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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. TAUSCHER).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 25, 2009.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ELLEN O.
TAUSCHER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

PRAYER

Rev. Earl F. Palmer, National Pres-
byterian Church, Washington, D.C., of-
fered the following prayer:

O God, Our Father, we begin this day
with gratitude and resolve. We give
thanks for those who are privileged to
serve in this place of study, delibera-
tion, decisions and history. We are
grateful for our Republic of citizens,
young and old, their cities and States,
farms and villages—a people who by
their work and dreams give motivation
and energy to what happens here in
this House of Representatives.

As we begin this day, we claim, O
God, Your gift of truth and grace: for
truth that bears the imprint of integ-
rity and honesty and for Your grace
that forgives us when harm happens
and healing is needed to keep us whole.

We ask for the wisdom, courage and
respect that build friendships among
these leaders who guide our land.
Grant us the hope that encourages
through morning, afternoon, and
evening hours because of Your love and
faithfulness. Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. COSTA 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.

———————

WELCOMING REV. EARL F.
PALMER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. THORNBERRY) is recognized for 1
minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. THORNBERRY. Madam Speaker,
our guest chaplain today represents a
convergence of two Washingtons. Rev.
Earl Palmer is from Washington State
and recently retired as the senior pas-
tor at University Presbyterian Church
in Seattle. Currently, he is the Preach-
ing Pastor in Residence at the National
Presbyterian Church here in Wash-
ington, D.C., as he also preaches
around the country under the nonprofit
Earl Palmer Ministries organization.

With degrees from UC-Berkeley and
Princeton Theological Seminary, he is
the author of 18 books. Rev. Palmer is
also one of the leading scholars on the
life and works of C.S. Lewis.

Citizens from both Washingtons and
many others in the country and in be-
tween have benefited from the work of
this remarkable man. His love of the
Gospel and his enthusiasm for sharing
the Gospel are evident in all of his
preachings and teachings, as is his
basic human kindness.

Shirley, Earl’s wife of 50 years, has a
Ph.D. from the University of Wash-
ington. They have three children and
seven grandchildren, some of whom are
with us today.

Many lives have been blessed by the
life and ministry of Earl Palmer, and it
is my honor to help welcome him here
today to the House of Representatives.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-
quests for 1l-minute speeches on each
side of the aisle.

—————

DROUGHT IN CALIFORNIA

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

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to call for immediate response
and Federal action to assist California
in the drought crisis that we’re facing
today. Clearly, the entire Nation is
feeling a financial meltdown with
home foreclosures and many other
challenges we face, but in California,
beyond that, we have a drought that
also involves a dairy meltdown.

We have reservoirs that are low, Fed-
eral allocations that are set at zero in
the San Joaquin Valley, which I rep-
resent, along with many of my col-
leagues, 20 percent for State water de-
liveries. As a result, we could lose as
many as 80,000 jobs. The economic im-
pact could be as much as $2.2 billion in
the San Joaquin Valley that we rep-
resent.

Small communities have been crip-
pled. Communities that I represent
like Mendota and Firebaugh have 36 to
40 percent unemployment. Delano, with
over 50,000 people, has over 34 percent
unemployment.

Naming a drought task force is help-
ful but it is not enough. Plain and sim-
ple, we don’t need words, we need
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water. Federal and State collaboration
is urgently needed and needs to be im-
proved to make stimulus funds avail-
able for immediate relief and to relax
standards that prevent water supplies
from going to those who most need it.
We ask for your help to increase the
water supply for California’s future.

————

BROOKS CORLEY ATTAINS A
BLACK BELT

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

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to speak of the extraor-
dinary accomplishment recently of one
of my constituents, Albert Brooks
Corley.

Brooks has been in my karate class
affiliated with the Shreveport Karate
Club back in my hometown of Minden,
Louisiana, since he was just a little
guy. Today, he has grown into a tall,
strong young man. After years of hard
work, he was recently awarded a first-
degree black belt in karate by Sensei
Mikami, a karate champion and
eighth-degree black belt. Having
worked for years to obtain my black
belt in Japanese karate, I know the
hard work and persistence it takes to
obtain this level of martial arts exper-
tise.

Apart from developing into a tough,
aggressive and coordinated martial art-
ist, Brooks is a fine young man who is
now completing his education in order
to be gainfully employed.

Brooks is truly a model by which
young people should aspire to achieve
the potential that each may obtain.
Therefore, I heartily commend him in
his recent achievement and the many
achievements ahead. Furthermore, I
commend his parents, Mr. and Mrs.
Corley, for raising such a fine man.

———
COVER THE UNINSURED WEEK

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

Mr. STUPAK. Madam Speaker, I rise
this morning to bring attention to
Cover the Uninsured Week and to en-
courage the Congress to enact com-
prehensive health care reform this
year.

Our Nation’s health care system—
which leaves more than 45 million
Americans uninsured and millions
more underinsured—is badly in need of
reform. Practically $56 billion in un-
compensated care for the uninsured is
absorbed annually by the health sys-
tem, driving up the cost of insurance
for everyone. Health care costs are con-
suming more of individuals’, families’,
and businesses’ budgets every year and
represent the fastest growing piece of
the Federal budget.

The economic crisis is also shedding
further light on a system that is ineffi-
cient, unaffordable and out of reach for
too many Americans. Americans can-
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not simply wait any longer to ensure
greater access to quality affordable
health care.

I encourage all of my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to come together
to enact comprehensive health care re-
form this year. So during this week,
Uninsured Week, when Congress recog-
nizes the plight of those Americans
without health insurance, let us strive
to provide all Americans with com-
prehensive, affordable health care now.

———

THE AMERICAN PEOPLE DESERVE
A RESPONSIBLE BUDGET

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

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Madam
Speaker, President Barack Obama used
a prime time news conference last
night to defend his $3.6 trillion budget
plan. The nonpartisan Congressional
Budget Office says the President’s
budget would run up a $9.3 trillion debt
over the next 10 years. This budget
spends too much. Middle class families
and small businesses are making sac-
rifices when it comes to their own
budgets, yet Washington continues to
spend trillions of taxpayers’ dollars on
bailouts and other government pro-
grams.

The budget taxes too much. It con-
tains the largest tax increase in Amer-
ican history. The budget borrows too
much. Unchecked spending will result
in borrowing hundreds of billions of
dollars from China and the Middle East

Madam Speaker, the American peo-
ple deserve a responsible budget from
their President. This budget will guar-
antee that our economy will never
fully recover.

———
GROWTH OF GREEN-COLLAR JOBS

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

Mr. INSLEE. Madam Speaker, last
night President Obama again re-
affirmed his commitment to a clean
energy policy for America, a policy
that will grow millions of new green-
collar jobs in this country. And he did
it by, again, reaffirming his commit-
ment to a cap-and-trade bill in this
Congress this year which will drive in-
vestments into these new jobs for the
next century.

The reason he is giving so much hope
for Americans is that he realizes that
we want Americans building the en-
ergy-efficient, partially and fully elec-
tric cars so we can sell those cars to
China, so we can make the solar cells
and sell them to Korea, so we can make
wind turbines and sell them to Den-
mark.

It is this vision of Barack Obama
that is going to help grow jobs in this
country. And when we pass this cap-
and-trade bill, two things are going to
happen: money is going to go back to
the American consumers to help them
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buy these energy-efficient products,
and we are going to create millions of
new jobs.

That is a Barack Obama hope for the
future, and it is going to come to pass.

———

WASHINGTON MUST MAKE
SACRIFICES

(Mr. LEE of New York asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. LEE of New York. Madam Speak-
er, every day western New Yorkers tell
me what sacrifices they are making
during these tough economic times. I
wish the same could be said for Wash-
ington.

This Congress has already missed two
opportunities to impose fiscal restraint
with the stimulus and the omnibus
spending bills. Now the nonpartisan
Congressional Budget Office tells us
that the administration’s budget pro-
posal will produce $9.3 trillion in budg-
et deficits over the next 10 years. As
this chart demonstrates, that amount
represents more than two-and-a-half
times the budget deficits of the prior
administration, which in itself was
faulted for spending too much.

Taxpayers will be stuck paying more
than $1 trillion in interest payments on
this excessive borrowing. Today’s red
ink will bring impossible choices for
our children and our grandchildren.

We need to make Washington do
more with less, just as western New
Yorkers have for many years.

———

HONORING THE LIVES OF OAK-

LAND POLICE OFFICERS SER-
GEANT ERVIN ROMANS AND
MARK DUNAKIN

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

Mr. MCNERNEY. Madam Speaker, I
rise to honor four police officers who
gave their lives in the line of duty in a
tragic shooting in Oakland this past
weekend.

I join all of Northern California in
mourning their loss and honoring their
sacrifice.

Two of these brave officers lived in
my district. Sergeant Ervin Romans of
Danville, California, was a member of
the SWAT team and had served with
the Oakland Police Department for 13
years. He was a recipient of the depart-
ment’s Medal of Valor for bravery. Erv,
as he was known, leaves behind his wife
and three children.

Sergeant Mark Dunakin of Tracy
served with the Oakland Police Depart-
ment for 18 years. He was known and
respected as a passionate guardian of
public safety. Sergeant Dunakin grew
up in Pleasanton and is survived by his
wife and three children.

These heroic officers dedicated their
lives so that we might live in safety.
My thoughts and prayers are with their
families and their loved ones during
this difficult time.
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DAWN JOHNSEN

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

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, Presi-
dent Obama’s appointment to head the
Justice Department’s Office of Legal
Counsel is truly from the far left rad-
ical fringe.

Dawn Johnsen, a former attorney for
one of the radical abortion groups, is a
step back for a President who has
claimed he would like to find common
ground on the abortion issue. Ms.
Johnsen’s own quotes speak for her
radical views. She has equated preg-
nancy to slavery when she said that
laws restricting a woman’s abortion
choice ‘‘are disturbingly suggestive of
involuntary servitude.” She has lik-
ened pregnant mothers to ‘‘no more
than fetal containers.”” She has likened
pro-life advocates to ‘‘terrorists,’”’ call-
ing them ‘‘remarkably similar to the
Ku Klux Klan.”

Her appointment is a slap in the face
to all fair-minded persons, not just pro-
life Americans. The President should
withdraw her nomination or else the
Senate should reject it.

————
0 1015
WE MUST PASS THIS BUDGET

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

Mr. SIRES. Madam Speaker, today I
rise to speak to middle-class families
facing job loss or shrinking incomes.
They may feel left out of the bailouts.
That is why I am happy to report that
the President’s budget will help them
by making the $800 Make Work Pay tax
cut permanent; by expanding the child
tax credit for millions of families with
children; by making college more af-
fordable by making the $2,500 American
opportunity tax credit permanent; by
permanently protecting millions of
middle-class families from being hit by
the AMT; by expanding the earned in-
come tax credit; by expanding the cur-
rent tax credit for saving for retire-
ment and providing for automatic en-
rollment in IRAs and 401(k)s; and by
eliminating capital gains on small
businesses.

The President’s budget cuts taxes for
95 percent of Americans, while the
budget invests in programs that create
jobs, makes education affordable, and
encourages clean American energy. It
helps the middle class, which is why we
must pass this budget.

——
BUDGET

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

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, the
President’s budget is going to cost
Americans trillions of dollars. How
does he want to pay for it? By taxing
small businesses, the very people who
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are responsible for creating 7 out of
every 10 jobs.

Many small business owners file their
taxes as individuals. So let’s be honest
about who we’re asking to pay for this
unprecedented expansion of govern-
ment. Every dollar we take from small
business owners is a dollar that cannot
be used to reinvest in their businesses
or hire more workers.

The President and his friends in Con-
gress act like they know the needs of
small business owners. The President’s
announcement last Monday to ‘‘help”
small businesses with SBA loans was a
clear example of just how out of touch
the President is. According to a recent
survey of small business owners, 90 per-
cent of owners said they have never
even applied for an SBA loan.

Congress must reject the President’s
budget which spends too much, borrows
too much, and taxes our Nation’s hard-
working small business owners.

Our job here in Congress is to put the
American people back to work, not
grow government.

HONORING SERGEANT MATTHEW
W. ECKERSON

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

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize and honor
the service of U.S. Army Sergeant Mat-
thew W. HEckerson from my hometown
of Erie, Pennsylvania

I have a picture of Sergeant
Eckerson. While serving in Sadr City,
Iraq, this 24-year-old was injured after
a roadside bomb hit his tank on April
24, 2004. Sergeant Eckerson was no
stranger to these kinds of attacks.
While serving overseas, he has experi-
enced five other roadside bombings
while in a tank or Humvee, attacks
which left him with traumatic brain
injuries from the blasts. His bravery
earned him four Army Medals of Com-
mendation, as well as the Purple Heart.

