for an unreasonable reason. I think we
can all logically understand this. The
Border Patrol is being very, very effec-
tive in urban areas. The Border Patrol
is also being increasingly effective
along the Texas border where they are
dealing with local law enforcement and
private property owners. And that
means that if you want to come into
this country illegally to do drugs, do
human trafficking, or for terroristic
purposes, you try to go through the
area that is the easiest.

The easiest access to this country
has now become Federal lands along
the southern border, and that means
that even though this issue has been
with us for many years and many ad-
ministrations—going back to the
Reagan years when we were talking
about this particular issue—and even
though the failings that I will be men-
tioning in this hour deal with this ad-
ministration, they also dealt during
the Bush administration, the Clinton
administration, and years before that.

The only difference though is that
now the situation is being exacerbated
because the success we have in urban
areas and on the private sector land
means that the bad guys are being fun-
neled more and more into the Federal
lands where it is simply easier access
to get into this country. So the prob-
lem has always been there. The prob-
lem, though, is intensifying, and that
is why we must look differently at
what we are doing.

Two agencies, actually three agen-
cies are responsible for that southern
border. They include those who own
the lands, which is the Department of
Interior and the Forest Service, and
those who are charged with patrolling
and protecting those lands, which is
Homeland Security, specifically, the
Border Patrol. And my contention to
you today is that those three agencies
have collectively failed in their respon-
sibility.

A few weeks ago, a deputy sheriff
from Pinal County, Arizona, comes to
one of those sections of land which is
wilderness designation, which means
he no longer is able to stay within his
vehicle—because, by our laws, we can-
not have a mechanized vehicle in a wil-
derness area—so he has to get out of
his car and walk into this wilderness
area where he promptly walks into an
ambush and is shot. Two weeks later,
in the same area, the same wilderness
area where the Border Patrol is not al-
lowed to do their routine type of patrol
work, two dead bodies of Americans are
found in that exact same spot on Fed-
eral land.

You look over at the Rob Krentz fam-
ily where, through a wildlife refuge,
once again, because it has an endan-
gered species on it, Border Patrol is
prohibited from going into that area.
Unfortunately, the murderer of Rob
Krentz was not prohibited from enter-
ing this country through that wildlife
refuge. He confronted a rancher whose
family goes back to 1907 in Arizona in
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that particular ranch. This is an elder-
ly gentleman who was on a motorized
vehicle on his own land. He did not
have the opportunity of facing the
issue of whether to fight or flee be-
cause he didn’t have the capacity to do
either. He had just had surgery on his
back. He had just had a hip replace-
ment, was scheduled for another hip re-
placement. He basically was immobile.

And in years past, when a rancher
confronted drug cartels, drug runners,
the human traffickers, they would usu-
ally flee. But for whatever reason—and
this is becoming more and more con-
stant—for whatever reason, this time
the drug cartel decided to stay there,
and they killed Rob Krentz, and they
killed his dog. And then he fled on a
very out-of-the-way route to going
back through the exact wilderness ref-
uge from which he entered into this
country. I'm sorry, this is an example
of where we are failing.

A Mexican rancher brutally mur-
dered, bound and duct taped, was
thrown into the Organ Pipe Cactus Na-
tional Monument on the U.S. side back
in November. To this day, nobody has
actually issued any kind of press re-
lease to allow anyone to know that
that is happening. And the sad part is
the examples I am giving you right
now are not isolated. We have had sev-
eral members of our Border Patrol who
have been murdered in this exact same
area. More and more individuals, both
Americans and of Mexican extraction,
are being assaulted, murdered, raped,
and robbed in this particular area, and
it is all happening on Federal land.

So the question one has to simply
ask is, you know, Why? Why would
this, indeed, be the situation in which
we find ourselves? And one of the prob-
lems that this Congress needs to ad-
dress—because only this Congress has
the ability to address it—is some of the
internal conflicts between different
Federal agencies. If you have the Inte-
rior Department and Forest Service
who own the land, they have certain
laws that we, in Congress, have wisely
passed on how they must manage their
land. Homeland Security, though, is re-
sponsible for border protection. They
have other requirements and laws, and
not always do those laws fit together
easily. In fact, sometimes they are in
conflict.

It would be very simple to say, Well,
common sense will tell you just to sit
down and work out the issue. Unfortu-
nately, we’re dealing with the Federal
Government, where common sense is
not necessarily a high priority. Indeed,
some of the land managers, working
under the Department of Interior as
well as the Forest Service, almost are
doing their work as if they have blind-
ers on. Dedicated to the task at hand
and the legal requirement they have to
consider the value and the protection
of the land as their highest priority,
and dedicated to fulfilling that legal
requirement, they are sometimes obliv-
ious to the real world that is around
them. They forget that there are other
missions that have to be there.
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So sometimes it is more important to
protect 22 pronghorn goats on this land
who are endangered than it is to con-
sider definitely more than 22 young
men and women in America who are
obviously subject to the suffering and
the pain that comes from the use of il-
legal drugs, which are coming through
that exact same territory. It is almost
as if we have this attitude within the
Department of the Interior and the
Forest Service that because those are
their lands, they will allow the Border
Patrol to go in there under certain cir-
cumstances. And yet, at the same time,
we have had the criticisms filed with
us that allowing the Border Patrol to
go in there and monitor these lands
and protect the border for this country
sometimes takes up to 6 months just to
get the permits to run the programs
that they need.

Now, we were told the other day that,
Well, this is changing. We are working
together better, that now we are com-
ing together as Homeland Security and
Interior Department and Forest Serv-
ice. We have worked those out. No
longer does it take 6 months to get the
permits for the activities to take place.
We’re now doing those within 30 days,
sometimes 60 days, occasionally a bit
longer. Here is the question. We’'re
talking about securing this border. A
drug cartel does not wait 90 days from
the entrance into the country before
they continue on. They are not waiting
for the bureaucratic wheel to spin so
slowly in this country to get together
and work together to solve this par-
ticular problem. And until we can come
up with a new way of doing these
issues, it will continue.

We had a meeting with these three
groups again the other day in which
they were proud that a communication
tower, which was essential for the Bor-
der Patrol to be able to do their work
in guarding the access and monitoring
the access into this country, was not
allowed to be put on the site the Bor-
der Patrol wanted because that would
have been on wilderness designation.
And once again, because of the laws we
have passed, you may not put any new
structure on a wilderness designation.
So they were very proud. They were
very proud that they had, after several
months of negotiation, came up with a
deal to move the tower to an area that
was acceptable to Homeland Security
and acceptable to the Interior Depart-
ment. Now that sounds great that they
did the deal—with one small caveat.
The tower doesn’t work in that area.
There is now, by everyone’s admission,
a 3-mile hole in the coverage, which
means in this effort to try to monitor
what is coming in and out of American
territory, there is now a 3-mile black
spot where no one will ever know what
is coming in or coming out. And I'm
sorry, that’s causing a problem.

It is not unusual for the drug cartels,
who are very sophisticated, to under-
stand this concept. Therefore, with this
3-mile hole, that becomes the primary
route of entrance. And the only reason
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that that 3-mile hole exists is because,
to obey our laws and to have, first of
all, the concept of protecting the land
upper most, you didn’t put the tower
where the tower would work. You put
it on an alternative site.
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Now once again, perhaps years ago
when only a few people were coming
over occasionally, perhaps years ago
when people who were there coming
over to try and get jobs to milk cows
or to change sheets or to pick toma-
toes, occasionally that would not have
been a problem. But as I have said, we
are no longer talking about that group,
those kinds of people coming in. We are
now talking about effective, organized
drug cartels having running battles
with themselves as well as Mexican au-
thorities on that side, and they are the
ones who are now in increasing num-
bers coming through those black holes
on the Federal land that we have sim-
ply created because we have not taken
the blinders off to look at the overall
picture.

It is human traffickers and all the vi-
olence against women who are coming
over in increasing numbers through
areas that we are not allowing to be
regularly patrolled. And the potential
of a terrorist coming into this country
through these areas that no longer
have any kind of security simply be-
cause we are giving precedence to a
land concept of wilderness or endan-
gered species, and that takes prece-
dence over securing our border and try-
ing to protect the citizens of this coun-
try.

Now, most people when you talk
about this just shake their head in
amazement and say, That is silly. That
violates common sense.

The only thing we have to say to
those citizens who say that is, You are
right, it is silly. And it does violate
common sense. And that is why this
Congress needs to do something about
it because only we have the ability of
taking all three agencies and making
them work to see the large picture, the
overall goal, and not simply what their
narrow focus may be in their job re-
quirement or their job vision.

The question was made on whether
the Border Patrol can do routine pa-
trols along our southern border. With-
out dropping a beat, the representative
from the National Park Service and
the Department of the Interior said,
Well, of course not. Only under certain
circumstances, only when there is evi-
dence of incursion will they be allowed
to go into these areas because that is
when they need to. Once again, if we
are now inviting people to use these
areas because we are stopping them
other places so now they are coming on
Federal land, one of the things that we
need to do is make it much more dif-
ficult for someone to come onto this
land illegally, and that means you need
to have Border Patrol doing routine pa-
trols.

I think in the back of everyone’s
mind if we start thinking about what
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the Border Patrol could or should be
doing as we envision it personally, we
would obviously see a bunch of people
in a motorized vehicle, armed, going up
and down the border making sure that
they are checking for signs of incursion
and making sure that those who want
to come into this country are having a
second thought and saying maybe
there is a better route that is not
across Federal lands.

So the first question one should ask
is, Why not? Why aren’t they allowed
to be in there? For, indeed, if the bot-
tom line means that our Border Patrol
is not allowed to go on Federal lands to
do their job, we are creating our own
problem. Initially last week, I believe,
or maybe 2 weeks ago, the President
announced a new initiative to send
1,200 National Guardsmen down to the
border. I am encouraged by his com-
mitment to do something about it.
However, once again one has to ask: If
the Border Patrol are not allowed to go
onto Federal lands, the National Guard
will not be allowed to go onto Federal
lands. I don’t care how many thousands
of people you send down there, if they
are not allowed to do their job, if they
don’t have the access so they can do
the patrolling, it doesn’t make a dif-
ference. That is silly. It is not going to
work. And that is the concept that
somehow some way we ought to recog-
nize. We ought to figure out.

There is also one other issue that
goes along with that that should be a
special concern to this Congress in the
way that we operate here because in
one of the oddities that has developed
over the years, we have Congress ap-
propriating money to agencies of gov-
ernment who are then extorting that
money from other agencies of govern-
ment, i.e., for the Border Patrol to do
their work, one of the things and con-
ditions that is put upon them by the
Department of the Interior is that they
have to pay mitigation fees, which
means this Congress, without knowing
the details, appropriates money to
Homeland Security for the Border Pa-
trol who will then have to pay that
money to the Department of the Inte-
rior for mitigation fees or to buy other
lands to compensate.

This Congress has no control over
that process. That’s wrong. This Con-
gress has no say over that process, and
that is wrong. And the idea of transfer-
ring money from one group to another
without the oversight of Congress is
wrong. It is illogical. It should not hap-
pen.

Here is the irony: as a Member of
Congress, when the Homeland Security
budget is brought to this floor, I as a
Member of Congress do not have the
ability to come in here and transfer
some of that money from Homeland Se-
curity over to the Interior budget. But
the agencies are doing it, and they are
doing it without reporting it to Con-
gress, without understanding what
Congress is about. Those agencies, by
one extorting money from the other,
have the ability to do something that
Members of Congress cannot.
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And I am sorry, Madam Speaker, this
is illogical. And I am sorry that we are
going to authorize up to $50 million in
this year’s budget to give to Homeland
Security so they can send it over to the
Interior Department or the Forest
Service, and the Interior Department
or the Forest Service will, without ever
checking on why we are doing that,
what we are doing, and how this money
is supposed to be spent. The money all
comes from the same pot, and it should
be Congress’ decision on where that
money is spent and how that money is
spent. It should not be a matter of in-
ternal negotiations between the haves
and the have-nots between different
agencies, and that is a practice that
has been going on in this administra-
tion and in the prior administration
and the prior administration before
that.

The difference, though, is today the
dollar amount is much more signifi-
cant, and the issue is much more sig-
nificant.

Some of the news agencies made a
major brouhaha yesterday by reporting
a new sign that has been put up by the
Department of the Interior. I believe
this is on the Buenos Aires National
Wildlife Refuge. And what the sign
says to Americans coming down to this
American spot for wilderness protec-
tion for endangered species, as well as
recreation opportunities, is very clear.
And amazing. It tells Americans dan-
ger, there is a public warning, travel is
not recommended because the area of
American land owned by the Federal
Government in which they would be
entering is active drug and human
smuggling areas. Down here the BLM
encourages visitors to use public lands
north of Interstate 8.

How many other places in the United
States do you have the United States
Government putting up signs telling
Americans not to enter into American
territory because it is too dangerous
for Americans to go into American ter-
ritory, that drug cartels from foreign
nations have taken over control of this
territory, and you enter at your own
risk? Unfortunately, this is not un-
usual. This sign went up this last week.

For years, both the Interior Depart-
ment and Forest Service have been rec-
ommending for people not to travel in
these areas. And if you do, you go at
your own risk. Ninety-five percent of
the Organ Pipe National Monument is
a wilderness area, and 90 percent of
that wilderness area is controlled by
Mexican drug cartels, and no American
is allowed to go into that without some
kind of armed escort.

