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House of Representatives

The House met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. HASTINGS of Florida).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
February 23, 2009.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ALCEE L.
HASTINGS to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

————
PRAYER

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

We praise You and we bless You Lord
God for another day, another week, an-
other opportunity to make a personal
difference in this world, to serve the
people of this Nation by serving in the
111th Congress, and give You glory in
all our words and deeds.

We pray and work for social and fi-
nancial security as this Nation and the
entire world is faced with economic
crisis.

Lord, stir creative thinking and
greater collaboration in this Chamber
that government may prove to be an
agent of change and provide leadership
in the world community.

By Your grace and power, turn this
time of anxiety into an era of peace,
where people become more disciplined
and responsible themselves and more
caring for their neighbors and the least
fortunate in the world.

“Liove conquers all.” This we believe,
now and forever.

Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

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

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

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

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxX) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

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

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

————————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

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

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 13, 2009.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
February 13, 2009, at 11:25 p.m.:

That the Senate agreed to the conference
report accompanying the bill H.R. 1.

That the Senate passed S. 234.

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 35.

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 47.

Appointments:

Commission on Security and Cooperation
in Europe (Helsinki)

Senate National Security Working Group

With best wishes, T am

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER,
Clerk of the House.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the following
enrolled bill was signed by the Speaker
on Friday, February 13, 2009:

H.R. 1, making supplemental appro-
priations for job preservation and cre-
ation, infrastructure investment, en-
ergy efficiency and science, assistance
to the unemployed, and State and local
fiscal stabilization, for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2009, and for
other purposes.

———
BANKRUPTCY FIELD

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, ball-
parks across America are back in swing
and only days until opening day at the
taxpayers’ new park in New York, Citi
Field. The average cost for a family of
four to see a game is $200. Wonder what
the average cost for an office and exec-
utive secretary for former big shots at
Citigroup in Manhattan costs? Well,
it’s not peanuts.

According to news reports, our strug-
gling friends at Citigroup have plenty
enough to plaster their name on a new
ballpark and keep high dollar offices
and secretaries for ex CEOs. The coach
at Citigroup is making cuts to the ros-
ter at every other position, but it
seems the luxury suite won’t be traded.

Households across our country are
prioritizing spending, doing without to
make ends meet, and they’re not get-
ting any bailout money from the Fed-
eral Government.

Citigroup is striking out when it
comes to wise usage of taxpayer
money. Citigroup should not spend tax-
payer money on baseball parks and
elaborate offices for former Citigroup
players. If Citigroup goes broke, they
shouldn’t be coming looking for more
taxpayer money. If they go bankrupt,
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we can call the new field in New York
“Bankruptcy Field.”
And that’s just the way it is.

———

FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, today there’s a fiscal respon-
sibility summit at the White House. I
hope this summit will be the beginning
of important decisions Congress is
going to make in order to limit the ris-
ing cost of government.

It is disappointing that this summit
came after Congress passed a $1 trillion
spending package last week that many
of my colleagues and many Americans
do not believe was the right way to
stimulate our economy. Nevertheless,
it is vital that we start anew and sin-
cerely to make responsibility the foun-
dation of governing.

We need reforms that protect the
services and benefits promised to
American families while not growing
the burden of taxation, tragic infla-
tion, or the long-term tide of wasteful
spending. If we are truly dedicated to
protecting and preserving services like
Medicare, Medicaid and Social Secu-
rity, then, indeed, we must reform
them to keep them solvent.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th.

———

QUIT HIDING BEHIND THE SKIRTS
OF MR. VAN HOLLEN

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

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise to talk
about a gutless move by the Demo-
cratic Congressional Campaign Com-
mittee. They are currently sending
robo-calls into my district criticizing
me for my vote on the stimulus pack-
age. Well, maybe that’s fair game.

But last week I was home in the dis-
trict and I accepted an invitation by a
bipartisan group, the Public Policy In-
stitute of California, to discuss the
issue. Three Members of the other side
of the aisle in my area were invited to
be on that panel. They all declined, in-
cluding one who had accepted and then
declined when she found out I was
going to be there.

You’re messing with my children and
my grandchildren’s future. You're
messing with my 91-year-old mother’s
current retirement.

Have the guts to appear on panels
with Members of this side of the aisle,
and quit hiding behind the skirts of Mr.
VAN HOLLEN.

——
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are advised that they should ad-
dress their remarks to the Chair.
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WASHINGTON WILL NOT FACE UP
TO ITS RESPONSIBILITY

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, we have
some young people here on the floor
with us today, and they represent
American families who are hurting and
need relief. But, instead, Washington
continues to engage in out-of-control
spending.

There was the $1 trillion ‘‘stimulus
plan” that will only stimulate more
government and more debt. We’re
about to deal with a half trillion dollar
omnibus spending bill to fund the gov-
ernment for just 7 months, which is an
8 percent increase in spending. And
then we have the $75 billion for the
President’s mortgage bailout proposal.
And then he’s going to present to us a
way to cut the deficit, which is going
to be on the backs of our troops. He’s
going to cut spending for our troops.

We need to remind the American peo-
ple that the number one role of the
Federal Government is the defense of
this Nation. And we need people to un-
derstand that we are putting these
children, their children and their
grandchildren into great debt because
Washington will not face up to its re-
sponsibility.

HONORING LARRY H. MILLER

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

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, this
week the people of Utah mourned the
passing of a beloved community leader,
entrepreneur and philanthropist. Larry
H. Miller’s life is an inspiration to all
of us who care about families, our com-
munities and our country.

Larry Miller was an extraordinary
businessman, building more than 80
companies, including his auto business
from one dealership in 1979 to 39 today.
His business holdings expanded with
the 1985 purchase of the Utah Jazz and
later the Salt Lake Bees and the cre-
ation of the Miller Motorsports Park.

Perhaps more important than his
business success was his charitable
work, much of it unseen and anony-
mous. Through his Larry H. Miller
Charities, Miller provided for thou-
sands, funded campus sports facilities,
and established a training center for
entrepreneurs, as well as a facility for
public safety training.

Larry H. Miller had a profound im-
pact upon the State of Utah, and his
works will continue to be a positive
force in countless lives. I honor his ac-
complishments, his example, his phi-
lanthropy, and wish nothing but the
best for his family, and hope they un-
derstand the deep gratitude TUtah
shares for a truly honorable man.
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STIMULUS GIVES JOBS TO LAW-
BREAKERS

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
the so-called stimulus bill gives jobs to
law-breakers.

Democrats put illegal workers ahead
of Americans without jobs. They re-
moved a requirement that employers
verify the legal status of workers paid
with stimulus money. So now we have
taxpayers’ dollars going to hire illegal
immigrants instead of U.S. citizens and
legal workers.

Now that the requirement that em-
ployers hire legal workers has been re-
moved, 300,000 jobs in construction
alone will go to illegal workers, ac-
cording to the Heritage Foundation. If
the goal of the stimulus bill is to cre-
ate jobs, is it too much to ask that the
jobs go to citizens and legal workers?

The American people need to know
that the Democrats could have saved
stimulus jobs for citizens but inten-
tionally decided to give jobs to illegal
immigrants instead.

—————

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 is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today.

———

GUAM WORLD WAR II LOYALTY
RECOGNITION ACT

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(HR. 44) to implement the rec-
ommendations of the Guam War
Claims Review Commission.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the “Guam World War II Loyalty Recogni-
tion Act”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Recognition of the suffering and loy-
alty of the residents of Guam.

Sec. 3. Payments for Guam World War II
claims.

Sec. 4. Adjudication.

Sec. 5. Grants program to memorialize the

occupation of Guam during
World War II.
Authorization of appropriations.
RECOGNITION OF THE SUFFERING AND
LOYALTY OF THE RESIDENTS OF
GUAM.
(a) RECOGNITION OF THE SUFFERING OF THE
RESIDENTS OF GUAM.—The United States rec-
ognizes that, as described by the Guam War

Sec. 6.
SEC. 2.
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Claims Review Commission, the residents of
Guam, on account of their United States na-
tionality, suffered unspeakable harm as a re-
sult of the occupation of Guam by Imperial
Japanese military forces during World War
II, by being subjected to death, rape, severe
personal injury, personal injury, forced
labor, forced march, or internment.

(b) RECOGNITION OF THE LOYALTY OF THE
RESIDENTS OF GUAM.—The United States for-
ever will be grateful to the residents of
Guam for their steadfast loyalty to the
United States of America, as demonstrated
by the countless acts of courage they per-
formed despite the threat of death or great
bodily harm they faced at the hands of the
Imperial Japanese military forces that occu-
pied Guam during World War II.

SEC. 3. PAYMENTS FOR GUAM WORLD WAR II
CLAIMS.

(a) PAYMENTS FOR DEATH, PERSONAL IN-
JURY, FORCED LABOR, FORCED MARCH, AND IN-
TERNMENT.—Subject to section 6(a), after re-
ceipt of certification pursuant to section
4(b)(8) and in accordance with the provisions
of this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury
shall make payments as follows:

(1) RESIDENTS INJURED.—The Secretary
shall pay compensable Guam victims who
are not deceased before any payments are
made to individuals described in paragraphs
(2) and (3) as follows:

(A) If the victim has suffered an injury de-
scribed in subsection (c)(2)(A), $15,000.

(B) If the victim is not described in sub-
paragraph (A) but has suffered an injury de-
scribed in subsection (¢)(2)(B), $12,000.

(C) If the victim is not described in sub-
paragraph (A) or (B) but has suffered an in-
jury described in subsection (c)(2)(C), $10,000.

(2) SURVIVORS OF RESIDENTS WHO DIED IN
WAR.—In the case of a compensable Guam de-
cedent, the Secretary shall pay $25,000 for
distribution to eligible survivors of the dece-
dent as specified in subsection (b). The Sec-
retary shall make payments under this para-
graph after payments are made under para-
graph (1) and before payments are made
under paragraph (3).

(3) SURVIVORS OF DECEASED INJURED RESI-
DENTS.—In the case of a compensable Guam
victim who is deceased, the Secretary shall
pay $7,000 for distribution to eligible sur-
vivors of the victim as specified in sub-
section (b). The Secretary shall make pay-
ments under this paragraph after payments
are made under paragraphs (1) and (2).

(b) DISTRIBUTION OF SURVIVOR PAYMENTS.—
Payments under paragraph (2) or (3) of sub-
section (a) to eligible survivors of an indi-
vidual who is a compensable Guam decedent
or a compensable Guam victim who is de-
ceased shall be made as follows:

(1) If there is living a spouse of the indi-
vidual, but no child of the individual, all of
the payment shall be made to such spouse.

(2) If there is living a spouse of the indi-
vidual and one or more children of the indi-
vidual, one-half of the payment shall be
made to the spouse and the other half to the
child (or to the children in equal shares).

(3) If there is no living spouse of the indi-
vidual, but there are one or more children of
the individual alive, all of the payment shall
be made to such child (or to such children in
equal shares).

(4) If there is no living spouse or child of
the individual but there is a living parent (or
parents) of the individual, all of the payment
shall be made to the parents (or to the par-
ents in equal shares).

(5) If there is no such living spouse, child,
or parent, no payment shall be made.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this Act:

(1) COMPENSABLE GUAM DECEDENT.—The
term ‘‘compensable Guam decedent’” means
an individual determined under section
4(a)(1) to have been a resident of Guam who
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died or was killed as a result of the attack
and occupation of Guam by Imperial Japa-
nese military forces during World War II, or
incident to the liberation of Guam by United
States military forces, and whose death
would have been compensable under the
Guam Meritorious Claims Act of 1945 (Public
Law 79-224) if a timely claim had been filed
under the terms of such Act.

(2) COMPENSABLE GUAM VICTIM.—The term
‘‘compensable Guam victim’ means an indi-
vidual determined under section 4(a)(1) to
have suffered, as a result of the attack and
occupation of Guam by Imperial Japanese
military forces during World War II, or inci-
dent to the liberation of Guam by United
States military forces, any of the following:

(A) Rape or severe personal injury (such as
loss of a limb, dismemberment, or paralysis).

(B) Forced labor or a personal injury not
under subparagraph (A) (such as disfigure-
ment, scarring, or burns).

(C) Forced march, internment, or hiding to
evade internment.

(3) DEFINITIONS OF SEVERE PERSONAL INJU-
RIES AND PERSONAL INJURIES.—The Foreign
Claims Settlement Commission shall pro-
mulgate regulations to specify injuries that
constitute a severe personal injury or a per-
sonal injury for purposes of subparagraphs
(A) and (B), respectively, of paragraph (2).
SEC. 4. ADJUDICATION.

(a) AUTHORITY OF FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLE-
MENT COMMISSION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Foreign Claims Set-
tlement Commission is authorized to adju-
dicate claims and determine eligibility for
payments under section 3.

(2) RULES AND REGULATIONS.—The chair-
man of the Foreign Claims Settlement Com-
mission shall prescribe such rules and regu-
lations as may be necessary to enable it to
carry out its functions under this Act. Such
rules and regulations shall be published in
the Federal Register.

(b) CLAIMS SUBMITTED FOR PAYMENTS.—

(1) SUBMITTAL OF CLAIM.—For purposes of
subsection (a)(1) and subject to paragraph
(2), the Foreign Claims Settlement Commis-
sion may not determine an individual is eli-
gible for a payment under section 3 unless
the individual submits to the Commission a
claim in such manner and form and con-
taining such information as the Commission
specifies.

(2) FILING PERIOD FOR CLAIMS AND NOTICE.—
All claims for a payment under section 3
shall be filed within one year after the For-
eign Claims Settlement Commission pub-
lishes public notice of the filing period in the
Federal Register. The Foreign Claims Settle-
ment Commission shall provide for the no-
tice required under the previous sentence not
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. In addition, the Com-
mission shall cause to be publicized the pub-
lic notice of the deadline for filing claims in
newspaper, radio, and television media on
Guam.

(3) ADJUDICATORY DECISIONS.—The decision
of the Foreign Claims Settlement Commis-
sion on each claim shall be by majority vote,
shall be in writing, and shall state the rea-
sons for the approval or denial of the claim.
If approved, the decision shall also state the
amount of the payment awarded and the dis-
tribution, if any, to be made of the payment.

(4) DEDUCTIONS IN PAYMENT.—The Foreign
Claims Settlement Commission shall deduct,
from potential payments, amounts pre-
viously paid under the Guam Meritorious
Claims Act of 1945 (Public Law 79-224).

(5) INTEREST.—No interest shall be paid on
payments awarded by the Foreign Claims
Settlement Commission.

(6) REMUNERATION PROHIBITED.—NO remu-
neration on account of representational serv-
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ices rendered on behalf of any claimant in
connection with any claim filed with the
Foreign Claims Settlement Commission
under this Act shall exceed one percent of
the total amount paid pursuant to any pay-
ment certified under the provisions of this
Act on account of such claim. Any agree-
ment to the contrary shall be unlawful and
void. Whoever demands or receives, on ac-
count of services so rendered, any remunera-
tion in excess of the maximum permitted by
this section shall be fined not more than
$5,000 or imprisoned not more than 12
months, or both.

(7) APPEALS AND FINALITY.—Objections and
appeals of decisions of the Foreign Claims
Settlement Commission shall be to the Com-
mission, and upon rehearing, the decision in
each claim shall be final, and not subject to
further review by any court or agency.

(8) CERTIFICATIONS FOR PAYMENT.—After a
decision approving a claim becomes final,
the chairman of the Foreign Claims Settle-
ment Commission shall certify it to the Sec-
retary of the Treasury for authorization of a
payment under section 3.

(9) TREATMENT OF AFFIDAVITS.—For pur-
poses of section 3 and subject to paragraph
(2), the Foreign Claims Settlement Commis-
sion shall treat a claim that is accompanied
by an affidavit of an individual that attests
to all of the material facts required for es-
tablishing eligibility of such individual for
payment under such section as establishing a
prima facie case of the individual’s eligi-
bility for such payment without the need for
further documentation, except as the Com-
mission may otherwise require. Such mate-
rial facts shall include, with respect to a
claim under paragraph (2) or (3) of section
3(a), a detailed description of the injury or
other circumstance supporting the claim in-
volved, including the level of payment
sought.

(10) RELEASE OF RELATED CLAIMS.—Accept-
ance of payment under section 3 by an indi-
vidual for a claim related to a compensable
Guam decedent or a compensable Guam vic-
tim shall be in full satisfaction of all claims
related to such decedent or victim, respec-
tively, arising under the Guam Meritorious
Claims Act of 1945 (Public Law 79-224), the
implementing regulations issued by the
United States Navy pursuant thereto, or this
Act.

(11) PENALTY FOR FALSE CLAIMS.—The pro-
visions of section 1001 of title 18 of the
United States Code (relating to criminal
penalties for false statements) apply to
claims submitted under this subsection.

SEC. 5. GRANTS PROGRAM TO MEMORIALIZE THE
OCCUPATION OF GUAM DURING
WORLD WAR II.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Subject to section
6(b) and in accordance with this section, the
Secretary of the Interior shall establish a
grants program under which the Secretary
shall award grants for research, educational,
and media activities that memorialize the
events surrounding the occupation of Guam
during World War II, honor the loyalty of the
people of Guam during such occupation, or
both, for purposes of appropriately illu-
minating and interpreting the causes and
circumstances of such occupation and other
similar occupations during a war.