Sergeant Eckerson is now medically
retired from the Army after 6 years of
active duty, a total of 33 months served
in Iraq from 2004 to 2008. He is cur-
rently enrolled at the University of
Phoenix, seeking a degree in business
management with a concentration in
politics.

Madam Speaker, I am so grateful to
Sergeant Eckerson for his patriotism
and service to our country. This war
has affected me personally, and I do
not take his service for granted.

My nephew and his wife have served
four and three tours in Iraq, respec-
tively, and my foster son served in Iraq
and came home suffering from PTSD.

Thank you to Sergeant Eckerson,
and God bless all the other brave men
and women in uniform for their service
to our country.
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TAXES ON AMERICAN-MADE EN-
ERGY ARE TAXES ON ALL
AMERICANS

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

Mr. BOUSTANY. Madam Speaker,
last night the President tried to make
a case for his $3.6 trillion budget. He
suggested that more than $30 billion in
new taxes on America’s energy pro-
ducers would not cost American jobs.

I represent a number of America’s
small energy producers and the support
companies, service workers, and others
who responsibly provide the energy
powering America. The President’s
budget would force them out of busi-
ness and send their work and their jobs
overseas.

But this is what the President failed
to tell those listening last night. His
new energy taxes would hit every sin-
gle American. The new taxes in his car-
bon program would increase electricity
prices, the price at the pump, and home
heating oil costs.

Republicans believe we must be good
stewards of the environment, and Lou-
isiana workers prove every day that we
can produce energy in an environ-
mentally responsible way.

Let’s work together to create jobs
and keep energy costs down.

The President’s plan to hike taxes on
Americans who are already struggling
with a slow economy is just the wrong
way to be going. Let’s make America
competitive again and get Americans
working. That’s the kind of stimulus
Americans and our economy really
need.

TAMPA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
FUNDING

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

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Madam
Speaker, last month when we worked
with President Obama to adopt an eco-
nomic recovery plan, our intent was to
put people back to work. Well, the re-
covery plan is just now starting to
work, and I'm very pleased to report
that this week I joined the director of
the Tampa International Airport to an-
nounce that $8 million from the recov-
ery plan will come to the Tampa Bay
area to reconstruct our fabulous air-
port. In particular, we are going to re-
construct a taxiway and begin con-
struction on a new north terminal.

Now, this is absolutely vital because
the unemployment rate in my home-
town now is about 10 percent. So when
we can put folks back to work, the
utilities, especially in the hard-hit con-
struction sector, rebuilding this fabu-
lous economic engine in my commu-
nity, I know that it is going to have a
ripple effect throughout my local econ-
omy.

This is what’s happening all across
America. So as we recover and put peo-
ple back to work, America will be
stronger than ever before.
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CAP-AND-TAX

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, to-
day’s Los Angeles Reuters article
states, ““U.S. electricity prices are like-
ly to rise 15 to 30 percent if a national
cap on carbon dioxide emissions is in-
stituted, according to a report by
Moody’s Investors Services.”’

You’ve heard us talk a lot about a
cap-and-tax. The burden of this carbon
regime will be a tax on carbon use,
pushing the cost on us, the middle
class, the poor. And the debate here is
we, on our side, we do not want to cap
our economy and trade away our jobs.
And that’s what this regime will do.

This was after the 1990 Clean Air Act
Amendments. A mine in my district,
Peabody No. 10 in Kincaid, Illinois, be-
cause of the Clean Air Amendments,
well, it was actually 1,200 miners lost
their jobs.

This is what will happen if we pursue
a cap-and-tax regime that caps our
economy and trades away our jobs. We
will fight this to the end.

————

BARRING DALAI LAMA FROM
PEACE CONFERENCE IN SOUTH
AFRICA

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

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, it is a shame and a disgrace
that the Dalai Lama will not be per-
mitted to attend a peace conference in
South Africa this week.

How could a nation, once a symbol of
the power of reconciliation, be so
wrong today? How could the home of
Albert Lituli and Nelson Mandela and
other men and women of courage deny
their brotherhood with one simple man
of peace?

Madam Speaker, I am afraid that
this says something very troubling
about the leadership of South Africa. It
says that they are willing to sacrifice
the cause of justice on the cross of
trade and monetary gain with China.

Today, I stand with former President
F.W. de Klerk, Archbishop Desmond
Tutu and others around the world who
condemn this unnecessary act.

——————

THE BUDGET AND THE
PRESIDENT’'S NEWS CONFERENCE

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

Mr. PENCE. Yesterday, the President
of the United States took to prime
time television in defense of a budget
proposal that spends too much, taxes
too much, and borrows too much, and
the American people know it. Our Na-
tion is beginning to understand that
the President’s proposed the most fis-
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cally irresponsible budget in the his-
tory of our Nation.

It comes at such a difficult time for
our country. I recently met firsthand
with families in my district who are
facing these difficult times with cour-
age and sacrifice.

The leaders of Rushville, Indiana,
were sitting down around a Kkitchen
table at a farm last week, practicing
the kind of fiscal restraint and deter-
mination necessary to make it through
these difficult times, and the people in
all of our Nation want Washington to
do likewise. They want us to put our
fiscal house in order with fiscal respon-
sibility and a commitment to grow.

The President’s budget increases
spending and raises taxes on almost
every American household and small
business, and invites record deficits,
and adds roughly $1 trillion to our na-
tional debt every year for the next 10
years.

The American people know there’s a
better way. In the coming hours, Re-
publicans will unveil a better solution
to pass a budget bill based on fiscal re-
sponsibility and the principles of
growth.

————
TAX CUTS

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

Mr. BOCCIERI. Madam Speaker, to
my colleagues here on the floor, give
me a break. That’s exactly what the
American taxpayer has asked for, and
that’s what this Congress has deliv-
ered.

Over the last 3 months that I have
been here in the Congress, here in the
United States Capitol, we have made
permanent the $800 Making Work Pay
tax cut for American middle-class fam-
ilies. We’ve expanded the child tax
credit. We’ve made the investment into
alternative energy, the tax cuts that
are going to help grow green energy
jobs here in the United States and in
my district in Ohio. We’ve made those
part of our package that we’ve rolled
out.

This stimulus package and economic
recovery bill that was passed by this
Congress provides the largest tax cut
for American middle-class families and
for small businesses in this country.
This was the right step. We can already
begin to see the signs of economic re-
covery on the horizon.

We’ve got a long way to go, but the
package we introduced and passed in
this Congress is going to be the right
track, and we need to put our country
back on track. That’s what the Amer-
ican taxpayers have asked for, and
that’s what we’re giving them, a break.

———

THREAT FROM IRAN IS REAL

(Mr. OLSON asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, the
threat from Iran is real. It endangers
Israel, our greatest ally in the Middle
East, many of our NATO allies in Eu-
rope, and indeed, the United States of
America herself.

The President has said that Iran with
nuclear weapons would be a ‘‘game
changer,” and last week he sent a video
message to the people of Iran. What
was contained in the message was not
as striking as what was left out.

The President did not call on the Ira-
nian Government to give up uranium
enrichment. He did not insist that the
Iranian Government stop arming
Hezbollah in Lebanon and Hamas in
Gaza. He did not insist that the Iranian
Government stop threatening Israel.

What he did do was call for a ‘‘new
beginning,” without saying much
more. Israeli President Shimon Perez
also appealed to the people of Iran be-
fore making clear that the country
would be run by religious fanatics.

I urge the President to rely more on
our friends in the Middle East, who
deal with Iran on a daily basis, and less
on Youtube and sports metaphors.

The United States must make clear
that we support Israel, their President,
and their new prime minister in their
continuing struggle with Iran and its
misguided leaders.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF SENATE AMENDMENTS TO
H.R. 146, OMNIBUS PUBLIC LAND
MANAGEMENT ACT OF 2009

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 280 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 280

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 146) to estab-
lish a battlefield acquisition grant program
for the acquisition and protection of nation-
ally significant battlefields and associated
sites of the Revolutionary War and the War
of 1812, and for other purposes, with the Sen-
ate amendments thereto, and to consider in
the House, without intervention of any point
of order except those arising under clause 10
of rule XXI, a single motion offered by the
chair of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources or his designee that the House con-
cur in the Senate amendments. The Senate
amendments and the motion shall be consid-
ered as read. The motion shall be debatable
for one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Natural Resources. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the motion to final adoption with-
out intervening motion or demand for divi-
sion of the question.

J 1030

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Maine is recognized for
1 hour.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Thank you,
Madam Speaker.

For the purpose of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
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gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxX). All time yielded during consid-
eration of the rule is for debate only. I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I also ask
unanimous consent that all Members
be given 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on
House Resolution 280.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam
Speaker, House Resolution 280 provides
for consideration of the Senate amend-
ments to H.R. 146, the Omnibus Public
Land Management Act of 2009. The rule
makes in order a motion by the chair-
man of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources to concur in the Senate amend-
ments to H.R. 146, the Omnibus Public
Land Management Act of 2009. The rule
provides 1 hour of debate on the motion
controlled by the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

Madam Speaker, today, people across
the country are looking to this body to
pass this important bill. We have an
historic opportunity to protect and
preserve land across the country for fu-
ture generations. Our grandchildren
and their grandchildren will be able to
enjoy national parks around the coun-
try.

In Maine, my district, like so many
other areas around the country, we
cherish the natural beauty that sur-
rounds us, and we have worked hard to
preserve it. When I was the Senate ma-
jority leader in the State of Maine, 1
sponsored the biggest land bond bill in
State history to preserve our open
spaces for the public.

Time and again, the people of my
State have voted to invest in public
land that will be protected for genera-
tions to come, and we value the full va-
riety of uses of that land, whether it be
hiking, camping, kayaking, hunting, or
fishing.

We are here today to consider the
Senate amendments to H.R. 146, the
Omnibus Public Land Management Act
of 2009. These amendments provide us
with the opportunity to strengthen our
National Park System, improve forest
health, facilitate better management
of our public lands, and increase the
quantity and quality of the water sup-
ply in numerous local communities.

This is not the first time this body
has voted on this legislation. On March
11, a bipartisan majority of the House
voted in favor of the Omnibus Lands
Management Act. Unfortunately, it
narrowly failed to obtain the two-
thirds vote to pass the House. Last
year, the majority of the bills that
make up this package were passed out
of the House but were held up in the
Senate by a threatened filibuster.

Finally, this year the Senate voted
twice—each time overwhelmingly in
favor of this package. Our time to send
this legislation to the President’s desk
is long overdue.
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This package will provide protection
to historic and cultural resources that
include the sacred ground of American
battlefields. In addition, it will protect
our forests, our water, our network of
trails. It will add to our National Park
System and provide land that we can
all enjoy.

By finally passing this legislation
today, we will designate over 2 million
acres of land as wilderness. This means
that when our grandchildren want to
take their families to see what Amer-
ica looked like in its wild state, they
will be able to. And they will be able to
explore these lands because we are not
closing off or preventing access to land.

Instead, the wilderness designation
helps manage the various uses, and this
legislation recognizes that some areas
are better suited for some kinds of
recreation than others.

This act also provides protection to
historic sites like the Harriet Beecher
Stowe House in my State of Maine,
where this courageous abolitionist
wrote ‘““Uncle Tom’s Cabin.” Future
generations will be able to see and use
this site and others protected by this
legislation.

This legislation before us is a product
of bipartisan efforts that recognize how
critical it is to conserve our land and
ensure that the American people have
access to that land. Land is one of our
most precious resources and we must
do our part, not only for our use but for
future generations.

This legislation protects areas for
outdoor recreation. It preserves land
for hunting, fishing, and other rec-
reational activities. Not only does this
package protect some of the most envi-
ronmentally significant and scenic
land in the country, it also provides
protection for our Nation’s water re-
sources and keeps our Wild and Scenic
Rivers undammed and free flowing.

Taken as a whole, this package is
truly landmark legislation. The
amendments incorporate bipartisan
bills introduced by the last Congress—
39 by Democrats and 36 by Republican
Members of the House.

Finally, as good a piece of legislation
as I think this is, the debate before us
is simply on the rule to debate the un-
derlying bill. My colleagues on the
other side of the aisle may argue that
this did not go through regular order,
or this limits second amendment
rights, or that it somehow excludes our
honored returning vets from accessing
public lands, but all of those argu-
ments are simply untrue.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will
the gentlelady yield?