Further north I went to the Ironwood
Monument. Once again, we were told
and warned that it is a dangerous area,
don’t stop along the roads; continue on
driving; try not to get out of your car
and continue on foot in those par-
ticular areas.

These are areas well within the bor-
der of the United States. And, sadly,
this is not atypical. Going back to the
year 2006, once again a different admin-
istration, but in 2006, the Department
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of the Interior issued a report about
this that was never released to the pub-
lic. But in it it indicated that in the
year before, 2005, there were at least
five murders, two rapes, 39 armed rob-
beries, and they are estimating some-
where between 200,000 and 300,000 ille-
gal incursions on this piece of prop-
erty. I want you to know, those are the
only ones that the Federal Government
investigated; anything that was re-
ported to local law enforcement was
not included in those figures.

Now, because this has now been spun
out in the national media, and because
the sheriff in Pinal County simply said
there are areas in his jurisdiction that
are out of control, and that area that is
out of his control where he cannot pro-
vide protection are all Federal lands
that are owned by the Department of
the Interior and the Forest Service
where he nor the local law enforcement
nor the Border Patrol had the ability
to do what they need to do to try and
control that particular area, Interior
Department sent out a memo today, a
media advisory trying to put this into
some kind of perspective.

And what they said is that don’t take
this out of perspective. It is only a
small area of the land that is closed to
Americans. In fact, they put out this
sign which is somewhat blurred, but
they simply said, and this is the Bue-
nos Aires National Wildlife Refuge,
they are not closing all; they are only
closing this portion down here that is
the portion of America that no Ameri-
cans can go into because it is too dan-
gerous for Americans to go down there.
They also then said that the amount of
violence that takes place here annually
year after year after year is decreasing,
so we should be heartened.

I think there should be another ques-
tion that should be asked. As a policy
for this Congress or this administra-
tion, How much of America’s land
should we accept as uninhabitable for
Americans? What percentage of Amer-
ican property should we just say, okay,
foreign entities, foreign substance
groups, drug cartels, you can have 5
percent of our land as yours, we just
won’t bother you in that? Maybe 10
percent, 2 percent? What percent is ac-
ceptable to say that America can turn
over our control of American land to
cartels and groups from outside this
country and it is acceptable? How
many murders are acceptable before we
are happy? Is five murders too many? If
we only have three murders a year hap-
pening on Federal land, is that enough
to satisfy what we are doing?

Look, the bottom line is quite sim-
ple: what we have been doing is failing,
and we have to do something different.
We have to do something different.

Part of it is to use common sense and
say the Border Patrol should be al-
lowed to go where the Border Patrol
needs to go.

I have here a picture of one of our
Federal lands, once again in Arizona
where you see traffic barricades. These
traffic barricades, nicely put here, are

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

cool; except the goal of these traffic
barricades is to prohibit the Border Pa-
trol from going into Federal land that
has wilderness categories and wilder-
ness designation. This is not to stop
the bad guys from coming in, this is to
stop our guys from coming in.

At Organ Pipe National Monument,
these fence barriers used to be our bor-
der between the United States and
Mexico. These used to be put in there
to stop Mexican cars from coming into
the United States. Well, we have a dif-
ferent wall there now that is much
more effective, so we don’t need those.
So instead, the public land manager in
this particular area took these barri-
cades and put them inside his terri-
tory, once again not to stop foreigners
from coming in, but to stop the Border
Patrol from going in. Somehow we
have to realize that what we need to do
is to allow the Border Patrol to have
routine access, routine patrols, and not
stop them from going into these terri-
tories.

Now, once again, we have met with
them and they say we are working
these things out; everything is going to
be fine. In fact, some of the gates we
are now putting up have locks on them,
and we are giving the Border Patrol
keys to the locks; besides, if they real-
ly need to, they could just push
through those gates. However, local se-
curity, the 1local law enforcement
doesn’t have a key to those locks. If a
deputy sheriff in one of those counties
is chasing a bad guy into that area,
they are prohibited from that pursuit.
Somehow we have to get common sense
back into the situation because what
we are talking about simply does not
work.

And there is an irony in this. The
sole purpose of trying to stop the Bor-
der Patrol from securing our borders is
because of the fear that they may
cause damage to the environment, that
a motorized Border Patrol truck could
actually screw up the land or chase
away an animal or do something else.
So, therefore, we are prohibiting them
from doing that except for some extra-
neous and unusual circumstances. But
the irony is the bad guys, the drug car-
tels, the human traffickers, potential
terrorists, they are not inhibited by
any of that. So they go into that area,
and they don’t care what kind of envi-
ronmental damage they do.

Madam Speaker, you have probably
seen these pictures before. This is a
picture of Federal land. This is wilder-
ness land where Americans are not sup-
posed to go: no motorized vehicle is
supposed to go; no wheeled vehicle is
supposed to go; only on foot with
backpacks or on horseback. That is for
us. Unfortunately, the drug cartels and
the human traffickers come in here and
they leave all of their stuff behind.
They change clothes so they can get
picked up along the highway and go
further inside the United States ille-
gally.
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This is what is left behind. This is
what the landscape looks like in these
areas that we are trying to save for
their environmental purpose. The irony
is we are failing. We are failing because
the people that need to be kept out are
not being kept out and the people who
could solve the problem are.

One of the unique finds we found is
that once again the Border Patrol—
trying, I guess, to come up with some
pocket change and pocket money for
their activities—are going into these
areas, and this cacti that has been cut
down is an endangered species, which
means it is illegal to cut it down. They
didn’t care; they cut it down, anyway.
It is placed across a road, the purpose
of which is to stop an American trav-
eler in this Federal territory because
they can’t go over the cactus. Once
they get to that spot, they are then
robbed with armed gunmen.

The irony once again is if the Federal
Government were to go in there and
try to pick up this cactus and move it
off the road, that’s a felony. That’s il-
legal under our Wilderness Act. Some-
times, once again, we have to come up
with other areas, what to do. We have
placed water towers within Federal ter-
ritory in an effort to try and make sure
that those illegal visitors coming in
here who happen to run out of water
will not die. That’s a humanitarian ef-
fort. However, what is so bizarre is the
Border Patrol can’t go anywhere near
those water towers for fear of running
off an illegal alien that may need the
water. We are doing that.

We have done this kind of stuff, once
again, going back through several ad-
ministrations. But the cost is higher
now, the issues are higher now, and the
danger is higher now. We can no longer
afford to continue on with that par-
ticular pattern. I would also warn you
that right now, as we speak, in the
Coronado National Forest, there is an-
other wildfire.

Most of the wildfires that are taking
place on Federal land in the southern
border area are not accidental
wildfires; they are started by the bad
guys, the drug cartels and the human
traffickers, for two reasons: either they
will start the wildfire as a diversion to
take Federal forces to the fire so they
can go the other way, or, much more
practically, if they’re in deep trouble,
they’ll start a fire to get somebody to
come and rescue them. Most of the
fires are started that way.

We have one now in Coronado, which
is called the Horseshoe Fire. Estimates
are $10 million that it will cost the tax-
payers to fight this fire caused by ille-
gal aliens trying to come into this
country, not for jobs or for family but
to do harm; illegal trafficking, drugs
and, once again, the potential of ter-
rorism. That’s what we need to deal
with. That is the issue that is at hand.

There is one last concept with this.
Arizona passed a law dealing with ille-
gal immigrants. It has been highly con-
troversial. The merits or the rationale
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of Arizona’s laws notwithstanding, I
have no intentions of even talking
about whether I think it is a good or
bad law. It is insignificant. What is the
reality is that the law was produced be-
cause of the anger, the angst, and the
anxiety that is caused by the funneling
of thousands and thousands of drug
dealers and human traffickers into the
State of Arizona. Because we have done
such a good job in the other area, we
are now funneling them through those
Federal lands. The Federal Govern-
ment’s action caused that law. And I
would think it would be wise, before
this Federal Government decides to go
to Arizona and tell Arizona what they
should or should not do internally with
their laws, for the Federal Government
to realize we are causing the problem
and for the Federal Government to
simply go down there on Federal lands
and say, It is a Federal responsibility.
The Federal Government will stand up.
The Federal Government will ensure
that we have control over this terri-
tory. The Federal Government will
stop the worst possible invasion of this
country by the people who are trying
to do harm; mainly, once again, the
drug traffickers, the human traf-
fickers, and the potential terrorists.
That should be what the 10th Amend-
ment is about. That’s the concept of
Federalism. We are causing the prob-
lem and now we are criticizing local
government who is trying to react to
it; whereas, local government wouldn’t
need to do that form of reaction if we
simply did our job first.

Once again, look at the map. That’s
the territory, everything that’s col-
ored. That’s an open invitation for peo-
ple to come into this country because
it is so easy. And that’s the problem.
And because it has been exacerbated,
because it’s happening to a greater ex-
tent, because the damage is worse than
ever before, and because the potential
harm to this country is so great, this
Congress has to step up and decide that
we will get these entities together and
we will establish what the standards
are. The standards should be very sim-
ple: that not 1 inch of United States
property should be given over to a car-
tel, and Americans should never be told
not to go into parts of this country be-
cause it’s too dangerous for America.
We should come up and establish a pol-
icy that the Border Patrol will have
open and complete access and no other
agency, especially Interior or Forest
Service, will tell the Border Patrol
what their job is and how they will do
it; and that there will be continuous
and routine patrols of our border until
such time as the drug cartels realize
that it is no longer easy to come into
this country that way. That they will
find some other route is obvious, but
that this is our responsibility, our
land, and that we clearly are failing,
and that the problem is getting worse
every day is our fault and our responsi-
bility, and we must take control defi-
nitely on that.

I hope this country recognizes what
we’re talking about, but, more impor-
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tant, I hope this Congress recognizes
what we’re talking about. I will say, 1
think this Congress has. The language
in House bill 5016 which would solve
this problem was passed in this body
overwhelmingly on a bipartisan vote
on a motion to recommit. The bill to
which it was voted and attached is
waiting over in the Senate with very
little likelihood of being moved. Sen-
ator COBURN in the Senate attached
similar language that would help solve
this problem to an appropriations bill.
It was passed by voice vote in the Sen-
ate, and then before it came to final
passage over here in conference com-
mittee, the language was removed.
Both bodies of this Congress have said
what they believe should take place,
and common sense from Americans
tells us what should take place.

Now is the time for us to realize we
can no longer simply ignore this situa-
tion, and it’s our fault. What we have
been doing does not work. We need a
better approach. We need to make com-
monsense situations. We need to have
our land managers see the higher pic-
ture of what is important for this en-
tire country, and we need to do it now,
because the situation gets worse every
day, every day we wait.

——

AMERICAN EXCEPTIONALISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker,
thank you.

I appreciate very much the privilege
to be recognized to address you here on
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives in this great deliberative body
that we have. I appreciate the gen-
tleman from Utah who so eloquently
spoke in the previous period of time.

I have a number of things on my
mind that I came here to impart to
you, Madam Speaker, and anyone that
would like to overhear our conversa-
tion. Maybe this would be a good day
to solve a lot of the problems that we
have before us and just generally ad-
dress this situation. I won’t go through
all the history of the world to get here,
but I may have to refer once in a while
back to the history of the world to
make a reference point so that we can
understand what we’re doing now.

This is an America that has been
built upon the foundation of a good
number of things—the pillars of Amer-
ican exceptionalism. Now, some of
these are pretty simple. They are in
the Bill of Rights: freedom of speech,
religion, and the press; the freedom to
assemble and petition our government
for redress of grievances, all in the
First Amendment there. Property
rights that are clearly defined in the
Fifth Amendment; freedom from dou-
ble jeopardy. Then we have a whole se-
ries of other rights.

But there are a couple of things that
we don’t talk about very much in this
country, and, that is, if you would go
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to the USCIS stack of flashcards, and
these are glossies about, I suppose, 2%
inches by about 5, like a deck of them.
When we have legal immigrants that
come to the United States that are
studying so that they can pass the citi-
zenship test and receive their natu-
ralization to become an American cit-
izen, they study the flashcards, very
much like students study the
flashcards in, say, math: 2 plus 2 is 4, 3
plus 3 is 6. I won’t go on any further,
Madam Speaker, so I don’t make a
math error, but these cards that test
the applicants for American citizenship
have a series of questions on them and
an answer on the other side.

There will be questions such as, who
is the father of our country? You snap
it over and the other side of that card
says George Washington. You need to
know that if you’re going to be a cit-
izen of the United States of America.
Who emancipated the slaves? Flip the
card over, Abraham Lincoln. Next
question—actually, this is question No.
11: What is the economic system of the
United States? Free enterprise cap-
italism is on the other side of that
card. I don’t think it’s arguable. I don’t
think it’s refutable. But neither do I
believe that the administration be-
lieves what I have just said. I don’t
think they have endorsed free enter-
prise capitalism. I don’t think they’ve
been active in it. A small, small per-
centage of this administration has
signed the front of the paycheck and
handed that payroll check over to one
of their employees. I am one of the peo-
ple that has done so. I have started a
business and created jobs and I have
met payroll for, I believe the number is
1440 consecutive weeks.