(b) ELIGIBILITY.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior may not award to a person a grant under
subsection (a) unless such person submits an
application to the Secretary for such grant,
in such time, manner, and form and con-
taining such information as the Secretary
specifies.

SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) GUAM WORLD WAR II CLAIMS PAYMENTS
AND ADJUDICATION.—For purposes of carrying
out sections 3 and 4, there are authorized to
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be appropriated $126,000,000, to remain avail-
able for obligation until September 30, 2013,
to the Foreign Claims Settlement Commis-
sion. Not more than 5 percent of funds made
available under this subsection shall be used
for administrative costs.

(b) GuaM WORLD WAR II GRANTS PRO-
GRAM.—For purposes of carrying out section
5, there are authorized to be appropriated
$5,000,000, to remain available for obligation
until September 30, 2013.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Guam (Ms. BORDALLO) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Guam.

0 1415

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge my colleagues to pass
H.R. 44, the Guam World War II Loy-
alty Recognition Act.

First, I thank Chairman NICK RA-
HALL and former Ranking Member DON
Young for their leadership on this
issue, for their support in passing the
bill in the last Congress, and for bring-
ing it back to the floor today given
that the other body was unable to pass
it before adjourning last year.

Mr. Speaker, this bill, H.R. 44, is the
same bill that was passed by the House
of Representatives with broad bipar-
tisan support on May 8, 2007. I have re-
introduced it with the support of many
colleagues.

I want to thank also Majority Leader
STENY HOYER, Chairman JOHN CONYERS
of the House Committee on the Judici-
ary, Chairman IKE SKELTON of the
Committee on Armed Services, and the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER), the former chairman of
the Committee on the Judiciary, for
their steadfast support of this bill.

H.R. 44 implements the recommenda-
tions of the Guam War Claims Review
Commission, which was authorized by
Public Law 107-333, to review the war
claims program for Guam that Con-
gress provided for following the occu-
pation of Guam from December 8, 1941,
to July 21, 1944.

The review commission, Mr. Speaker,
which was appointed by the Secretary
of the Interior, Gale Norton, in Sep-
tember of 2003, was mandated by Con-
gress to determine whether there was
parity of war claims paid to the resi-
dents of Guam under the Guam Meri-
torious Claims Act as compared with
awards made to similarly affected
United States citizens or nationals as a
result of the hostilities during World
War II.

The review commission was man-
dated to advise the Congress on any ad-
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ditional compensation that may be
necessary to compensate the people of
Guam for death, personal injury, forced
labor, forced march, and internment in
order to provide parity. In accom-
plishing its tasks, the review commis-
sion held 2 days of hearings on Guam in
December of 2003 to receive testimony
from survivors of the occupation of
Guam. The review commission also
held hearings here in Washington, D.C.,
and consulted with a panel of experts
in this field of law.

The review commission completed its
work and reported to Congress its find-
ings and recommendations on June 9,
2004. The review commission found that
there was a lack of parity between the
war claims program authorized for
Guam as compared to the programs au-
thorized for all other Americans simi-
larly affected. It recommended that
Congress remedy this injustice through
the enactment of legislation which is
before us today. I think it is very im-
portant that we note the first finding
of the review commission’s report:

“The review commission finds that
there is a moral obligation on the part
of our national government to pay
compensation for war damages in order
to ensure to the extent possible that no
single individual or group of individ-
uals bears more than just part of the
overall burden of war.”

Today, Mr. Speaker, we again con-
sider a bill that would fulfill this moral
obligation on the part of our national
government to a group of citizens, the
people of Guam, most of whom were in-
digenous Chamorros who bore the bur-
den of a brutal occupation. The people
of Guam were brutalized through pub-
lic executions, beheadings, rape, and
severe injury, forced labor, forced
march, and internment in concentra-
tion camps.

H.R. 44 is called the Loyalty Recogni-
tion Act because the loyalty of the peo-
ple of Guam to the United States dur-
ing this 32-month enemy occupation
should be honored. It is a tragic injus-
tice of history that, following the lib-
eration, Congress did not provide for
war claims for the people of Guam in
the same manner and with the same
opportunities that were afforded to
other Americans. The people who car-
ried a disproportionate burden of the
war were given less than other Ameri-
cans when it came time to make our
Nation whole, and those who gave more
in blood got less in recognition.

Over and over at the hearings on
Guam, people said, ‘“We just want to be
recognized. We just want to be treated
with respect. We just want to receive
the same restitution that other Ameri-
cans received.”

This is a matter that each one of my
predecessors has worked to bring to the
attention of Congress. The late Mr. An-
tonio Won Pat, the first Delegate to
serve in this institution, first pursued
a resolution of this issue, which was
followed by the efforts of our second
representative to Congress—retired
Marine Brigadier General Ben Blaz,
himself—who survived the occupation.
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Mr. Speaker, Mr. Blaz is with us
today, and I would like to point out
that he has written a wonderful ac-
count and a very accurate account of
the remembrance of the occupation
years in World War II. It is called ‘‘Let
Us Remember.” I know that many of
my colleagues have read this book, and
he is here today to lend support to H.R.
44. My immediate predecessor, Con-
gressman Robert Underwood, sponsored
the legislation in the 107th Congress
that was passed with unanimous ap-
proval and that created the review
commission.

So our work today and the historic
progress of the Guam World War II
Loyalty Recognition Act is possible
only because of the foundation that
each of these contributed to this bipar-
tisan effort. The issue of Guam war
claims has been studied and examined
by this body over the past 26 years. As
I stated the last time this bill came to
the floor, several hearings have been
held, and the record is replete with tes-
timony from survivors, legal experts,
historians, and scholars. Committee
staff members have played a valuable
role in this process. So the issue has
thoroughly been examined.

I want to thank Jim Zoia, staff direc-
tor of the Natural Resources Com-
mittee, and Tony Babauta, staff direc-
tor of the Insular Affairs Sub-
committee. I also acknowledge the
counsels to the committee, Rick Healy,
Brian Modeste, as well as Lisa Pittman
and Harry Burroughs from the Repub-
lican staff, who have worked on this
legislation.

Again, we stand on the brink of an
historic moment for the people of
Guam. I regret, Mr. Speaker, that
many survivors of the occupation of
Guam are not with us today, and we
know that others will pass away before
this bill completes its legislative jour-
ney, but we have this moment to recall
why we continue this effort on whose
behalf we are speaking today and why
it is so vitally important to our Nation
that we recognize the incredible sac-
rifices of the people of Guam during
World War II.

I very much doubt that any foreign
power will ever again occupy American
soil and place American citizens under
subjugation. The story of the people of
Guam will, thus, be a unique story less
known than the bombing of Pearl Har-
bor and other heroic stories of World
War II. It is a story of the faith in our
Nation, of hope in our God and of love
for our families.

As I stated in 2007, Mr. Speaker, if I
could vote on final passage of this bill,
it would be my greatest honor to recog-
nize the people of Guam by voting, but
since I cannot vote as a Delegate, I
offer all of my colleagues the honor of
recognizing their fellow Americans by
voting to pass H.R. 44 today.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

The distinguished gentlelady from
Guam has adequately explained this
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particular bill. I, personally, have no
further comment, but I wish to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. WILSON) to speak to this
particular bill.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, it is my honor to join in sup-
porting H.R. 44. This bill had actually
passed the House last year with bipar-
tisan support.

I want to commend the Congress-
woman from Guam for her leadership
on this issue. I have had the privilege
of traveling with Ms. BORDALLO around
the world. Everywhere I go, she finds
persons of Chamorro descent, people
who are originally from the territory
of Guam, and you can tell immediately
there is deep affection between the peo-
ple whom she represents and their
Member of Congress. Additionally, you
can tell how wonderful the people are
of Guam by their extraordinary loyalty
and service to the people of the United
States.

I had the extraordinary privilege last
week of participating in a program
with Major General Donald Goldhorn,
the Adjutant General of the Guam Na-
tional Guard. I was present with Con-
gresswoman BORDALLO and with our
colleague, Congressman and Ranking
Member SOLOMON ORTIZ of Texas. We
were present at the National Guard
program where the National Guard of
Guam was recognized as the number
one National Guard in the United
States in terms of percentage of mem-
bership of state or territory.

I particularly was very appreciative.
I am a 31-year veteran of the Reserves
and Guard. I have three sons serving in
the Army National Guard, and so I
know of the great opportunities that
can be had by serving in the National
Guard. The territory of Guam has truly
come forward to be first in our country
of percentage of membership.

It has already been stated, but in my
visit last week, we visited the memo-
rial to the Marines who liberated Guam
in July 1944. It was extraordinary to
find out that, within 1 hour of the at-
tack on Pearl Harbor, the people of
Guam were under attack by the Impe-
rial Japanese forces. They seized con-
trol of the Island of Guam. The island
was inhabited by 22,000 United States
nationals. The island was occupied for
31 months. It was very brutal. The peo-
ple were subject to executions, beat-
ings, rape, forced labor, and forced
march. All of the residents were in-
terned in concentration camps in the
closing months of the occupation.

This week, I had the extraordinary
opportunity to read a book about the
occupation by former Congressman Ben
Blaz, a retired major general of the Ma-
rine Corps. It was very moving to see
his tribute. This was a 13-year-old boy
who sadly lived his teenage years under
the brutal occupation of the Imperial
Japanese forces. There are so many
facts in there that the American people
should know, but one of them that was
particularly shocking to me was that
there were six Americans, military per-
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sonnel, who escaped as the Japanese
seized control of the island. Five of
them upon capture were summarily ex-
ecuted. The sixth person was hidden
during the 3l-month occupation and
survived thanks to the people of Guam.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield 1 minute
to the gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I
also would like to point out that the
Guam Meritorious Claims Act of 1945
was passed within months of the ces-
sation of hostilities for the immediate
relief of the people of Guam, but there
are deficiencies, obviously, that have
been discovered in the last 64 years.
They need to be corrected.

I also want to point out that, last
week, the strategic importance of
Guam was recognized by the agreement
between Japan and the United States,
and 8,000 Marines are being relocated
from Okinawa to Guam.

I am, again, grateful to be here. We
have extraordinary fellow citizens liv-
ing on Guam—great Americans. There-
fore, I urge that we adopt H.R. 44,
which will update a statute that is
flawed.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to thank my colleague Mr.
WILSON for his very supportive words
on this bill.

At this time, I would like to recog-
nize my dear colleague from the United
States Virgin Islands, the Honorable
DONNA CHRISTENSEN, for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise also in strong support of H.R. 44,
the Guam World War II Loyalty Rec-
ognition Act, and urge my colleagues
to support its passage.

I want to begin by welcoming former
Delegate Ben Blaz as well but espe-
cially in commending my colleague
and friend from Guam, the Honorable
MADELEINE BORDALLO, for her steadfast
and dedicated efforts to the enactment
of this bill. Since becoming a Member
of this House 6 years ago, nothing has
been more important to her than the
enactment of this legislation to pro-
vide compensation for those of her con-
stituents who suffered unspeakable
acts of horror during World War II.

Mr. Speaker, the people of Guam, as
you heard, were subject to the severest
and most inhumane public treatment—
torture as well as death at the hands of
the Japanese—and they have waited
much too long for this compensation.
The Guam War Claims Review Com-
mission rightly found that Guam’s
residents were inequitably treated
under the Guam Meritorious Claims
Act and subsequent Federal laws
meant to address World War II personal
injury claims.

This commission, which was estab-
lished pursuant to legislation spon-
sored by our former colleague from
Guam, Robert Underwood, rec-
ommended that Congress enact legisla-
tion providing for additional com-
pensation to Guam’s residents, thus,
the bill we are discussing today.
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The struggle for fair compensation
for the people of Guam has been ongo-
ing now for more than 60 years. Sadly,
many of the Chamorros who suffered
these atrocities, as Ms. BORDALLO has
said, have passed away; but we must
not let their suffering—Ilargely due to
the steadfast loyalty to the United
States—be in vain. Passage of this is
long overdue, and by doing so today,
we will honor their memories and pro-

vide compensation to these brave
Americans.
I worked with Congresswoman

BORDALLO during the last Congress to
secure enough votes to pass similar
legislation out of the House, but we ran
out of time before we were able to get
it out of the other body.

It’s my fervent hope that our efforts
will enjoy greater success in this Con-
gress, and I again urge my colleagues
to vote in favor of H.R. 44. The people
of Guam have waited long enough.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, it
is my pleasure to yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
DANIEL E. LUNGREN).

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 44. It has been articulated very
well on this floor as to the reasons why
this should be supported. I would like
to suggest for Members on my side of
the aisle that they might consider vot-
ing for this in tribute to our former
colleague, Mr. Blaz—who was on the
floor—a brigadier general of the United
States Marine Corps, a Member of Con-
gress for a number of terms, including
those during which I was here the first
time around; and, as importantly, a fel-
low graduate of the University of Notre
Dame. I salute General Blaz.

We are talking about facts that go to
instances or events that occurred some
60-plus years ago. Sometimes we only
hear about that by reading it in the
history books and we attempt to try
and place ourselves there to under-
stand.

We don’t have to do that today. Gen-
eral Blaz is here. He went through it as
a young boy. He is a credit to this
country, he’s a credit to Guam, he’s a
credit to this institution. He is an ex-
ample of the triumph of American
forces during World War II and what
they allowed the people that they lib-
erated to become. From rather modest
beginnings in a war zone, he picked
himself up, was educated in one of the
finest universities in this country, be-
came a member of the United States
Marine Corps, rose to the position of
brigadier general, and later had the
privilege of representing those same
people with whom he lived in an occu-
pation status later on here in the
House of Representatives.

If there is any question about the
loyalty of the people of Guam, if there
is any question about what they suf-
fered, if there is any question about the
justice of this bill, it can be answered
by just looking at this gentleman, Mr.
Blaz. It is an honor for me to be here
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on the floor when he is here visiting us
again to talk in favor of this bill.

I would hope that there would be a
unanimous vote for this bill.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to now recognize the distin-
guished gentleman from American
Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) for as
much time as he may consume.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. I thank the
gentlelady.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 44, the Guam World
War II Loyalty Recognition Act. I cer-
tainly want to thank Chairman NICK
RAHALL of our Natural Resources Com-
mittee, Congressman DON YOUNG, and
Doc HASTINGS from Washington for
their leadership in bringing this bill to
the floor for consideration.

I especially want to thank the chief
sponsor, the current chairwoman of the
Natural Resources Subcommittee on
Insular Affairs, Oceans and Wildlife,
my good friend and colleague, Con-
gresswoman MADELEINE BORDALLO, for
her tireless efforts to continue to raise
this important issue, now this form of
legislation, before our Members for
consideration.

Mr. Speaker, in World War II, Guam,
as a U.S. territory, was occupied by the
Imperial Japanese military forces for
nearly 3 years until the U.S. Armed
Forces liberated Guam and its people
in 1944. After World War II, the U.S.
Congress in 1945 passed the Guam Meri-
torious Claims Act which authorized
the Secretary of the Navy to appoint a
claims commission in an effort to com-
pensate the residents of Guam for their
sufferings during the war.

Almost six decades later, Mr. Speak-
er—this is 60 years now—Congress es-
tablished the Guam War Claims Review
Commission to determine whether
there is parity of war claims paid to
Guam residents in 1945 as compared
with awards made under other Federal
laws to similarly affected U.S. citizens
or nationals in territories occupied by
Japanese forces during World War II.

In 2004, the review commission sub-
mitted its report which became the
focus of the Natural Resources Com-
mittee oversight hearing last year. And
it was further clear that awards were
needed. Moreover, the commission rec-
ommended that Congress acknowledges
both the suffering of the people of
Guam during the enemy occupation of
Guam during World War II.

The bill before us today seeks to ful-
fill the recommendations of the review
commission. This bill recognizes the
suffering and the loyalty of the people
of Guam, Mr. Speaker.

Unfortunately, this bill was never
passed by the Senate last year despite
its having been hot-lined on multiple
occasions. It was the subject of re-
peated objections, including a live ob-
jection on the Senate floor when unani-
mous consent was made to pass last
year.
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Mr. Speaker, every former Member of
Congress representing the territory of
Guam has spoken about the defi-
ciencies in making Guam whole after
World War II. Our former colleague,
the late Congressman Antonio Wan
Pat, former Congressman General Ben
Blaz, who is with us today, and former
Congressman Robert Underwood had
raised the issue throughout their serv-
ice in this body. Through the efforts of
Congressman Robert Underwood, a
commission was established in the
107th Congress to review the historical
record of addressing Guam’s war
claims.

There were some of the key findings
of the commission. If the U.S. has a
moral obligation to pay proper com-
pensations for war claims, that there
was a lack of parity in war claims for
Guam when compared to other war
claims’ programs established by the
Congress that Guam was erroneously—
I don’t know if not purposefully—ex-
cluded from the coverage under title II
of the War Claims Act.

This legislation is vitally important,
Mr. Speaker, because it addresses these
long-standing inequities against the
people of Guam. By implementing the
recommendations of the review com-
mission, it recognizes the sacrifices
made by the people of Guam and their
steadfast loyalty to the United States
in the face of this adversity. It allows
claims for death, personal injury,
forced labor, forced marches, and in-
ternment. It allows compensation to
certain survivors of the siege.

