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December 16, 2010

BANKRUPTCY TECHNICAL
CORRECTIONS ACT OF 2010

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and concur in the Sen-
ate amendment to the bill (H.R. 6198)
to amend title 11 of the United States
Code to make technical corrections;
and for related purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the Senate amendment is
as follows:

Senate amendment:

On page 3, strike lines 1 through 5 and in-
sert the following: ‘“‘and

‘“(F) in paragraph (b1D), by inserting ‘of
the filing’ after ‘date’ the 1st place it ap-
pears,”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. CHU) and the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. MCHENRY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. CHU. I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on November 19, the
Senate passed an amended version of
H.R. 6198, the Bankruptcy Technical
Corrections Act of 2010. H.R. 6198
makes a series of purely technical cor-
rections in response to certain drafting
errors resulting from the enactment of
the Bankruptcy Abuse Prevention and
Consumer Protection Act of 2005.

The Senate amendment simply re-
moves from the bill a provision that
corrected a misnumbered paragraph.

It is our understanding that some be-
lieve that this provision, which cor-
rects a clear error in bankruptcy law,
may possibly cause confusion with re-
spect to other laws that currently con-
tain cross-references to the incorrectly
numbered paragraph. While some
might question the need for the Senate
amendment, we are willing to accom-
modate the concern.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to
concur in the Senate amendment to
H.R. 6198.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
Bankruptcy Technical Corrections Act
of 2010, as amended by the Senate.

The House passed the original
version of the bill in late September to
make purely technical changes to the
Bankruptcy Code. Then, as now, these
changes are not intended to make any
change to substantive bankruptcy law.

0 1250

Instead, these changes clean up the
text of the Bankruptcy Code to make it
easier to use by lawyers and judges.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The Senate amendment strikes one
provision of the House bill which would
have renumbered the section of the
Bankruptcy Code that defines the term
‘“¢imeshare plan.” Rather than define
“timeshare plan’ in their own State
codes, many State legislatures have
chosen to incorporate the Federal defi-
nition by reference into their State
law. The Senate amendment reflects a
concern that changing the section
number of the Bankruptcy Code defini-
tion would have resulted in inaccurate
cross references in numerous State
codes.

The necessity of the Senate amend-
ment highlights the perils that result
when States legislate by reference to
provisions of Federal law. The States
are sovereign in our system of con-
stitutional federalism and they should
exercise an independent duty to legis-
late without respect to mutable Fed-
eral laws.

The House bill, as amended, will
clear up some existing confusion in the
bankruptcy community regarding pro-
visions of the Bankruptcy Code. It is
important that Federal law be tech-
nically sound so that the intent of Con-
gress is clear and judges do not use
technical loopholes to practice judicial
activism.

In particular, it is important that
the Bankruptcy Code be technically
sound because of the volume of bank-
ruptey filings during this recession. As
America continues to struggle with
high unemployment, bearish capital
markets, and massive deficits, the
Bankruptcy Code is playing an increas-
ingly important role in our Nation’s fi-
nancial health. Unfortunately, that is
the case.

As my colleagues on the Judiciary
Committee stated when the House first
considered this bill, it is important
that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD reflect
the bipartisan acknowledgment that
this bill does not, and is not, intended
to enact any substantive change to the
Bankruptcy Code. Lawyers and judges
who practice bankruptcy law should
not understand any provision of this
bill to confer, modify, or delete any
substantive bankruptcy right. Simi-
larly, no inference should be drawn
from the absence in this bill of a tech-
nical amendment to any other part of
the Bankruptcy Code.

With this understanding, I support
the bankruptcy technical amendments
bill as amended by the Senate, and I
share that with my Republican col-
leagues on the Judiciary Committee.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
CHU) that the House suspend the rules
and concur in the Senate amendment
to the bill, H.R. 6198.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
amendment was concurred in.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PUBLIC CONTRACT LAW
TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and concur in the Sen-
ate amendments to the bill (H.R. 1107)
to enact certain laws relating to public
contracts as title 41, United States
Code, ‘‘Public Contracts’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the Senate amendments
is as follows:

Senate amendments:

On page 2, in the item related to chapter 35
in the subtitle analysis, strike ‘“‘and’’ and in-
sert “‘or’’.

On page 7, strike lines 14 through 20 and in-
sert ‘“‘In this subtitle, the term ‘‘supplies”
has the same meaning as the terms ‘‘item”
and ‘‘item of supply’ .

On page 9, line 20, strike ‘‘suppport’” and
insert ‘‘support’’.

On page 25, lines 11 and 12, strike ‘‘under
section 5376 of title 5’ and insert ‘‘for level
IV of the Executive Schedule”.

On page 48, line 34, strike ‘‘employee from
State or local governments’ and insert ‘‘in-
dividual”.

On page 55, line 36, strike ‘‘$2,500 and in-
sert ‘$3,000.

On page 56, line 15, strike ‘‘$2,5600° and in-
sert °$3,000"".

On page 56, line 19, strike “‘$2,500”’ and in-
sert *°$3,000".

On page 77, line 1, strike ‘‘his representa-
tives” and insert ‘‘representatives of the
Comptroller General’.

On page 93, lines 18 and 19, strike ‘‘under
section 5376 of title 5’ and insert ‘‘for level
IV of the Executive Schedule’.

On page 110, line 21, strike “AND”’ and in-
sert “OR”.

Beginning on page 131, strike line 8 and all
that follows through page 132, line 19, and in-
sert the following:

‘“(c) CONTRACT PERIOD.—The period of a
task order contract entered into under this
section, including all periods of extensions of
the contract under options, modifications, or
otherwise, may not exceed 5 years unless a
longer period is specifically authorized in a
law that is applicable to the contract.”

On page 185, line 39, strike ‘‘AMOUNT”’ and
insert ““AMOUNTS”.

On page 185, line 40, strike ‘“‘amount’ and
insert “amounts’.

On page 186, line 1, strike ‘‘amount” and
insert “‘amounts’’.

On page 201, line 13, strike ‘‘under section
5376 of title 5’ and insert ‘‘for level IV of the
Executive Schedule”.

On page 204, between lines 10 and 11, insert
the following:

‘“(3) PERSON.—The term ‘‘person’’ means a
corporation, partnership, business associa-
tion of any kind, trust, joint-stock company,
or individual.”

On page 204, line 11, strike *‘(3)”’ and insert
“(4)”.

On page 204, line 14, strike ‘‘(4)”’ and insert
“(5)”.

On page 204, line 17, strike ‘“(5)”’" and insert
(6)”.

On page 204, line 20, strike ‘‘(6)”’ and insert
7).

On page 204, line 24, strike ‘‘(7)”’ and insert
<(8)”.

On page 204, line 31, strike ‘“(8)’ and insert
9.

On page 208, line 6, insert ‘‘(except sections
3302, 3501(b), 3509, 3906, 4710, and 4711)" after
‘“division C”.
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