You learn some things doing that,
Madam Speaker. You understand and
appreciate the free enterprise system.
We know why people take risks. People
go to work so they can make some
money. They punch the time clock and
they punch in and they punch out, and
they get their paycheck and the bene-
fits package that comes with that job
because they want to feed their family.
They want to have some walking-
around money. They want to save up
for the future. They want to have the
flexibility to go and get some living in
doing some things that cost a little
money.

This is taking advantage of the lib-
erties and freedoms that we have here
in the United States. That’s getting a
job and going to work. That’s contrib-
uting generally to the free enterprise
system. But when an entrepreneur
comes up with an idea to start a busi-
ness or buy an existing business,
maybe transform that business into
something different, a vehicle for
them, that really launches our free en-
terprise system.

We have seen success models of that
across the history of America, across
the United States of America. We
might think of the Carnegies, for ex-
ample, back in another era, or J.P.
Morgan in another era, or we can be
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thinking also of some of the Rocke-
fellers. Or in today’s world, we can
think of Bill Gates, Steve Jobs, the
founders, respectively, of Microsoft and
Apple. Yes, they made a lot of money,
and there’s not one dime of it that I be-
grudge them because their creativity
and their discipline, their attitude,
their hard work, yes, but their smart,
hard work has done a lot for all of us.
Our lives are far better today because
we had creative people who injected
ideas and stimulated this economy;
Bill Gates and Steve Jobs being two of
them. There are many more out there
in the dot-com industry.

There are also failures out there, if
you define failure by starting a busi-
ness and watching it go broke; al-
though, I think there are many times
there are lessons learned there that are
built upon, and those heretofore fail-
ures become successes. But my point is
that we are a Nation that has em-
braced free enterprise capitalism. It
should not be arguable here in the
United States.

We should not have a knee-jerk reac-
tion that we should go towards a gov-
ernment takeover of the private sector
in order to solve a temporary economic
problem. Our default mechanism
should be to free enterprise, to free-
dom, and we have to let some entities
fail if we’re going to allow our econ-
omy and our Nation to succeed. That’s
the risk. You have to, once in a while,
let the child fall off the bicycle, be-
cause when they get up, they’ll be a lot
better at it. And you have to, once in a
while, let people achieve and be re-
warded for their successes to the full-
est extent, because that’s what inspires
more entrepreneurship, more chal-
lenges, and more success.

When you think of the United States
of America, and this is the historical
lesson now that goes back. We look at
1776 as our year; the Fourth of July,
1776, as our year. Think of that time.
What was going on in that period of
history? What was going on in the cul-
ture of Western civilization?
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Well, let’s see. Not only did the 13
original colonies declare their inde-
pendence from Great Britain, from the
king, but that was the year that Adam
Smith published his great work called
“Wealth of Nations.” My book, I be-
lieve, is 1,057 pages long, and you can
read through there carefully and learn
what it’s like to make pins and nails
and how to utilize the division of labor
to get more efficiency, and everybody
benefits. Adam Smith had the indus-
trial revolution figured out in 1776 at
the beginning of the first signs of the
dawn of the industrial revolution.

We had here in the United States the
free enterprise capitalism, part of the
culture. We had a Nation of shop-
keepers and a Nation of small farmers
that were free to succeed or fail on
their own merits or demerits. And we
know that some of our earlier Presi-
dents had real difficulty with their fi-
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nances, Thomas Jefferson among them.
George Washington had some of those
struggles as well. There were others
that had difficulties with their fi-
nances. It wasn’t something that they
were handed something they didn’t
have to make work or something that
didn’t require them to be a manager.
Their management of their finances
and the production of their operations
had a lot to do with their successes or
failures.

In 1776, Adam Smith touched a nerve
and educated the marketplace of West-
ern civilization, and they began to em-
brace the idea of free enterprise cap-
italism, division of the invisible hand
managing our economy rather than the
king ordering it to be done or, in a
later century, the next century, Karl
Marx directing that it all come out of
central command, from top down.

Adam Smith’s vision was this, that if
you have only one brand of bread on
the shelf and you have a set price for
that loaf of bread, you can take the
price up well above what it’s worth. If
people are going to eat bread, they will
have to pay more than it might be
costing, if there’s competition. As soon
as company A is competed against by
company B, what can you use to get a
market share? Well, you can bake a
loaf of bread that you sell a little
cheaper. You can bake a loaf of bread
that’s a little better loaf of bread. You
can package it up a little nicer or pro-
vide a little better service or provide it
to be a little fresher. Some of the
things, cheaper, better, better adver-
tising, service, packaging, and maybe a
little fresher. And when you do that, if
you can sell at a lower price a better
quality product, the invisible hand
would come into that grocery store and
instead of paying $1 for a loaf of bread,
buy that 95 cent loaf of bread that’s a
little better bread than the $1 bread.
Pretty soon, company B at 95 cents is
outselling company A who’s selling
their bread for $1.

And so what happens? The quality of
the bread for company A goes up, the
freshness goes up, the price goes down,
and this competition goes on day-by-
day constantly, transaction-by-trans-
action, the invisible hand making that
selection of a brand of a loaf of bread
or a gallon of milk or a can of beans or
a T-shirt or a pair of sneakers or a car
on the lot or a plane ticket on the
Internet or any transaction that you
can think of that a consumer would use
if there’s competition out there and
the calculus of the consumer. Well, se-
lection-by-selection, select market
shares and set the prices and provide
for the production, directions, and the
availability of products because free
enterprise capitalism reacts. They have
to compete so they react to market de-
mands.

That’s just a few minutes to explain
what that is, and I'd like to have that
time in the Oval Office to explain this
also to the person that sits behind that
desk because I see a lot of signs that
tell me that there isn’t a deep natural

June 17, 2010

conviction that supports free enter-
prise, and this includes the nationaliza-
tion of three large investment banks,
AIG, the insurance company, Fannie
Mae, Freddie Mac, General Motors,
Chrysler, the entire student loan pro-
gram in America, and now the take-
over of our own body, our skin, and ev-
erything inside it called ObamaCare.

Then in the speech about how to deal
with the gulf oil spill, which is a dis-
aster and a tragedy that I don’t think
we can point our finger at an indi-
vidual who’s to blame at this point, we
haven’t found out yet what caused it,
but in that speech, the President raised
the issue that he would like to move
forward on cap-and-trade or cap-and-
tax.

Now, we have a financial reform bill
that is in conference right now that’s
being hammered out. I will add these
up again, and I will take this, Madam
Speaker, to a percentage so that we
have an understanding of how much of
the private sector of this economy has
been swallowed up by decisions made,
beginning in the Bush administration,
all of those decisions supported wholly
by candidate-then and now President
Obama. Three large investment banks,
AIG, Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac, General
Motors, Chrysler, now that totals to
one-third of the private sector activity
as described by Professor Boyle at Ari-
zona State University some months
ago. When you added to that 17% per-
cent of our economy, which is under-
neath the—mow the ownership, man-
agement or control of this administra-
tion called ObamaCare, now we’re up to
51 percent, rounds to 18, remember, 33
and 18, 51 percent. The financial serv-
ices package, which looks like it’s very
difficult to block and most likely to
end up on the President’s desk, as
much as I would like to stand in its
way, represents by some accounts an-
other 15 percent of our economy. So
now we’re up to 66 percent of our econ-
omy swallowed up if the financial
package gets to the President’s desk.

Behind that, cap-and-trade or cap-
and-tax, a tax on everything that
moves in America. It takes energy to
move anything. It takes energy for me
to raise my hand, so many calories
burned up per pushup. I suppose some-
body knows that number, Madam
Speaker. But some say that cap-and-
trade is about 8 percent of our econ-
omy. I think it’s larger. I think it
grows into being larger. It may well
start out at 8 percent. So 66 percent
that we’re at now, the total, and we
add 8 percent, the cap-and-trade. If the
President 1is successful in what he
would like to do, we will have seen 74
percent of the private sector economy
swallowed up and being under the own-
ership, management or control of the
Federal Government, 74 percent of our
economy. That leaves—bright math
students—26 percent of the economy
left over.

The engine of our economic growth is
free enterprise capitalism, this little
simple thing that you can’t pass the
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test to be naturalized as an American
citizen without at least the risk of hav-
ing that being one of the questions on
your test. We want everybody in Amer-
ica to understand free enterprise cap-
italism is our economic system that we
have here in the United States, but our
free enterprise is being swallowed up.
The margins that are left are 26 per-
cent, if this falls in the way the Presi-
dent is driving it, and we’re going to
expect that 26 percent to provide the
taxes and the growth and the economic
foundation to support all of this gov-
ernment on the other side.

Meanwhile, we're watching irrespon-
sible spending out of this Congress to
the tune of trillions of dollars. Let me
just say that I believe I could pull out
of the top of my head $2.34 trillion in
irresponsible spending that’s taken
place in about the last year-and-a-half
or a little more. That would be
wrapped up in the $700 billion in TARP
spending, the $787 billion in the eco-
nomic stimulus plan which 6 percent of
Americans think works out for the
positive, 96 percent of Americans think
it didn’t work and better off if we
hadn’t done it. There are other compo-
nents out there with the Fed rolling
out funds, et cetera, that rolls it up to
that number of $2.34 trillion.

And I listened to and submitted to
debate after debate that came out of
this side of the aisle over the last sev-
eral years of Democrats, and many of
them self-professed Blue Dog Demo-
crats, that said we’ve got to have
PAYGO rules, we’re going to be
PAYGO, we’re going to pay as we go. If
we have to increase spending in one
area, we’ll have to go find someplace to
pay for it by decreasing spending in an-
other area. That’s a philosophy that I
agree with and I endorse. In fact, I'd go
a little further than that if there’s a
way to do it.

But the Blue Dogs have essentially
dropped out of sight. They’re not
standing there fighting on a budget.
They may be fighting behind the scenes
because what we’re finding out is this
Speaker is not going to bring a budget
to the floor of this Congress. Since
we’ve had budget rules that began in
1974 this Congress has always passed a
budget, always brought a budget to the
floor. As difficult as it is to pass it, it
is a framework, a spending constraint,
that at least you can point to those
line items in that budget and argue
that an appropriations bill that spends
money beyond that breaks our budget,
but if you don’t have a budget, any
kind of irresponsible spending works
just as good, and that’s what’s going
on.

There’s not a conscience, there’s not
a challenge, there’s not a means to try
to figure out how to get us back to a
balanced budget. There is no path to do
that. In fact, the President has driven
this. He’s advocated for trillions of dol-
lars of spending. He has signed trillions
of dollars of spending. He has said that
in order to grow out of this to solve our
economic problem we need people
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spending money, and he is a Keynesian
economist on steroids. This is a guy
who didn’t see it Adam Smith’s way.

John Maynard Keynes was the econo-
mist that believed that you could take
Federal money, the greenbacks, cash,
and put it into the hands of the Amer-
ican people and they would take it out
and spend it, and that would stimulate
the economy, and you could grow out
of an economic crisis just by simply
spending government money. Well, I’'ve
always thought that that was a ridicu-
lous proposal. I think you have to
produce things that have value and
market them for a competitive price
and build your efficiencies. I believe
this is an economy that’s built on pro-
duction, not on consumption. And if
that’s all it was, we could embrace
John Maynard Keynes’ idea who actu-
ally spoke and wrote about how he
would solve the economic problem in
the United States this way.

Keynes said, I want to find an aban-
doned coal mine. He said, I can solve
all of the unemployment in America. I
just go to an abandoned coal mine and
drill a whole series of holes into the
ground in that abandoned coal mine,
and I would put American dollars, cash
money, down the holes, fill the holes
up with cash, and fill the coal mine up
with garbage, garbage, fill the coal
mine up with garbage, and then just
turn America’s entrepreneurs loose.
They would go to work digging up that
money through that garbage. That
would give them jobs, that would keep
them busy, and they would have cash
to spend, and they would go out and
spend it. That was Keynes.

It may have been tongue-in-cheek, in
all fairness. I hope it was tongue-in-
cheek, but it accurately reflects
Keynes’ economic theory, and the
President of the United States told me
and others a year ago last February 10
that he believed that Franklin Delano
Roosevelt lost his nerve and didn’t
spend enough money. If he had spent
enough money, he would have, accord-
ing to the President, spent our way out
of the Great Depression and we
wouldn’t have had to wait for World
War II to come along to be the largest
stimulus plan ever. It’s pretty close to
verbatim.

So FDR lost his nerve in spending.
Today’s President has not lost his
nerve. He has spent money way beyond
any previous President. I think that
the cumulative total of it all would be
more debt and deficit that has been ac-
cumulated by all the Presidents put to-
gether all the way back to George
Washington. Someone said that here on
the floor. I'm not going back to read
the source of it. I expect it’s true, and
I think I should have to verify it before
I tell you I know it’s true.

But huge debt that’s been run up by
this President and this Pelosi House
and the Reid Senate down that hallway
without regard to how we ever get back
from it. And the argument was that we
needed to get money spent into the
economy, the stimulus plan, remember
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$787 billion rolled up, over $800 billion
in reality. Now, they’re coming back
and asking for another few dozen bil-
lion dollars, whatever that might be.
Two score and $10 billion perhaps is
what their target money is to stimu-
late the economy some more.