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. No, I won’t.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support this very impor-
tant public lands bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, the best
thing about what has been happening
in this session of Congress, I think, is
that the American people are paying
close attention to what is going on
here, and I certainly hope that they are
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paying close attention to the debate on
this rule today because it’s an impor-
tant rule that we are debating and it’s
an important bill that is going to be
voted on.

Process is important, I think, al-
though people say most folks don’t pay
attention to it. But what the majority
has done, it’s taken a very, very bad
bill and used every possible maneuver
to it to keep us from really debating
this bill, from voting on amendments,
and from dealing with this bill in an
open way.

I want to say that I am a big sup-
porter of national parks. I often say
that I think the Federal Government’s
number one job is national defense, but
I think there is an important role in
this country for preserving land for all
people to use.

So I am a supporter of national
parks. When I travel around the coun-
try, those are the places that I like to
g0.

We are debating the rule, but the un-
derlying bill, I think, is going to harm
our country and harm Americans in
many ways. We are going to be re-
stricting Americans’ right to the sec-
ond amendment in this country. We are
going to be restricting people with dis-
abilities from using the very lands that
they think they should be able to use.
We are going to be restricting our dis-
abled veterans from being able to use
the parks and areas that are being set
aside. We are going to be trampling on
the important issue of eminent do-
main.

Many people are opposed to this bill.
We even have the ACLU along with
several other groups saying that they
are opposed to this bill and have seri-
ous reservations about it.

But it’s going to be rammed through,
like so many other things have been
rammed through in this session of Con-
gress, and it’s setting the tone for how
the majority is operating in this Con-
gress at this time.

We are even told that even though
100 of these bills—there are 160 bills in
this one bill—even though 100 of them
have never been debated by either
body, because the Senate okayed this,
then it’s okay with us.

I suspect that later on in this session
I'm going to hear my colleagues who
made that comment make a very, very
different kind of comment.

So I am very concerned about this
rule. I think it is a bad underlying bill.
I think the rule is bad because it cuts
off debate. But this is the modus ope-
randi of the majority in this session.

With that, Madam Speaker, I would
like to yield 8 minutes to a former
member of the Rules Committee, the
distinguished gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS).

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I rise in strong oppo-
sition to this rule and the total block-
ade erected by House Democrat leaders
to any amendments being offered on
this over 1,200-page bill, this $10 billion
omnibus lands package.
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This bill is a monster bill created by
the Senate, stacking together more
than 170 pieces of different legislation.
Over 100 of these bills have never been
voted on in the House.

The legislative strategy behind the
creation of this omnibus bill was to
make a bill—apparently like AIG—that
is too big to fail.

Of course, the bill does contain some
worthwhile provisions, including a few
that I offered. But if we were wise, if
we were wise in this House, our recent
experiences with TARP and the stim-
ulus package would serve as a cau-
tionary tale about the need for delib-
eration Dbefore passing gargantuan
bills.

Last week, for example, Congress
loudly expressed indignation about the
Wall Street bonuses. But now we learn
that restrictions on bonuses were in
the original legislation but they were
stripped out in the final bill by some-
one in Congress, specifically in the
Senate.

And yet here we are again, about to
ensure that another far-reaching bill
will move through the House,
unexamined, and it with no oppor-
tunity for amendment.

However, there are many areas in
this bill that need improvement. I
filed, Madam Speaker, just 10 amend-
ments with the Rules Committee on
the most serious areas of concern.

Let me highlight just a few of them:
Ensuring protection of our border secu-
rity; producing American-made energy
that will create new jobs; ensuring pub-
lic access to Federal lands—and I will
talk about that more in a moment—
and restoring Americans’ second
amendment rights while on Federal
lands. This was struck down last
Thursday by a judge here in D.C.

On the need to protect our borders,
do we know what effect the enhanced
environmental restrictions under this
bill will have on border security? No,
we do not.

The Senate has stricken out an
amendment by Mr. GRIJALVA of Ari-
zona to the National Landscape Con-
servation System bill that was adopted
in this House last April, 414-0. This
unanimously approved House amend-
ment stated, ‘“‘Nothing in this act shall
impede any efforts by the Department
of Homeland Security to secure the
borders of the United States.”” The Sen-
ate stripped this provision from the bill
and now that protection is gone.

I filed an amendment with the Rules
Committee to restore this provision as
it reflects the unanimous House posi-
tion, as well as another amendment to
apply this border security protection
language to the entire omnibus bill.

We must ensure that provisions in
this bill do not ban the use of vehicles
and other technology to patrol and se-
cure our border. But this rule we are
debating doesn’t allow any amend-
ments to be debated or voted on by this
House.

The force behind denying any amend-
ment to the omnibus bill is so great, so
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great, that the House is apparently
willing to fall over and play dead on
border security. We don’t even know
who is responsible for deleting this
amendment in the Senate.

If this bill becomes law without fix-
ing this border security loophole, I fear
we will likely look back in the future
and say, Well, we really should have
kept that safeguard in and not let the
Senate strip it out, just like the Senate
stripped out the AIG provision that we
railed against last week.

The price Americans pay to fill up
their cars is starting to go up again,
yet H.R. 146 prohibits American-made
energy production on Federal lands—
production that would create new jobs
in these difficult economic times. Our
Nation can’t afford to shut down the
creation of jobs and we can’t afford to
become even more dependent on for-
eign oil.

The omnibus bill even locks up Fed-
eral lands from renewable energy pro-
duction, including wind and solar.
Again, amendments that I filed to ad-
dress these issues were rejected by the
Rules Committee.

As written, Madam Speaker, the om-
nibus bill prevents and bans public ac-
cess to Federal lands in many ways.
The recreational riding of bicycles and
motorbikes is prohibited in over 2 mil-
lion acres of public land. Wheelchair
access to wilderness areas is effectively
banned as well.

Madam Speaker, let me explain. Fed-
eral law does not ensure that wheel-
chairs capable of use in outdoor nat-
ural areas are allowed. It only permits
wheelchairs that are ‘‘suitable for use
in an indoor pedestrian area.”

Madam Speaker, I know there’s a
great deal that politicians disagree on,
but I hope that we can agree on this
fundamental fact: Nature is outdoors.
Wilderness areas and national parks
are located outside, and wheelchairs
and similar devices that allow the dis-
abled access to outdoor natural areas is
not allowed under existing law or this
omnibus bill.

Furthermore, current law expressly
says that accommodation for wheel-
chairs or the disabled in wilderness
areas is not required. Therefore, the
disabled act reigns.

Public lands should be available for
public enjoyment. That includes dis-
abled. Yet access for disabled veterans
and all disabled Americans is not pro-
tected by this omnibus.

I proposed several amendments to ad-
dress these shortcomings, including ex-
plicit protections for bicycle access,
existing motorized recreational vehicle
access, as well as an amendment for ac-
cess for disabled and disabled veterans
on lands covered in this bill.

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I

would be happy to yield.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Madam Speaker, I want to congratu-
late our friend from Pasco, the ranking

March 25, 2009

member of the Resources Committee,
for his very hard work on this issue,
and to report to the House, unfortu-
nately, the fact that the Rules Com-
mittee last night, after a very, very
contentious debate, on a party-line
vote, decided not to allow the very
thoughtful amendments that Mr.
HASTINGS has brought forward to be
considered.

It’s interesting to note, if my friend
would continue to further yield, that
we in the last week or two have been
dealing with the aftermath of the 1,100-
page stimulus bill that was brought be-
fore us.
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We know that last week we spent all
of our time trying to figure out a way
around the $167 million in bonuses that
were provided to AIG executives. Ev-
eryone was up in arms about this, and
people are still pointing fingers to de-
termine how it is that that measure
got into the stimulus bill.

Well, one of the things that we found
is that unintended consequences con-
tinue to come forward and we, thanks
to Mr. HASTINGS’ efforts, found an un-
intended consequence. I have to say,
Madam Speaker, for many, many years
we, as Republicans, have been ma-
ligned, maligned regularly by our
friends on the other side of the aisle for
trying to pull the rug out from under
seniors, starving children, and the dis-
abled. I would not dream of standing
here arguing that there is any Member
of this House, Democrat or Republican,
who would want to deny the disabled
access to wilderness areas. But I know
this, a problem was raised.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington’s time has ex-
pired.

Ms. FOXX. I yield an additional 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS).

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield to the gentleman from California
(Mr. DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. Let me say, and I
thank both of my colleagues for their
kindness, but let me say, Madam
Speaker, as we look at this challenge
which has been such a great one, there
is no one, as I said, who would want to
deny any disabled person access, Demo-
crat or Republican, even though we are
regularly accused of such heinous acts
and have been for many, many years.

But Mr. HASTINGS found the unin-
tended consequence here, and last
night in the Rules Committee we came
forward and said here is a way to deal
with this challenge. We want to ensure
that people who are disabled have ac-
cess to our wilderness areas. And
again, Mr. HASTINGS had two amend-
ments. We offered them, and on a
party-line vote he was denied an oppor-
tunity to offer those amendments.

Again this gets to this point, Madam
Speaker, we are in this era of biparti-
sanship as put forward by Speaker
PELOSI, a great desire to listen to the
input provided by Members regardless
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of political party; and here we have a
commonsense package of amendments
that will deal with something that no
one wants to allow happen, and yet
Members of the Republican Party were
in fact shut out from having a chance
to offer those amendments whatsoever.
And I believe it is a very sad day for
this institution and the Committee on
Rules that such action would take
place.

I thank my friend for yielding and
thank him again for his very hard work
on this important issue.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I ap-
preciate the gentleman’s remarks.

Madam Speaker, there is another
issue. I offered an amendment with Mr.
BisHOP of Utah dealing with the second
amendment rights, and he will speak to
that. But I want to tell the House that
this is an issue to correct a Federal
judge’s decision from last week that
bans the use of firearms under State
law on certain Federal lands. We can
rectify that without slowing this bill
down at all.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. We
can rectify this, Madam Speaker, by
defeating the previous question. If we
defeat the previous question and allow
a motion to amend the rule to take up
the amendment that I offered dealing
with the second amendment, then we
can add that to the package and this
House will have an opportunity to vote
on that.

The reason I bring this up, while 2
weeks ago the House put in the
Altmire amendment, at that time the
nonrestriction on gun ownership on
Federal lands was in place until the
judge struck it down. This corrects
that, and it needs to be corrected. We
can correct it today by defeating the
previous question and allowing us to
amend the rule to take up my amend-
ment on the second amendment.

I urge Members when we get to that
point to vote ‘‘no” on the previous
question so we can amend the rule to
take up this issue on gun rights that
Mr. BisHOP will talk about later.

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

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
I appreciate the gentlelady’s courtesy
in permitting me to speak on the rule
and support for the underlying bill.

This morning marks hopefully the
culmination of 7 years of work that I
have been involved with in the State of
Oregon to preserve one of our special
places, the Mount Hood wilderness. It
has been a bipartisan effort. Indeed, I
hiked around Mount Hood with my
good friend and colleague, GREG WAL-
DEN, 5 years ago now, with our staff.
We have had countless meetings with
stakeholders, with Native Americans,
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with cyclists, with all of the special in-
terests that care about this icon of Or-
egon, Mount Hood. And it took us a lot
of hard work to reach the sweet spot
where we had bipartisan support. We
actually got it through the House once,
and it stumbled in the Senate.

Madam Speaker, it is too important
for us to start down this trail of start-
ing to tweak the legislation now, be-
cause I have watched the Mount Hood
wilderness be tied up in Senate politics
and procedural activities for a half-
dozen years now. I strongly urge that
we support this underlying bill and be
able to bring in millions of acres of
America’s special places to give them
wilderness designation.

I want to thank my friend, GREG
WALDEN; the dean of our delegation,
PETER DEFAZIO; and in the other body,
Senator WYDEN; former Republican
Senator Smith; and new Senator
MERKLEY. All of us have joined to-
gether on this landmark legislation for
Mount Hood. I see my good friend and
colleague Congressman MINNICK from
Idaho here. This is a journey in Idaho
that Representative SIMPSON has been
working on for years as well. Members
should come together and pass this leg-
islation.

The rule does matter. We have
watched one single Member of the
other body tie up critical wilderness
legislation for years. We have got it
through the Senate, finally. We have
broad bipartisan support for special
places all across America. I strongly
urge that we resist the temptation to
tinker with this bill now. I would like
to think that my colleague on the
other side of the aisle is offering this
from the purest of motives, but the
fact is that we have watched delay and
amendment foul up the wilderness leg-
islation procedurally for a half-dozen
years.