I strongly support this legislation.
And may I remind my colleagues, our
Nation committed a grave injustice, as
far as I'm concerned, concerning this
issue. Sixty years, Mr. Speaker. How
much longer are we going to have to
wait for the people of Guam to get
proper compensation for this tremen-
dous wrong that was committed
against them by Japanese military
forces? Atrocities were committed
against the people of Guam. And this
piece of legislation embodies all
they’re asking for.

I suspect that we have currently
probably a $40 billion military presence
in this territory that is so important
and vital to our strategic and military
interests, and yet we cannot even pro-
vide compensation for the loss of lives
these people had to suffer and endure
for 3 years under Japanese occupation
in World War II. Where is the justice in
this, Mr. Speaker? Where is the fair-
ness? Where are the Members of this
body to give proper voters support for
this long-standing injustice that has
not been remedied by the Congress?

Mr. Speaker, as an example, my good
friend and former colleague, Member of
the Congress, Brigadier General Ben
Blaz, at that time was a youth that
was part of this forced evacuation. He
personally witnessed some of the atroc-
ities that were committed against his
people by Japanese military forces. Our
former colleague, Congressman Bob
Underwood, who reiterated to our col-
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leagues as some of his close relatives
were beheaded Japanese style in the
presence of other people of Guam. And
this took place for some 3 years, 3
years, Mr. Speaker.

And I could never forget the words
echoed by my good friend General Blaz.
He said, “We are equal in war but not
in peace.”” What a profound statement,
as far as I'm concerned.

Yes, the people of Guam sacrificed
their sons and daughters to fight our
enemies in our wars, but when it comes
to giving proper compensation and
remedy for its people, somehow after 60
years we seem to give a blind eye not
really giving any real sense of impor-
tance about what happened in the lives
of these people during the 3 years the
Japanese forces took over this terri-
tory.

Why, for the life of me, Mr. Speaker,
it has taken all of these years in sim-
ply trying to make this inequity fair
and just for the people and for the ben-
efit of Guam, I do not understand.

And if T may just for a second, Mr.
Speaker, I would like to have a col-
loquy with my colleague from Guam,
MADELEINE BORDALLO.

As a senior Member of the House
Armed Services Committee, do you
think the territory of Guam has any
importance as an insular member of
our family as territories representing
the United States in this part of the
world?

Ms. BORDALLO. Yes, I do. Guam is
strategically located in the Pacific.
And at this particular time, we are
looking at a large military buildup in
Guam.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Is it your un-
derstanding that we are about to spend
some $15 billion to transfer some 9,000
Marines from Okinawa and some 40,000
dependents to be placed in Guam be-
cause of its military importance to our
Nation’s security interests?

Ms. BORDALLO. Yes.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. What is the
gentlelady’s estimates in terms of the
value of all of the military installa-
tions that we now have in place in
Guam.

Ms. BORDALLO. The value?

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Twenty bil-
lion, thirty billion? Anderson Air Force
Base, the naval bases; all of the mili-
tary presence that we have in Guam?

Ms. BORDALLO. It’s priceless.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. You would
say in the billions?

Ms. BORDALLO. In the billions.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. And would
you suppose to suggest that maybe all
we’re asking for is some couple of pen-
nies compared to the billions that we
have? And where are the people of
Guam in terms of the sacrifices that
they’ve had to make; the lands that
have been taken, one-third of Guam is
now controlled by the military?

Ms. BORDALLO. That is correct.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. I'd like to
ask the gentlelady also is it true that
since the closing of Subic Bay and
Clark Air Force base that Guam then
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became vitally important, even to this
day, to the defense of our national se-
curity interests in this region of the
world?

Ms. BORDALLO. That is correct.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. I thank the
gentlelady.

And I want to thank my good friend,
the gentleman from California, for
complementing and for supporting this
legislation.

My good friends and Mr. Speaker,
this is not a Republican or a Demo-
cratic bill. It is a bill in the interests of
the needs of our fellow Americans who
suffered tremendous atrocities in the
hands of Japanese military forces dur-
ing World War II. And all we’re asking
here is fair, fairness and equity, and for
justice to the people of Guam.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
it’s my pleasure to yield 2 minutes to
the gentlelady from North Carolina
(Ms. FOxXX).

Ms. FOXX. I thank my colleague
from Utah.

Mr. Speaker, you know, I was not
aware of this bill until today, and I am
sure that this is a very worthwhile pro-
gram and that certainly we want to
honor the people who have fought to
help keep this country free; however, 1
am very concerned about the expendi-
ture of another $131 million in addition
to the trillions and billions that we are
recently committing ourselves to.

I mentioned earlier that I had some
young people that I was concerned
about. There’s a little boy in my dis-
trict by the name of Noah Zenger who’s
having a birthday very soon. And he
wanted to come to Washington to see
the Congress in action, and he brought
his brother, Ben, and his sisters, Emma
and Savannah, with him.

They are the ones that are going to
bear the responsibility for our prof-
ligate spending here. Where is it going
to end? How much debt are we going to
place on these children and their fami-
lies?

American families are hurting and
need relief. And yet, we continue to en-
gage in out-of-control spending.

Now, I have to say at least this bill is
being debated out in the open. It is not
like the bills that have been debated or
have been settled on recently in secret,
the Reid-Pelosi secret Congress, which
has been bringing these very expensive
bills to us to vote on. The $1 trillion
stimulus bill that’s only going to stim-
ulate more government and more debt.
There’s going to be a half trillion dol-
lar omnibus spending bill that’s going
to fund the government for only 7
months.
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And then we’ve got this $75 billion
bill for the President’s mortgage bail-
out proposal. Where is it going to end?
We just continue to spend, spend,
spend.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, may I
inquire as to how much time is remain-
ing on both sides.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlelady from Guam has 1% minutes,
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and the gentleman from Utah has 12
minutes.

Ms. BORDALLO. I would like to yield
the balance of our time to our next
speaker, who is the gentleman from
Puerto Rico (Mr. PEDRO PIERLUISI).

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 44.

I want to begin by commending the
gentlelady from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO),
who has worked tirelessly for years to
steer this important bill through the
legislative process. Ms. BORDALLO’s leg-
islation was approved by the House in
2007 but was not taken up by the Sen-
ate. I believe that passage of her bill is
long overdue, and I respectfully urge
my colleagues in both Chambers to
support it.

H.R. 44 will acknowledge the coura-
geous loyalty shown by the U.S. na-
tionals of Guam during the Japanese
occupation in World War II. Chairman
RAHALL, in remarks delivered several
years ago, summarized life in occupied
Guam in stark terms: ‘“For more than
25 years, brutal atrocities were com-
mitted against the people of Guam.
The horrific acts of public beheadings,
beatings and rapes were burned into
the memories of parents and children.
And in an island community of 22,000,
everyone knew one another, and so no
one escaped the tragedies of war-time
occupation.”

Mr. Speaker, this bill is more than a
symbolic gesture. It reflects the view
that solemn speeches about sacrifice
and loyalty are nice, and they are nec-
essary, but they are not enough. This
legislation embodies the determination
of a grateful Nation to move beyond
rhetoric and to provide tangible assist-
ance to a relatively small universe of
U.S. citizens whose bravery and suf-
fering have yet to be adequately ad-
dressed.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. If the gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico is not com-
plete, I would be happy to yield him 1
minute.

Mr. PIERLUISI. I will continue.

Ms. BORDALLO’s bill would authorize
the Federal Government to pay com-
pensation to two categories of persons;
first, to living Guam residents who
were seriously injured or interned dur-
ing the occupation; and second, to the
surviving family members of those
Guam residents who were killed or se-
riously injured in the course of their
occupation. The eligibility criteria es-
tablished by the bill are fair and trans-
parent, and the amount of compensa-
tion prescribed is reasonable.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 44 would essen-
tially implement the recommendations
of the Guam War Claims Review Com-
mission, which was established by the
Congress. The Review Commission sub-
mitted its final report in June 2004.
The report concluded that the war
claims process created in 1945 to com-
pensate the people of Guam was defi-
cient in key respects. The Commission
observed that many residents of Guam

The

H1615

missed the window in which to file
claims as a result of language barriers,
high illiteracy rates, and the lack of
newspapers and telephones on the is-
land.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield the gen-
tleman another 30 seconds.

Mr. PIERLUISI. Thank you so much.

The Commission recommended that
the United States provide additional
compensation to the two categories of
claimants I mentioned earlier.

Mr. Speaker, it is likely that more
pages have been written about World
War II and its aftermath than any
other subject. Today, we have an op-
portunity to write an important new
chapter about an aspect of the conflict
that has not received the attention it
deserves.

I am proud to join Ms. BORDALLO in
what is clearly a sacred mission for her
and the good people of Guam and in
what ought to be viewed as a worthy
endeavor by all Americans.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I yield 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Tennessee
(Mr. ROE).

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,
this week the House is scheduled to
consider the fiscal year 2009 Omnibus
Appropriations Act, which is going to
spend an additional $410 billion. After
spending $700 billion to bail out Wall
Street, another $787 billion for what is
supposedly stimulus, perhaps sup-
porters of this week’s bill just believe
that spending another $410 billion has
lost a lot of its significance and will go
unnoticed. It cannot and it will not.

The folks in Tennessee assume that
when you spend $2 trillion in just dis-
cretionary spending—never mind
spending on Social Security, Medicare
and Medicaid—that it gets easier to
find some savings and set priorities be-
cause $2 trillion is a staggering amount
of money. I have to tell them that, in
Congress, the opposite is true; the
more you spend here, the more difficult
it is to set priorities.

It’s time to get our Nation’s financial
house in order. We can only do that by
debating the spending package, but
once again, it appears we will be faced
with a take-it-or-leave-it package of
priorities that will be subject to almost
no scrutiny or debate. If we’re going to
restore fiscal responsibility, we must
carefully review this package and de-
mand that excessive spending be elimi-
nated.

I thank the general for his service.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. May I inquire if
there are any other speakers that the
gentlelady from Guam has.

Ms. BORDALLO. I have no further
speakers, but I do want to go on record
to thank you, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. BISHOP), for the courtesy of
giving us extra time on this side.
Thank you.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. So that we can
maintain this in some Kkind of order, I
do not have any other speakers. I
would just like to say in conclusion

The
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that we start a process here today
which is somewhat strange as we enter
into this next week. We have eight bills
that are coming up from our particular
committee—seven of which I actually
support, including this one—and yet we
are now committing them over to the
death now of the Federal graveyard
known as the United States Senate,
where they shall probably languish for
the next 2 years, only to be resurrected
in the 112th session of Congress in some
kind of omnibus form. We’re doing
probably the son of S.R. 22 even as we
speak.

However, having said that, I appre-
ciate the words that have been spoken
about this particular bill.

And I would be willing, Mr. Speaker,
to yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady
from Guam if she would like to con-
clude on this debate, and then that
would be sufficient for me.

Ms. BORDALLO. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

I want to take this moment just to
read a passage here: ‘“Why is the
United States Government, not the
Government of Japan, paying for these
war claims? This may be a question
that many would ask. Well, following
World War II, American nationals and
citizens were awarded some compensa-
tion from the Federal Government for
certain war-time losses, yet Guama-
nians were excluded.

“In 1945, the United States Congress
acknowledged and attempted to rem-
edy the needs of Guamanians by pass-
ing the Guam Meritorious Claims Act
within weeks after the cessation of
hostilities. The bill was an attempt to
provide immediate relief to the people
of Guam for the sacrifices and the
sufferings they endured during the Im-
perial Japanese occupation of the is-
land. Unfortunately, the intent of the
legislation was never fully realized.
Then, the United States signed a trea-
ty of peace with Japan on September 8,
1951 which precluded American citizens
from making claims against Japan for
war reparations.” I think that’s very,
very important; it precluded American
citizens from making claims against
Japan for war reparations.

“The treaty closed any legal mecha-
nism for seeking redress from the Gov-
ernment of Japan. And moreover, bu-
reaucratic bungling of the Guam Meri-
torious Claims Act of 1945, post World
War II, hindered many Guamanians
from receiving the appropriate level of
support. Since Guam had no represen-
tation in Congress until 1973, it was dif-
ficult for Guamanians to advocate for
better implementation of the legisla-
tion.”

So, again, I thought it was important
to explain this. Many people have
asked why isn’t Japan responsible for
this. And so I thought I would include
this in the RECORD, Mr. Speaker. And I
urge my colleagues to vote for the bill,
H.R. 44.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to support legislation that has been in-
troduced by my colleague, Congresswoman
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BORDALLO. H.R. 44, the Guam World War Il
Loyalty Recognition Act, would honor the resi-
dents of Guam for their loyalty and com-
pensate them for the atrocities they suffered
during the long and violent Japanese occupa-
tion of Guam.

During World War Il, Guam was invaded,
seized and occupied by Imperial Japanese
forces for nearly three years. The war de-
stroyed much of Guam, including housing,
public buildings, utilities and infrastructure. In
addition, the people of Guam suffered many
deaths and an untold number of acts of bru-
tality. This ruthless brutality has left a lasting
impact on the survivors of the war and the de-
scendants of victims. These sufferers wanted
nothing more than survival and liberation
under the U.S. flag.

In 1947, the Secretary of the Navy commis-
sioned a civilian committee on the Naval Ad-
ministration of Guam and American Samoa to
prepare a report with specific recommenda-
tions. The report became known as the Hop-
kins Report and was submitted to the Sec-
retary of the Navy in 1947. Among other
things, the report addressed deficiencies in the
war claims process for Guam immediately
after the war ended. In the cover letter sub-
mitted with the report, the committee stated,
“Only so can justice be done to a valiant
group of Americans who at great cost to them-
selves remained steadfastly loyal during the
war . . . in so special a case this government
could well be very generous in method of dis-
tributing its relief as well as generous in
amount awarded. It has been neither.”

Many decades later, the 107th Congress
authorized the Guam War Claims Review
Commission to determine if the people of
Guam received parity in claims as compared
to other Americans who experienced losses
and damages during the war. In 2004, the
Commission submitted their final report to
Congress and found that Guam’s residents
were inequitably treated.

There has been legislation to address this
inequitable treatment in every Congress since
1985. Two hearings have been held, one in
the 108th Congress and one on in the 109th
Congress. In the 110th Congress, the House
passed H.R. 1595 under a suspension of the
rules but the Senate was not able to act on
the measure before final adjournment. It is
time to follow the recommendations made by
both the Hopkins report and the Guam War
Claims Review Commission by providing ade-
quate reparations for the people of Guam. It is
time to honor them for their sacrifices.

Congresswoman BORDALLO continues to call
for a resolution to this open wound and has
done a fantastic job over the years to create
the most fair and equitable legislation that
Congress can pass. | hope the people of
Guam know that this issue is being addressed
and the people have not been forgotten.

| urge my colleagues to support the people
of Guam and vote for final passage.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, as Chair of the
Congressional Asian Pacific American Cau-
cus, | rise today in support of H.R. 44, the
Guam World War |l Loyalty Recognition Act,
which recognizes the great suffering and loy-
alty of the people of Guam during the Japa-
nese occupation of Guam in World War II.

On December 8, 1941, concurrent with the
attack on Pearl Harbor, Imperial Japanese
forces invaded and seized control of the island
of Guam, a United States Territory. Guam was
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occupied for the following thirty months, during
which time its people were subjected to exe-
cutions, beatings, rape, forced labor, and
forced marches. In the final months of the oc-
cupation, all residents were interned in con-
centration camps.

The Guam Meritorious Claims Act of 1945
provided some relief to residents of Guam, but
in 2004, the Guam War Claims Review Com-
mission determined that there was a lack of
parity in war claims for the people of Guam
compared to other war claims programs au-
thorized by Congress for similarly-affected
U.S. citizens and U.S. nationals. The Commis-
sion felt that the U.S. government had a
“moral obligation” to provide redress for the
people of Guam, which is the goal of H.R. 44.
As an original cosponsor of the bill, | support
this objective wholeheartedly.

| am proud to honor and recognize the patri-
otism shown by the people of Guam and the
sacrifices they made during World War Il and
| urge my colleagues to vote “yes” on H.R.
44. This is long-overdue legislation to com-
pensate eligible residents of Guam for deaths
and injuries suffered during the Japanese oc-
cupation.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, let me express
my support for H.R. 44, the Guam World War
2 Loyalty Recognition Act.

As my colleagues know, during World War
II, the people of Guam endured great suffering
under the occupation of the military forces of
the Japanese Empire. H.R. 44 would give ap-
propriate recognition to the extraordinary hard-
ships endured by the people of Guam and the
loyalty they demonstrated to the United States
of America during 32 months of occupation.
The bill would also provide for compensation
for the victims and relatives of those who suf-
fered and for research, education, and media
efforts to memorialize the occupation.

| recently had the opportunity to visit Guam
and | was reminded of the strategic impor-
tance it plays in preserving the security of our
nation. We must never lose sight of what the
people of Guam have done, and continue to
do, for the United States.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 44.

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. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. 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.