But the President said a year-and-a-
half ago spend money, spend money,
spend money, that’s what will help the
economy. People are hanging onto
their dollars because they don’t have
confidence. You’ve got to spend money.

O 1530

Some months later, the President
said, No, now we’re going to have to be
careful, we can’t overspend. We’'re
going to have to be frugal, as if we
could—one time borrowing a lot of
money and giving it to people and get-
ting them to spend it was going to
stimulate the economy and solve the
problem. And then, according to who, I
don’t know, the navel gazers in the
White House, then you shift gears, and
at a certain point, you spend less. But
whenever you feel the urge to spend
more, go ahead. “If it feels good do it”’
seems to be what’s going on with the
economic strategy of the White House.

So now we have these multiple tril-
lions of dollars, the interest of which
right now consumes 10 percent of our
budget. The interest on these deficits
that are projected today under the pro-
posals of the President by the year
2020, 10 years from now, will not be 10
percent; it will be 20 percent of our
overall budget.

Now, can we understand what this
means? When we start tapping into
that—it’s the pie chart we’re talking
about here. A 10 percent slice is our in-
terest today; a 20 percent slice of the
pie chart becomes the interest in 2020;
and if interest rates go up and double,
you will see an economic decline that’s
brought about because of higher inter-
est rates, and you will see a bigger
chunk right away. If interest rates
double today, our 10 percent slice
would be at least 20 percent, and that
could happen in a matter of a few
weeks or months.

So this is serious business, passing
this debt along to our children. We
need to figure out how to recover from
where we are today. All of this tooth-
paste can’t be put back in the tube;
some of it can. Many of the things that
have been passed and signed into law
need to be repealed right down to their
roots. Much of the money that has
been spent is gone, we can’t get it
back, but we’re going to have to figure
out how to service the debt; that
means pay the interest and pay the
principal down and pay the principal
off.

This Nation shouldn’t be carrying
debt, debt that meets or exceeds that
which we see in countries like Greece
or Spain or Ireland or Italy. The Euro-
pean Union threatens to collapse under
the financial stress that they have be-
cause they have loaned money; it’s al-
most like they’re sitting at a poker
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table playing for chips and writing
each other IOUs around the table. At
some point, you have to pay for the
drinks and the food that’s coming
along. Those chickens are coming
home to roost in Europe.

We don’t need to be there in America.
We’'re a different kind of people. We
have a unique vitality in our character,
in our soul. One of the things that is
part of that vitality is that we’'ve
skimmed the cream off of the crop of
every donor civilization in the world.
Everybody that sent their immigrants
to the United States, they didn’t go out
and get the people that were sitting
out there on the porch that didn’t go to
work; these were the industrious ones.
These were the entrepreneurs, the cre-
ative ones, the ones that had a dream,
that were frustrated because they had
the shackles of a dictator that kept
them from using freedom to grow their
own lifetime success.

Can you imagine if you couldn’t wor-
ship freely, if you couldn’t go out and
get a job, if you couldn’t start a busi-
ness, if you couldn’t even put money in
a bank and trust that you could go get
it when you needed it? If you couldn’t
trust the rule of law? If you had to
think that there was a different form
of justice for one person because they
were connected better with govern-
ment than another person, wouldn’t
you look at America? Even though
they advertise the streets are paved
with gold, some of them didn’t realize
that that was figurative, not literal;
some of them came here and were a lit-
tle disappointed to find out our streets
aren’t paved with gold. But in a way
they are, Madam Speaker, they’re
paved with gold because we have the
rule of law. You can pretty much count
on the law treating you the same re-
gardless of who you are, what you look
like, or what your particular net worth
might be or who you’re connected to.
Lady Justice is blind. If you remember
her standing there with her hands out
holding the scales of justice, weighing
the justice with a blindfold on. In this
country, Lady Justice is blind, the rule
of law has to apply, and we must de-
fend and uphold the rule of law.

You’ve got to give everybody an op-
portunity to compete in the market-
place for a job or start a business, and
we need to hold them accountable to
produce and earn and carry their own
weight. We’ve drifted over into a soci-
ety now where—when my grandmother
came here over a century ago by now,
she arrived in a meritocracy, where
they rewarded smart, hard work, and
people could succeed without penalty.
In fact, when she walked across the
floor of the great hall at Ellis Island,
she would have been one of those arriv-
ing immigrants where they took a lit-
tle hook and peeled her eyelids back to
look and see if those little white spots
were in there to indicate an eye dis-
ease. They looked people over and
checked them to see if they were good
physical specimens. If they had a limp
or a bad arm, or even if they came in
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and they were obviously pregnant, they
put them back on the ship and sent
them back to Europe.

And this isn’t Steve King that is tell-
ing you these narratives, except that
these came directly from the park offi-
cer at Ellis Island the day that she did
the tour for us. About 2 percent of
those that arrived at Ellis Island got
back on the ship, and they were sent
back to their home country because
they didn’t meet our standards. Even
when they met our standards, there
wasn’t a welfare program for them;
they either needed to have some family
or some friends to take them in and get
them started, or it was simply that you
have to survive on your own. Go out
and get a job, go to work, start a busi-
ness. Offer yourself to do anything,
wait tables, sweep the floors, clean out
the sewers, grab a hammer, or what-
ever it might be, and go to work and
help build America. And they did.

But we got the dreamers. We got the
passionate ones. We got the smart ones
that could understand what America
was and is and is to become yet beyond
this point where we are today. And
that vitality and that vigor that beat
in the hearts of the willing immigrants
that came here legally is a great big
reason for American exceptionalism.
It’s almost unwritten, it’s almost
unspoken about, but it is a char-
acteristic that is an essential compo-
nent in American exceptionalism, cou-
pled with free enterprise, capitalism,
and the rule of law and religious free-
dom, and a moral society that is built
on Judeo-Christian values—yes, that’s
our history and our culture and our
heritage. It’s our modern reality, too,
perhaps to a smaller degree, but the
core of the character of who we are is
based on our religious faith.

And so we have a rule of law and a
people that respect God’s laws, so you
don’t need as many law enforcement
officers. We can use our labor to
produce more that has value because
we pay fewer people to put on a badge
and a gun and go try to control folks
that are not willing to abide by the
law. It’s another one of the reasons
why America has risen up and another
one of the reasons why we’ve been
more successful.

And so the vigor that we are in
America is being challenged today.
Two hundred years ago, you had free
enterprise capitalism; you had these
freedoms. And by the way, it was the
dawn of the Industrial Revolution. We
had the transfer of the Age of Enlight-
enment that arrived here in the new
world at the dawn of the Industrial
Revolution. And remember that from
the Greeks, we got the Age of Reason,
which flowed from Europe. It had to go
over to Ireland where the Irish could
save civilization by being the scribes
that actually copied and preserved the
classics that came from Greek and
Roman literature. We know something
about the Greeks and the Romans be-
cause the Irish monks and scribes made
sure that they gathered all of that data

June 17, 2010

and reproduced it, copied it over, and
stored and saved it during the Dark
Ages, when nothing happened.

Madam Speaker, I sometimes tease
my family on the Irish side of the fam-
ily—which actually seems to be my
wife and my side—I ask, what is it that
the Irish are so proud about? What is
good about being Irish? Why is it that
on St. Patrick’s Day, everybody’s
Irish? They didn’t have very many
good answers for me, and so I would
tease them a little bit and say, well, 1
know what they did. I know what the
Irish did that was unique that no one
else did. A people that, according to
Freud, couldn’t be psychoanalyzed, but
the Irish did something nobody else
did. They’re the only ones on the globe
to record history during the Dark Ages
when nothing happened. Now that di-
minishes their contribution.

Their contribution is great because
we received, through their contribution
of being the monks and the scribes and
collecting that data and reproducing it
and storing it and saving it from the
barbarians who burned the books and
burned the writings when they could,
they saved the knowledge base that
came out of Greek and Roman civiliza-
tion. That knowledge base is rooted
back—out of the Greeks is the Age of
Reason, the foundations for our science
and our technology today, the the-
orem, the hypothesis, the axiom, the
list of those Greek foundational
thoughts where Socrates and Plato and
Aristotle and others sat around in the
square in Athens in their togas and
analyzed and used the version of
knowledge that they had to test each
other’s ability to be logical and to be
able to reason. That foundation of rea-
soning was preserved by the Irish.

And as they deployed back across Eu-
rope with that message, they actually
taught Western Civilization how to
think again, how to think beyond our
emotions and our reactions, and how to
take empirical data and crunch that
data and turn it into something that
could follow a logical thought and we
could act and react according to actual
facts rather than the high blood of
emotion. It seemed like an odd thing
for the Irish to contribute, to overcome
your emotions and use reason, but they
did.

And from the Romans—and thanks
again to the Irish scribes—we had the
Roman rule of law. Roman law had
spread over most of Western Europe. It
spread through Great Britain, through
England, and it spread into Ireland.
Even though the Irish had been con-
quered a number of times, they never
really changed their character very
much, but they helped preserve Roman
law, which was reestablished in Eng-
land as old English common law. So
the common law that we use today to
evaluate—and the case law that’s being
decided by our courts across this land
is rooted back in old English common
law, which is rooted back in Roman
law. And the Age of Reason from
Greece arrived, coming the same way,
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but arrived here in the new world with
the English-speaking side of the Age of
Enlightenment.

I also have to couple with that, in
these foundations for American great-
ness, Madam Speaker, two more very
profound things that took place: The
birth of Christ, where his teachings
transformed the civilized world as we
knew it then. And we know that faith
and those core values are in our cul-
ture and our civilization today. And
the Catholic Church might not have
been—the Roman and Eastern Ortho-
dox, but the Roman Catholic Church
that is today might not be and likely
would not be what it is today if it had
not been for the Protestant Reforma-
tion, from Martin Luther, who taught
us the Protestant work ethic. And the
Catholics competed very well with that
in this country.

So I couple the Age of Reason with
the Roman law, and pass that over to
Ireland and spread it back across all of
Western Europe. And we have the Age
of Enlightenment, which began in
France, but the sister to it was the
English-speaking side of it in England
where free enterprise capitalism
emerged and came to this country at
the dawn of the Industrial Revolution,
arriving in a country that had low or
no taxation, no regulation, unlimited
natural resources as far as they could
comprehend them at the time, a con-
tinent to settle from sea to shining sea,
and a vision of manifest destiny for
this country.

And look what’s been accomplished
in this giant petri dish of freedom and
liberty with the components in that
giant petri dish that I've talked about.
We have become the unchallenged
greatest Nation in the world with a
vigor and a vitality and a character all
our own.

There is something unique about
being an American, we need to under-
stand that; it’s not something to apolo-
gize for. We have an extra blessing
here, and that comes about because of
the things that I've talked about and
others that I haven’t mentioned yet to-
night. We have an extra blessing, an
extra vigor.
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There is something about us. Maybe
there is a little bit of an American at-
titude. You know, I don’t know. It may
be Muhammad Ali who said, If you can
do it, it ain’t bragging. We should be
ebullient of our character and of the
things that we do. We should also have
confidence.

I have a constituent who has since
passed away, who was a man of high
values and faith and character—World
War II veteran Arrie Oliver. I got to
know him well. I interviewed him on
his World War II experience in a video
that, I believe, we have now stored over
at the archives in the Library of Con-
gress. He served in Germany in World
War II for the United States Army.

At the end of the invasion of Berlin,
he was there in the American sector
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where he was taken captive by the Rus-
sians. The Russians put him and three
others into their Russian prisoner of
war camp, American soldiers. They had
to eat, and they had to peel the pota-
toes for the Russian soldiers. Then
they got to eat the dirty potato peel-
ings while the potatoes went to the
Russian soldiers. There were some sto-
ries there that told me how poorly he
was treated.

I said to him, Tell me the -cir-
cumstances by which you were taken
captive.

He said, Well, you know, the war was
over. The German soldiers were gone.
We were walking down the street in
Berlin, and the Russians came and
picked us up and arrested us. This was
he and three others.

As he told the story, he said that the
Russians claimed that there were
women in one of the adjacent houses
and that no soldier was to go near the
women. Well, that wouldn’t be the his-
tory of the Russian soldier, or of the
American for that matter, but that was
the pretense for picking them up. He
pointed out that they were all in civil-
ian clothes.

So I asked, How did the Russians
know you were American enough to
pull you over and arrest you?

Now, I thought he might say it was
because of our clothes. I thought he
was going to say it was because of the
uniform, actually, but his answer was
really interesting.

It was, Well, they knew us by our
walk.

They know American soldiers, even
from a distance, because of the way we
walk, the way we carry ourselves.
When you think about that, you know,
if you see a shadow of a bird hopping
out on the grass, you know that a robin
hops differently from some other kind
of a bird. If you watch them in flight,
you see their gait, and you know. Yet
you would think that human beings
would have a similar gait. Americans
have a distinct gait about the way we
handle ourselves and especially during
that period of time when America had
complete confidence in everything that
we were doing.

So there is something unique about
being an American, and we need to
keep these precious gifts that we have.
We’ve got to do our work. We’ve got to
take our responsibility. We’ve got to
bring this country away from the wel-
fare state that we have become. We've
got to hold people accountable with the
rule of law and apply the law equally
to everyone regardless of race, eth-
nicity, national origin or any other
privilege that there might be—the O.J.
version of justice, as we see it, if you
juxtapose the criminal case versus the
civil.