By approving this rule, approving
this legislation, we can move forward
with these protections for special
places all across America. And then we
can go back and deal with any unre-
solved issues. Heaven knows, I want to
make sure that we take care of issues
that relate to cyclists, for instance.
Vote for the rule, vote for the bill, and
get on with business.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. RADANOVICH).

Mr. RADANOVICH. Madam Speaker,
yesterday I went to the Rules Com-
mittee and offered an amendment to
the Omnibus Public Lands bill that
would have saved 80,000 jobs and over
$2.2 billion worth of income in my dis-
trict by ending the regulatory drought
that currently plagues the San Joaquin
Valley. Surprisingly, the Rules Com-
mittee said ‘‘no’ to saving 80,000 jobs
despite bipartisan support.

My amendment would have tempo-
rarily removed the restrictions the En-
dangered Species Act places on Federal
and State water pumps in the Cali-
fornia Bay-Delta, allowing water to be
moved from northern and central Cali-
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fornia to farming families in my dis-
trict and to millions of urban Califor-
nians in the southern portion of the
State. Pumping and storing more
water is necessary if we want to relieve
the devastating drought in California.
Yet, the Rules Committee didn’t con-
sider the billions of dollars and jobs it
would save to be worthwhile.

The way this legislation has been put
together and shuttled through Con-
gress is atrocious. The majority has
sprinkled a few meritorious provisions
in an effort to buy votes around what is
otherwise damaging legislation.

This bill blocks millions of acres
from new oil and gas leasing and all
other business activity. Further, the
bill designates more than 2 million
acres as wilderness acres, permanently
restricting public access. The Federal
Government already owns 30 percent of
the total land area of the United
States. It doesn’t need any more.

Though I will not vote for the Omni-
bus Public Lands bill for the serious
reasons previously stated, there are
some supportable measures in the bill.
The Tuolumne Me-Wuk Land Transfer
Act, the Madera Water Supply En-
hancement Act, and the San Joaquin
River Restoration Settlement are three
examples.

The Madera Water Supply Enhance-
ment Act creates an underground
water bank in my district which is des-
perately needed in the San Joaquin
Valley to mitigate the effects of
drought and the onerous Endangered
Species Act regulations.

I also support the San Joaquin River
Restoration Settlement, resolving a 20-
year lawsuit that threatened the water
supply for farmers in the San Joaquin
Valley. The San Joaquin River Res-
toration Settlement gave my agricul-
tural constituents something they did
not previously have: a seat at the nego-
tiating table. Before the settlement, a
Federal judge was going to decide how
much water farmers would lose in
order to restore a salmon fishery. By
giving farmers a voice in the solution,
the settlement prevents an agricul-
tural disaster and gives the agricul-
tural community some control over
their water future. Additionally, all 22
water districts of the Friant Water
Users Authority have consistently
voted in support of the settlement. The
settlement is a product of hardworking
folks who simply want to continue
growing food to feed this great Nation
with a safe, reliable, and efficient
water supply. I believe we have accom-
plished that goal in this settlement.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired.

Ms. FOXX. I yield another 30 seconds
to the gentleman from California.

Mr. RADANOVICH. Madam Speaker,
I support these portions of the Omni-
bus Public Lands Act, and believe that
they should be passed on their own
merit. However, for reasons stated
above, I cannot support the overall
package and urge my colleagues to
vote again this rule that did not allow
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a vote to save 80,000 jobs and over $2
million in income in California at no
cost to the taxpayers.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS).

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of the Omnibus
Public Lands bill under consideration,
as well as the rule.

This bipartisan and bicameral effort
has taken a lot of work, and it has been
a long and twisting road. But we have
before us today a widely supported
piece of legislation that benefits our
Nation from Florida to Alaska, Texas
to Minnesota, and, indeed, my district
in Colorado.

I was lucky enough to grow up in
Boulder, Colorado, hiking in Mount
Sanitas, the Flat Irons, and Flagstaff
Mountain—all areas under public man-
agement. This bill will protect and de-
fend some of America’s truly great
public lands so that children all across
the country can grow up enjoying our
environment and interacting with our
ecosystems, just like I did when I was
a kid.

It will also finally give Rocky Moun-
tain National Park, a prized jewel in
Colorado, the wilderness designation it
deserves. The Rockies, rising high
above Denver and our surrounding
communities, are visited by local resi-
dents and international adventurers
who come to be surrounded by our awe-
inspiring landscapes and diverse eco-
system.

These visitors sustain Colorado com-
munities like Estes Park and Grand
Lake, communities that rely on tour-
ism and recreation jobs, and will be
well served by this bill.

Furthermore, the National Land-
scape Conservation System, the wild
and scenic rivers and national heritage
areas that this bill codifies, will enrich
our country many times over. Just as
Rocky Mountain National Park and
the Indian Peaks Wilderness have en-
riched the culture and history of Colo-
rado, the National Landscape Con-
servation System will enrich our coun-
try.

This bill’s passage is long overdue. It
will preserve landscapes, educate gen-
erations, enrich lives and support local
communities. We have addressed any
reasonable concerns that have been
posed, and at long last it is time for
this bill to become law.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in support of this
important piece of legislation. I thank
Chairman RAHALL for his leadership on
this bill, Representative PINGREE for
her leadership on the rule, and I look
forward to sending this bill to the
President.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I now
would like to yield 4 minutes to my
distinguished colleague, the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP).
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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, this new bill and the amendments
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to the bill cover 177 different issues, 100
of which were obviously never dis-
cussed in the House before. I think it is
important to note that the chairman of
this committee, Mr. RAHALL, the Dem-
ocrat chairman, would not have done
this. On each of the issues we actually
did discuss, he went through regular
order. There were hearings. There was
a markup. They brought them individ-
ually to the floor for debate.

This bill is in this condition not be-
cause there were Senate filibusters, for
indeed some of these provisions have
sat over in the Senate for as long as 2
years. This bill—this concoction—is
here simply because the Senate failed
to do their job. They did not hold hear-
ings. They did not hold markups. They
did not bring these issues to the floor
in a regular manner. They lumped
them all together.

And now it is almost humorous to
watch the contortions that the Demo-
cratic Party is going to go through to
try and stifle any kind of debate or
change in this bill. Originally it came
to us as a suspension in a situation in
which it could not be amended, could
not have a motion to recommit, even
though it did somehow get an amend-
ment on it. Now it is coming back to us
in a version of amendments to another
Revolutionary War bill. They actually
had a Civil War monument battlefield
bill over there with a Republican spon-
sor. They could have at least made
those amendments to that bill and ap-
peared bipartisan. But nonetheless it is
now here to us as the form of amend-
ments with a closed rule so we can’t
talk about them again.

Now one of the amendments that got
into this bill, even though it wasn’t ac-
tually supposed to get into the bill,
dealt with hunting rights. Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington talked about
that issue very briefly. Hunting is not
the same thing as the second amend-
ment. And we have special interests
that went before a maverick judge who
ruled that 8 months of study is not the
same thing as a quick review. It is not
long enough. And therefore that judge,
in her own right, changed National
Park Service policy that was designed
to create consistency and created in-
stead chaos.

If the Park Service rule had been left
in place without this judge playing
around with it, all public lands under
the Department of the Interior would
be treated the same way. The Bureau
of Land Management does not prohibit
against lawful concealed carry any-
where that it is allowed by States. The
Forest Service doesn’t do it either.
Only the Park Service. And the Park
Service changed their rule to make it
in compliance with everything else and
bring consistency. This judge changed
it to chaos.

Now when we think about national
parks, we think about Yellowstone,
Grand Canyon, Zion and Bryce. But the
National Park Service controls lands,
they control roads and walkways. It is
impossible to drive or jog without
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going in and out of Park Service land
which is never signed or notified, so no
one really knows whether you are actu-
ally legally carrying a concealed weap-
on or not. We have had people who
have been arrested, entrapped, on Park
Service land for carrying a concealed
weapon where if they had gone a couple
of blocks further, they would be in Vir-
ginia territory where it was legal. That
is ridiculous. That is silly.

Yet this provision is now done by ju-
dicial fiat, which means that the hunt-
ing amendment that was put in by the
Democrats in the contortion of trying
to get this bill through is now mean-
ingless and it is insignificant, which is
why Representative HASTINGS of Wash-
ington has an amendment to reverse
that decision and bring consistency
back to the Department of the Interior.

This is the proper time. It is the
proper venue. It should have been made
in order. It would have solved the prob-
lem.

I introduced another amendment in
there to simply take four amendments
that were passed by this House on the
floor, bipartisan amendments, Repub-
lican and Democrat, that were voted in
a bipartisan way and rejected by the
Senate simply because the Senate said
they didn’t have the time to review
what the House did. These were short
amendments. If you wrote small, you
could put them all on one page. It is
wrong that the Senate rejects the work
of this floor. This side of the Capitol is
just as important as that side of the
Capitol.

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

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. It is just as im-
portant as that side of the Capitol. And
what we do should be respected. That
amendment should have been put in
order so that what the House passed
and what the House said should be part
of this particular bill if indeed it is
going to pass. There is no reason why
we should have our amendments taken
out and let the Senate simply do what
it wants to because the Senate failed to
work in an orderly process while they
had these bills for years and years.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Idaho (Mr. MINNICK).

Mr. MINNICK. Madam Speaker, this
legislation protects public lands in my
home State of Idaho within the vast
Owyhee Canyonlands. It is contained
within one county in my district which
is larger than five States and has only
12,000 hardscrabble residents, fewer
people per square mile than any county
in the continental United States.

Last summer, I had the privilege of
spending several days floating a rarely
visited upper stretch of the Owyhee
River within the area this bill will pro-
tect. If passed, this bill will perma-
nently protect as wilderness 517,000
stunning, unspoiled acres of my home
State’s landscape and would provide
Wild and Scenic status to nearly 315

The
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miles of its free flowing rivers. It will
also guarantee that the ranching fami-
lies who have protected this land for
generations will continue on, with
their grazing rights protected from the
free-ranging ORVs which will be re-
stricted to designated roads and trails.

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

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I yield the
gentleman 15 additional seconds.

Mr. MINNICK. I salute my colleague
in the Senate, MIKE CRAPO, who fos-
tered a bipartisan collaborative process
of ranchers, public officials, commu-
nity leaders and conservationists to
preserve our cherished Owyhees.

I urge my colleagues to support this
historic legislation. I support the rule.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I now
would like to yield 1 minute to my col-
league from Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM).

Mr. ROSKAM. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentlelady for yielding.

A couple of minutes ago, our friend
from the other side of the aisle, the
gentleman from Oregon said, and I
wrote it down, ‘“We need to resist the
temptation to tinker with this.”” Wow.
I don’t really have a category for that.
Think about the experience that we’re
coming off of where this body failed to
properly vet the stimulus package that
ends up passing with an 1,100-page thud
and all of a sudden people are unable to
answer the simple question, did you
read it or did you not read it? And we
have an AIG debacle that has com-
pletely confused and created a great
deal of consternation across the coun-
try.

Nearly half the bills that are being
contemplated in this omnibus, Madam
Speaker, have not been contemplated
by the House, and that is considered
“tinkering’’? I think that this is acting
as a coequal branch of government.
And we ought not to give up this au-
thority, we ought not to give up this
responsibility, and we need to vote
against this rule so that this House can
do the right thing.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I reserve my
time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I would
now like to yield 2 minutes to our col-
league, Mr. FLEMING, from Louisiana.

Mr. FLEMING. I thank the gentle-
lady from North Carolina.

I want to speak out on this rule and
certainly the underlying legislation for
the omnibus public land bill. The Con-
stitution of the United States has long
been a thorn in the side of many activ-
ist judges in this country. Last week
we witnessed another act of hostility
towards the Constitution when a U.S.
district judge single-handedly decided
to recede one of our basic constitu-
tional rights. The ruling by Judge Col-
leen Kollar-Kotelly eliminating a law-
abiding citizen’s right to carry a con-
cealed weapon on Federal lands is a di-
rect assault on the second amendment.

The right to bear arms was a found-
ing principle of our democracy, and the
second amendment spells out this prin-
ciple in clear, unambiguous language
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that requires no clarification or trans-
lation: ‘““The right of the People to
keep and bear arms shall not be in-
fringed.” Citizens should not lose this
right just because they are standing or
driving on Federal lands.