————

CAPTIVE PRIMATE SAFETY ACT

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 80) to amend the Lacey Act
Amendments of 1981 to treat nonhuman
primates as prohibited wildlife species
under that Act, to make corrections in
the provisions relating to captive wild-
life offenses under that Act, and for
other purposes.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 80

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 ‘“Captive Pri-
mate Safety Act”.

SEC. 2. ADDITION OF NONHUMAN PRIMATES TO
DEFINITION OF PROHIBITED WILD-
LIFE SPECIES.

Section 2(g) of the Lacey Act Amendments
of 1981 (16 U.S.C. 3371(g)) is amended by in-
serting before the period at the end ‘‘or any
nonhuman primate’’.

SEC. 3. CAPTIVE WILDLIFE AMENDMENTS.

(a) PROHIBITED ACTS.—Section 3 of the
Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 (16 U.S.C.
3372) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘“‘or”’
after the semicolon;

(ii) in subparagraph (B)(iii), by striking ‘;
or’”’ and inserting a semicolon; and

(iii) by striking subparagraph (C); and

(B) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘or sub-
section (e)”’ before the period; and

(2) in subsection (e)—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), (4),
and (b) as paragraphs (3), (4), (6), and (6) re-

spectively;
(B) by striking ‘‘(e)”’ and all that follows
through ‘Subsection (a)(2)(C) does not

apply’’ in paragraph (1) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(e) CAPTIVE WILDLIFE OFFENSE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—It is unlawful for any
person to import, export, transport, sell, re-
ceive, acquire, or purchase in interstate or
foreign commerce any live animal of any
prohibited wildlife species.

‘(2) LIMITATION ON APPLICATION.—This sub-
section—

‘““(A) does not apply to a person trans-
porting a nonhuman primate to or from a
veterinarian who is licensed to practice vet-
erinary medicine within the United States,
solely for the purpose of providing veteri-
nary care to the nonhuman primate, if—

‘‘(i) the person transporting the nonhuman
primate carries written documentation
issued by the veterinarian, including the ap-
pointment date and location;

‘‘(ii) the nonhuman primate is transported
in a secure enclosure appropriate for that
species of primate;

‘‘(iii) the nonhuman primate has no con-
tact with any other animals or members of
the public, other than the veterinarian and
other authorized medical personnel pro-
viding veterinary care; and

‘‘(iv) such transportation and provision of
veterinary care is in accordance with all oth-
erwise applicable State and local laws, regu-
lations, permits, and health certificates;

‘“(B) does not apply to a person trans-
porting a nonhuman primate to a legally
designated caregiver for the nonhuman pri-
mate as a result of the death of the pre-
ceding owner of the nonhuman primate, if—

‘‘(i) the person transporting the nonhuman
primate is carrying legal documentation to
support the mneed for transporting the
nonhuman primate to the legally designated
caregiver;

‘“(ii) the nonhuman primate is transported
in a secure enclosure appropriate for the spe-
cies;

‘“(iii) the nonhuman primate has no con-
tact with any other animals or members of
the public while being transported to the le-
gally designated caregiver; and

‘‘(iv) all applicable State and local restric-
tions on such transport, and all applicable
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State and local requirements for permits or
health certificates, are complied with;

‘“(C) does not apply to a person trans-
porting a nonhuman primate solely for the
purpose of assisting an individual who is per-
manently disabled with a severe mobility
impairment, if—

‘(i) the nonhuman primate is a single ani-
mal of the genus Cebus;

‘(i) the nonhuman primate was obtained
from, and trained at, a licensed nonprofit or-
ganization described in section 501(c)(3) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 the non-
profit tax status of which was obtained—

‘“(I) before July 18, 2008; and

‘“(IT) on the basis that the mission of the
organization is to improve the quality of life
of severely mobility-impaired individuals;

“4(iii) the person transporting the
nonhuman primate is a specially trained em-
ployee or agent of a nonprofit organization
described in clause (ii) that is transporting
the nonhuman primate to or from a des-
ignated individual who is permanently dis-
abled with a severe mobility impairment, or
to or from a licensed foster care home pro-
viding specialty training of the nonhuman
primate solely for purposes of assisting an
individual who is permanently disabled with
severe mobility impairment;

“dv) the person transporting the
nonhuman primate carries documentation
from the applicable nonprofit organization
that includes the name of the designated in-
dividual referred to in clause (iii);

‘“(v) the nonhuman primate is transported
in a secure enclosure that is appropriate for
that species;

‘“(vi) the nonhuman primate has no con-
tact with any animal or member of the pub-
lic, other than the designated individual re-
ferred to in clause (iii); and

‘(vii) the transportation of the nonhuman
primate is in compliance with—

“(I) all applicable State and local restric-
tions regarding the transport; and

‘“(IT) all applicable State and local require-
ments regarding permits or health certifi-
cates; and

‘(D) does not apply’’;

(C) in paragraph (2) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (A))—

(i) by striking ‘‘a’’ before ‘‘prohibited’’ and
inserting ‘‘any’’;

(ii) by striking ‘“(3)”’ and inserting ‘(4)”’;
and

(iii) by striking ‘‘(2)”’ and inserting *‘(3)"’;

(D) in paragraph (3) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (A))—

(i) in subparagraph (C)—

(I) in clauses (ii) and (iii), by striking ‘‘ani-
mals listed in section 2(g)’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘prohibited wildlife spe-
cies’’; and

(IT) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘animals”’
and inserting ‘‘prohibited wildlife species’’;
and

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘ani-
mal”’ each place it appears and inserting
‘“‘prohibited wildlife species’’;

(E) in paragraph (4) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (A)), by striking ‘“(2)” and in-
serting ‘“(3)”’; and

(F) in paragraph (6) (as redesignated by
subparagraph (A))—

(i) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(2)(C)”’ and
inserting ‘‘this subsection”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘2004 through 2008’ and in-
serting ‘2010 through 2014”’.

(b) CIvi. PENALTIES.—Section 4(a) of the
Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 (16 U.S.C.
3373(a)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘(e),”
after ‘‘subsections (b), (d),” ; and

(2) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘¢, (e),”
after ‘‘subsection (d)”.
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(c) CRIMINAL PENALTIES.—Section 4(d) of
the Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 (16 U.S.C.
3373(d)) is amended—

(1) in paragraphs (1)(A) and (1)(B) and in
the first sentence of paragraph (2), by insert-
ing ‘‘(e),” after ‘‘subsections (b), (d),”” each
place it appears; and

(2) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘, (e),”
after ‘‘subsection (d)”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE; REGULATIONS.—

(1) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsections (a)

through (c) shall take effect on the earlier
of—

(A) the date of the issuance of regulations
under paragraph (2); or

(B) the expiration of the period referred to
in paragraph (2).

(2) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall issue regulations implementing
the amendments made by this section by not
later than the end of the 180-day period be-
ginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 4. APPLICABILITY PROVISION AMENDMENT.

Section 3 of the Captive Wildlife Safety
Act (117 Stat. 2871; Public Law 108-191) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(a) IN
GENERAL.—Section 3’ and inserting ‘‘Section
3, and

(2) by striking subsection (b).

SEC. 5. REGULATIONS.

Section 7(a) of the Lacey Act Amendments
of 1981 (16 U.S.C. 3376(a)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph:

‘“(83) The Secretary shall, in consultation
with other relevant Federal and State agen-
cies, issue regulations to implement section
3(e).”.

SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS
FOR ADDITIONAL LAW ENFORCE-
MENT PERSONNEL.

In addition to such other amounts as are
authorized to carry out the Lacey Act
Amendments of 1981 (16 U.S.C. 3371 et seq.),
there is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary of the Interior $5,000,000 for fiscal
year 2010 to hire additional law enforcement
personnel of the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service to enforce that Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Guam (Ms. BORDALLO) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Guam (Ms. BORDALLO).

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and exclude
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The pending measure, the Captive
Primate Safety Act, was introduced by
our colleague from Oregon, Representa-
tive EARL BLUMENAUER. This bill
amends the Lacey Act Amendments of
1981 to prohibit the import, export,
transportation, sale, receipt, acquisi-
tion or purchase in interstate or for-
eign commerce of nonhuman primates
such as monkeys and chimpanzees.

One week ago today, in Stamford,
Connecticut, a 200-pound chimpanzee
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went berserk and viciously attacked a
family friend he had known for years.
The injuries this chimpanzee inflicted
on a 55-year-old woman were described
as horrendous, including multiple bro-
ken bones, loss of limbs, and mutila-
tion. According to a press report, the
police called the attack ‘‘lengthy and
vicious.” In trying to save her friend,
the chimpanzee’s owner stabbed him
repeatedly with a Kkitchen knife and
also tried hitting him with a shovel. In
the end, police were forced to shoot the
animal. Today, our thoughts and pray-
ers go out to Ms. Charla Nash, the vic-
tim of this attack.

While nonhuman primates may seem
cuddly and harmless to some, last
week’s tragedy reminds us all too
clearly that they are wild animals and
that they can become extremely dan-
gerous.

Although the importation into the
United States of nonhuman primates
for the pet trade has been banned since
1975, and some States already prohibit
their possession as pets, these animals
are readily available for domestic pur-
chase on the Internet and from exotic
animal dealers.

We will never know, Mr. Speaker,
what triggered last week’s attack, but
what we do know is that it is not
unique. The Humane Society of the
United States estimates about 15,000
monkeys and other primates are in pri-
vate hands in the United States, and in
recent years, there have been dozens of
incidents of nonhuman primates injur-
ing people. Fortunately, few were as
tragic as the incident in Connecticut.
By prohibiting interstate commerce in
and transport of nonhuman primates,
the pending measure limits the oppor-
tunity for people to acquire these wild
animals as pets and diminishes the
likelihood that another horrific inci-
dent like we saw in Connecticut will
occur.

This bill passed the House during the
last Congress but was not acted upon
by the other body. So today, we are re-
newing our call for action.

And with that, I ask Members on
both sides to support passage of this
very timely legislation.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

This time, I do rise in opposition to
H.R. 80, known as the so-called ‘‘mon-
key bite bill,” which we discussed
again last time.

Just to clear the deck and make sure
that everything is up front, I own no
monkeys. I am annoyed by rally mon-
keys at ALCS series games. Other than
that, there is no personal interest here.
But it is amazing, at a time when we
are suffering economic pain—in fact, I
find it somewhat incomprehensible
that we are again debating an issue
that clearly falls under the jurisdiction
of State fish and wildlife agencies. In
fact, 40 States already prohibit owner-
ship of monkeys or require a license or
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permit in order to own a monkey. This
is not within the realm of what na-
tional government needs to spend its
time.

As tragic as the incident in Con-
necticut was earlier with that 200-
pound chimpanzee, Travis, there is
nothing in this legislation that ad-
dresses the ownership of monkeys.
There is nothing that would have im-
pacted that particular occurrence, un-
less the monkey was willing to chase
the woman from Connecticut over to
New York State. Then maybe there
would have been some nexus for which
this bill would yield because this bill
only deals with interstate shipment of
monkeys.

J 1500

In 1975 the Federal Government pro-
hibited the importation of nonhuman
primates into the United States. There
is no legal way to import a monkey
into the United States for more than 30
years. So what, pray tell, is the over-
riding need for this legislation, which,
once again, does not prohibit monkeys
from biting; we’re only prohibiting
them from shipping them over States?
If a person is bit by a monkey, it will
only have any impact if that hand of
the kid goes across the State line and
then when withdrawing the hand, the
monkey follows it back into a different
State. Only then would there be some
kind of nexus with this.

It was stated that there are 15,000
monkeys in the United States. The
vast majority of those are not pets but
used in other facilities. It was also
stated that there are dozens of inci-
dents of monkey bites. Well, I hate to
say this. It’s kind of like President
Adams once said, ‘‘Facts are stubborn
things.”” In the decade from 1995 to 2005,
there were only 132 documented
incidences between captive primates
and humans. Of that total, only 80 in-
volved pet bites. That’s 8 bites per
year. If you really wanted to do some-
thing about protecting Americans from
pets, go after dogs. You send 100,000
people to the hospital every year from
being bitten by a pet dog. That maybe
would have some relevance to what the
Federal Government is trying to do.

They also at some time will say that
these nonhuman primates transmit dis-
ease. Once again in the 110th session of
Congress, the expert testimony found
that there is no documentation of pet
primates being a threat to public safe-
ty.

There is, though, a cost to this legis-
lation. Regardless of the fact that the
issue is minimal, the problem is mini-
mal, the problem could easily be han-
dled on a State-by-State basis, we will
still appropriate to the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service or we will demand the
Fish and Wildlife Service cull out from
their budget $4 million to hire addi-
tional staff to conduct interstate in-
spections and investigation to enforce
this law. On a per basis, that translates
to a half million dollars per monkey
bite. It is not surprising, therefore,
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that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife testi-
fied in opposition to this bill. They
have better uses of their time and their
money.

So I urge my colleagues to resist this
effort to try to make sure that every-
thing in life is always fair and equal
and controlled from these hallowed
Halls of Washington and vote ‘‘no’ on
H.R. 80.

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

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentlewoman’s courtesy in permitting
me to speak on this bill and her leader-
ship in guiding it to the floor once
again.

We often speak of an idea whose time
has come. Today’s legislation is long
overdue. Even though the Captive Pri-
mate Safety Act passed the House
overwhelmingly last session, it was one
of those bills alluded to by my friend
from Utah that went to the other body
to die. I hope that today our vote will
at least be nearly unanimous, over-
whelmingly again, and the Senate fol-
low our lead. This is a critical step in
terms of protection of the public. The
gentlewoman referenced the last
week’s horrific chimpanzee attack that
brings renewed urgency to the legisla-
tion before us.

I am a little frustrated when I hear
my distinguished colleague attempt to
belittle the import of this bill. It is
common sense that exotic species or
animals destined for the food chain are
treated not just as an animal welfare
issue but as a human welfare issue.
Animal welfare legislation is about far
more than merely treating God’s crea-
tures with the dignity and respect that
is their due. How we treat these ani-
mals in our community reflects a lot
on our own values and who we are.

Last week’s attack shows what can
happen when primates are treated like
pets rather than a wild animal. It’s not
an isolated instance. There have been
100 attacks on humans by primates in
the last 10 years, 29 of which involved
children.

We don’t know why the chimpanzee
that had been treated like a member of
the household snapped. We don’t know
what prompted the act, but we do know
the results. And, indeed, all the money
my friend decreed will be spent and
more trying to deal with this one
woman who was horrifically maimed.
And it could have been much worse.
What if the rampage had taken place
near a school, if the officers hadn’t re-
sponded quickly, or if the chimpanzee
in question had been infected with one
of the many diseases they commonly
carry? Primates should be added to the
Lacey Act prohibition just as we added
lions, tigers, and other big cats in 2003
with the passage of the Wildlife Safety
Act.

There is this notion somehow that we
will just sit back, let the States pro-
vide legislation protection or not. Well,
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we didn’t do that with the big cats, ap-
propriately so, and already it is not
just illegal to import primates into the
United States, but it’s outlawed by 20
States. But primates are still readily
available. Exactly the same way we
have worked to deal with horrific con-
sequences of animal fighting, which
used to be legal in the various and sun-
dry States, first dog fighting was made
illegal, then cockfighting in a variety
of States, but the prohibition of inter-
state transfer and making it a Federal
misdemeanor was an important part of
providing a chain of protection. When
these animals can be regularly trans-
ported across State lines, they can be
sold over the Internet, it’s very dif-
ficult to have a pattern of protection.

I salute the animal welfare advocates
for their efforts. At times people are
dismissive of one element or another,
but the total package here is very im-
portant. With thousands of primates
exposed to people around the country,
we are in a situation where we have an
opportunity to take the next impor-
tant step. It is the least we can do to
extend the protections of the Lacey
Act. When we treat animals properly,
respect the fact that they are not like
us, that their needs are not being met,
dressed up in tutus or taught to drink
wine from wine glasses. The Lacey Ex-
tension Act will overnight stop the
trade in animals that have no business
being household pets. It will mean that
the Federal Government is doing all we
can to protect our citizens from attack
and from disease. And, hopefully, this
will be another step in a framework of
protection where the 30 States that
still allow primates as pets, including a
number that have no regulation what-
soever, will be inspired to join the Fed-
eral Government and the 20 States
which outlaw them entirely. In the
meantime we are stopping this trade.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I will be happy
to yield.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I appreciate
what the gentleman says.

Would you please explain to me how
this bill is going to stop the horrific ac-
cident that occurred in Connecticut? I
don’t see how this bill will do that, and
I would appreciate it if you would ex-
plain how this is going to prevent ani-
mal bites.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman’s inquiry. And let me ex-
plain. I will use the analogy that I just
made on the floor with animal fighting.
Dog fighting and cockfighting used to
be commonly accepted activities.
There were those in this Chamber who
fought against having Federal protec-
tions to stop it. And what we saw is
that when we don’t have the Federal
protections, when we rely on inad-
equate activities across State borders,
there are many States that don’t step
up, that don’t provide the protection,
and if it isn’t a serious enough ele-
ment, the Federal Government doesn’t
deploy enforcement tactics. In fact, I

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

think it was in your home State of
Georgia that we finally had a horrific
example of Michael Vick and animal
fighting that finally drove the point
home and raised the profile of that
issue.