I think most of America knows the
facts of what happened; but to me,
there appeared to be a different version
of justice for O.J. Simpson in the
criminal case than he might have got-
ten if he hadn’t had the money, the no-
toriety or the fame as compared to the
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civil case where he pretty much lost
everything that he had.

I think there was justice delivered at
least once there, Madam Speaker.

So we want equal justice under the
law. We want all of these foundations,
these pillars of American
exceptionalism, refurbished and built
back up again because America is not
done. We’ve not reached the apex of our
flight. Even though we may have had
the malaise II speech a couple of nights
ago, that’s not the American spirit. We
don’t apologize for who we are, nor do
we back up from people who challenge
us.
We look down at the Gulf of Mexico,
and we see an environmental disaster,
a mess down there. It is a tragedy. It is
a tragedy especially for the people who
live in that gulf area and any place
that that oil might drift. Boy, do we all
feel bad, especially for those in Lou-
isiana and beyond, but something went
wrong 5,000 feet below the surface of
the ocean and 18,000 feet below that
which caused that well to blow out.

The spill that is coming now will be
stopped one day. Going into last week-
end, they were down to 13,800 feet with
their relief well, and if they hit the col-
umn right, they will be able to shut off
the leakage in that well. They are
drilling day and night. There is no
question about that. I expect they’re
drilling two holes simultaneously with
the Discovery Enterprise, which is the
drill ship that is sitting there to drill
the relief wells that they’re doing.
They’ll get it shut off.

There is a lot of oil out there on the
surface, and a lot has drifted into the
marshlands and onto the beaches. We
will get it cleaned up. I don’t know how
long it will take, nor what it will look
like. But I do know this, that in 1979
there was a massive spill of an oil well,
a blow-out down off the Yucatan Pe-
ninsula. That well spilled about three-
and-a-third million gallons of oil. Now,
as of a few days ago, the calculus was
about one-and-a-quarter million gal-
lons of oil that had come out of this
hole down off the gulf. Now we’re see-
ing numbers that are way beyond that,
and no one knows who to believe,
whether it’s BP or the government or
somebody who is looking at those num-
bers.

Though, I can tell you this: it has
been a decade or two since people have
worried about going down to the Yuca-
tan Peninsula because of that oil leak.
They’ve gotten it cleaned up. The im-
pact of it has been minimized dramati-
cally. We will get Louisiana cleaned
up. We will get our coasts cleaned up.
We will look back on this time.

What I'm interested in is stopping
the leak and, yes, in cleaning up the
mess. I want to bring every ship in here
that can go out there and set up a
sweep system, and I don’t see any rea-
son for the President not to suspend
the Jones Act and to go around and do
a mea culpa to America and bring in
every ship we can to recover as much
oil as possible off the surface of the
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ocean rather than having to vacuum it
up out of the wetlands and to clean it
and take it out of the sand on our
beaches. We need to get it while it’s on
the surface of the water, and that
means surrounding the oil slick in the
plume and starting to herd that back
in.

Maybe you’ll remember the comedy
routine that Emmett Kelly did, the cir-
cus clown, where he went out—and
many of us have seen the movie—and
he didn’t know what his show was
going to be or what he was going to do.
He walked out into the spotlight under
the big top at the circus, and he took a
broom, and he began to sweep the edge
of the spotlight in. The person running
the spotlight figured out what was
going on, and he cut a cardboard cut-
out, and put it over the light, way up
on top of the big top, and he began to
shrink that light up on the inside
where it was emitted, and he shrunk it
as Emmett Kelly swept the circle.
When it was done, they were able to co-
ordinate where he swept the light
under the rug and eliminated it.

That’s what we need to do with this
oil spill. We need to take that oil spill
and start on the outside and start
bringing that together and bring
enough rigs in so we can get it done
and so we can recover the oil that can
be recovered from the surface. We need
to take it off of the surface of the
ocean. If we don’t have every ship
there, doing that that we can do now,
we need to bring them.

If the Jones Act stands in the way,
the White House, of course, is going to
be protective. They’re less inclined
than President Bush to waive the
Jones Act. I think there needs to be a
powerful call for the President of the
United States to waive the Jones Act.

So we have some things to do to fix
up America—free enterprise, lower
taxes, lower regulations, and more in-
spiration for people to have opportuni-
ties to go out and earn, save, invest,
and succeed. People need to be held ac-
countable for their actions. People
need to be rewarded for the things that
they do well and punished for the
things that they do bad. That’s the
America we need to be in. Today, we
are in a welfare state. It is a fact.

This is a report that was done by
Robert Rector of the Heritage Founda-
tion. He studied families, families of
four, that were headed by high school
dropouts. This is without regard to
their immigration status. So they
could have been legal, illegal, natural
born or naturalized; but they were high
school dropouts. They would, on aver-
age, draw down $32,000 a year in public
benefits—a family of four, headed by a
high school dropout. They would on av-
erage pay $9,000 a year in taxes. The
difference to the dollar, I remember, is
$22,449 a year as the net cost to a tax-
payer for a household headed by a high
school dropout, because, at their skill
levels, no matter how hard they work,
they can’t earn enough money to sus-
tain themselves in this society.
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This is a society that we’ve built. We
have poured millions of people into
this country illegally who have sup-
pressed the wages of the lower skilled
so that the high school dropouts can’t
find places to punch the clock to earn
enough money so that they don’t have
to go on some type of public assistance.
There will be food stamps there. There
will be a rent subsidy. There will be a
heat subsidy. There will be at least 69
other Federal programs. We thought
that we reformed welfare here in the
mid-1990s. It only brought things to a
plateau. Then the welfare spending
started to grow again.

So we are a dependency society. The
President of the United States and the
members of his party know full well
that expanding the dependency class in
America expands their political base.
They are cynically growing the depend-
ency class in America so that they
have a stronger political foundation so
that they can stay in power—so that
the elitists can stay in power.

Well, I happen to have a good friend
on the floor of the House right now who
is anything but an elitist, unless there
happens to be some kind of company
that would be made up of smart people,
well-educated judges from Texas who
will stand and fight, who are naturally
born with a spine, who have been refur-
bished by education and life’s experi-
ences and, hopefully, a little bit by the
friendship of mine.

So I offer as much time as may be
consumed by the gentleman of Texas,
Judge GOHMERT.

Mr. GOHMERT. Well, I thank my
friend from Iowa so much. In fact, I
had some dear friends—and I, actually,
have them here present—one whom my
wife and I taught in Sunday school 20
years or so ago and who is here with
her mom. Anyway, she was saying she
really enjoyed Steve King’s Special Or-
ders, and so I thought I might pass that
on.

I also had heard my friend mention
the Jones Act and how President Bush
was able to suspend it. It’s interesting,
when you put things in perspective,
how sometimes they appear different.
Back at the time that Hurricane
Katrina hit, some people thought he
waited too long. Hurricane Katrina hit
on August 29, 2005. On September 1,
President Bush suspended the Jones
Act so foreign ships could come in and
help. They helped put people up. They
helped bring things that people could
use to help clean up. So there was
Katrina on August 29. On September 1,
he suspended it through September 19.
I know there are some who say, well, it
probably takes a lot of things. Actu-
ally, it has to be signed off on by Cus-
toms and Border Protection, by the De-
partment of Energy and by the Mari-
time Administration.

But guess what? Those are all White
House appointments, so it’s just get-
ting the people who work for him to
sign on. That’s no big deal.

Apparently, the Netherlands offered
within a few days of the disaster, of the
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big blow-out, to bring in equipment, to
dredge up and set up, and to create bar-
rier islands. Yet this administration
said, No, thank you. Not only didn’t he
suspend the Jones Act. He said, No,
thank you, and sent them on their way.
No, we don’t want you coming over
here.

The truth is the Jones Act would be
so easy to suspend. Back during these
past months, it would have been so
easy to suspend. All you’d have to do is
to make one phone call; get your staff
to have DOE, Customs and Border Pro-
tection, and Maritime sign off. Then
they could bring it to you, and you
could have it right there on the golf
course so that when you’d finish the
ninth green putting, you could just
sign off on suspending the Jones Act
before you’d tee off on the tenth tee. It
would be that easy to do.

In the meantime, if that had been
done early on when the Netherlands
and England and others volunteered, it
would have meant the saving of the
livelihoods of thousands upon thou-
sands of people on the gulf coast. It
would have meant the saving of wild-
life all through those marshes where
oil is getting up in there. It would have
been a terrific and a tremendous help
had they been willing to just tell the
unions, Look, we know you don’t want
the Jones Act suspended. It won’t be
for long, but we’re talking about sav-
ing countless lives of wildlife in the
area as well as the livelihoods of so
many.

I don’t know if my friend from Iowa
has heard, but I read here on the floor
an article regarding British Petro-
leum’s relationship with the global
warming bill. It makes sense why they
would have waited so long to jump on
BP, to get mad at them and to say,
We’ve got our feet on their neck, and
all this stuff, because it turns out that
BP was the one Big Oil company that
was signing on to all the global warm-
ing stuff.

I'm sorry. I say ‘‘global warming,”
but we know, since apparently the
planet has started cooling, they’ve
changed the name and have said,
Please call it ‘‘climate change,”” be-
cause it doesn’t do to be pushing global
warming bills when it turns out the
world may be cooling, as South Africa
found out this week with the snow
down there.
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But, anyway, turns out that on April
22, Senator JOHN KERRY, Democrat
from Massachusetts, was on the phone
with allies in his push for climate leg-
islation and telling them he was rolling
out the bill that very day with three
0il companies, including British Petro-
leum. They were supporting him on his
climate change, global warming bill,
and they were supporting the White
House. And so, of course, they were re-
luctant to jump on the o0il company
that was being such a big help to them.
But what we found is once they saw
that the United States was angry and
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that this was going to be nothing but
trouble, well, they were willing to
throw their friends under the bus and
then talk about boots on their throat
and wanting to kick some rear ends.

We had a hearing today in our Nat-
ural Resources Committee and we had
the new Acting Director of Minerals
Management Service. We had the new
Acting Inspector General of the De-
partment of the Interior, and I was
asking that, since we’d had hearings a
few years ago on why the price adjust-
ment language was pulled out of the
offshore leases in 1998 and 1999—this
was a few years ago, the prior Inspec-
tor General—the Inspector General
said, Well, we can’t get to the bottom
of why the price adjustment language
was pulled out, but clearly, at the
time, it had cost our country hundreds
of millions—and I’'m informed now that
that’s billions and billions of dollars—
that should have gone as revenue from
the offshore rigs but has gone into the
pockets of some of the big oil compa-
nies that executed those lists in 1998-
1999. And it turns out, the Inspector
General said, But I haven’t been able to
question the two people with the most
information—because they could prob-
ably explain this—because they’re no
longer with the government. And I
said, Well, where are they?

They’re not with the government.

Well, why can’t you call them?

They’re not with the government.

When you’re talking about hundreds
of millions and now billions of dollars,
you would think they would want to
know their version of what happened.
Because if there’s billions and billions
of dollars that have gone to Big Oil
that should have gone in our Federal
Treasury because it should have been
royalty if these people had not pulled
that language out of those leases, then
you would figure somebody would want
to know if they got something in re-
turn for that. What made you pull that
language? Because the best we could
tell from hearing a few years ago, it ap-
peared they were given information
that, Look, the language is not in here
on price adjustment. Don’t you want
that in there? And they never talked to
them. They weren’t with the govern-
ment anymore.

Well, it turns out one of the two had
gone to work for a company—perhaps
you’ve heard of them-—called British
Petroleum. Went there in 2001, when
the Clinton administration left, and
served in different positions; one as di-
rector of British Petroleum Shipping
Limited in London, vice president for
British Petroleum North America in
L.A., and also one other position with
BP before she came back.

So I asked the Acting Inspector Gen-
eral, Now that we have found out that
Ms. Baca is back with the Interior De-
partment, now you surely have asked
her why that language was pulled out.
What did she say?

Oh, I didn’t know she was part of any
of that.

And what struck me, and call me
cynical, but we found the press release
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from Interior, June of 2009. How ironic.
That’s 10 years after the 1998-1999
leases during the Clinton administra-
tion had that language pulled out. Ten
years later, she comes out from British
Petroleum and goes to work for the In-
terior Department for Minerals Man-
agement. It’s really interesting be-
cause, well, 10 years. That always rings
a bill. Oh, yeah. Unless it’s murder, the
statute of limitations is normally a
maximum of 10 years, unless anything.

So that’s probably good news if there
was anything that went wrong back
there, that was done that shouldn’t
have been done. Ten years.

So just answer the question. Why did
you pull that language out before you
went to work for British Petroleum
and helped big oil companies make so
much money? So that’s a matter of
concern, continues to be a matter of
concern.

I did ask the Acting Director of
MMS, since we know that the only en-
tity within Minerals Management that
is allowed to be unionized is the off-
shore inspectors, I asked, Now, we
know you’re dividing MMS up into
three groups, three parts. The prior Di-
rector had indicated that she didn’t
know if they might all unionize or not,
didn’t really know. So I asked the new
Acting Director. He didn’t know. That
may happen. Now, there’s only one lit-
tle part of MMS that’s unionized—the
offshore inspectors. Now they may
unionize all of those, and they’ll have
three different agencies to do it with.
So that was interesting to find out
today.