It is our responsibility in Congress to
craft legislation that is in accordance
with the Constitution. And we should
not see cede this responsibility to an
agenda-driven activist judge.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
upholding and protecting this coun-
try’s founding document by voting to
restore Americans’ second amendment
rights on public lands.

“A well regulated militia, being nec-
essary to the security of a free state,
the right of the people to keep and bear
arms shall not be infringed.”’

Let us never forget the second
amendment and its importance.
Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam

Speaker, I reserve my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I would
like to yield 2 minutes to Mr. NUNES,
the distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. NUNES. Madam Speaker, around
the world today, more than 1 billion
people do not have access to water.
Conflict rages among populations on
every continent for the control of this
vital resource. In the undeveloped
world, violence and bloodshed often de-
termine winners and losers. And, in-
deed, brutal dictators like Robert
Mugabe have taken water from their
own people as a means of control.

Most Americans would never believe
our government is capable of such an
act, the intentional drying up of entire
communities. That is what the San
Joaquin River Settlement does to cen-
tral California.

Madam Speaker, the Democrat lead-
ership in Congress clearly has no inter-
est in the economic prosperity of the
San Joaquin Valley and no compassion
for those suffering due to manmade
water shortages.

This legislation will ensure higher
unemployment in a region nearing 20
percent unemployment. The poverty
you are creating is unprecedented. This
body’s cruelty in the face of suffering
is beyond belief.

If this Congress isn’t capable of deliv-
ering water to people, perhaps we can
ask the United Nations for help. Maybe
they would be willing to deliver water,
distribute humanitarian aid and re-
build the San Joaquin Valley you seem
so committed to destroying.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no” on this rule and
vote ‘“‘no”’ on this bill.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I continue to
reserve my time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I would
like to ask the gentlewoman from
Maine if she is prepared to close.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Yes. I am
the last speaker for this side. I will re-
serve my time until the gentlewoman
has closed for her side and yielded back
her time.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman is recognized for 4 minutes.

Ms. FOXX. I must urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘no’”” on the previous
question so that we can amend this
rule to restore Americans’ second
amendment rights on public lands and
wildlife refuges. In January, with over-
whelming support from both sides of
the aisle, the Federal Government an-
nounced a commonsense policy to
allow citizens legally to carry con-
cealed firearms in national parks and
wildlife refuges in accordance with
State law.

Last week, House and Senate leaders
added an amendment, sponsored by
Representative JASON ALTMIRE, to the
Omnibus Public Lands Management
Act that protects hunting and fishing
on certain parts of Federal land. It
clarified that the States have the au-
thority to manage fish and wildlife. In
short, the Altmire amendment made
certain that Americans kept their sec-
ond amendment right to carry con-
cealed firearms on public land.

However, in an arbitrary reversal of
sound policy on March 19, a U.S. dis-
trict judge single-handedly decided to
block this commonsense policy to
allow citizens to carry concealed fire-
arms in national parks and wildlife ref-
uges in accordance with State laws. As
Ranking Member HASTINGS said,
“There is now a giant hole in the
Altmire language.”” Americans’ con-
stitutional second amendment rights
are again in jeopardy, and I call on the
Democrats in charge to amend this
rule so Congress can protect these
rights as we were sent here by our con-
stituents to do.

For months, Democrats in the House
and Senate have done everything in
their power to block the House from
voting on any amendments to this
enormous 1,200-page, $10 billion bill
which combines over 160 land bills,
most of which have never had hearings
in either the House or the Senate.

This bill contains hundreds of mil-
lions of taxpayer dollars in new spend-
ing and locks up additional public land
which may have energy resource poten-
tial. Many of the bills rolled into this
package are controversial and ambig-
uous, yet in a series of hasty maneu-
vers to silence dissent, the Democrats
have worked to marginalize rather
than engage the healthy debate our
constituents deserve on these bills.

With this new court ruling, Ameri-
cans’ second amendment rights would
be in jeopardy on all Federal land, in-
cluding 2 million new acres of land des-
ignated as ‘‘wilderness areas’ under
this bill. Today, there are 708 federally
imposed ‘‘wilderness areas’ totaling
107 million acres of land in 44 States. If
this bill is enacted, the amount of Fed-
eral wilderness areas will exceed the
amount of all developed land in the
United States. If Congress does not
take action to protect every Ameri-
can’s constitutional rights now, it
won’t be long before these rights are in
jeopardy on even more land.
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Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of the
amendment and extraneous material
into the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I call on
the Democrats in charge to fulfill their
obligation to the American people by
restoring their second amendment
right to carry concealed firearms on
public lands in accordance with State
law.

I urge my colleagues to defeat the
previous question and defeat the rule.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam
Speaker, let me be clear on two things.
Nothing in this bill in any way limits
or restricts access as defined by the
ADA. Nothing in H.R. 146 changes the
status quo in regards to regulation of
hunting, fishing and recreational ac-
tivities in designated areas.

I would like to enter into the RECORD
a letter from the National Rifle Asso-
ciation supporting the Altmire amend-
ment to the omnibus public land man-
agement bill.
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I will also submit for the RECORD a
full editorial in today’s New York
Times, and I would like to read briefly
from that editorial.

“This bill establishes three new na-
tional park units and protects more
than 1,000 miles of wild and scenic riv-
ers and streams from development. But
what makes it a memorial piece of leg-
islation are provisions giving perma-
nent wilderness status, the highest
layer of protection the law can confer,
to 2 million acres of public land in nine
States ranging from California and Or-
egon to Virginia. This would be the
largest addition to the nation’s store of
protected wilderness, now about 107
million acres, since 1994.

“The bill has broad bipartisan sup-
port in Congress and the country at
large. But after surviving a threatened
filibuster in the Senate in January, it
failed by two votes in the House, partly
for complex parliamentary reasons and
partly because some House Members
felt that not all the measure’s moving
parts (the bill is really 160 smaller bills
wrapped into one big one) had been
properly vetted in committee.

“This is a defect that afflicts many
omnibus bills. It is also true, however,
that every single provision in the bill
is a product of long and intense nego-
tiations stretching back years on the
State and local level, and the product,
that is, of consensus.

“The measure is now back in the
House after a second trip through the
Senate. It has been approved each step
of the way. Its most controversial pro-
vision for a road through a wildlife ref-
uge in Alaska has been revised for the
better. It now gives the Secretary of
the Interior the power to veto the road
if he feels it would cause excessive en-
vironmental damage.”’

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The New York Times closes by say-
ing, ‘“The House should honor all of
this work, as well as the country’s need
for protected open space, by approving
this worthy measure.”

This legislation has been through the
House and the Senate numerous times
in one form or another. The items in
the bill have been thoroughly vetted.
Most, if not all the House provisions
have had extensive hearings, com-
mittee markups and been passed by the
full House. The bill is a bipartisan
product that contains language sought
by Members on both sides of the aisle.
That was reflected in the last week’s
suspension vote of 282-144 here in the
House. The Senate vote was 77-20. Any
changes at this point would require
that the bill goes back to the Senate,
where further action is very unlikely.
It is time to pass this widely supported
bipartisan legislation and send it to
the White House for the President’s
signature. I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on the
previous question and on the rule.

NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION OF
AMERICA, INSTITUTE FOR LEGISLA-
TIVE ACTION,
Fairfax, VA, March 10, 2009.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives, The Capitol,
Washington, DC.
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
Republican Leader, House of Representatives,
The Capitol, Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI AND LEADER
BOEHNER: On behalf of the National Rifle As-
sociation, I am writing to express our sup-
port for the Altmire amendment to S. 22, the
Omnibus Public Land Management Act of
2009. The Altmire amendment would ensure
that the provisions of S. 22 will not be used
to close lands that are currently open to
hunting, fishing, trapping, target shooting
and other forms of traditional recreation. In
addition, the amendment clarifies that the
states retain the authority to manage resi-
dent fish and wildlife.

Encroaching development and the increas-
ing population demand for open space has re-
sulted the closure of federal lands that were
once open to traditional forms of recreation,
such as hunting and target shooting. Wheth-
er it is the closure of a trail that served as
the access point for a generations-old hunt-
ing camp or the closure of large areas to tar-
get shooting, the sportsman’s way of life has
been under attack. There are those who
would exacerbate this situation by attempt-
ing to use land designations to further close
federal lands to sportsmen. This is why the
Altmire amendment is necessary.

The Altmire amendment has already been
applied to the National Landscape Conserva-
tion System Act within S. 22. It is critical to
extend this protection for sportsmen to
other areas of the bill, specifically Titles V
and VIII pertaining to Rivers and Trails and
National Heritage Areas, respectively. This
is precisely what the Altmire amendment
would do.

While the NRA takes no position on S. 22
as a whole, the meaningful protections pro-
vided by the Altmire amendment are critical
to preserve access for sportsmen and the au-
thority of the states to manage resident
wildlife populations. For these reasons, we
support its inclusion in S. 22.

Should you have any questions or need ad-
ditional information, please do not hesitate
to contact me directly.

Sincerely,
CHRIS W. COX,
Ezrecutive Director,
NRA-ILA.
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[From the New York Times, Mar. 25, 2009]
A BILL WHOSE TIME HAS COME

Maybe, just maybe, with a little nudge
from Speaker NANCY PELOSI and other House
Democrats, Congress will at last push a his-
toric omnibus public lands bill over the fin-
ish line, perhaps as early as Wednesday.

The bill establishes three new national
park units and protects more than 1,000
miles of ‘“wild and scenic” rivers and
streams from development. But what makes
it a memorable piece of legislation are provi-
sions giving permanent wilderness status—
the highest layer of protection the law can
confer—to two million acres of public land in
nine states ranging from California and Or-
egon to Virginia.

This would be the largest addition to the
nation’s store of protected wilderness—now
about 107 million acres—since 1994.

The bill has broad bipartisan support in
Congress and the country at large. But after
surviving a threatened filibuster in the Sen-
ate in January, it failed by two votes in the
House—partly for complex parliamentary
reasons and partly because some House
members felt that not all of the measure’s
moving parts (the bill is really 160 smaller
bills wrapped into one big one) had been
properly vetted in committee.

This is a defect that afflicts many omnibus
bills. It is also true, however, that every sin-
gle provision in the bill is the product of
long and intense negotiations stretching
back years on the state and local level—the
product, that is, of consensus.

The measure is now back in the House
after a second trip through the Senate. It has
been improved each step of the way. Its most
controversial provision—for a road through a
wildlife refuge in Alaska—has been revised
for the better; it now gives the secretary of
the interior the power to veto the road if he
feels it would cause excessive environmental
damage.

The House should honor all this work, as
well as the country’s need for protected open
space, by approving this worthy measure.

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

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 280 OFFERED BY MS.
FOXX OF NORTH CAROLINA

After ‘‘concur in the Senate” strike
“‘amendments’ and insert ‘‘amendment to
the title and concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the text with the amendment speci-
fied in section 2.

At the end of the resolution, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 2. The amendment to the text referred
to in section 1 is as follows: At the end of
title XIII, add the following new section (and
conform the table of contents accordingly):
“SEC. 13007. FIREARMS IN NATIONAL PARKS AND

NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGES.

“Except as provided in section 930 of title
18, United States Code, a person may possess,
carry, and transport firearms within a na-
tional park area or national wildlife refuge
area in accordance with the laws of the State
in which the national park area or national
wildlife refuge are, or that portion thereof, is
located”.

The information contained herein was pro-
vided by Democratic Minority on multiple
occasions throughout the 109th Congress.)

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
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is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.

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

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

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

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

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 25, 2009.
Chairwoman LOUISE SLAUGHTER,
House Rules Committee,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN SLAUGHTER: It is with
deep personal regret that I learned of com-
ments you made about my truthfulness at
yesterday’s Rules Committee hearing in de-
scribing the lack of access that disabled
Americans and disabled veterans will have
on federal lands covered under H.R. 146, the
Omnibus Public Lands Management Act of
2009.

Having served on the Rules Committee for
twelve years, I take particular exception to
the fact you chose to direct your comments
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at me only after I departed the hearing fol-
lowing my appearing before you as a witness
for an hour. If there were doubts about the
accuracy of what I stated, courtesy and fair
play would mean allowing me the oppor-
tunity to rebut your accusations with the
facts.