Now, what we are going to have to do
is to provide a framework of protection
to move to where we are, in fact, actu-
ally taking seriously this responsi-
bility. And it is not a case of monkey
bites, and people are dismissing it, that
it’s not important, we will just leave it
to the State. Obviously, there are some
States that aren’t stepping up and pro-
viding protection.

I want it to be clear because this is
an important step. It doesn’t solve it
overnight, but if we had moved earlier,
provided protection, stopped the inter-
state transfer, put the spotlight on how
serious this is, maybe, maybe we would
have had States move forward to do
what the other 20 States have done, to
outlaw them. And when we get to this
point where we have a framework of
protection, licensing, and outlawing,
we are not going to have a place where
a neighbor called in distress comes for-
ward and has her face ripped off. This
monkey would not have been shipped
from Missouri and the victim would
not be in Cleveland getting a face
transplant.

I sincerely hope that you and other
skeptics look at what is happening
around the country and revise the no-
tion that this isn’t a serious problem,
that instead the Federal Government
ought to do all it can to stop it, that
States ought to step forward and pro-
hibit it, and in so doing all our families
will be safer, healthier, and more eco-
nomically secure.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I yield.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Surely you're
not suggesting that owning a primate
is equal to cockfighting or dog fight-
ing. Surely the gentleman is not sug-
gesting that. I don’t think you can
compare. We’re comparing apples to or-
anges in that situation. I don’t support
dog fighting. I don’t support cock-
fighting. I'm a physician and I have
treated a lot of animal bites in my ca-
reer. But in my opinion, I don’t think
this is going to prevent animal bites of
any kind, even primate bites, and the
only person who is going to get bitten
in this is the American taxpayer. You
may say $5 million is not a lot of
money, but the thing is the American
public is going to be bitten in the wal-
let and it’s going to be a program that
is going to continue for some period of
time.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
suggestion.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. But do you
compare this to dog fighting?

Mr. BLUMENAUER. What I’'m saying
precisely is that having a Federal
framework to stop the transport of ani-
mals that are dangerous, that are not
household pets is an important first
step. This is, in fact, serious business.
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You can make the same argument, you
can make exactly the same argument,
about prohibiting big cats from being
transferred. Just let it go. This is
something that can be handled on the
State level, that animal fighting is
something that can just be handled on
the State level and there is no role to
play because you’re still going to have
problems. I respectfully suggest that
contrary to your assertion that by hav-
ing a framework for big cats, having a
framework for animal fighting, and
now for dangerous primates that
should not be routinely treated like
the traffic of household pets is an im-
portant step to protect the public. It
was important for the big cats. It was
important for cockfighting and dog
fighting. And I think it’s important
that we do what we can to stop the po-
tential of additional problems from pri-
mates and by not having them move in
interstate commerce to be trafficking
around the country. This is an impor-
tant step for regulation and control.

I think it’s an important step for-
ward. It’s why there was an over-
whelming vote last session, why it’s
supported by zoo keepers, animal wel-
fare, research. This is, as I say, Mr.
Speaker, legislation whose time has
passed.
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I would think what we saw in Con-
necticut is an example of why we need
to be serious about the role that these
primates play. They aren’t pets. The
Federal Government should not facili-
tate their treatment as pets to the 30
States that still, sadly, permit them in
households, and many of them that
don’t have any regulatory controls at
all.

We will be doing our part today to do
what the Federal Government can do
to prevent such tragedies in the future,
but I think it is an important signal
for State legislatures around the coun-
try to step up and provide protection
for their communities to prevent these
activities, and I think it’s critically
important that we are part of an effort
to inform the public of this problem.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I would be
happy to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN),
which was not where the dogfighting
took place. That was Virginia.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank the
gentleman from Utah for yielding, and
I just wanted to make a comment.

I just respectfully disagree with my
friend from out West and from Oregon
about his very impassioned debate
here, and I understand that my friend
is very passionate about this. As a phy-
sician, I am very concerned about ani-
mal bites myself.

But I don’t see where this bill is
going to stop animal bites. I don’t see
where it’s going to stop primate bites.
If you want to outlaw primate owner-
ship, then maybe that bill is one that
you bring to the floor. I am not sure
how we would vote on that, but I don’t
see how we can compare ownership of a
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primate or even a lion or a tiger to
dogfighting and cockfighting. They are
totally separate entities and so totally
separate issues.

This is going to cost money when we
are in a situation where the American
public is fixing to be asked to increase
their taxes, and we passed just 2 weeks
ago, week-and-a-half ago, a huge stim-
ulus bill that I don’t think is going to
stimulate the economy.

But I do know this, increasing Fed-
eral spending and increasing Federal
purview into people’s lives, particu-
larly States’ lives, is not in the best in-
terests of our taxpayers. It’s not in the
best interests of America, and, frankly,
I carry a copy of the Constitution in
my pocket all the time and I don’t see
anything in this document that allows
us to continue to expand the size of the
Federal Government like we are doing.

So I just wanted to make a comment
that I very much appreciate your im-
passioned remarks. I understand the
horrible accident that my friend from
Utah was not trying to belittle in any
way whatsoever, and I am sure he
would tell you the same thing, and I
know that he has a heart just like we
all do.

This bill is not going to stop that
type of activity, and I don’t think it’s
in the best interests of America.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I would also like to note that despite
State laws, pet primates continue to be
available for purchase between States,
and this bill would prevent that. In one
instance, all it took was $45,000 and a
phone call to have a chimp shipped
from Missouri to Maryland.

While it is illegal to own a primate in
20 States, in the rest of the country
there is little to no regulation, and
that is why the chimp owner in Con-
necticut was able to purchase Travis
from Missouri. What happened last
Monday has happened repeatedly in the
past, and it will happen again if we
don’t pass this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
once again we look into what we are
doing here in Congress in terms of the
relationship of how we spend our time
and what is most productive for our
constituents and the people of this
great country.

The gentleman from Georgia, I appre-
ciate him implying that I have a heart.
I don’t think my Kkids would concur
with that decision, but it happens to be
there.

What we are talking about, obviously
in this particular bill, is simply the
cause-effect relationship between a
piece of legislation and the impact of
that piece of legislation. It is true that
there are 15,000 chimpanzees in this
country, the overwhelming majority of
which are not owned as pets. They are
in labs. They are in zoos. Those chim-
panzees are specifically excluded by
the language of this particular bill.

We are only going after a small sec-
tion, a small issue, and yet the so-
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called harm that’s caused does not
have a relationship to the bill in front
of us. This is not dealing with bites.
It’s not dealing with ownership. If we
are talking about ownership, that
could be a legitimate nexus.

This is simply importation and a
Federal framework that goes a round-
about way and is not a way to actually
come up with issues that solve the
problems, especially when a State can
do it just as easy as we can. Everyone’s
personal safety does not have to be
guaranteed by a statute that comes
from this Chamber of ours. There are
other opportunities to deal with that.

What we should be dealing with are
the key issues that affect this country.
The last time this bill was before us on
the floor, it was one of those things
where we refused to try and talk about
significant issues at the time and in-
stead dealt with issues like this. Not
that this is an insignificant issue, but
this is dealing with a small area of
American life where we are faced with
vast issues, and yet we still refuse to
deal with them.

It’s almost like the end of whenever
we left last week. It was the end of a
TV season and we are starting over
again, and yet we ended that TV season
on a very high note of passing a bill of
anywhere between 800 billion to $1 tril-
lion with almost no discussion and
time to debate it. We were promised 48
hours to talk about the stimulus bill.

Actually, I guess I misheard because
I am older; it was actually 4 to 8 hours
that we had to actually read about and
learn about that stimulus bill before
we jumped into the debate on this
floor. And yet this week we come back
for our new season, and we are doing
the same thing again. We are faced
with huge economic issues and huge
bills coming down the pike, and yet, in-
stead, we are not spending our time
discussing those issues. We are spend-
ing our time discussing whether a pro-
hibition of trade is the same thing as
the prohibition of biting.

Yet, look at what is coming before
us. We are going to be talking about an
omnibus bill, an omnibus appropria-
tions bill, hopefully sometime this
week. Only a few moments ago, the
text was finally available, even before
it goes into the Rules Committee to-
morrow.

Why are we not looking at that text
and going through that? That is a $400
billion piece of legislation on top of the
$1 trillion stimulus bill, on top of the
$800 billion we did in bailouts, on top of
$200 billion for Freddie and Fannie and
AIG, et cetera, et cetera, on top of
maybe some $70 billion we are going to
be using for the housing market, on top
of another 5 to 10 for another omnibus
land bill which may someday come
here.

All of these things are adding up, and
yvet we are not prioritizing the time of
this Congress to deal with those. There
is every indication that the omnibus
spending bill that will be coming be-
fore us this week will come under a
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closed rule, which could indicate that
there would be absolutely no debate on
the floor of that bill. Not only are we
not spending our time dealing with
prioritizing what is important, we are
not even allowing us, when we actually
get to that point, to do it.

Last year, for the first time in the
history of this Congress, there was a
closed rule on an appropriations bill.
That has never happened before, and
that is not the way these types of
things should take place. That’s what
we should be talking about today.
That’s what we should be talking
about. How are we doing? How is the
spending that we keep going through,
an 8.7 percent increase in discretionary
spending, how is that going to have an
impact, how will the housing decisions
we are going to be making soon?

That’s where we should be spending
our time. That’s the discussion. I
think, perhaps, if that were the discus-
sion, maybe this room would be fully
occupied by Members trying to find out
where our future will be.

What we are doing simply right now
is galumphing towards some goal in
which we will have almost minimal
time to discuss the main issues, but we
are spending a lot of time dealing with
bills that have been passed before, and
dealing with bills once again that don’t
have a cause-effect relationship, which
is why the entity that would be respon-
sible for actually, actually supervising
and enforcing this bill are opposed to
it, because of that minimal nexus of
cause-effect relationship. Now, that’s
the issue that we had before us.

We should, as a Congress, be trying
to prioritize our time so we are dealing
with the important issues that have an
impact for all Americans and have an
impact for the future of this country.
And until we can do that type of
prioritization, we are missing our goal
and missing our mission here as Mem-
bers of Congress.

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

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to inquire as to how much
time we have left.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlelady from Guam has 4 minutes.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, 1
would therefore like to yield 2 minutes
to Mr. BLUMENAUER.

Mr. BLUMENAUER.
again.

I don’t want to belabor this, but I
find no small amount of irony that my
good friend from Utah is saying, well,
we shouldn’t be wasting time with this,
we should be dealing with the major
issues of the day, really the critical
things. And then I look down the agen-
da and, lo and behold, he has two items
on the suspension calendar that he is
sponsoring that are coming forward,
and I don’t know that they meet the
test that he just made of things that
are going to shake the roots of the de-
mocracy and move forward to solve all
our economic and global problems.

We can, as they say, do more than
one thing at once. We have a variety of

Thank you
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things that may not be earthshaking
for everybody and deal with the future
of the republic, but are important busi-
ness none the less. That’s why you put
them on the suspension calendar to
move them forward and that is why I
have done so with this bill.

I want to just conclude with the no-
tion, though, of the framework, and
the dismissive notion of, you know,
animal bites. I would respectfully sug-
gest that having your face ripped off is
not the same as just an animal bite, a
nip here or a scratch there. We are
dealing with animals that have the po-
tential of inflicting serious damage and
death.

We have a patchwork framework
right now where the States, some have
stepped up and recognized the responsi-
bility and the danger to their citizens
and have outlawed it. Others are start-
ing to move in this direction and have
some registration, for example.

But what we do with this legislation
is provide a framework so that it is
possible to actually have some enforce-
ment. But what I mentioned in terms
of the analogy, and I am sorry I wasn’t
clear to my friend from Georgia, that
when you don’t have a framework,
when States are free to do whatever
they want and you can transport
things across State borders, it under-
cuts the abilities of the States that are
trying to protect their citizens like
with animal fighting. With all due re-
spect, this provides a framework to
start making this enforcement work.
Even if you disagree, if this bill had
been the law of the land, the chimp in
the most recent attack would never
have been shipped from Missouri and
an unfortunate woman would still have
her face.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. The gentleman
from Oregon has said many things with
which I totally agree.

First of all, I didn’t actually set the
schedule. The Speaker sets the sched-
ule. I do have two bills on the schedule,
and I agree, those bills are not crucial
to the value of this country. This coun-
try will survive without my bills.

Actually, if we are living in the prop-
er world, since both those bills, as
many of these passed last year, the
Senate should have dealt with them
last year and got them over and we
would be done with it. That’s one of
the problems; we have to deal with the
other body. There is kind of a dif-
ference between my bills and this one
as well. Mine don’t cost anything.

Mine also have the Federal entity
that’s involved in the Federal enroll-
ment in support of those, and there is,
I think, a cause-effect relationship that
happens to be there. Having said that,
it still doesn’t change the fact that we
are facing significant issues that we
won’t be addressing this week dealing
with the economy, and dealing with
how we are treating our fellow citizens
in this Nation, and dealing with how
we are going to ask taxpayers to pay
for what we are dealing with, whether
it’s $1 trillion for a stimulus or a $200
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billion bailout for Freddie and Fannie
or $4 million a year to enforce a bill
that could be done by the States and
doesn’t necessarily solve the problem
that is supposedly the reason for the
bill’s introduction in the first place.

So I hope that we can move on to
more significant things, and I hope
that we are allowed on the floor the
time to talk about more significant
things in the future. And, yes, I would
include my two bills as insignificant in
that pantheon of issues which Congress
should be debating.

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

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, again,
I say this is a timely, important piece
of legislation, and I urge my fellow col-
leagues to support bill number H.R. 80.

Mr. Speaker, | submit for the RECORD the
following exchange of letters between the
Committee on the Judiciary and the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources concerning cer-
tain jurisdictional matters on H.R. 80.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, February 23, 2009.

Hon. NICK RAHALL,
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN RAHALL: In recognition of
the desire to expedite consideration of H.R.
80, the Captive Primate Safety Act, the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary agrees to waive for-
mal consideration of the bill as to provisions
that fall within its rule X jurisdiction. Spe-
cifically, the bill adds a new criminal prohi-
bition for trafficking in nonhuman primates,
with felony penalties, including up to 5 years
in prison.

The Committee takes this action with the
understanding that by forgoing consider-
ation of H.R. 80 at this time, it does not
waive any jurisdiction over subject matter
contained in this or similar legislation, and
with the understanding that our Committee
will be appropriately consulted as the bill or
similar legislation moves forward. The Com-
mittee also reserves the right to seek ap-
pointment of an appropriate number of con-
ferees to any House-Senate conference in-
volving this or similar legislation, and re-
quests your support for any such request.

I would appreciate your including this let-
ter in the Congressional Record during con-
sideration of the bill on the House floor.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter, and for the cooperative working rela-
tionship between our two committees.

Sincerely,
JOHN CONYERS, Jr.,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES,
Washington, DC February 23, 2009.
Hon. JOHN CONYERS,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
recent letter regarding provisions of H.R. 80,
the Captive Primate Safety Act, that fall
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on
the Judiciary. I appreciate your willingness
to waive sequential referral of the bill so
that it may proceed to the House floor for
consideration without delay.

I understand that this waiver is not in-
tended to prejudice any future jurisdictional
claims over these provisions or similar lan-
guage. I also understand that you reserve the
right to seek to have conferees named from
the Committee on the Judiciary on these
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provisions, and would support such a request
if it were made.

This letter will be entered into the Con-
gressional Record during consideration of
H.R. 80 on the House floor. Thank you for the
cooperative spirit in which you have worked
regarding this matter and others between
our respective committees.

With warm regards, I am

Sincerely,
NIcK J. RAHALL II,
Chairman.

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, as a co-sponsor of H.R. 80, | rise in strong
support of this legislation. During the last Con-
gress, a similar bill was approved by the
House on a vote of 302 to 96.

In fact, this year’s version is an improve-
ment because it addresses the needs of cer-
tain non-profit humanitarian organizations who
utilize nonhuman primates to assist perma-
nently disabled Americans. These service
monkeys have for over 30 years significantly
improved the lives of dozens of Americans
who suffer with polio, multiple sclerosis, spinal
cord injuries and other severe mobility impair-
ments.

| would also like to compliment my distin-
guished Subcommittee Chairwoman, the Hon-
orable MADELEINE BORDALLO who was willing
to work in a bipartisan fashion to improve this
legislation. During our Committee delibera-
tions, two amendments were adopted to en-
sure that all non-human primate pets are treat-
ed in a humane manner.

The first improvement allows owners to
transport their beloved nonhuman primates
across state lines when it becomes necessary
to obtain essential veterinary care. During the
debate on this measure, it became clear that
there is a very limited number of veterinarians
in the United States that have the expertise
and even the interest in treating non-human
primates.

The second humanitarian improvement al-
lows the transportation of nonhuman primates
across state lines upon the death of their
human owners. It is not unusual for many of
these non-human primate species to live 25 or
even 40 years and it becomes critical that they
can be relocated to a safe, secure and health
environment.

Without these improvements, it was my fear
that these monkeys would not receive ade-
quate medical care or proper living conditions
and that they would be dumped at an over-
crowded zoo, wildlife sanctuary or animal shel-
ter or simply abandoned to die.

| urge my colleagues to vote “aye” on H.R.
80, the Captive Primate Safety Act.

Ms. BORDALLO. I have no further
speakers, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 80.