And when I asked if he thought it
was a good idea that a father and son
team were the last two inspectors to go
out to Deepwater Horizon before the
blowout, he said he didn’t seem to see
anything wrong with it being a father
and son. I'm going, This is your check
and balance. This is what we were told.
This ensures that both inspectors are
doing their job, because they know the
other is watching them and will report
them if they don’t do their job. And he
didn’t have a problem with that being
father and son, didn’t see that that was
a problem.

I’'m telling you, Mr. Speaker, when
the heads of these agencies don’t see a
father and son as a problem being the
last two inspectors to go to Deepwater
Horizon and they are their own checks
and balances to make sure that those
inspections are properly done, we’ve
got a problem. And it’s not British Pe-
troleum. They’'re one problem, and
they need to be dealt with—and should
be. Because we’ve already seen the ad-
ministration now willing to throw
their good friends under the bus. But
we do need to clean up this cozy rela-
tionship that the President’s talked
about and that he helped create in the
Minerals Management Service.

I yield to my friend from Iowa.

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

I am standing here thinking that I
started down this subject matter, and a
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statement that I needed to make was
this: I'm looking forward to the inter-
ception of the hole in the relief wells
that are being drilled down almost
14,000 feet, just going into last weekend
when I last went back and checked, so
I presume that they are approaching
their goal. But it’s very difficult to
thread that needle and be 4 miles away
and hit that. It’s a very difficult thing
to do. But when they do get it done,
when they cap this well off and get the
relief well drilled and successfully seal
this off, doing what they actually did
in 1979 when they had that huge oil
spill when they had the blowout in the
well off the Yucatan Peninsula down in
southern Mexico, when they shut that
off, then I expect—and I haven’t had a
conversation with anybody in BP or
anybody that’s more knowledgeable
than me, but I expect then we will be
able to go down with robotics and cut
the casing off and recover the blowout
preventer. If that can come, if we can
bring the blowout preventer up to the
surface and then test that BOP, at that
point we will at least be able to have a
more effective theory on what went
wrong. That’s what I am interested in
more than anything else.

I want the well shut off. I want it
cleaned up. But I want to know what
went wrong. And the President has fro-
zen and issued an order to stop all
drilling offshore for 6 months. Even if
we find out what went wrong and find
out it was human error, mechanical
error, they still seem to be determined
that they’re going to crush the econ-
omy in that part of the country.

The economic damage of oil drifting
to shore is a heavy load economically,
and environmentally it takes a long
time to recover, but also the economic
damage of shutting off all of those jobs
that are supported by the drilling is a
painful thing to watch that kind of
judgment from the President of the
United States.

Mr. Speaker, I acknowledge that we
must have run out of time. For that
cause, I will be happy to yield back.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KissSELL). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of
rule I, the Chair declares the House in
recess subject to the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 9 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
subject to the call of the Chair.

——
0O 1928
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona)
at 7 o’clock and 28 minutes p.m.

———

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JUNE
21, 2010

Ms. MARKEY of Colorado. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
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when the House adjourns today, it ad-
journ to meet at 11 a.m. on Monday
next and further, that when the House
adjourns on that day, it adjourn to
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Tuesday, June 22,
2010, for morning-hour debate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

—————

SUPPORTING AMERICAN
EDUCATION WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and agreeing to
the resolution (H. Res. 879) supporting
the goals and ideals of American Edu-
cation Week, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATSON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

COMMENDING HOLLYWOOD WALK
OF FAME ON 50TH ANNIVERSARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and agreeing to
the resolution (H. Res. 1357) com-
mending and congratulating the Holly-
wood Walk of Fame on the occasion of
its 50th anniversary.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WATSON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECOGNIZING 235TH BIRTHDAY OF
U.S. ARMY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on
suspending the rules and agreeing to
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
286) recognizing the 235th birthday of
the United States Army.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
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rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
Washington, DC, June 17, 2010.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed
envelope received from the White House on
Thursday, June 17, 2010 at 4:24 p.m., and said
to contain a message from the President
whereby he submits to the Congress a copy
of a notice filed earlier with the Federal
Register continuing the emergency with re-
spect to Russian Highly Enriched Uranium
first declared in Executive Order 13159 of
June 21, 2000.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER.

———

CONTINUATION OF THE NATIONAL
EMERGENCY WITH RESPECT TO
THE RISK OF NUCLEAR PRO-
LIFERATION CREATED BY THE
ACCUMULATION OF WEAPONS-
USABLE FISSILE MATERIAL IN
THE TERRITORY OF THE RUS-
SIAN FEDERATION—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 111-
123)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

Section 202(d) of the National Emer-
gencies Act (60 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides
for the automatic termination of a na-
tional emergency unless, prior to the
anniversary date of its declaration, the
President publishes in the Federal Reg-
ister and transmits to the Congress a
notice stating that the emergency is to
continue in effect beyond the anniver-
sary date. In accordance with this pro-
vision, I have sent to the Federal Reg-
ister for publication the enclosed no-
tice stating that the emergency de-
clared in Executive Order 13159 of June
21, 2000, with respect to the risk of nu-
clear proliferation created by the accu-
mulation of a large volume of weapons-
usable fissile material in the territory
of the Russian Federation is to con-
tinue beyond June 21, 2010.

It remains a major national security
goal of the United States to ensure
that fissile material removed from
Russian nuclear weapons pursuant to
various arms control and disarmament
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agreements is dedicated to peaceful
uses, subject to transparency meas-
ures, and protected from diversion to
activities of proliferation concern. The
accumulation of a large volume of
weapons-usable fissile material in the
territory of the Russian Federation
continues to pose an unusual and ex-
traordinary threat to the national se-
curity and foreign policy of the United
States. For this reason, I have deter-
mined that it is necessary to continue
the national emergency declared with
respect to the risk of nuclear prolifera-
tion created by the accumulation of a
large volume of weapons-usable fissile
material in the territory of the Rus-
sian Federation and maintain in force
these emergency authorities to respond
to this threat.
BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 17, 2010.

——————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin (at the re-
quest of Mr. HOYER) for today on ac-
count of family business.

Mr. CHILDERS (at the request of Mr.
HOYER) for today on account of official
business in district.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. McDERMOTT, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. GRAVES of Georgia) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes,
June 24.

Ms. Foxx, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. WESTMORELAND, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. PoOE of Texas, for 5 minutes, June
24,

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, June 24.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Ms. MARKEY of Colorado. Madam
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 7 o’clock and 33 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, June
21, 2010, at 11 a.m.

————

OATH FOR ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED
INFORMATION

Under clause 13 of rule XXIII, the fol-

lowing Members executed the oath for
access to classified information:
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Neil Abercrombie*, Gary L. Ackerman,
Robert B. Aderholt, John H. Adler, W. Todd
Akin, Rodney Alexander, Jason Altmire,
Robert E. Andrews, Michael A. Arcuri, Steve
Austria, Joe Baca, Michele Bachmann, Spen-
cer Bachus, Brian Baird, Tammy Baldwin, J.
Gresham Barrett, John Barrow, Roscoe G.
Bartlett, Joe Barton, Melissa L. Bean, Xa-
vier Becerra, Shelley Berkley, Howard L.
Berman, Marion Berry, Judy Biggert, Brian
P. Bilbray, Gus M. Bilirakis, Rob Bishop,
Sanford D. Bishop Jr., Timothy H. Bishop,
Marsha Blackburn, Earl Blumenauer, Roy
Blunt, John A. Boccieri, John A. Boehner, Jo
Bonner, Mary Bono Mack, John Boozman,
Madeleine Z. Bordallo, Dan Boren, Leonard
L. Boswell, Rick Boucher, Charles W.
Boustany Jr., Allen Boyd, Bruce L. Braley,
Kevin Brady, Robert A. Brady, Bobby Bright,
Paul C. Broun, Corrine Brown, Ginny Brown-
Waite, Henry E. Brown Jr., Vern Buchanan,
Michael C. Burgess, Dan Burton, G.K.
Butterfield, Steve Buyer, Ken Calvert, Dave
Camp, John Campbell, Eric Cantor, Anh ‘““‘Jo-
seph” Cao, Shelley Moore Capito, Lois
Capps, Michael E. Capuano, Dennis A.
Cardoza, Russ Carnahan, Christopher P. Car-
ney, André Carson, John R. Carter, Bill
Cassidy, Michael N. Castle, Kathy Castor,
Jason Chaffetz, Ben Chandler, Travis W.
Childers, Judy Chu, Donna M. Christensen,
Yvette D. Clarke, Wm. Lacy Clay, Emanuel
Cleaver, James E. Clyburn, Howard Coble,
Mike Coffman, Steve Cohen, Tom Cole, K.
Michael Conaway, Gerald E. Connolly, John
Conyers Jr., Jim Cooper, Jim Costa, Jerry F.
Costello, Joe Courtney, Ander Crenshaw,
Mark S. Critz, Joseph Crowley, Henry
Cuellar, John Abney Culberson, Elijah E.
Cummings, Kathleen A. Dahlkemper, Artur
Davis, Danny K. Davis, Geoff Davis, Lincoln
Davis, Susan A. Davis, Nathan Deal*, Peter
A. DeFazio, Diana DeGette, Bill Delahunt,
Rosa L. DeLauro, Charles W. Dent, Theodore
E. Deutch, Lincoln Diaz-Balart, Mario Diaz-
Balart, Norman D. Dicks, John D. Dingell,
Charles Djou, Lloyd Doggett, Joe Donnelly,
Michael F. Doyle, David Dreier, Steve
Driehaus, John J. Duncan Jr., Chet Edwards,
Donna F. Edwards, Vernon J. Ehlers, Keith
Ellison, Brad Ellsworth, Jo Ann Emerson,
Eliot L. Engel, Anna G. Eshoo, Bob
Etheridge, Eni F.H. Faleomavaega, Mary
Fallin, Sam Farr, Chaka Fattah, Bob Filner,
Jeff Flake, John Fleming, J. Randy Forbes,
Jeff Fortenberry, Bill Foster, Virginia Foxx,
Barney Frank, Trent Franks, Rodney P.
Frelinghuysen, Marcia L. Fudge, Elton
Gallegly, John Garamendi, Scott Garrett,
Jim Gerlach, Gabrielle Giffords, Kirsten E.
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Gillibrand*, Phil Gingrey, Louie Gohmert,
Bob Goodlatte, Charles A. Gonzalez, Bart
Gordon, Kay Granger, Sam Graves, Tom
Graves, Alan Grayson, Al Green, Gene Green,
Parker Griffith, Raul M. Grijalva, Brett
Guthrie, Luis V. Gutierrez, John J. Hall,
Ralph M. Hall, Deborah L. Halvorson, Phil
Hare, Jane Harman, Gregg Harper, Alcee L.
Hastings, Doc Hastings, Martin Heinrich,
Dean Heller, Jeb Hensarling, Wally Herger,
Stephanie Herseth Sandlin, Brian Higgins,
Baron P. Hill, James A. Himes, Maurice D.
Hinchey, Rubén Hinojosa, Mazie K. Hirono,
Paul W. Hodes, Peter Hoekstra, Tim Holden,
Rush D. Holt, Michael M. Honda, Steny H.
Hoyer, Duncan Hunter, Bob Inglis, Jay Ins-
lee, Steve Israel, Darrell E. Issa, Jesse L.
Jackson Jr., Sheila Jackson Lee, Lynn Jen-
kins, Eddie Bernice Johnson, Henry C.
“Hank” Johnson Jr., Sam Johnson, Timothy
V. Johnson, Walter B. Jones, Jim Jordan,
Steve Kagen, Paul E. Kanjorski, Marcy Kap-
tur, Patrick J. Kennedy, Dale E. Kildee,
Carolyn C. Kilpatrick, Mary Jo Kilroy, Ron
Kind, Peter T. King, Steve King, Jack King-
ston, Mark Steven Kirk, Ann Kirkpatrick,
Larry Kissell, Ron Klein, John Kline, Su-
zanne M. Kosmas, Frank Kratovil Jr., Doug
Lamborn, Leonard Lance, James R.
Langevin, Rick Larsen, John B. Larson, Tom
Latham, Steven C. LaTourette, Robert E.
Latta, Barbara Lee, Christopher John Lee,
Sander M. Levin, Jerry Lewis, John Lewis,
John Linder, Daniel Lipinski, Frank A.
LoBiondo, David Loebsack, Zoe Lofgren,
Nita M. Lowey, Frank D. Lucas, Blaine
Luetkemeyer, Ben Ray Lujan, Cynthia M.
Lummis, Daniel E. Lungren, Stephen F.
Lynch, Carolyn McCarthy, Kevin McCarthy,
Michael T. McCaul, Tom McClintock, Betty
McCollum, Thaddeus G. McCotter, Jim
McDermott, James P. McGovern, Patrick T.
McHenry, John M. McHugh*, Mike McIntyre,
Howard P. ‘“Buck’” McKeon, Michael E.
McMahon, Cathy McMorris Rodgers, Jerry
McNerney, Connie Mack, Daniel B. Maffei,
Carolyn B. Maloney, Donald A. Manzullo,
Kenny Marchant, Betsy Markey, Edward J.
Markey, Jim Marshall, Eric J.J. Massa*, Jim
Matheson, Doris O. Matsui, Kendrick B.
Meek, Gregory W. Meeks, Charlie Melancon,
John L. Mica, Michael H. Michaud, Brad Mil-
ler, Candice S. Miller, Gary G. Miller, George
Miller, Jeff Miller, Walt Minnick, Harry E.
Mitchell, Alan B. Mollohan, Dennis Moore,
Gwen Moore, James P. Moran, Jerry Moran,
Christopher S. Murphy, Patrick J. Murphy,
Scott Murphy, Tim Murphy, John P.
Murtha*, Sue Wilkins Myrick, Jerrold Nad-
ler, Grace F. Napolitano, Richard E. Neal,