The facts show that my amendments to en-
sure access for the disabled and disabled vet-
erans on federal lands in this bill are very
much needed. As written, the Omnibus Lands
Bill prevents and bans public access to fed-
eral lands in many ways. The recreational
riding of bicycles and motor bikes is prohib-
ited on over 2 million acres of public land.
Wheelchair access to wilderness areas is ef-
fectively banned as well. Federal law does
not ensure that wheelchairs capable of use in
outdoor, natural areas are allowed—it only
permits wheelchairs that are ‘‘suitable for
use in an indoor pedestrian area.” Wilderness
areas and national parks are located out-
doors, not indoors. Wheelchairs and similar
devices that allow the disabled access to out-
door, natural areas are not ensured under ex-
isting law or this Omnibus bill. Further-
more, current federal law expressly says that
accommodations for wheelchairs or the dis-
abled in Wilderness areas are not required.

Public lands should be available for public
enjoyment, and that includes for the dis-
abled. Yet, true access for disabled veterans
and all disabled Americans is not protected
in this Omnibus. I proposed two amendments
to explicitly ensure access for the disabled
and disabled veterans to lands covered in the
Omnibus bill. As you know, these amend-
ments were blocked by you and Democrat
Members of the Rules Committee.

I regret the inaccurate, false statements
made about my truthfulness, and that such
comments were made only after I left the
hearing room. But what I most seriously re-
gret is that the Rules Committee under your
leadership refused to ensure true access for
the disabled and disabled veterans for public
lands in the Omnibus bill.

Sincerely,
Doc HASTINGS,
Ranking Republican Member,
House Natural Resources Committee.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time and move the previous ques-
tion 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 noes appeared to have it.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.
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SPECIAL INSPECTOR GENERAL
FOR THE TROUBLED ASSET RE-
LIEF PROGRAM ACT OF 2009

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the Senate bill (S. 383) to
amend the Emergency Economic Sta-
bilization Act of 2008 (division A of
Public Law 110-343) to provide the Spe-
cial Inspector General with additional
authorities and responsibilities, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The text of the Senate bill is as fol-
lows:

S. 383

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““‘Special In-
spector General for the Troubled Asset Relief
Program Act of 2009,

SEC. 2. AUDIT AND INVESTIGATION AUTHORI-
TIES.

Section 121 of the Emergency Economic
Stabilization Act of 2008 (division A of Public
Law 110-343) is amended—

(1) in subsection (c), by adding at the end
the following:

‘““(4)(A) Except as provided under subpara-
graph (B) and in addition to the duties speci-
fied in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), the Special
Inspector General shall have the authority
to conduct, supervise, and coordinate an
audit or investigation of any action taken
under this title as the Special Inspector Gen-
eral determines appropriate.

‘“(B) Subparagraph (A) shall not apply to
any action taken under section 115, 116, 117,
or 125.”; and

(2) in subsection (d)—

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (c)(1)” and inserting ‘‘subsection
(c)(1) and (4)”’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘(3) The Office of the Special Inspector
General for the Troubled Asset Relief Pro-
gram shall be treated as an office included
under section 6(e)(3) of the Inspector General
Act of 1978 (56 U.S.C. App.) relating to the ex-
emption from the initial determination of
eligibility by the Attorney General.”.

SEC. 3. PERSONNEL AUTHORITIES.

Section 121(e) of the Emergency Economic
Stabilization Act of 2008 (division A of Public
Law 110-343) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by inserting ‘“(A)” after “(1)’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B)(1) Subject to clause (ii), the Special
Inspector General may exercise the authori-
ties of subsections (b) through (i) of section
3161 of title 5, United States Code (without
regard to subsection (a) of that section).

‘(ii) In exercising the employment au-
thorities under subsection (b) of section 3161
of title 5, United States Code, as provided
under clause (i) of this subparagraph—

““(I) the Special Inspector General may not
make any appointment on and after the date
occurring 6 months after the date of enact-
ment of the Special Inspector General for the
Troubled Asset Relief Program Act of 2009;

‘(II) paragraph (2) of that subsection (re-
lating to periods of appointments) shall not
apply; and

‘“(IIT) no period of appointment may exceed
the date on which the Office of the Special
Inspector General terminates under sub-
section (k).”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(5)(A) Except as provided under subpara-
graph (B), if an annuitant receiving an annu-
ity from the Civil Service Retirement and
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Disability Fund becomes employed in a posi-
tion within the Office of the Special Inspec-
tor General for the Troubled Asset Relief
Program, his annuity shall continue. An an-
nuitant so reemployed shall not be consid-
ered an employee for purposes of chapter 83
or 84.

‘(B) Subparagraph (A) shall apply to—

‘(i) not more than 25 employees at any
time as designated by the Special Inspector
General; and

‘‘(ii) pay periods beginning after the date
of enactment of the Special Inspector Gen-
eral for the Troubled Asset Relief Program
Act of 2009.”.

SEC. 4. RESPONSE TO AUDITS AND COOPERATION
AND COORDINATION WITH OTHER
ENTITIES.

Section 121 of the Emergency Economic
Stabilization Act of 2008 (division A of Public
Law 110-343) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (f), (g), and
(h) as subsections (i), (j), and (k), respec-
tively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing:

¢(f) CORRECTIVE RESPONSES TO AUDIT PROB-
LEMS.—The Secretary shall—

‘(1) take action to address deficiencies
identified by a report or investigation of the
Special Inspector General or other auditor
engaged by the TARP; or

“(2) certify to appropriate committees of
Congress that no action is necessary or ap-
propriate.

¢“(g) COOPERATION AND COORDINATION WITH
OTHER ENTITIES.—In carrying out the duties,
responsibilities, and authorities of the Spe-
cial Inspector General under this section, the
Special Inspector General shall work with
each of the following entities, with a view
toward avoiding duplication of effort and en-
suring comprehensive oversight of the Trou-
bled Asset Relief Program through effective
cooperation and coordination:

(1) The Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Treasury.

‘“(2) The Inspector General of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation.

‘(83) The Inspector General of the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission.

‘“(4) The Inspector General of the Federal
Reserve Board.

‘() The Inspector General of the Federal
Housing Finance Board.

‘(6) The Inspector General of any other en-
tity as appropriate.

““(h) COUNCIL OF THE INSPECTORS GENERAL
ON INTEGRITY AND EFFICIENCY.—The Special
Inspector General shall be a member of the
Council of the Inspectors General on Integ-
rity and Efficiency established under section
11 of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5
U.S.C. App.) until the date of termination of
the Office of the Special Inspector General
for the Troubled Asset Relief Program.”.
SEC. 5. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.

Section 121(i) of the Emergency Economic
Stabilization Act of 2008 (division A of Public
Law 110-343), as redesignated by this Act, is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking the first
sentence and inserting ‘‘Not later than 60
days after the confirmation of the Special
Inspector General, and not later than 30 days
following the end of each fiscal quarter, the
Special Inspector General shall submit to
the appropriate committees of Congress a re-
port summarizing the activities of the Spe-
cial Inspector General during that fiscal
quarter.’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3)
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively;

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(2) Not later than September 1, 2009, the
Special Inspector General shall submit a re-
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port to Congress assessing use of any funds,
to the extent practical, received by a finan-
cial institution under the TARP and make
the report available to the public, including
posting the report on the home page of the
website of the Special Inspector General
within 24 hours after the submission of the
report.”’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

‘() Except as provided under paragraph
(3), all reports submitted under this sub-
section shall be available to the public.”.

SEC. 6. FUNDING OF THE OFFICE OF THE SPE-
CIAL INSPECTOR GENERAL.

Section 121(j)(1) of the Emergency Eco-
nomic Stabilization Act of 2008 (division A of
Public Law 110-343), as redesignated by this
Act, is amended by inserting before the pe-
riod at the end the following: ‘‘, not later
than 7 days after the date of enactment of
the Special Inspector General for the Trou-
bled Asset Relief Program Act of 2009,

SEC. 7. COUNCIL OF THE INSPECTORS GENERAL
ON INTEGRITY AND EFFICIENCY.

The Special Inspector General for Iraq Re-
construction and the Special Inspector Gen-
eral for Afghanistan Reconstruction shall be
a members of the Council of the Inspectors
General on Integrity and Efficiency estab-
lished under section 11 of the Inspector Gen-
eral Act of 1978 (b U.S.C. App.) until the date
of termination of the Office of the Special
Inspector General for Iraq Reconstruction
and the Office of the Special Inspector Gen-
eral for Afghanistan Reconstruction, respec-
tively.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. MOORE) and the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN) each
will control 20 minutes. The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Kansas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have b5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and to insert
extraneous material.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

We are in a deep and painful eco-
nomic downturn, the likes of which we
haven’t seen in decades. Just last
month our economy lost over 650,000
jobs for the third straight month,
bringing the total number of jobs lost
since December 2007 to 4.4 million.
That’s more than 1%2 times the entire
population of my home State of Kan-
sas.

But something we should remember,
Madam Speaker, is our financial sector
must be stabilized and confidence re-
stored before we see any economic re-
covery.

My constituents, like most Ameri-
cans, are anxious and frustrated, and
they deserve the strongest oversight
and accountability of how their tax-
payer dollars are spent.

When Congress enacted the Emer-
gency Economic Stabilization Act last
October, the new law not only created
the Troubled Assets Relief Program, or
TARP, we made sure to include strong
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oversight protections for United States
taxpayers, such as the creation of the
Special Inspector General for TARP or
SIGTARP.

Last month, Mr. Neal Barofsky, the
newly appointed SIGTARP, testified
before the House Financial Services
Oversight and Investigation Sub-
committee. He said that after adding
up all the Federal programs utilizing
TARP funds, the total amount of
money potentially at risk was approxi-
mately $2.875 trillion.

Mr. Barofsky went on to say, ‘“We
stand on the precipice of the largest in-
fusion of government funds over the
shortest period of time in our Nation’s
history. History teaches us that an
outlay of so much money in such a
short period of time will inevitably
draw those seeking to profit crimi-
nally. We are looking at the potential
exposure of tens if not hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars in taxpayer money lost
to fraud. We must be vigilant.”

As chairman of the Oversight and In-
vestigations Subcommittee, I couldn’t
agree more. We must be vigilant to
protect the United States taxpayers.

I worked with my friend, Ranking
Member JUDY BIGGERT, as well as Con-
gressmen STEVE DRIEHAUS and ERIC
PAULSEN, and we introduced H.R. 1341,
a companion bill to the Senate bill, S.
383 we are considering today. The Sen-
ate has already unanimously approved
this bill twice. Most recently, Senator
CLAIRE MCCASKILL introduced this leg-
islation last month, and the Senate ap-
proved the bill the same day. This bi-
partisan legislation equips the
SIGTARP with the tools he needs by,
No. 1, making clear the SIGTARP has
the audit and investigative authority
over any taxes taken by the TARP pro-
gram; No. 2, giving the SIGTARP the
authority to hire auditors and staff
quickly by granting him temporary
hiring authority; No. 3, requiring the
Treasury Secretary to explain why any
SIGTARP recommendation is not im-
plemented; and, No. 4, mandating that
the SIGTARP issue a report no later
than September analyzing how TARP
funds have been spent to date.

Gene Dodaro from GAO and Professor
Elizabeth Warren from Congressional
Oversight Panel testified they sup-
ported S. 383, and Mr. Barofsky testi-
fied that he ‘‘desperately needs more
hiring flexibility, the type of which is
contained in S. 383.”

He said, ‘“‘Quick passage of this im-
portant and essential legislation will
allow me to hire rapidly the essential
personnel to meet the challenges of
providing effective oversight. I believe
that this bill will help provide the nec-
essary resources for us to meet our ob-
ligation to help protect the U.S. tax-
payers’ investments.”

There are additional issues we should
consider, such as CO’s request to hire
retired annuitants, and other sugges-
tions made at our committee markup
that we will continue to monitor. I will
note the amendments offered were
well-intended, but they did little other
than give special emphasis to activities
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already authorized by SIGTARP’s man-
date in current law or as expressed in
S. 383.

Conversely, if we included those
amendments it would have had the ef-
fects of substantially slowing down the
bill because it would require further
action by the Senate.

Most importantly, I think it’s telling
that not one Financial Services Com-
mittee member, Republican or Demo-
crat, voted against this bill at the
markup. And not one Senator, Repub-
lican or Democrat, voted against this
bill. Protecting taxpayer money should
be a nonpartisan effort, and I believe
this bill keeps with that spirit.

In light of the SIGTARP’s testimony
and the urgency of his request, and
with legitimate public outrage over the
AIG bonuses and other misbehavior by
TARP recipients, it’s important now
more than ever that we approve this bi-
partisan bill today so we can send it
straight to the President’s desk for sig-
nature.