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. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I object to the vote on the ground that
a quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

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

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

——
O 1530

VIRGIN ISLANDS NATIONAL PARK
LAND LEASE

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 714) to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to lease certain lands in
Virgin Islands National Park, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 714

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

SECTION 1. CANEEL BAY LEASE AUTHORIZATION.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) PARK.—The term ‘‘Park’” means the
Virgin Islands National Park.

(2) RESORT.—The term ‘‘resort’” means the
Caneel Bay resort on the island of St. John
in the Park.

(3) RETAINED USE ESTATE.—The term ‘‘re-
tained use estate’” means the retained use es-
tate for the Caneel Bay property on the is-
land of St. John entered into between the
Jackson Hole Preserve and the United States
on September 30, 1983.

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ¢Secretary’”’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(b) LEASE AUTHORIZATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that the long-term benefit to the Park
would be greater by entering into a lease
with the owner of the retained use estate
than by authorizing a concession contract
upon the termination of the retained use es-
tate, the Secretary may enter into a lease
for the operation and management of the re-
sort.

(2) ACQUISITIONS.—The Secretary may—

(A) acquire associated property from the
owner of the retained use estate; and

(B) on the acquisition of property under
subparagraph (A), administer the property as
part of the Park.

(3) AUTHORITY.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided by this section, a lease shall be in ac-
cordance with subsection (k) of section 3 of
Public Law 91-383 (16 U.S.C. la-2(k)), not-
withstanding paragraph (2) of that sub-
section.

(4) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—A lease author-
ized under this section shall—

(A) be for the minimum number of years
practicable, taking into consideration the
need for the lessee to secure financing for
necessary capital improvements to the re-
sort, but in no event shall the term of the
lease exceed 40 years;

(B) prohibit any transfer, assignment, or
sale of the lease or otherwise convey or
pledge any interest in the lease with prior
written notification to, and approval by the
Secretary;

(C) ensure that the general character of
the resort property remains unchanged, in-
cluding a prohibition against—

(i) any increase in the overall size of the
resort; or

(ii) any increase in the number of guest ac-
commodations available at the resort;

(D) prohibit the sale of partial ownership
shares or timeshares in the resort; and

(E) include any other provisions deter-
mined by the Secretary to be necessary to
protect the Park and the public interest.
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(5) RENTAL AMOUNTS.—In determining the
fair market value rental of the lease re-
quired under section 3(k)(4) of Public Law 91—
383 (16 U.S.C. 1a-2(k)(4)), the Secretary shall
take into consideration—

(A) the value of any associated property
conveyed to the United States; and

(B) the value, if any, of the relinquished
term of the retained use estate.

(6) USE OF PROCEEDS.—Rental amounts paid
to the United States under a lease shall be
available to the Secretary, without further
appropriation, for visitor services and re-
source protection within the Park.

(7) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—The Sec-
retary shall submit a proposed lease under
this section to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources of the Senate and the
Committee on Natural Resources of the
House of Representatives at least 60 days be-
fore the effective date of the lease.

(8) RENEWAL.—A lease entered into under
this section may not be extended or renewed.

(9) TERMINATION.—Upon the termination of
a lease entered into under this section, if the
Secretary determines the continuation of
commercial services at the resort to be ap-
propriate, the services shall be provided in
accordance with the National Park Service
Concessions Management Improvement Act
of 1998 (16 U.S.C. 5951 et seq.).

(¢) RETAINED USE ESTATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of the
lease, the owner of the retained use estate
shall terminate, extinguish, and relinquish
to the Secretary all rights under the re-
tained use estate and shall transfer, without
consideration, ownership of improvements
on the retained use estate to the National
Park Service.

(2) APPRAISAL.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re-
quire an appraisal by an independent, quali-
fied appraiser that is agreed to by the Sec-
retary and the owner of the retained use es-
tate to determine the value, if any, of the re-
linquished term of the retained use estate.

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—An appraisal under
paragraph (1) shall be conducted in accord-
ance with—

(i) the Uniform Appraisal Standards for
Federal Land Acquisitions; and

(ii) the Uniform Standards of Professional
Appraisal Practice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Guam (Ms. BORDALLO) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Guam.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to com-
mend our distinguished colleague from
the Virgin Islands, a valuable member
of the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, DONNA CHRISTENSEN, for spon-
soring H.R. 714. This legislation would
authorize the National Park Service to
continue its successful relationship
with Caneel Bay Resort, ensure that
park resources are protected, and allow
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the resort to undertake needed mainte-
nance and improvement programs that
will benefit visitors to the Virgin Is-
lands National Park and the Caneel
Bay Resort well into the future.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation was ap-
proved by the House in the previous
Congress, but was not considered in the
other body. It should be noted, how-
ever, that H.R. 714 includes some tech-
nical changes suggested by our col-
leagues in the Senate after hearings
were conducted on the bill last year.

Congresswoman  CHRISTENSEN de-
serves our thanks for her work in en-
suring that visitor services at the Vir-
gin Islands National Park are available
and that the park’s stunning natural
resources are always protected.

I urge my colleagues to support the
passage of H.R. 714.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this bill has been ade-
quately explained by the other side and
we support this legislation.

I reserve my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from the Virgin Islands
(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN), the author of this
legislation.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Congresswoman BORDALLO for
those kind words and for yielding me
time.

I rise, of course, in strong support of
H.R. 714, legislation that I introduced
to authorize the Secretary of the Inte-
rior to enter into a lease with the own-
ers of Caneel Bay Resort in my con-
gressional district. I want to begin by
thanking Chairman RAHALL, as well as
Chairman GRIJALVA, for their strong
and steadfast support of this bill.
Chairman GRIJALVA actually traveled
to my district to see for himself how
important the resort is to the island
and the people of St. John and to meet
with not only the management, but the
employees, because it is important to
the entire Virgin Islands.

Mr. Speaker, Caneel Bay traces its
roots to Lawrence Rockefeller’s com-
ing to the Island of St. John in 1952. He
purchased the then-existing resort fa-
cilities and also acquired more than
5,000 surrounding acres to protect the
area. In 1956, he donated the additional
land to create the Virgin Islands Na-
tional Park. At the same time, he cre-
ated Caneel Bay Resort, comprising 170
acres, which continues to complement

and be environmentally consistent
with the natural beauty of the park’s
setting.

Mr. Rockefeller subsequently decided
to transfer the land underlying Caneel
Bay to the National Park Service while
retaining the improvements and con-
tinuing the Caneel Bay operations. He
accomplished this through the execu-
tion of a series of unique agreements
generally known as a retained use es-
tate, or RUE.
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The bill before us is necessary be-
cause the RUE is slated to expire in
2023 and its current owners require
more than the remaining 15 years to
provide the capital and long-term fi-
nancing necessary to reverse the de-
cline of the facilities over the years
and to return it to the grandeur and
stature that it deserves. It has been
impossible for them to get that financ-
ing with just 15 years remaining in the
RUE.

Mr. Speaker, I have spent the last 4
years meeting with the National Park
Service officials, representatives of the
Rockefeller group, and various public
officials and business partners to work
out an equitable framework for the
long-term lease with the National Park
Service which will ensure the viability
of the Caneel Bay Resort, the largest
employer on St. John in the U.S. Vir-
gin Islands.

In return for a long-term lease need-
ed to ensure the infusion of capital
funds, the owners have agreed to pay
consideration to the government based
on independent appraisals commis-
sioned by the parties, which will in-
clude valuable land and buildings held
by them outside the park but which are
necessary for resort operations. No
consideration is currently being paid to
the government under the existing re-
tained use estate which expires in 2023.

Mr. Speaker, Caneel Bay, along with
virtually every business in the Virgin
Islands, and I would say across the
country, has suffered a dramatic de-
cline in revenue and, in our case, fu-
ture bookings. The company is being
forced to make some very difficult de-
cisions in an attempt to preserve its
solvency so that it may survive this
economic downturn. They are cur-
rently reducing employees’ hours, have
been forced to eliminate some posi-
tions and are laying off employees.
They are making every effort to mini-
mize losses due to the deepening eco-
nomic recession as well as alleviate the
impact on our long-term employees
who are also struggling in this eco-
nomic environment.

The bill was supported by the admin-
istration at hearings both in the House
and Senate as the best means of con-
clusively addressing this issue.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the Natural Resources staff di-
rector, Jim Zoia, and the staff of the
National Parks, Forest and Public
Lands Subcommittee, in particular
former staff director Rick Healy and
current staff director Dave Watkins,
for their hard work in making it pos-
sible for H.R. 714 to be on the floor
today. I also want to thank the full
committee ranking member, Doc
HASTINGS, and subcommittee ranking
member, ROB BISHOP, and their staffs
for their support as well.

I urge my colleagues to support the
passage of this bill, which is very im-
portant to the economy of my district
and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Mr. BISHOP Of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.
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Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, 1
again urge Members to support H.R.
714, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 714.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HONORING APACHE LEADER
GOYATHLAY

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 132) honoring the
life and memory of the Chiricahua
Apache leader Goyathlay or Goyaale,
also known as Geronimo, and recog-
nizing the 100th anniversary of his
death on February 17, 2009, as a time of
reflection and the commencement of a
‘“‘Healing”’ for all Apache people.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 132

Whereas Goyathlay or Goyaalé, called Ge-
ronimo by the soldiers against whom he
fought, was born in June 1829 to the
Bedonkohe band of the Apache people in No-
Doyohn Canyon on the Gila River, which was
then part of Mexico;

Whereas in 1858, Mexican soldiers attacked
the Bedonkohe people within the current
borders of Mexico, setting in motion a war
between that nation and the Apache that
would last for three decades;

Whereas Goyathlay, a spiritual and intel-
lectual leader, became recognized as a great
military leader by his people because of his
courage, determination, and skill;

Whereas Goyathlay led his people in a war
of self-defense as their homeland was in-
vaded by the citizens and armies first of
Mexico, and then of the United States;

Whereas that homeland was healthy, thriv-
ing, and beautiful with ample running water,
extensive grasslands, and ancient forests and
was a place beloved and revered by the
Apache people, who had lived there for
countless generations;

Whereas Goyathlay’s band, along with
other Apache peoples, were forcibly removed
by the United States Army, interned at San
Carlos, Arizona, subjugated, and deprived of
their rights as a free people, including the
right to practice their traditional spiritual
beliefs and maintain long-standing political
and social structures;

Whereas Goyathlay led fewer than 150 men,
women, and children out of captivity and for
several years evaded fighting forces con-
sisting of one-quarter of the standing United
States Army, as well as thousands of Mexi-
can soldiers;

Whereas upon surrendering to Unites
States forces, Goyathlay and his band were
promised a return to their homeland but
were instead interned in military prisons in
Florida and Alabama, far from their home-
land;

Whereas Goyathlay, promised respect as a
prisoner of war, was put to hard labor for
eight years;
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Whereas Goyathlay and other Apache pris-
oners of war were removed to Fort Sill,
Oklahoma, in 1894;

Whereas after his death on February 17,
1909, Goyathlay was not granted the prom-
ised return to his homeland but instead was
buried in the military cemetery at Fort Sill;

Whereas Goyathlay’s byname, ‘Geron-
imo”’, became a war cry uttered by para-
troopers fighting against the totalitarian en-
emies of the United States during World War
II, a name used with respect and honor for a
great warrior and leader;

Whereas to this day, the Apache people
continue to honor and hold sacred what
Goyathlay represented to a people separated
and destroyed by historic and disruptive
United States governmental policies of the
past; and

Whereas there still exists a need for spir-
itual healing among Apache people, stem-
ming from the captivity and mistreatment of
their ancestors under past policies of the
United States Government, that can com-
mence by honoring the memory of
Goyathlay and his valiant efforts to preserve
traditional Apache ways of life and the
health of Ni’'gosdza’'n, the Earth: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) honors the life of Goyathlay, his ex-
traordinary bravery, and his commitment to
the defense of his homeland, his people, and
Apache ways of life; and

(2) recognizes the 100 anniversary of the
death of Goyathlay as a time of reflection of
his deeds on behalf of his people.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Guam (Ms. BORDALLO) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Guam.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 132
honors the life and the memory of the
great Apache leader known to many of
us as Geronimo. Last week, February
17 marked the 100th anniversary of his
death.

Geronimo began as the spiritual and
intellectual leader of his people. Cir-
cumstance, in the manner of attack by
the armies of first Mexico and then the
United States, cultivated his keen
military skill and determination.

The story of Geronimo shows us some
of the paradox that is the United
States. We hunted this man as a per-
ceived threat to the security of our
young, developing Nation in the West.
When he surrendered, we broke prom-
ises and mistreated him, ensuring he
would never see his homeland again.
Yet, half a century later, our U.S.
paratroopers used the name of Geron-
imo as a battle cry against our enemies
in World War II. Using the name ‘“‘Ge-
ronimo” was meant to instill fear in
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the enemy below that they were about
to meet a soldier as fierce and deter-
mined as the mighty Apache warrior.

And now, a full century after the
death of Geronimo, the United States
House of Representatives stands to ac-
knowledge the mistakes of our flawed,
disruptive policies of the past and to
honor this great man. With this resolu-
tion, we honor the life of the great
Apache leader Geronimo, his skill, his
bravery, and his incredible tenacity in
defense of his homeland and his way of
life.

So I congratulate and thank our col-
league, Mr. GRIJALVA of Arizona, for
sponsoring this resolution, and I urge
all of my colleagues to support the pas-
sage of House Resolution 132.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume

Mr. Speaker, if today someone says
the word ‘‘Geronimo,” it evokes
thoughts of an icon of popular culture.
It is unfortunate that in the reality of
this Apache warrior’s life and death
there is not more interest of the impor-
tance for him than simply the pop cul-
ture that was developed during World
War II.

It was in fact in 1940, the night before
the first mass jump, that paratroopers
at Fort Benning were watching a 1939
movie named, oddly enough, ‘‘Geron-
imo,” in which the actor playing this
hero yells his name as he leaps from a
cliff into a river. Thus was born the
phrase that has become known to more
people than the actual life of the Na-
tive American leader we call Geron-
imo.

This resolution notes the treatment
of Geronimo and the Apache people at
the hands of both the Mexican and the
U.S. Governments. It should serve as a
lesson that government is often prone
to error, incompetence and corruption,
and that the larger government grows
in size and power, the more pronounced
and frequent these errors and misdeeds
and mistakes indeed are made.

It should make us shudder to think
in a matter of weeks how this Congress
has spent more than $1 trillion of bor-
rowed money to grow the size and
power of the Federal Government.
Today we see problems in this country,
problems of poverty, problems of job-
lessness, hopefully not a massive in-
crease in homelessness, but sometimes
hopelessness, and that is a sure sign,
and the question is whether big govern-
ment actually is helping to overcome
those issues or is a hindrance to the
people in their ability to overcome
those particular issues.

This resolution I hope will inspire
fresh thinking about the direction of
our government with respect to all
American citizens, Native Americans
and non-Native Americans alike, and
hopefully will inspire us to consider
the road we as a country are taking,
and if it is indeed to require greater re-
sponsibility for individuals, does it
help with individuals being able to suc-
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ceed on their own. That is the course,
that is the question, and I think this
resolution does move us in that direc-
tion to ask those kinds of pertinent
questions that are important, not just
for this specific individual, but perti-
nent for all of us.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA).

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I do want to commend the chairman of
our Natural Resources Committee, Mr.
RAHALL, and the ranking member, Con-
gressman HASTINGS, and especially my
good friend, the chief sponsor of this
legislation, the gentleman from Ari-
zona, Mr. GRIJALVA, and a cosponsor,
Congressman DALE KILDEE. I Kknow
that our colleague ToM COLE would
have loved to also have been an origi-
nal cosponsor of this bill. Congressman
CoLE from Oklahoma is the only Na-
tive American Member of Congress
that we have. He is a proud member of
the Chickasaw Nation from the State
of Oklahoma.

Mr. Speaker, the name Geronimo
evokes and brings to light other issues
and I think something that we ought to
be reminded of in light of our govern-
ment’s relationships and our treatment
of the Native Americans, or American
Indians.

Geronimo, or as he was known when
he was born, Goyathlay or Goyaale, his
name means in the Chiricahua Apache
language ‘‘one who yawns.” Interest-
ingly enough, Geronimo was born in
1829. In 1851, a company of some 400
Mexican soldiers raided the Chiricahua
campsite while Geronimo and his fel-
low warriors were away.
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And as a result of this raid on their
settlement, his wife, his children and
mother were killed. The Chiricahua
Apache—and, by the way, I wanted to
note also, Mr. Speaker, that the place
where Geronimo was born is now in
Clifton, what is now known as the town
of Clifton in Arizona, and I suspect this
is probably why my colleague from Ari-
zona wanted to make sure that there’s
proper recognition for this great Chiri-
cahua Apache chief.

What was stated here in the history,
that his wife, his children, and his
mother were Kkilled by the soldiers,
Mexican soldiers, the Chiricahua chief,
Mangas Coloradas, sent Geronimo to
join Cochise’s warriors to fight and
seek vengeance against the Mexican
Army. In one of the many battles he
fought, he repeatedly attacked Mexi-
can soldiers with a knife, despite all
the firing and the bullets that came his
way, and so much so that the Mexicans
were praying then for their own safety
to their patron saint, Saint Jerome, or
I suppose in Spanish it’s Geronimo, and
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this is how the name Geronimo started
ever since. Just wanted to give a little
sense of history.