———————
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Randy Neugebauer, Eleanor Holmes Norton,
Devin Nunes, Glenn C. Nye, James L. Ober-
star, David R. Obey, John W. Olver, Pete
Olson, Solomon P. Ortiz, William L. Owens,
Frank Pallone Jr., Bill Pascrell Jr., Ed Pas-
tor, Ron Paul, Erik Paulsen, Donald M.
Payne, Nancy Pelosi, Mike Pence, Ed
Perlmutter, Thomas S.P. Perriello, Gary C.
Peters, Collin C. Peterson, Thomas E. Petri,
Pedro R. Pierluisi, Chellie Pingree, Joseph
R. Pitts, Todd Russell Platts, Ted Poe, Jared
Polis, Earl Pomeroy, Bill Posey, David E.
Price, Tom Price, Adam H. Putnam, Mike
Quigley, George Radanovich, Nick J. Rahall
II, Charles B. Rangel, Denny Rehberg, David
G. Reichert, Silvestre Reyes, Laura Richard-
son, Ciro D. Rodriguez, David P. Roe, Harold
Rogers, Mike Rogers (AL-03), Mike Rogers
(MI-08), Dana Rohrabacher, Thomas J. Roo-
ney, Peter J. Roskam, Ileana Ros-Lehtinen,
Mike Ross, Steven R. Rothman, Lucille Roy-
bal-Allard, Edward R. Royce, C.A. Dutch
Ruppersberger, Bobby L. Rush, Paul Ryan,
Tim Ryan, Gregorio Sablan, John T. Salazar,
Linda T. Sanchez, Loretta Sanchez, John P.
Sarbanes, Steve Scalise, Janice D.
Schakowsky, Adam B. Schiff, Jean Schmidt,
Aaron Schock, Kurt Schrader, Allyson Y.
Schwartz, David Scott, Robert C. “Bobby”’
Scott, F. James Sensenbrenner Jr., José E.
Serrano, Pete Sessions, Joe Sestak, John B.
Shadegg, Mark Shauer, Carol Shea-Porter,
Brad Sherman, John Shimkus, Heath Shuler,
Bill Shuster, Michael K. Simpson, Albio
Sires, Ike Skelton, Louise McIntosh Slaugh-
ter, Adam Smith, Adrian Smith, Christopher
H. Smith, Lamar Smith, Vic Snyder, Hilda
L. Solis*, Mark E. Souder*, Zachary T.
Space, Jackie Speier, John M. Spratt Jr.,
Bart Stupak, Cliff Stearns, John Sullivan,
Betty Sutton, John S. Tanner, Ellen O.
Tauscher*, Gene Taylor, Harry Teague, Lee
Terry, Bennie G. Thompson, Glenn Thomp-
son, Mike Thompson, Mac Thornberry, Todd
Tiahrt, Patrick J. Tiberi, John F. Tierney,
Dina Titus, Paul Tonko, Edolphus Towns,
Niki Tsongas, Michael R. Turner, Fred
Upton, Chris Van Hollen, Nydia M.
Velazquez, Peter J. Visclosky, Greg Walden,
Timothy J. Walz, Zach Wamp, Debbie
Wasserman Schultz, Maxine Waters, Diane
Watson, Melvin L. Watt, Henry A. Waxman,
Anthony D. Weiner, Peter Welch, Lynn A.
Westmoreland, Robert Wexler*, Ed Whitfield,
Charles A. Wilson, Joe Wilson, Robert J.
Wittman, Frank R. Wolf, Lynn C. Woolsey,
David Wu, John A. Yarmuth, C.W. Bill
Young, Don Young.

BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF PAYGO LEGISLATION

Pursuant to Public Law 111-139, Mr. SPRATT hereby submits, prior to the vote on passage, the attached estimate of
the costs of the bill H.R. 5297 (Small Business Lending Fund Act of 2010), as amended pursuant to H. Res. 1436 and H. Res.
1448, for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

STATUTORY PAY-AS-YOU-GO EFFECTS FOR H.R. 5297, AS AMENDED PURSUANT TO H. RES. 1436 AND H. RES. 1448

[In millions, by fiscal year]

Net Impact on the Deficita

2010 2010
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2015 2020
H.R. 5486, Small Business Tax Relief Act of 2010, as passed the House 137 112 —248 —512 —553  —5279 5372 —201 —634 —-731 —795 —6569 —3558
H.R. 5297, Small Business Lending Fund Act of 2010 (including
amendment, as modified, pursuant to H. Res. 1436) 10,000 19,481 —983 —1051 —1349 —19909 —2580 —773 —484 —-287  —170 6,189 1,896
Amendments to HR. 5297:
Israel 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nye 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Minnick, as modified 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Perlmutter 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Al Green of TX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Michaud 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cao/Jackson Lee 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Loretta Sanchez 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cuellar 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Braley 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Al Green of TX/Chu 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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STATUTORY PAY-AS-YOU-GO EFFECTS FOR H.R. 5297, AS AMENDED PURSUANT TO H. RES. 1436 AND H. RES. 1448—Continued

[In millions, by fiscal year]

Net Impact on the Deficita

2010 2010

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2015 2020
Miller of NC/Baca, pursuant to H. Res. 1448 ............cooumvermreermmmnerrecerrenernnnens 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Impact 10,137 19369 —1226 —1563 —1902 —25188 2792 974 —-1118 —1018 —965 —380 —1662

aPositive numbers indicate increases in the deficit, negative numbers indicate decreases in the deficit

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

7947. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Review Group, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Tree Assistance Program (RIN: 0560-
AH96) received June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

7948. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Emerald Ash Borer; Addition of Quar-
antined Areas in Kentuckey, Michigan, Min-
nesota, New York, Pennsylvania, West Vir-
ginia, and Wisconsin [Docket No.: APHIS-
2009-0098] received June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

7949. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Black Stem Rust; Additions of Rust-
Resistant Varieties [Docket No.: APHIS-2010-
0035] received June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

7950. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Review Group, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Conservation Reserve Program; Tran-
sition Incentives Program (RIN: 0560-AHS80)
received June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

7951. A letter from the President, Uni-
formed Services University of the Health
Sciences, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting a letter in response to Section 717 of the
National Defense Authorization Act of Fiscal
Year 2008 (Pub. L. 110-181); to the Committee
on Armed Services.

7952. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Reserve System, transmitting Report to the
Congress on Reductions of Consumer Credit
Limits Based on Certain Information as to
Experience or Transactions of the Consumer;
to the Committee on Financial Services.

7953. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commissions’s final rule — Amendment
to Municipal Securities Disclosure[Release
No. 34-62184A; File No. S7-15-09] (RIN: 3235-
AJ66) received June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

7954. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting Transmittal
No. DDTC 10-045, certification of a proposed
technical assistance agreement to include
the export of technical data, and defense
services, pursuant to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

7955. A letter from the Principal Deputy
Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting Transmittal
No. DDTC 10-052, certification of a proposed
technical assistance agreement to include
the export of technical data, and defense
services, pursuant to section 36(c) of the

R

Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee

on Foreign Affairs.
7956. A letter from the Principal Deputy

Assistant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting Transmittal
No. DDTC 10-054, certification of a proposed
technical assistance agreement to include
the export of technical data, and defense
services, pursuant to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

7957. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting the semi-
annual report on the activities of the Office
of Inspector General for the period October 1,
2009 to March 1, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
app. (Insp. Gen. Act) section 5(b); to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

7958. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-431, ‘‘SOME, Inc.,
Technical Amendments Act of 2010’’; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government

Reform.
7959. A letter from the Chairman, Council

of the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-430, “UNCF Tax
Abatement and Relocation to the District
Assistance Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on

Oversight and Government Reform.
7960. A letter from the Adminstrator, Gen-

eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Semiannual Report of the Inspector Gen-
eral and the Semiannual Report on Final Ac-
tion Resulting from Audit Reports for the
period October 1, 2009 through March 31, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act),
section 5(b); to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

7961. A letter from the Chairman, Postal
Service, transmitting the Semiannual Re-
port of the Inspector General for the period
of October 1, 2009 through March 31, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act),
section 5(b); to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

7962. A letter from the Administrator,

FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting notification that funding under
Title V, subsection 503(b)(3) of the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act, as amended, has exceeded $5
million for the cost of response and recovery
efforts for FEMA-3286-EM in the State of
Ohio, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5193; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-

ture.

7963. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Security
Zone; Calcasieu River and Ship Channel, LA
[Docket No.: USCG-2009-0317] (RIN: 1625-
AA87) received June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on

Transportation and Infrastructure.
7964. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,

Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Special
Local Regulations for Marine Events; Ches-
ter River, Chestertown, MD [Docket No.:
USCG-2010-0081] (RIN: 1625-AA08) received
June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-

frastructure.
7965. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-

ting the Department’s final rule — Safety
zone; Lake Havasu Grand Prix, Lake Havasu,
AZ [Docket No.: USCG-2010-0116] (RIN: 1625-
AA00) received June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

7966. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zone;
2010 Veterans Tribute Fireworks, Lake
Charlevoix, Boyne City, MI [Docket No.:
USCG-2010-0177] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

7967. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor,
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Inland
Navigation Rules [Docket No.: USCG-2009-
0948] (RIN: 1625-AB43) received June 3, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

7968. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Sikorsky Aircraft
Corporation Model S-76A, B, and C Heli-
copters [Docket No.: FAA-2006-24587; Direc-
torate Identifier 2006-SW-05-AD; Amendment
39-16281; AD 2010-10-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

7969. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Model A340-200
and A340-300 Series Airplanes [Docket No.:
FAA-2010-0476; Directorate Identifier 2010-
NM-036-AD; Amendment 39-16298; AD 2010-10-
19] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 3, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

7970. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Empresa Brasileira de
Aeronautica S.A. (EMBRAER) Model ERJ
170 and Model ERJ 190 Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2009-0614; Directorate Identifier
2009-NM-045-AD; Amendment 39-16286; AD
2010-10-07] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 3,
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

7971. A letter from the Attorney — Advisor,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule — Safety Zone;
FRONTIER DISCOVERER, Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Drillship, Chukchi and Beaufort
Sea, Alaska [Docket No.: USCG-2009-0955]
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received June 3, 2010, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

7972. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Safety Zone; Pa-
tapsco River, Northwest and Inner Harbors,
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Baltimore, MD [Docket No.: USCG-2010-0133]
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received June 3, 2010, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

7973. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Safety Zone;
Neuse River, New Bern, NC [Docket No.:
USCG-2010-0256] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received
June 3, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

7974. A letter from the Senior Program An-
alyst, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s ‘“Major’ final rule
— Automatic Dependent Surveillance-Broad-
cast(ADS-B) Out Performance Requirements
to Support Air Traffic Control (ATC)Service
[Docket No.: FAA-2007-29305; Amdt. No. 91-
314] (RIN: 2120-AI92) received June 3, 2010,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

7975. A letter from the Administrator,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s report on the
Preliminary Damage Assessment informa-
tion on FEMA-1897-DR for the State of New
Jersey; jointly to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Appropria-
tions, and Homeland Security.

7976. A letter from the Administrator,
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security,
transmitting the Department’s report on the
Preliminary Damage Assessment informa-
tion on FEMA-1896-DR for the State of Dela-
ware; jointly to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Appropria-
tions, and Homeland Security.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana (for
himself and Mr. HALL of New York):

H.R. 5549. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for expedited proce-
dures for the consideration of certain vet-
erans claims, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona:

H.R. 5550. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to include a definition of ‘‘loss
of use” for purposes of evaluating disabilities
and providing adapted housing and auto-
mobiles under the laws administered by the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. KOSMAS (for herself and Mr.
DRIEHAUS):

H.R. 5551. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to make a certification when
making purchases under the Small Business
Lending Fund Program; to the Committee on
Financial Services.

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mr. RYAN of
Wisconsin, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, Mr. TANNER, Mr. POMEROY, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mr. LARSON
of Connecticut, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. HELLER, Mr. HERGER,
Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. BISHOP
of Georgia, Mr. BOREN, Mr. BOSWELL,
Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. CAR-
NEY, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. CHILDERS,
Mr. CRrITZ, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. GENE
GREEN of Texas, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms.
HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. HILL, Mr.
KAGEN, Mr. KRATOVIL, Mr. LARSEN of
Washington, Mr. MATHESON, Ms.
MARKEY of Colorado, Mr. MELANCON,
Mr. MINNICK, Mr. MURPHY of New
York, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. ROSS, Mr.
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SALAZAR, Mr. SHULER, Mr. SKELTON,
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. STU-
PAK, Mr. WALZ, Mr. WELCH, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, Mr. BARTLETT, Mrs.
BLACKBURN, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.
B0O0zZMAN, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr.
COBLE, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. GRIFFITH,
Mr. PUTNAM, and Mr. YOUNG of Alas-
ka):

H.R. 5552. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to require that the pay-
ment of the manufacturers’ excise tax on
recreational equipment be paid quarterly
and to provide for the assessment by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury of certain criminal
restitution; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CAO:

H.R. 556563. A bill to extend the National
Flood Insurance Program until December 31,
2013; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices.