I urge my colleagues to support S.
383, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. PAULSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of Senate bill 383, the Special In-
spector General for the Troubled Asset
Relief Program Act.

It is clear that both the Bush and
Obama administrations, as well as Con-
gress, have failed to include adequate
oversight of taxpayer dollars being
spent through the Troubled Asset Re-
lief Program, the TARP bill.

The lack of oversight and trans-
parency are why one of my first votes
in Congress as a freshman Member was
against the release of the additional
$350 billion in TARP bailout spending
that companies like AIG are currently
receiving.

When Congress is literally spending
billions and billions of taxpayer dol-
lars, it is critical that we have the
most stringent oversight and trans-
parency possible. The good news is that
we have a chance to act on this impor-
tant issue today.

The legislation before us gives broad
authority for a Special Inspector Gen-
eral to oversee any remaining spending
of TARP funds. This bill will provide
the Special Inspector General with the
authority to conduct, to supervise and
to coordinate an audit or any inves-
tigation of any action taken with re-
gard to TARP funds. It also will re-
quire the Special Inspector General to
submit quarterly reports to Congress,
while also requiring the Secretary of
the Treasury to take action, or certify
that no action is necessary, when any
problems or deficiencies are identified
by the inspector. And of course the bill
also requires that the reports on insti-
tutions who receive TARP funding be
posted on the Special Inspector Gen-
eral’s Web site within 24 hours after
being submitted to Congress so the
public has access to this information as
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well. Simply put, this bill represents a
major break from the past.

Madam Speaker, the American peo-
ple deserve to know when Washington
is spending taxpayer dollars, and we
are making every effort with this legis-
lation to ensure that those dollars are
being spent wisely. And while some of
us, including me, continue to have seri-
ous concerns about the sweeping and
the expanding role of government in-
volvement in the private sector, I do
believe that we can all agree today
that increasing oversight of the money
that’s currently being spent is the
right thing to do.

As a new Member, I came to Wash-
ington hoping to fix broken policies
that have plagued Congress for far too
long. We have the ability to make that
change, and this bill is a move and a
step in the right direction. It will take
a bipartisan effort from Congress and
the administration, but we must make
it.

And along those lines, I want to
thank especially the chairman of the
Oversight and Investigation Sub-
committee, Congressman MOORE, for
his leadership on this issue and bring-
ing this effort forward in a bipartisan
basis.

I also want to commend the ranking
member, Ms. JUDY BIGGERT, for her ef-
forts and leadership as well. I appre-
ciate their efforts to work together in
a bipartisan way in crafting this legis-
lation.

And I, of course, want to thank the
committee staff for their tireless work
that they have put on behind the
scenes. They have been an extremely
valuable resource.

So, Madam Speaker, the bill we have
before us today will help us bring ac-
countability to a program that spends
hundreds and hundreds of billions of
dollars of taxpayer money, and I urge
my colleagues support. American tax-
payers deserve no less.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, I would like to thank Con-
gressman PAULSEN for his work as well
on this legislation. I think he is ex-
actly right. We need to pass this on a
bipartisan basis.

At this time, Madam Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlelady from Cali-
fornia, Congresswoman SPEIER.

Ms. SPEIER. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man, for your leadership.

I rise today in support of S. 383 to au-
thorize the Special Inspector General
to hire the essential staff needed to fol-
low the money and provide account-
ability for the billions of dollars tax-
payers have invested in financial insti-
tutions.

I must say, Madam Speaker, that
this particular function is among the
most critical in government today. Ag-
gressive and competent oversight is ab-
solutely necessary for any of these gov-
ernment programs to operate effec-
tively.

Last year, when the House voted for
the Emergency Economic Stabilization
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Act, I raised concerns about potential
problems that could hamper TARP.
Among them, conflicts of interest and
a lack of transparency were the most
serious. I was encouraged that leader-
ship was committed to keep a close
watch on taxpayer money. This bill
honors that commitment.

Within weeks of the passage of the
Stabilization Act I had an opportunity
to speak with Gene Dodaro from the
Government Accountability Office and
Dr. Elizabeth Warren, Chair of the Con-
gressional Oversight Panel. Their re-
ports to Congress have been illu-
minating in what banks have and have
not done with the TARP funds. And
both of these individuals have stressed
the need for competent and knowledge-
able staff to provide proper oversight.

I first met Mr. Neal Barofsky, the
Special Inspector General, at a hearing
of the Oversight Investigation Sub-
committee of the Financial Services
Committee, and found his testimony
and answers to questions to be frank
and extremely well thought out.

Now, he may ruffle some feathers in
this city that doesn’t like having its
feathers ruffled, but he is precisely the
kind of person we need to do that job.
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I was disappointed to hear that Mr.
Barofsky lacked the staff he needed to
oversee such a massive outlay of tax-
payer money. This bill allows the Spe-
cial Inspector General to hire 25 retired
annuitants. These are people who are
retired from Federal service but who
have the know-how, who have the abil-
ity and who, frankly, will cost us less
money because we are not paying for
the retirement benefits. These employ-
ees are desperately needed, as the arti-
cle in yesterday’s Washington Post
provided.

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

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. I yield an ad-
ditional minute to the gentlewoman.

Ms. SPEIER. Madam Speaker, I have
spoken with our subcommittee Chair,
Mr. MOORE, about the need to give
similar hiring powers to Dr. Warren at
the Congressional Oversight Panel, and
soon will introduce legislation author-
izing that.

We ask the American people to take
a huge leap of faith with us when we
pass the Emergency Economic Sta-
bilization Act. It is imperative that we
protect the taxpayers’ investment by
providing adequate staffing to conduct
the vital oversight and accountability
functions.

Mr. PAULSEN. Madam Speaker, I
would like to now yield 5 minutes to
the distinguished ranking member of
the Domestic Policy Subcommittee of
the Oversight and Government Reform
Committee, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. IssA), who takes the role of
being a taxpayer watchdog very seri-
ously and works very hard at that ef-
fort.

(Mr. ISSA asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, a good
bill is, in fact, not necessarily the
democratic process at work. I am dis-
appointed that the majority chose to
forego oversight committee respon-
sibilities on this TARP IG.

In an exchange of letters with the
chairman, whom I respect a great deal,
we have failed to reconcile that. Al-
though this piece of legislation arrived
in the House on February 9, it never
got a hearing or a markup in the com-
mittee of primary jurisdiction on all of
the IGs. This is not a bad piece of legis-
lation, Madam Speaker. It could be
better. It would be better if the major-
ity did not choose to, in their own
words, say that there was not time to
consider these other items. Madam
Speaker, something cannot arrive from
the Senate on February 9 and yet have
to be passed on March 25 because there
was no time. We have had far greater
time than we had to do it wrong in the
TARP. The speakers on both sides of
the aisle have made the very valid
point that ‘‘ready, shoot aim’ was the
mistake of the TARP.

I don’t believe that this will be an
impossible situation. What I do believe
is that the democratic process here in
the House has been violated once
again. Perfectly good, by their own
statement, amendments were sug-
gested by the Republican minority on
the Financial Services Committee. Yet
they were rejected, not based on their
merit but based on that it would have
taken more time. They would have had
to send it back to the Senate. The Sen-
ate would have had to have a delibera-
tive process.

Madam Speaker, we are not allowed
here in the House to speak ill of the
Senate—of the other body—or of the
President and the Vice President, but I
think we certainly can speak that, if
we can be told there is not time to get
it right, the Senate should be asked,
couldn’t they, in fact, be given the
time—a day or two or three—to look at
amendments that we have considered
and that have been rejected on time. I
know that is not going to happen. I
know that this bill will pass either
unanimously or with substantial ap-
proval, but this is yet another example
of a body who has not recognized that
a crisis is not an excuse to move legis-
lation, no matter how well-intended,
prematurely or as less than what it
should be.

I enjoy working with the chairman of
the committee. I believe he is a good
man who wants to increase trans-
parency and oversight. I believe we
have missed an opportunity here today
to do that little bit better that we both
promised to do when we were elevated
to these positions. So, Madam Speaker,
I will vote for this bill. I will vote for
this bill because it is more good than
bad, but it could have been better.

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the chair-
man of the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform, Chairman
TowNs of New York.
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Mr. TOWNS. Madam Speaker, as
chairman of the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, I rise in
support of S. 383, the Special Inspector
General for the Troubled Asset Relief
Program Act of 2009.

It has been over 5 months since Con-
gress approved the $700 billion rescue
plan for the financial industry. During
this time, the oversight committee has
documented the accountability and
transparency shortcomings of the pro-
gram. I have asked before and I will
ask again:

What did the American people get or
what can they expect to get from the
$700 billion rescue plan?

It is my goal to make sure that the
taxpayers receive meaningful answers
to these questions to make certain
that the money is spent wisely and to
ensure that waste, fraud and mis-
management is avoided. I am pleased
to support this legislation because I
have no doubt that such oversight of
the TARP program will greatly benefit
from these measures to strengthen the
TARP Special Inspector General.

As Special Inspector General
Barofsky told our Domestic Policy
Subcommittee earlier this month,
more than $300 billion has already been
expended. The spending program is up
and running, but the office designed to
oversee this spending has not yet been
provided with all of the authority it
needs to do this job effectively. These
are his words.

We should not wait a moment longer.
S. 383 provides this authority. It allows
the SIGTARP to conduct oversight
over all aspects of the TARP program.
It also grants the SIGTARP the tem-
porary hiring authority needed to
quickly put in place the staff that the
IG needs to conduct critical audits of
the program. Under normal cir-
cumstances, I would not advocate any
deviation from the normal civil service
hiring process. I would say that is what
we should follow, but these are any-
thing but normal circumstances. These
critical audits and investigation posi-
tions should be filled right away. I
should note that, even with its current
modest staff, the SIGTARP has dem-
onstrated its effectiveness in over-
seeing the TARP program.

Last month, I wrote to Treasury Sec-
retary Geithner, urging him to adopt
the recommendations made by Mr.
Barofsky in his initial report to Con-
gress. 1 asked that all TARP agree-
ments include language requiring fund-
ing recipients to provide information
to the SIGTARP and other inspectors
general to establish internal controls
and to clarify compliance. Impor-
tantly, S. 383 would require the Treas-
ury Secretary to report back to Con-
gress if any recommendations made by
the SIGTARP are not adopted.

I look forward to working together
with Mr. Barofsky and with Secretary
Geithner to ensure transparency in the
TARP program. I believe this legisla-
tion is an important step in restoring
our economy. It will provide greater
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accountability to the taxpayers who
are funding the TARP program, and I
urge its adoption.

Let me just say that I want to thank
all who have worked on this because 1
think this is legislation that is very,
very important, and I think this is leg-
islation that is going to help us elimi-
nate waste, fraud and abuse.

Mr. PAULSEN. Madam Speaker, I
would now like to yield 2 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from the
10th Congressional District from Geor-
gia (Mr. BROUN).

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today because we are,
once again, considering another legis-
lative cover-up from mistakes that
have already been made.

Last week, Democratic leadership
here in Congress drove their steamroll
of socialism right over this legislative
body, forcing through an unconstitu-
tional 90 percent tax targeting AIG em-
ployees, but it serves no other purpose
than to divert attention from the
truth, the truth that congressional
leaders made these bonus payments
possible through a lack of trans-
parency.

Today, we are hastily considering an-
other bill with the intention of cor-
recting a mistake that should not have
been made in the first place. Today’s
bill to expand the powers of the TARP
Inspector General is akin to locking
the door on the henhouse after the fox
has already snuck in, and now the
chickens are dead.

Congress has irresponsibly wasted
$700 billion of the taxpayers’ money on
TARP, selling this plan to the Amer-
ican people as a way to free up credit
markets. But they are not freed up.
They are still frozen. We were sold a
bill of goods, and now we know that
the taxpayer-funded TARP program
lacks transparency and accountability.

Madam Speaker, by now, we should
anticipate the sly fox’s arrival and
start locking—in fact, deadbolting—the
henhouse door before it gets in, not
after. We have to demand trans-
parency. We have to demand account-
ability. We are not getting it. The
American people should demand that.
We are spending too much. We are tax-
ing too much. We are borrowing too
much money from the TARP all the
way to this new budget that has been
proposed that we are going to be con-
sidering in the very near future. We
have got to stop the steamroll of so-
cialism.

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY).

Mr. HINCHEY. Madam Speaker, I
just want to say a few words in favor of
what is attempting to be done here in
the context of this bill.

