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wealth? Isn’t that what they’re doing
here? This money is America’s money
that we invested in trying to save our
banking system from collapse, putting
$350 million in TARP I into this effort
to stop the collapse of our banking sys-
tem.

When that money is paid back, it
should come to all of us, all American
taxpayers. We invested it; we should
get it back. This is what I was telling
in town meetings last week is that
we’re going to get this money back.
And we’ve got a shot at getting back
TARP I, maybe even at a profit.

But now the Obama administration is
talking about vredistributing that
money, not giving it back to all the
taxpayers; rather, doting on constitu-
encies that they find favorable or that
they are favorable to. So they pick up
on a sympathetic case, which is maybe
troubled homeowners, and they decide
that we’ll just slough the money to
them rather than pay it back to the
Treasury and have it enjoyed by all the
taxpayers who invested the $350 billion
to the banking system.

So I ask you, Mr. Speaker and Mem-
bers of the House, there’s a constitu-
tional objection here that we really
should be concerned about as a Con-
gress, and then there’s this real ques-
tion about how far will this adminis-
tration go in attempting to redis-
tribute wealth.

This money belongs to all of the
American people. This money we
pledged together to try to rescue the
banking system. As it comes back, paid
back to us, it should be paid back to all
of us, not just to troubled homeowners,
not just to sympathetic cases but,
rather, to all American taxpayers.

So I urge my colleagues to join with
me in watching the constitutional
question here and watching the redis-
tribution of wealth, which we must ob-
ject to, Mr. Speaker.

———

AGREEMENT ON NUCLEAR ARMS
CONTROL

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. I rise today to con-
gratulate President Obama on reaching
an agreement on nuclear arms control
with Russian President Medvedev. This
agreement will cut American and Rus-
sian nuclear arsenals by at least one
quarter. This represents a critical step
towards more substantial arms control,
as well as a milestone in confronting
our nuclear legacy.

I, like most Americans, was born in
the nuclear age. The 1945 bombings of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki marked its be-
ginning, establishing an uncertain
peace in a war-weary world.

O 2030
But with the global proliferation of
nuclear weapons, the threat of catas-

trophe grew ever closer. Confrontations
in Berlin, in Cuba and the Middle East
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were one miscalculation away from
disaster. But rather than learning from
these close calls and taking dramatic
steps to reduce our stockpiles of nu-
clear arms, we built more, and so did
the Soviet Union.

Our arms control efforts were limited
at best, and at worst they collapsed
under the pressure of pursuing a global
containment strategy against the So-
viet Union. Today, the United States
and Russia each deploy over 2,000 nu-
clear warheads. Although both coun-
tries exercise extreme care in man-
aging these weapons, only one mistake
in judgment could be fatal. That risk
has grown as seven other countries
have joined the so-called nuclear club
over the past half century.

Our nuclear warheads are also expen-
sive to maintain and draw badly needed
funding away from other priorities. As
former President Eisenhower said,
“BEvery gun that is made, every war-
ship launched, every rocket fired, sig-
nifies in the final sense a theft from
those who hunger and are not fed,
those who are cold and are not
clothed.”

For this reason I stand here today
not only to congratulate President
Obama on his progress in Moscow, but
also to urge him to take further steps
toward reducing the global stockpile of
nuclear weapons. Like President
Obama, I recognize that we live in a
world in which threats to peace are no
longer confined to the traditional great
powers.

I echo President Obama’s sentiment
that in this ‘‘strange turn of history,
the threat of global nuclear war has
gone down, but the risk of nuclear at-
tack has gone up.”

Rogue states and terrorist organiza-
tions are dedicated to acquiring nu-
clear weapons. We must be vigilant in
controlling these weapons and making
sure that they do not fall into the
wrong hands. A nuclear arms treaty
with Russia to replace the expiring
START treaty is a good place to start.
We should also ratify the Comprehen-
sive Test Ban Treaty which aims to
limit the proliferation of nuclear weap-
ons around the world.

We must confront the terrible legacy
of the Cold War. We must recognize
that although this legacy belongs to
another generation, it is now our re-
sponsibility to enact change. We must
stop wasting money on the excesses of
the Cold War and start thinking about
improving the present. We must show
the world that we are committed to re-
ducing this nuclear threat. We must do
everything we can to ensure that nu-
clear weapons are never used again.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MALONEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mrs. MALONEY addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
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TROUBLING INCREASES IN STATE-
FOREIGN OPERATIONS APPRO-
PRIATIONS

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the vote
that I took this afternoon on H.R. 3081
was one of the toughest votes that I
have had to take in this House since I
have been here in my 4% years. The
problem with the bill and with the de-
cision that had to be made is because
the bill contained funding for aid to
Israel, our best friend in the world.

I have always been and will continue
to be an extremely strong supporter of
Israel. Israel has always been a good
friend to the United States, and the
people of this country and the people of
Israel share the same values. However,
the bill had so many flaws that it made
it very difficult for a pro-life fiscal con-
servative such as myself to vote for the
bill despite my very strong support for
Israel.

The bill, when emergency supple-
mental funds were not taken into ac-
count, was still 32 percent more than
the regular fiscal year 2009 appropria-
tions. I am taking the liberty of using
some of the figures from my colleague,
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
PRICE), which were also presented
today on the floor in terms of explain-
ing the bill that we voted on this after-
noon.

We are facing a fiscal crisis in this
country. This administration and this
Congress, led by Speaker PELOSI, are
spending this country into a terrible,
terrible situation. We are mortgaging
our children and grandchildren’s future
with excess spending; and it has to stop
somewhere.

Had this bill merely contained the
funding for Israel, it would have been
very easy for me to have supported it,
although I was quite concerned that
the bill reduced the funding for Israel
by 7.2 percent below last year’s funding
level and 23.3 percent below the re-
quest. But, as I said earlier, the total
bill had an increase of 33.8 percent
compared to last year.

One of the most troubling increases
in this bill was a 20 percent increase to
the United Nations Population Fund
and a 19 percent increase to Inter-
national Family Planning. The United
Nations Population Fund aids China’s
one-child policy, coercive abortion, and
sterilization. International Family
Planning goes to organizations that
promote and provide abortion services
through International Planned Parent-
hood Federation and Marie Stokes
International.

In addition, the Democrats had re-
jected four cost-cutting Republican
amendments that had been presented
which could have made this bill a lot
more palatable to the 97 Republicans
who voted against it.

Another problem with the bill is that
there was a false assumption that the
Obama administration will live up to
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