By Mr. CASTLE (for himself, Mrs.
BIGGERT, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of
Florida, Mr. DENT, Mr. GERLACH, Mr.
LANCE, Mr. LATOURETTE, and Mr. LEE
of New York):

H.R. 5554. A bill to provide tax relief for,
ease the regulatory burden on, and provide
expanded access to credit to small busi-
nesses, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business, and in addition to
the Committees on Ways and Means, Appro-
priations, Energy and Commerce, and Finan-
cial Services, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Ms. FOXX (for herself, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. JONES, Mr.
CUELLAR, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. PETER-
SON, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. COLE, Mr.
SESTAK, Mr. KUCINICH, Ms. WATERS,
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, and Mr. LI-
PINSKI):

H.R. 5555. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide for eligibility for
housing loans guaranteed by the Department
of Veterans Affairs for the surviving spouses
of certain totally-disabled veterans; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself and Mr.
COURTNEY):

H.R. 5556. A bill to support the establish-
ment and operation of Teachers Professional
Development Institutes; to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

By Ms. GIFFORDS (for herself and Mr.
LATHAM):

H.R. 5557. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow an increased credit
against tax for tuition and related expenses
of certain individuals age 55 and older; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. GIFFORDS (for herself and Mr.
LATHAM):

H.R. 5558. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for the eligi-
bility of older workers for the work oppor-
tunity credit, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Education and
Labor, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Mr.
ARCURI, and Mr. MURPHY of New
York):

H.R. 5559. A Dbill to revise the National
Flood Insurance Program to more fairly
treat homeowners who purchase insurance
under the program; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

By Mr. MOORE of Kansas (for himself,
Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. Cao,
Mr. CrLAy, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CON-
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YERS, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida, Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland,
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FRANK of Massachu-

setts, Ms. KILROY, Mr. LOBIONDO,
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr.
MARKEY of Massachusetts, Mr.
MEEKS of New York, Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin, Ms. RICHARDSON, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SPRATT, and Ms.
WATERS):

H.R. 5560. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to improve quality of
cancer care and quality of life for patients
and survivors by coordinating development
and distribution of information about reliev-
ing pain, symptoms, side effects, and stress;
increasing awareness of treatment and post-
treatment health risks for survivors; enhanc-
ing research into symptom management and
survivorship; increasing health care profes-
sional education and training; reducing
health disparities in cancer treatment,
symptom management, and survivorship
care; and expanding and enhancing cancer
registries; and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. SLAUGHTER:

H.R. 5561. A bill to establish a public edu-
cation and awareness program relating to
emergency contraception; to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

By Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas (for
herself, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr.
HALL of Texas, Mr. CARTER, Mr. SAM
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. McCAUL, Mr.
DENT, Mr. BoyD, Mr. HiLL, Mr.
MELANCON, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. SPACE,
Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. DONNELLY of In-
diana, Mr. TANNER, Mr. RoOSS, Mr.
SHULER, Mr. SKELTON, Ms. HARMAN,
Mr. SNYDER, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. WELCH, Mr.
CONYERS, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
TIERNEY, Mr. CLAY, Mr. GUTIERREZ,
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms.
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. WATT,
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. MEEKS of
New York, Mr. CARSON of Indiana,
Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Ms.
CLARKE, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. AL GREEN of
Texas, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr.
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. DOGGETT,
Ms. CHU, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. LYNCH,
Mr. DOYLE, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. JONES,
Mr. PAUL, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Co0O-
PER, Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr.
DRIEHAUS, Ms. TITUS, Mr. HASTINGS
of Florida, Mr. Wu, Ms. SUTTON, Mr.
TONKO, and Mr. POE of Texas):

H.J. Res. 90. A joint resolution expressing
support for designation of September 2010 as
“Gospel Music Heritage Month” and hon-
oring gospel music for its valuable and long-
standing contributions to the culture of the
United States; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

By Mr. EDWARDS of Texas:

H. Res. 1450. A resolution congratulating
the Texas A&M University Aggies for win-
ning the men’s and women’s NCAA Division
I Outdoor Track and Field Championship; to
the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mrs. BONO MACK (for herself and
Mr. KENNEDY):

H. Res. 1451. A resolution expressing sup-
port for designation of June 26, 2010, as the
International Day against Drug Abuse and
Illicit Trafficking; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on the Judiciary, and Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
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By Mr.
BUTTERFIELD,

COHEN (for himself,

Mr. BURGESS,
BLACKBURN, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs.
MALONEY, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. MOORE of
Kansas, and Ms. NORTON):

H. Res. 1452. A resolution expressing sup-
port for the goals and ideals of National In-
fant Mortality Awareness Month 2010; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. DRIEHAUS (for himself and Mr.
CHAFFETZ):

H. Res. 1453. A resolution celebrating the
29th Congressional Art Competition and
commending the winners of the Competition
on achieving a high level of artistic scho-
lastic aptitude; to the Committee on House
Administration.

By Mrs. HALVORSON:

H. Res. 1454. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of ‘‘Chiari Malformation
Awareness Month and ’’Chiari Malforma-
tion Awareness Day’”’ in the United States;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (for himself
and Mr. SENSENBRENNER):

H. Res. 1455. A resolution directing the At-
torney General to transmit to the House of
Representatives copies of certain commu-
nications relating to certain recommenda-

Mr.
Mrs.

tions regarding administration appoint-

ments; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
————
MEMORIALS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as fol-
lows:

311. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the Senate of the State of Louisiana, rel-
ative to Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 19
memorializing the Congress to utilize the
power of technology to boost American pro-
ductivity and performance; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

312. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 239 urging the
President of the United States to ensure that
recreational fishing and boating are national
priorities in the Interagency Ocean Policy
Task Force’s final report; jointly to the
Committees on Natural Resources and
Transportation and Infrastructure.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 197: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California.
. 333: Mrs. EMERSON. 3
. 442: Mr. GRAYSON and Mr. LUJAN.
. 571: Mr. DEUTCH.
.R. 614: Mr. GRIFFITH and Mr. BOEHNER.

H.R. 1021: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida and Mr. SCHOCK.

H.R. 1079: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 1207: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia.

H.R. 1625: Mrs. MALONEY.

H.R. 1964: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 2057: Mr. OLVER and Mr. COURTNEY.

H.R. 2067: Ms. WATSON.

H.R. 2204: Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. YOUNG of
Florida, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. ELLSWORTH.

H.R. 2262: Mr. CUELLAR.

H.R. 2296: Mr. LUJAN and Mr. LARSEN of
Washington.
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. 2381:
. 2425:
. 2483:
. 2766:
. 3227:
. 3336:
. 3359:

. RAHALL.

. REHBERG.

. DEUTCH.

. MAFFEL

. NORTON.

. CONNOLLY of Virginia.
. BALDWIN.

. 3412: . LAMBORN.

. 3470: . NORTON.

H.R. 36562: Mr. ALTMIRE and Mr. THORN-
BERRY.

H.R. 3668: Mr. SCHAUER, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr.
SALAZAR, and Mr. THOMPSON of California.

H.R. 3752: Mr. BOREN.

H.R. 3764: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa.

H.R. 3790: Ms. TSONGAS and Mr. HOEKSTRA.
. 3839: Mr. MCINTYRE.

. 4051: Mr. MCINTYRE.
. 4116: Ms. NORTON.
. 4123: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.

H.R. 4296: Mr. LOEBSACK and Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ of California.

H.R. 4364: Mr. STARK.

H.R. 4405: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. OBERSTAR.

H.R. 4505: Mr. LAMBORN.

H.R. 4530: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr.
CARSON of Indiana, and Mr. PLATTS.

H.R. 4538: Ms. TSONGAS.

H.R. 4594: Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. CLAY, and Mr.
HONDA.

H.R. 4638: Mr. ETHERIDGE.

H.R. 4684: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. HOEKSTRA, Ms.
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. PETRI,
Mr. CoOLE, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr.
FATTAH, Mr. CRITZ, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr.
ROE of Tennessee, and Mr. SESSIONS.

. 4687: Ms. ESHOO.

. 4733: Mr. PASCRELL.

. 4785: Mr. CARNAHAN.

. 4787: Mr. MOORE of Kansas.

. 4790: Mr. PoLIs of Colorado.

. 4844: Ms. LiNDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 4870: Mr. MOORE of Kansas.

. 4908: Ms. BALDWIN.

H.R. 4993: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr.
ToONKO, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr.
ARCURI, Mr. LANGEVIN, and Ms. KOSMAS.

H.R. 4995: Mr. MARCHANT and Mr. KLINE of
Minnesota.

H.R. 5015: Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts and
Mr. CUMMINGS.

. 5032: Mr. OWENS.

. 5083: Ms. NORTON.

. 5089: Mr. TIERNEY.

. 5090: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
. 5141: Mrs. BONO MACK.

. 5241: Mr. DEUTCH.

H.R. 5283: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida and Mr. UPTON.

H.R. 5304: Ms. CHU.

H.R. 5336: Mr. SABLAN.

H.R. 5384: Mr. FOSTER, Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina, and Mr. SABLAN.

H.R. 5400: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 5409:
PERRIELLO.

H.R. 5418: Mrs. MALONEY.

H.R. 5424: Mr. GOODLATTE.

H.R. 5426: Mr. GOODLATTE.

H.R. 5434: Mr. LANCE, Mr. STARK, and Mr.
WHITFIELD.

H.R. 5443: Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. MURPHY of
New York, and Mr. BisHOP of New York.

H.R. 5462: Mr. SABLAN and Mr. MCNERNEY.

H.R. 5478: Mrs. CAPITO.

H.R. 5480: Mr. SABLAN.

H.R. 5481: Mr. SESTAK, Ms. CASTOR of Flor-
ida, Mr. OLVER, Mr. CARNAHAN, and Mr. HIN-
CHEY.

Mr. PIERLUISI and Mr.
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H.R. 5492: Mr. STARK, Ms. RICHARDSON, and
Mr. PIERLUISI.

H.R. 5503: Mr. HINCHEY.

H.R. 5509: Mr. CARNEY and Mr. CRITZ.

H.R. 5513: Mrs. CAPPS.

H.R. 5523: Mr. CARTER, Mr. SESSIONS, and
Mr. CHAFFETZ.

H.R. 5539: Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
LANCE, Mr. PoSEY, and Mr. PAUL.

H.J. Res. 86: Mr. KING of New York, Mr.
BisHOP of Georgia, Mr. TANNER, Mr. BARTON
of Texas, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. TiIM MURPHY of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jer-

sey.
H. Con. Res. 224: Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE
of Florida.
H. Con. Res. 259: Mr. PALLONE and Mr.
COBLE.

H. Con. Res. 266: Mr. COBLE.

H. Con. Res. 275: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. WALZ,
Mr. PETERS, Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, and
Mr. MAFFEL

H. Res. 173: Mr. STARK.

H. Res. 2562: Mr. MICHAUD.

H. Res. 536: Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. BOUCHER,
and Ms. DELAURO.

H. Res. 546: Ms. CASTOR of Florida.

H. Res. 771: Mrs. MALONEY, Ms. NORTON,
and Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California.

Res. 1056: . BisHOP of Utah.

Res. 1207: . POE of Texas.

Res. 1209: . SENSENBRENNER.

Res. 1226: . GONZALEZ.

Res. 1241: . ROGERS of Kentucky.

Res. 1251: . TAYLOR.

Res. 1309: Mr. LOEBSACK.

Res. 1343: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
Res. 1348: Mr. GOODLATTE.

Res. 1386: Mr. HIMES.

Res. 1401: Mr. HODES, Ms. MATSUI, Ms.
SPEIER, and Ms. WOOLSEY.

H. Res. 1412: Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr.
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. HALL of Texas,
Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. BRADY
of Texas, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. THORNBERRY,
Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr.
CARTER, Mr. MACK, Mr. ROGERS of Michigan,
Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. PITTS, Mr. BURTON of
Indiana, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr.
PENCE, Mr. BLUNT, and Mr. CONNOLLY of Vir-
ginia.

H. Res. 1420: Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. ROTHMAN of
New Jersey, and Mr. THOMPSON of California.

g

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions
and papers were laid on the clerk’s
desk and referred as follows:

149. The SPEAKER presented a petition of
the City of Santa Ana, California, relative to
Resolution No. 2010-09 opposing the State of
Arizona SB 1070 and urging for comprehen-
sive immigration reform; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

150. Also, a petition of Miami Beach, Flor-
ida, relative to Resolution No. 2010-27380 sup-
porting the passage of the ‘“‘Uniting Amer-
ican Families Act’’; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

151. Also, a petition of City of Auburn,
Washington, relative to Resolution No. 4590
requesting the Congress to provide for imme-
diate appropriation of 44 million dollars for
interim grout work and related repairs to
the Howard Hanson Dam; jointly to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations and Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.
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