The TARP situation, which, as we re-
member, was set up last fall and, in ef-
fect, was rammed through here by the
then-Secretary of the Treasury, au-
thorized the expenditure of $700 billion,
and under the last administration,
about $380 billion had already been
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spent. So what we are trying to do here
now is to make sure that the rest of
this money is spent in appropriate
ways.

We have already set up the Special
Inspector General, establishing that
piece of responsibility here, and now
what we are doing in the context of
this bill is putting into effect all of the
measures that are going to ensure the
effectiveness of that Special Inspector
General to make sure that he has the
ability to carry out his responsibil-
ities—to oversee the way in which this
money is being allocated, how it is
being used, what the impact of its use
is. None of that was included in that
TARP bill which the previous Sec-
retary of the Treasury came here and,
in effect, forced through the Congress.

So this is an essential element here.
This legislation is critically important.
We need to make certain that these
economic circumstances are dealt with
but that they are dealt with respon-
sibly and effectively, and that is what
this legislation is going to do. I cannot
see any reason why anyone would ob-
ject to it, why anyone would put any
opposition to it, why anyone would try
to slow it down in getting effect. All of
this is absolutely essential on behalf of
the people of this country.

We heard some statements being
made just a couple of minutes ago
about money being spent and allega-
tions about how that money is too
much. Well, $380 billion, yes, spent by
the previous Secretary of the Treasury
is much too much. We need to make
sure that this is done in the proper
way, and that is why this legislation
needs to be adopted.

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, we have no more speakers,
and we reserve the remainder of our
time.

Mr. PAULSEN. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Madam Speaker, again, I came to
Washington with the goal of increasing
transparency and accountability in the
way that taxpayer dollars are being
spent. I know many of us share that
goal. Certainly, the subcommittee
chairman does. Unfortunately, it is
abundantly clear that the initial TARP
bailout funding is being spent without
proper oversight. There is no doubt.

When the Federal Government is lit-
erally spending hundreds of billions of
dollars, it is critical that we have the
most stringent oversight of that spend-
ing. That is our obligation to the tax-
payer, especially now when our con-
stituents are being forced to do much
more with much less. They have the
absolute right to know that their
money—it is their money—is being
spent properly and wisely. This legisla-
tion will give additional tools to help
ensure that there is proper tracking,
proper accounting and proper oversight
for all the spending of taxpayer dollars
going forward.

As the subcommittee chairman
knows, in committee, we heard testi-
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mony about the potential for addi-
tional waste, additional fraud, addi-
tional abuse. This ensures we will have
protection from that. So I ask my col-
leagues to vote in support of this legis-
lation.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I want to thank Representative
PAULSEN for his contributions here and
his work on this legislation.

Let me close by urging my colleagues
to support S. 383. I don’t know how
anyone can argue with the fact that
the United States taxpayers we rep-
resent deserve strong oversight of how
their funds are used, and this bill will
do just that. Support this bipartisan
bill so we can equip the Special Inspec-
tor General for TARP with the staff
and authority he needs to track the use
of TARP funds and limit any waste,
fraud and abuse in the program.

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, | am dis-
appointed that the Majority has unilaterally
elected to forgo Oversight and Government
Reform Committee consideration of this legis-
lation, which will affect the billions of dollars
disbursed under the troubled asset relief pro-
gram (TARP). Despite the Majority’s pledge of
openness and transparency, they have chosen
to discharge this legislation from our Com-
mittee and deny the Members of our Com-
mittee, and the citizens they represent, a voice
in this important legislation.

The TARP suffers from a serious lack of
transparency and accountability. As of Feb-
ruary 6th of this year, the Treasury Depart-
ment has committed $300 billion in taxpayer
funds to our nation’s financial institutions in
the form of preferred shares and warrants,
loans and insurance against losses. While the
Treasury Department currently monitors ag-
gregate monthly levels of some banking activi-
ties, it does not require any recipient of TARP
funds to disclose the details of any individual
transaction that the recipient would not have
entered into but for the receipt of TARP
money. In other words, we do not know
whether $300 billion of taxpayer money has
changed anyone’s behavior. As a result, nei-
ther the Treasury Department, nor Congress,
nor the general public truly knows the out-
come achieved by the injection of taxpayer
funds.

Given the magnitude of the TARP program
and the critical importance of focused over-
sight of this program, avoiding consideration of
this legislation in an open, bipartisan process,
goes against our shared desire to bring trans-
parency to this massive expenditure of tax-
payer funds.

The House received this legislation on Feb-
ruary 9, 2009. Since that time, the Oversight
Committee has had the benefit of hearings,
testimony, policy developments, and institu-
tional action, all of which could improve this
legislation. For example, at our hearing on
March 11, “Peeling Back the TARP: Exposing
Treasury’s Failure to Monitor the Ways Finan-
cial Institutions are Using Taxpayer Funds
Provided under the Troubled Assets Relief
Program”, Special Inspector General Barofsky
agreed with the need for greater transparency
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in the TARP program, and Democrats and Re-
publicans had suggestions that could have im-
proved this bill.

For example, if given the opportunity, |
would have offered an amendment to this leg-
islation to deliver true transparency in the
TARP program, by requiring all data disclosed
by TARP recipients to be disclosed in a stand-
ard, consistent, and structured format. This is
essential to ensure transparency and account-
ability for TARP funds. Without this amend-
ment, TARP recipients will be able to continue
reporting data on how they have used tax-
payer money received under TARP in any
data format they choose, obscuring important
information.

During a hearing before the Domestic Policy
Subcommittee of the House Oversight Com-
mittee, Mr. KUCINICH and | pressed the
SIGTARP on his ability to sift through the sur-
vey responses he has received from TARP re-
cipients. We pointed out to him that merely re-
lying on “narrative responses” in a non-stand-
ard format from banks would not deliver the
kind of transparency and accountability the
American people demand. Rather, we have to
insist on access to the raw data in order to
achieve complete transparency. Mr. Barofsky
said that he doesn’t have the resources to sift
through such data. | agree. However, putting
the data in a standardized and machine-read-
able format would allow investors, regulators,
and the public to use innovative technology
solutions to sift through these mountains of
data.

In addition, | would have offered an amend-
ment to this legislation that would increase the
SIGTARP’s hiring flexibility so that he would
have sufficient latitude to hire the qualified ex-
perts he needs. These changes would have
enabled SIGTARP to more effectively execu-
tive its responsibilities in oversight of the pro-
gram. Unfortunately, due to the Majority’s sti-
fling of debate on this legislation, we will not
have the chance to discuss these important
ideas.

One conclusion we have learned from the
rush to legislate on the TARP, the stimulus
bill, appropriations bills, and various bailouts,
is that citizens want expedient, but well con-
sidered, solutions before we act. Unfortu-
nately, yet again, it appears that transparency,
oversight, and Member participation have
taken a back seat to political expediency.

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
MOORE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 383.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

——
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
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will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

ordering the previous question on H.
Res. 280, by the yeas and nays;

adoption of H. Res. 280, if ordered;

motion to suspend on S. 383, by the
yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF SENATE AMENDMENTS TO
H.R. 146, OMNIBUS PUBLIC LAND
MANAGEMENT ACT OF 2009

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on House
Resolution 280, on which the yeas and

nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-

tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on ordering the previous

question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 242, nays

180, not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 150]

YEAS—242
Abercrombie Delahunt Kaptur
Ackerman DeLauro Kennedy
Adler (NJ) Dicks Kildee
Altmire Dingell Kilpatrick (MI)
Andrews Doggett Kilroy
Arcuri Donnelly (IN) Kind
Baca Doyle Kissell
Baird Driehaus Klein (FL)
Baldwin Edwards (MD) Kratovil
Bean Edwards (TX) Kucinich
Becerra Ellison Langevin
Berkley Ellsworth Larsen (WA)
Berman Eshoo Lee (CA)
Berry Etheridge Levin
Bishop (GA) Farr Lewis (GA)
Bishop (NY) Fattah Lipinski
Blumenauer Filner Loebsack
Boccieri Foster Lofgren, Zoe
Boren Frank (MA) Lowey
Boswell Fudge Lujan
Boucher Giffords Lynch
Boyd Gonzalez Maffei
Brady (PA) Gordon (TN) Maloney
Braley (IA) Grayson Markey (CO)
Bright Green, Al Markey (MA)
Brown, Corrine Green, Gene Marshall
Butterfield Grijalva Massa
Capps Gutierrez Matheson
Capuano Hall (NY) Matsui
Cardoza Halvorson McCarthy (NY)
Carnahan Hare McCollum
Carson (IN) Harman McDermott
Castor (FL) Hastings (FL) McGovern
Chandler Heinrich McIntyre
Childers Herseth Sandlin ~ McMahon
Clarke Higgins McNerney
Clay Hill Meek (FL)
Cleaver Himes Meeks (NY)
Clyburn Hinchey Melancon
Cohen Hinojosa Michaud
Connolly (VA) Hirono Miller (NC)
Conyers Hodes Miller, George
Cooper Holden Mitchell
Costa Holt Mollohan
Costello Honda Moore (KS)
Courtney Hoyer Moore (WI)
Crowley Inslee Moran (VA)
Cuellar Israel Murphy (CT)
Cummings Jackson (IL) Murphy, Patrick
Davis (AL) Jackson-Lee Murtha
Davis (CA) (TX) Nadler (NY)
Davis (IL) Johnson (GA) Napolitano
Davis (TN) Johnson, E. B. Neal (MA)
DeFazio Kagen Oberstar
DeGette Kanjorski Obey

The

Olver

Ortiz

Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Salazar

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carney
Carter
Castle
Chaffetz
Coble
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Dahlkemper
Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Cassidy
Coffman (CO)
Engel

Messrs.

Sanchez, Linda
T

Sanchez, Loretta
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

NAYS—180

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Griffith
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)

NOT VOTING—9

Gohmert
Larson (CT)
Miller, Gary
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Tauscher
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Miller (MI)
Minnick
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes

Nye

Olson

Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Perriello
Petri

Pitts
Platts

Poe (TX)
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rehberg
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Wamp
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Sarbanes
Sullivan
Westmoreland

WITTMAN, POSEY, BAR-
RETT of South Carolina and YOUNG of

March 25, 2009

Alaska changed their vote from ‘‘yea’”
to ‘“‘nay.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. COFFMAN. Madam Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained. If | voted, | would have
voted “nay.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 247, noes 177,
not voting 7, as follows:

[Roll No. 151]

AYES—247
Abercrombie Ellison Lowey
Ackerman Ellsworth Lujan
Adler (NJ) Eshoo Lynch
Altmire Etheridge Maffei
Andrews Farr Maloney
Arcuri Fattah Markey (CO)
Baca Filner Markey (MA)
Baird Foster Marshall
Baldwin Frank (MA) Massa
Barrow Fudge Matheson
Bean Giffords Matsui
Becerra Gonzalez McCarthy (NY)
Berkley Gordon (TN) McCollum
Berman Grayson McDermott
Berry Green, Al McGovern
Bishop (GA) Green, Gene McIntyre
Bishop (NY) Griffith McMahon
Blumenauer Grijalva McNerney
Boccieri Gutierrez Meek (FL)
Boren Hall (NY) Meeks (NY)
Boswell Halvorson Melancon
Boucher Hare Michaud
Boyd Harman Miller (NC)
Brady (PA) Hastings (FL) Miller, George
Braley (IA) Heinrich Minnick
Bright Herseth Sandlin ~ Mitchell
Brown, Corrine Higgins Mollohan
Butterfield Hill Moore (KS)
Capps Himes Moore (WI)
Capuano Hinchey Moran (VA)
Cardoza Hinojosa Murphy (CT)
Carnahan Hirono Murphy, Patrick
Carney Hodes Murtha
Carson (IN) Holden Nadler (NY)
Castor (FL) Holt Napolitano
Chandler Honda Neal (MA)
Clarke Hoyer Nye
Clay Inslee Oberstar
Cleaver Israel Obey
Clyburn Jackson (IL) Olver
Cohen Jackson-Lee Ortiz
Connolly (VA) (TX) Pallone
Conyers Johnson (GA) Pascrell
Cooper Johnson, E. B. Pastor (AZ)
Costa Kagen Payne
Costello Kanjorski Perlmutter
Courtney Kaptur Perriello
Crowley Kennedy Peters
Cuellar Kildee Peterson
Cummings Kilpatrick (MI) Pingree (ME)
Dahlkemper Kilroy