Mr. Speaker, Geronimo was a mili-
tary leader. He conducted raids in set-
tlements along the Mexican and U.S.
borders. And in geographical terms,
you’re talking about areas that stretch
from Arizona, New Mexico, Texas and
even what is now known as Mexico.
Thousands of soldiers from both the
U.S. and Mexican military forces tried
to catch him for years and were unsuc-
cessful in doing so, some 10 years, until
finally Geronimo surrendered, only be-
cause, I suspect, of lack of food sup-
plies and provisions and support for his
little band of warriors and families.

Geronimo was transferred to a mili-
tary prison in Florida, and then it was
at that time that the noted General
Nelson Miles who, after years of trying
to capture Geronimo, wrote in his jour-
nals a very interesting observation
concerning this great Chiricahua war-
rior chief. And I quote from General
Miles’ journal. ‘“‘Everyone in Wash-
ington had now become convinced that
there was no good in this old chief and
he was, in fact, one of the lowest and
most cruel of the savages of the Amer-
ican continent.” That’s not a very
positive descriptive, I must say, of how
people in those days described Native
Americans.

And in another part of General Miles’
journal, he said, and I quote, and this
is referring to Geronimo again, ‘‘He
was one of the brightest, most resolute,
determined looking men that I have
ever encountered. He had the clearest,
sharpest, dark eye I have ever seen, un-
less it was that of General Sherman.”

Mr. Speaker, Geronimo was eventu-
ally transferred to a military prison at
Fort Sill, Oklahoma, where he died on
17 February 1909, and that’s the
premise of this resolution in cele-
brating the hundredth anniversary
when this great Indian warrior chief
passed away in 17 February 1909. The
resolution before us, Mr. Speaker, hon-
ors this great Chiricahua Apache war-
rior.

And I’'m reminded, when you mention
Geronimo, you also have to mention
other great Native American warrior
chiefs. I can think of Crazy Horse and
Red Cloud, Sitting Bull, among the fa-
mous warrior chiefs of the Lakota or
the Sioux Nation. I can think of
Cochise, also a Chiricahua Apache war-
rior chief, or Quanah Parker, a Coman-
che chief, or Tecumseh, a chief of the
Shawnee Nation, or Chief Joseph of the
Nez Perce Nation, or Chief Massasoit of
the Wampanoag tribe, and I suspect
that this is where the name of the
State of Massachusetts had its origin
from this great Indian, Native Amer-
ican tribal chief from the Wampanoag
tribe. I can think also of Chief Pontiac
of the Ottawa tribe, as well as Black
Hawk of the Sac tribe.

All of this, in essence, Mr. Speaker,
and I want to share this with my col-
leagues. This resolution calls for a spir-
itual healing among the Apache people
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stemming from the captivity and the
mistreatment of their ancestors under
past policies of the U.S. Government.
As I have said several times on this
floor, Mr. Speaker, in terms of our
treatment or mistreatment of Native
Americans, ever since this country was
founded, our first policy was to kill all
the Indians. Then the next national
policy was to assimilate all the Indi-
ans, make them part Americans. And
then the next policy was let’s not rec-
ognize them as Indians, and then they
had to go through some procedures to
be recognized as an Indian tribe.

So it’s really sad, when you think
about it in those terms, Geronimo, yes,
was a great warrior chief, but also a
sad legacy, in some aspects, of our
country’s treatment of the Native
American people. And I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution. I
think it’s worthwhile to remember and
to consider the life and the story of
this great Apache Chiricahua chief,
Goyathlay, or Geronimo.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. It is my pleas-
ure to yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. BROUN).

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I rise in sup-
port of this bill. And actually it’s one
of the very few truly constitutional
things we’ve seen around here recently.
This government has mistreated ter-
ribly the Native American population
in this country, and I think it’s fitting
that we recognize and honor Chief Ge-
ronimo.

I live in northeast Georgia, and I rep-
resent an area where the Cherokee Na-
tion was and still have a lot of Cher-
okee people in the northern part of my
district in northeast Georgia in the
mountains. I also live in an area where
the Creek Indians resided. And this
government has terribly mistreated
the Native American population, not
only in the past, but they continue to
do so. We need to make changes, policy
changes to bring the Native American
people into this government, into this
Nation as true, full citizens of this
country. And we’re not doing that. And
I support honoring Geronimo.

Having said that, I also want to add
that there are a lot of things that this
Congress is doing that are deplorable
besides the way we mistreat the Native
American people. The way this budget
bill that’s going to be brought to the
floor of this House this week I think is
deplorable. Half trillion dollar omnibus
bill. Most people don’t understand that
word ‘‘omnibus,” I don’t think. It’s
hard for me, as a Georgian, to even pro-
nounce it. So I don’t expect a lot of
people to understand what that means.

But what happened in the last Con-
gress is the majority decided not to
pass any budget bills and put it off
until this Congress because they were
hoping that they would have a Presi-
dent who was more favorable to the
marked expansion of government that
we’ve already seen proposed in this new
budget.

Just before we went on this Presi-
dent’s Day break, this House passed,
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the Senate passed, the President signed
into law very quickly, without much
debate or much discussion and, gen-
erally, without any ability of the
American public to look at the bill, in
spite of this House passing unani-
mously an instruction to our Members
of the House not to bring it to this
floor without the American public
being able to view on-line, for 48 hours,
the $1.1- or $1.2 trillion so-called stim-
ulus bill. I call it a non-stimulus bill.

We’re going to have a bill come this
week. We’re not going to be able to
amend it. We’ll have very little debate.
It’s not even been produced in totality
yet. And frankly, as I look at this Con-
stitution, a lot of the things that we do
in this House and in the Senate and the
President and even in the courts are
not according to the intent of our
Founding Fathers. Article I, Section 8
enumerates a list of functions of the
Federal Government. There are only 18
things we’re supposed to be passing
bills about, only 18. The 10th amend-
ment of the Constitution says, by
golly, we mean it. The 10th amendment
says, if a function is not specifically
given to the Federal Government, by
the Constitution, in other words, those
18 things in Article I, Section 8, if it’s
not prohibited from the States, things
that are prohibited in the States, set-
ting up interstate tariffs and things
like that, those rights are reserved for
the States and the people. We pass bill
after bill in this House that are totally
unconstitutional. The Federal court
system rules over and over again about
the constitutionality of State law and
Federal law and rule unconstitution-
ally according to the original intent.

And we are spending our grand-
children’s future. Our grandchildren
are going to live at a lower standard of
living than we do today because of
these massive bills that we are passing
in this Congress and we passed in the
last Congress. It’s totally objection-
able, totally deplorable and totally un-
acceptable to me of how we’re doing
business in this Congress and how we
did business in the last Congress. We’ve
got to stop spending the future of
America. We have to have a strong na-
tional defense and national security.
Those things are constitutional. Those
things should be the major function of
the Federal Government.

And I just call upon my colleagues in
this House and my colleagues over in
the Senate to just take a step back and
look at what we’re doing. We’re killing
the American entrepreneurial system.
We’re killing the free markets. We’re
killing the future economic well-being
of our children and our grandchildren
because of these huge spending bills.
We can’t debate them. We can’t amend
them. We can’t do anything except for
vote on them. And it’s being shoved
down the throats of the American peo-
ple. And that’s totally unacceptable to
me.

I ask my colleagues, liberal and con-
servative alike, to look at what we’re
doing. We’ve got to stop borrowing and
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spending America’s future because it’s
not going to work. That’s exactly what
we’re doing. We’re robbing little John-
ny and little Mary’s piggy bank and
their children’s piggy bank to grow a
bigger socialistic government. It has to
stop. These huge spending bills are not
going to solve the economic woes.

Americans are hurting. We have to
do something. But what we do, or what
we’ve been doing here is growing a big-
ger government. What we’ve been doing
here is basically putting in place tax
policy and Federal policy that’s going
to destroy freedom in America. We’ve
got to stop it. We cannot continue
down this road. We’re going down a
road of socialism. We had this non-
stimulus bill that was shoved down the
throats of the American public, shoved
down our throats in this House and in
the Senate, and it’s going to strangle
the American economy, and it’s going
to kill America’s economic future. It
has to stop. And we need to stop it this
week. We cannot continue these big
spending bills.

We don’t even have regular order on
all these bills that come to the floor of
the House. We have bill after bill with
tax increases, spending, that are
brought under suspensions, passed by
unanimous consent. I find that deplor-
able and unacceptable.

We need to call this—as Americans,
we need to call this House and this
Senate back to regular order. We need
to stop this destruction of freedom and
this rapid move to socialism in Amer-
ica.

I want to honor Geronimo. I want to
honor the Apache people. They’ve done
a fantastic job with their wildlife man-
agement. I wish I could afford to go out
there and hunt sheep, elk or field deer.
We have done a disservice to the Native
American people and continue to do so.
We did to Geronimo. And this bill will
honor Geronimo.

But we cannot continue the dis-
service to the American taxpayers, to
our children and our grandchildren.

O 1600

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I have
no additional requests for time and
would inquire of the minority whether
they have any additional speakers.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. May I ask how
much time is remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah has 9 minutes. The
gentlewoman from Guam has 11 min-
utes.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I would be will-
ing to say a few words, and then we are
done.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate once again
Representative GRIJALVA for intro-
ducing this particular resolution. I am
supportive of this resolution, as was
Representative BROUN, and as, I think,
everyone who has spoken for it.

It does, I think, do several things for
us that are very positive. One is asking
us to reconsider and to rethink the
issues that have created the situations
that happened around the life of this
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great man. Also, it is asking ourselves
if we are doing those same issues today
in a different sphere, in a different ele-
ment. It is one of the reasons I have
the same concerns the gentleman from
Georgia has as to the direction in
which we are going.

We will be talking about an omnibus
spending bill that will go on to an om-
nibus bailout bill that will go on top of
an omnibus stimulus bill. We will be
talking specifically about the fore-
closure of homes and home prevention
plans. I think there are some questions
that we need to make sure that we
have added so that there is ample time
to discuss just as we have had ample
time to discuss this resolution. These
other issues need that kind of time.

Whatever plan we have for home-
owners, what will it do for the 90 per-
cent of the homeowners who are play-
ing by the rules and paying by the
rules? What will our plans do to com-
pensate banks for bad mortgages they
should never have made in the first
place? Will individuals who misrepre-
sented their income or assets on origi-
nal mortgage applications be eligible
to get taxpayer-funded assistance
under these new plans? Will we require
mortgage servicers to verify income
and other eligibility standards before
modifying existing mortgages? What
will we do to prevent the same mort-
gages that receive assistance that are
modified from going into default 3 or 6
or 8 months later? How do we intend to
move forward in the drafting of this
legislation? How much time will we
have on the floor to discuss the details
of this legislation? Will we have a
chance to provide alternatives?

In every issue we have had so far,
there are grand alternatives that are
out there, very little time to discuss
what those alternatives are. That is a
need that we have to do so we don’t
proceed down the road to make mis-
takes as was done in the past by a gov-
ernment to this particular individual.

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

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to note that the chairman
of the San Carlos Apache Tribe is ob-
serving our proceedings today, and so
it is very fitting that the House sup-
ports the passage of House Resolution
132 in honor of the life of Geronimo.

Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
commemorate the 100th year after the pass-
ing of Goyathlay. Goyathlay, more famously
known as Geronimo, was a Chiricahua
Apache leader who hailed from an area that is
now part of the great State of New Mexico. He
was born on the Gila River, which now lies in
the southwestern part of my district.

Goyathlay’s actions on behalf of his people
have been commemorated in legends, history,
and film. His skill and indomitable spirit live on
as a memorial to the Apache people and their
culture. Goyathlay fought to preserve the
Apache from what he saw to be an invading
force, one that was foreign to him and did not
understand his people’s ways and beliefs.

| am proud to say that today | have the
privilege of representing the Apache people in
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the United States Congress. It is an honor to
serve as their Representative. The values that
they cherish, values that Goyathlay fought so
hard to preserve, are still alive in them today.

On the anniversary of Goyathlay’s death, we
hope that we as a people and Nation have
moved beyond the differences that separated
us 100 years ago. We hope that we can begin
a process to heal old wounds and ensure that
everyone’s voices are heard their needs are
met.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in strong support of H. Res. 132,
which recognizes the significance of the life
and memory of the Chiricahua Apache leader
Goyathlay or Goyaale, also known as Geron-
imo, and recognizing the 100th anniversary of
his death on February 17, 2009, as a time of
reflection and the commencement of a “heal-
ing” for all Apache people.

Mr. Speaker, to the apaches, it is pro-
claimed that Geronimo embodied the very es-
sence of the Apache values: aggressiveness,
courage in the face of difficulty. The slaughter
of Geronimo’s family when he was a young
man turned him from a peaceful Indian into a
bold warrior.

Originally named Goyathlay (“One Who
Yawns”) he joined a fierce band of Apaches
known as Chiricahuas and with them took part
in raids in northern Mexico and across the
border into U.S. territory which are now known
as the States of New Mexico and Arizona. Ge-
ronimo was the last Apache fighting force. He
became the most famous Apache of all for
standing against the U.S. government and for
holding out the longest. He was a great
Apache medicine man, a great spiritual leader.

Geronimo was highly sought by Apache
chiefs for his wisdom. He is said to have had
magical powers. He could see into the future
and walk without creating footprints. Geronimo
devoted his life to service and leadership, as
evidenced in his words, “I cannot think that we
are useless or God would not have created
us. There is one God looking down on us all.
We are all the children of one God. The sun,
the darkness, the winds are all listening to
what we have to say.”

Mr. Speaker, Geronimo became a “spokes-
man” for Native American ways of life and
their culture. He represented the Apache herit-
age. He is the known name when it comes to
the Apache tribe. He is known for holding out
against overwhelming odds. His name is a
character that kids know when they, play Indi-
ans.

Mr. Speaker, Geronimo should be remem-
bered not as a violent Indian, but a Native
American fighting for the freedom of his fol-
lowers and his Apache people; fighting with
something behind it. Not just fighting to fight,
fighting for his ways of life. That is why he
should be remembered.

Mr. LUJAN. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
take this opportunity to recognize and affirm
my support for H. Res. 132, to honor the great
Apache leader Geronimo and recognize the
100th anniversary of his death as a time of re-
flection and healing for all Apache people.

My congressional district is rich in culture
and tradition. | recognize and respect the im-
portance of tribal sovereignty and government-
to-government relationships. My district in-
cludes the Navajo Nation, the Jicarilla Apache
Nation, and 15 of the 19 Pueblos in the State
of New Mexico.

All of these tribes add to our diverse culture
in their own ways. My family and | have al-
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ways treasured and respected the unique his-
tory and heritage of Native American people in
New Mexico and across the U.S.

As the Congressman from New Mexico’s
Third Congressional District, | am looking for-
ward to working in partnership with tribal gov-
ernments and with my colleagues in the
House of Representatives to find solutions to
the problems facing Indian country today.

| urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion, honoring the life and memory of the great
Apache leader Geronimo.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I have
no additional requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CLAY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Guam
(Ms. BORDALLO) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 132.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

BOX ELDER UTAH LAND
CONVEYANCE ACT

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 601) to provide for the conveyance
of parcels of land to Mantua, Box Elder
County, Utah.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 601

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 ‘‘Box Elder
Utah Land Conveyance Act”.

SEC. 2. CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANDS TO
MANTUA, BOX ELDER, UTAH.

(a) CONVEYANCE REQUIRED.—The Secretary
of Agriculture shall convey, without consid-
eration, to the town of Mantua, Utah (in this
section referred to as the ‘‘town’), all right,
title, and interest of the United States in
and to parcels of National Forest System
land in the Wasatch-Cache National Forest
in Box Elder County, Utah, consisting of ap-
proximately 31.5 acres within section 27,
township 9 north, range 1 west, Salt Lake
meridian and labeled as parcels A, B, and C
on the map entitled ‘“Box Elder Utah Land
Conveyance Act’” and dated July 14, 2008.

(b) SURVEY.—If necessary, the exact acre-
age and legal description of the lands to be
conveyed under subsection (a) shall be deter-
mined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. The cost of the survey shall be borne
by the town.

(c) USE OF LAND.—As a condition of the
conveyance under subsection (a), the town
shall use the land conveyed under such sub-
section for public purposes.

(d) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—In the quit-
claim deed to the town prepared as part of
the conveyance under subsection (a), the
Secretary shall provide that the land con-
veyed to the town under such subsection
shall revert to the Secretary, at the election
of the Secretary, if the land is used for other
than public purposes.

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The Secretary may require such additional
terms and conditions in connection with the
conveyance authorized under subsection (a)
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as the Secretary considers appropriate to
protect the interests of the United States.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Guam (Ms. BORDALLO) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Guam.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, H.R.
601, introduced by Representative
BisHOP of Utah, requires the Secretary
of Agriculture to convey without con-
sideration approximately 31.5 acres of
National Forest System land in the
Wasatch-Cache National Forest in
Utah to the town of Mantua, Utah. The
conveyed land will be used by the town
of Mantua to develop a new town ceme-
tery, a new town hall and fire station,
an elementary school, a court, law en-
forcement facilities, and a memorial
park.

Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the
House in the 110th Congress. Also in
the last Congress, our committee
amended that measure to require that,
as a condition of the conveyance, the
town of Mantua shall use the land for
public purposes only, and the land shall
revert to the Secretary if used for an-
other purpose, and that requirement is
included in H.R. 601 as well. We have no
objections to H.R. 601.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

As usual, the gentlelady from Guam
did an excellent job in describing this
particular bill.

I want to thank Chairman RAHALL
and Chairman GRIJALVA for the hear-
ing last year. This bill did pass the
floor on a voice vote, and yes, this is
not one of those landmark decisions
that is going to be recorded in the an-
nals of congressional history. Some
people may think that this is a trivial
issue with the amount of land that we
are talking about. Unfortunately, if
you live in a State where 67 percent of
the State is under the control of the
Federal Government, these kinds of
land conveyances become very impor-
tant and become vital to small commu-
nities like Mantua that need this par-
ticular land.

The land that was given to the Forest
Service was given almost 60 years ago
for the whopping price of $1, and in
that period of time, basically, the For-
est Service forgot they had the land. It
was lost. It was not part of their inven-
tory. It has never been used. It is sur-
rounded by land that is either private
or in control of the city already, so the
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land actually has limited value for the
Federal Government, but has a major
value for public purposes by the City of
Mantua.

Part of it borders the cemetery, and
they are in desperate need of expanding
that cemetery. They are also in des-
perate need of creating a new fire sta-
tion, which not only would supply the
needs of the town but would also sup-
ply the needs of the national forest
there in Box Elder Canyon at the same
time, as well as a new town hall. It is
for that purpose we have tried to see if
this land conveyance can be done for a
simple and easy purpose since we are
dealing with public purpose for public
purpose. It is merely who owns that
land that is somewhat different. This is
a piece of legislation of which the For-
est Service is supportive and the city is
supportive, and I appreciate the kind
words that were said about this par-
ticular bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I have
no additional requests for time and
would inquire of the minority whether
they have any additional speakers.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. No, Mr. Speak-
er.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, 1
again urge Members to support the bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 601.

The question was taken.

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

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker,
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.

on

————

UTAH NATIONAL GUARD
READINESS ACT

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker. I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 603) to require the conveyance of
certain public land within the bound-
aries of Camp Williams, Utah, to sup-
port the training and readiness of the
Utah National Guard.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 603

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 “Utah Na-
tional Guard Readiness Act”.

SEC. 2. LAND CONVEYANCE, CAMP WILLIAMS,
UTAH.

(a) CONVEYANCE REQUIRED.—Not later than
120 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Secretary of the Interior, act-
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ing through the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, shall convey, without consideration,
to the State of Utah all right, title, and in-
terest of the United States in and to certain
lands comprising approximately 431 acres, as
generally depicted on a map entitled ‘‘Pro-
posed Camp Williams Land Transfer’” and
dated March 7, 2008, which are located within
the boundaries of the public lands currently
withdrawn for military use by the Utah Na-
tional Guard and known as Camp Williams,
Utah, for the purpose of permitting the Utah
National Guard to use the conveyed land as
provided in subsection (c).

(b) REVOCATION OF EXECUTIVE ORDER.—EXx-
ecutive Order No. 1922 of April 24, 1914, as
amended by section 907 of the Camp W.G.
Williams Land Exchange Act of 1989 (title IX
of Public Law 101-628; 104 Stat. 4501), shall be
revoked, only insofar as it affects the lands
identified for conveyance to the State of
Utah under subsection (a).

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—The lands
conveyed to the State of Utah under sub-
section (a) shall revert to the United States
if the Secretary of the Interior determines
that the land, or any portion thereof, is sold
or attempted to be sold, or that the land, or
any portion thereof, is used for non-National
Guard or non-national defense purposes. Any
determination by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior under this subsection shall be made in
consultation with the Secretary of Defense
and the Governor of Utah and on the record
after an opportunity for comment.

(d) HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.—With respect
to any portion of the land conveyed under
subsection (a) that the Secretary of the Inte-
rior determines is subject to reversion under
subsection (c), if the Secretary of the Inte-
rior also determines that the portion of the
conveyed land contains hazardous materials,
the State of Utah shall pay the United
States an amount equal to the fair market
value of that portion of the land, and the re-
versionary interest shall not apply to that
portion of the land.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Guam (Ms. BORDALLO) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Guam.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, H.R.
603 was introduced by the ranking
member on the National Parks, Forests
and Public Lands Subcommittee, Rep-
resentative ROB BISHOP. It directs the
Secretary of the Interior to convey
public land administered by the Bureau
of Land Management to the State of
Utah for use by the Utah National
Guard. The land would revert to the
United States should it ever cease
being used by the Guard. This legisla-
tion was approved by the House during
the 110th Congress but was not consid-
ered in the other body.

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend our
colleague Representative BISHOP for
his leadership in this matter and for
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his willingness to work with the com-
mittee to resolve issues raised during
the earlier consideration of this legis-
lation. We have no objection to the
passage of H.R. 603.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Once again, I appreciate the kind
words of the gentlelady from Guam. I
also appreciate the help and assistance
of the chairman of the full committee,
Mr. RAHALL, and of the chairman of the
subcommittee, Mr. GRIJALVA, in mov-
ing this bill forward.

This is another bill that was dis-
cussed in the last session and was
passed over there. Part of it was actu-
ally incorporated into the one by the
Senate. The other part was not. This
needs to finish off the process. It has
the support of the entire Utah delega-
tion, which happens to be bipartisan
this time. It was suggested by the Ad-
jutant General of the Utah National
Guard as well as by the Governor of the
State of Utah. It deals with long-term
growing pains of the Utah National
Guard facilities, their Camp Williams
headquarters in Utah.

As we discussed, part of the issue is
that the State of Utah has outgrown
the amount of land it owns within the
camp for which there can be buildings.
What we are asking in this land trans-
fer is to make sure that the land would
always stay where it is. It would be for
military purposes, but land that be-
longs to the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment would be transferred to the State
for the building of facilities at the
Utah National Guard, specifically for
Utah National Guard purposes. It has
to have that kind of purpose with it.
This land transfer would allow the
Utah National Guard to fulfill its mili-
tary mission in land that is presently
part of the camp, but technically not
under the ownership of the State of
Utah, for the sole purpose of building
military infrastructure.

With that, I appreciate the kind
words that have been said, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Actually, for the gentlewoman from
Guam, I have no other speakers on this
one. Do you have any other speakers?

Ms. BORDALLO. I have no further
speakers.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Then I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I
again urge Members to support H.R.
603, and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 603.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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SOUTH ORANGE COUNTY RECY-
CLED WATER ENHANCEMENT
ACT

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 637) to authorize the Secretary,
in cooperation with the City of San
Juan Capistrano, California, to partici-
pate in the design, planning, and con-
struction of an advanced water treat-
ment plant facility and recycled water
system, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 637

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 ‘“‘South Or-
ange County Recycled Water Enhancement
Act”.

SEC. 2. PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Reclamation Waste-
water and Groundwater Study and Facilities
Act (Public Law 102-575, title XVI; 43 U.S.C.
390h et seq.) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

“SEC. 16xx. SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO RECYCLED
WATER SYSTEM.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the City of San Juan
Capistrano, California, is authorized to par-
ticipate in the design, planning, and con-
struction of an advanced water treatment
plant facility and recycled water system.

‘“(b) CoST SHARE.—The Federal share of the
cost of the project authorized by this section
shall not exceed 25 percent of the total cost
of the project.

““(c) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not
provide funds for the operation and mainte-
nance of the project authorized by this sec-
tion.

“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $18,500,000.

‘“(e) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this
section shall terminate 10 years after the
date of the enactment of this section.

“SEC. 163X. SAN CLEMENTE RECLAIMED WATER
PROJECT.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary, in co-
operation with the City of San Clemente,
California, is authorized to participate in the
design, planning, and construction of a
project to expand reclaimed water distribu-
tion, storage and treatment facilities.

‘“(b) CoST SHARE.—The Federal share of the
cost of the project authorized by this section
shall not exceed 25 percent of the total cost
of the project.

‘“(c) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not
provide funds for the operation and mainte-
nance of the project authorized by this sec-
tion.

“(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $5,000,000.

‘“(e) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out any provisions of this
section shall terminate 10 years after the
date of the enactment of this section.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The table
of sections in section 2 of Public Law 102-575
is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 163X the following:

““Sec. 163X. San Juan Capistrano Recycled
Water System.

“Sec. 163X. San Clemente Reclaimed Water
Project.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
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Guam (Ms. BORDALLO) and the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Guam.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The purpose of H.R. 637, as intro-
duced by our colleague from California,
Mr. CALVERT, is to authorize the Sec-
retary, in cooperation with the Cities
of San Juan Capistrano and San
Clemente, California, to participate in
the design, planning and construction
of an advanced water treatment plant
facility and recycled water system.

The continuing drought and the de-
crease in snow pack have led to a re-
duction in water supplies in many
parts of the West. Water recycling
projects can help communities protect
against drought. H.R. 637 would author-
ize limited Federal financial assistance
for two separate water recycling
projects in southern California—one in
San Juan Capistrano and the other in
San Clemente.
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Recycled water can satisfy many
water demands.

The House favorably passed identical
legislation in the 110th Congress. So I
urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H.R. 637.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of H.R. 637. I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

This was sponsored by the distin-
guished former chairman of the House
Water and Power Subcommittee, Mr.
CALVERT of California, and will help re-
solve water supply shortages in south-
ern California by authorizing limited
Federal assistance for water recycling
projects in the Cities of San Clemente
and San Juan Capistrano.

Historic drought and litigation to
protect a three-inch fish will lead to
decreased water deliveries in southern
California, and as a result, less im-
ported water will be recycled in the
coming year. However, water recycling
is a long-term necessity for southern
California and other arid regions of the
West. So all of these projects together
will help ensure that there will be no
such thing as wastewater.

So I urge my colleagues to support
this bill. It deals with water, fish—and
no swallows.

I reserve the balance of my time.
However, I request once again of the
gentlelady from Guam if she has other
speakers.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I have
no additional requests for time.
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I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
will simply yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. BORDALLO. I again urge Mem-
bers to support the bill.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, the South Or-
ange County Recycled Water Enhancement
Act is a relatively modest, yet important step
towards meeting the long-term water needs for
the West.

Last week, Federal water managers said
that they plan to cut off water, at least tempo-
rarily, to thousands of California farms as a re-
sult of the drought affecting the State. With the
State and Federal reservoirs at their lowest
levels since 1992, mandatory water rationing
is just around the corner. In the midst of our
dramatic economic downturn, the lack of water
simply makes a bad economic situation worse.
The passage of any legislation that enables
communities in the West to be more drought-
resistant could not be timelier.

The South Orange County Recycled Water
Enhancement Act authorizes two water rec-
lamation projects in the south Orange County
portion of my district. South Orange County
relies heavily on imported water from sources
such as the Colorado River and Bay-Delta in
northern  California. ~ Water  reclamation
projects, and other steps that reduce demand
for imported water, benefit all regional water
users.

The first project outlined in the legislation is
the San Juan Capistrano Recycled Water Sys-
tem, which would enable the city of San Juan
Capistrano to provide recycled water to users
throughout the city and its neighboring com-
munities. To meet the local demand, the city
has developed a project that includes the con-
struction of a water treatment facility as well
as transmission infrastructure. | want to thank
San Juan Capistrano Mayor Mark Nielsen and
the rest of the city council for their dedication
to this important project.

The second project is the San Clemente
Reclaimed Water Project which would expand
San Clemente’s reclaimed water infrastructure
by doubling its production capacity. When
completed, San Clemente’s Reclaimed Water
Project will reduce the city’s demand of do-
mestic water by 3,300 acre-feet per year. | ap-
plaud San Clemente Mayor Lori Donchak and
the entire city council for their continued com-
mitment to water recycling.

Mr. Speaker, | think it is crucial that we rec-
ognize and assist communities that are work-
ing to reduce their reliance on imported water
and | urge all of my colleagues to support the
South Orange County Recycled Water En-
hancement Act.

Ms. BORDALLO. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 637.

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. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. 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
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proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

STOP CHILD ABUSE IN RESIDEN-
TIAL PROGRAMS FOR TEENS
ACT OF 2009

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 911) to require
certain standards and enforcement pro-
visions to prevent child abuse and ne-
glect in residential programs, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 911

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 ‘“Stop Child
Abuse in Residential Programs for Teens Act
of 2009”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘As-
sistant Secretary’ means the Assistant Sec-
retary for Children and Families of the De-
partment of Health and Human Services.

(2) CHILD.—The term ‘‘child” means an in-
dividual who has not attained the age of 18.

(3) CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT.—The term
‘‘child abuse and neglect’” has the meaning
given such term in section 111 of the Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (42
U.S.C. 5106g).

(4) COVERED PROGRAM.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘covered pro-
gram’ means each location of a program op-
erated by a public or private entity that,
with respect to one or more children who are
unrelated to the owner or operator of the
program—

(i) provides a residential environment,
such as—

(I) a program with a wilderness or outdoor
experience, expedition, or intervention;

(IT) a boot camp experience or other experi-
ence designed to simulate characteristics of
basic military training or correctional re-
gimes;

(ITI) a therapeutic boarding school; or

(IV) a behavioral modification program;
and

(ii) operates with a focus on serving chil-
dren with—

(I) emotional, behavioral, or mental health
problems or disorders; or

(II) problems with alcohol or substance
abuse.

(B) EXCLUSION.—The term
gram’’ does not include—

(i) a hospital licensed by the State; or

(ii) a foster family home that provides 24-
hour substitute care for children placed
away from their parents or guardians and for
whom the State child welfare services agen-
cy has placement and care responsibility and
that is licensed and regulated by the State
as a foster family home.

(6) PROTECTION AND ADVOCACY SYSTEM.—
The term ‘‘protection and advocacy system”
means a protection and advocacy system es-
tablished under section 143 of the Develop-
mental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of
Rights Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 15043).

(6) STATE.—The term ‘State’” has the
meaning given such term in section 111 of
the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment
Act.

SEC. 3. STANDARDS AND ENFORCEMENT.

(a) MINIMUM STANDARDS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,

‘‘covered pro-
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the Assistant Secretary for Children and
Families of the Department of Health and
Human Services shall require each covered
program, in order to provide for the basic
health and safety of children at such a pro-
gram, to meet the following minimum stand-
ards:

(A) Child abuse and neglect shall be prohib-
ited.

(B) Disciplinary techniques or other prac-
tices that involve the withholding of essen-
tial food, water, clothing, shelter, or medical
care necessary to maintain physical health,
mental health, and general safety, shall be
prohibited.

(C) The protection and promotion of the
right of each child at such a program to be
free from physical and mechanical restraints
and seclusion (as such terms are defined in
section 595 of the Public Health Service Act
(42 U.S.C. 290jj)) to the same extent and in
the same manner as a non-medical, commu-
nity-based facility for children and youth is
required to protect and promote the right of
its residents to be free from such restraints
and seclusion under such section 595, includ-
ing the prohibitions and limitations de-
scribed in subsection (b)(3) of such section.

(D) Acts of physical or mental abuse de-
signed to humiliate, degrade, or undermine a
child’s self-respect shall be prohibited.

(E) Each child at such a program shall
have reasonable access to a telephone, and be
informed of their right to such access, for
making and receiving phone calls with as
much privacy as possible, and shall have ac-
cess to the appropriate State or local child
abuse reporting hotline number, and the na-
tional hotline number referred to in sub-
section (c)(2).

(F) Each staff member, including volun-
teers, at such a program shall be required, as
a condition of employment, to become famil-
iar with what constitutes child abuse and ne-
glect, as defined by State law.

(G) Each staff member, including volun-
teers, at such a program shall be required, as
a condition of employment, to become famil-
iar with the requirements, including with
State law relating to mandated reporters,
and procedures for reporting child abuse and
neglect in the State in which such a program
is located.

(H) Full disclosure, in writing, of staff
qualifications and their roles and respon-
sibilities at such program, including med-
ical, emergency response, and mental health
training, to parents or legal guardians of
children at such a program, including pro-
viding information on any staff changes, in-
cluding changes to any staff member’s quali-
fications, roles, or responsibilities, not later
than 10 days after such changes occur.

(I) Each staff member at a covered pro-
gram described in subclause (I) or (II) of sec-
tion 2(4)(A)(i) shall be required, as a condi-
tion of employment, to be familiar with the
signs, symptoms, and appropriate responses
associated with heatstroke, dehydration, and
hypothermia.

(J) BEach staff member, including volun-
teers, shall be required, as a condition of em-
ployment, to submit to a criminal history
check, including a name-based search of the
National Sex Offender Registry established
pursuant to the Adam Walsh Child Protec-
tion and Safety Act of 2006 (Public Law 109-
248; 42 U.S.C. 16901 et seq.), a search of the
State criminal registry or repository in the
State in which the covered program is oper-
ating, and a Federal Bureau of Investigation
fingerprint check. An individual shall be in-
eligible to serve in a position with any con-
tact with children at a covered program if
any such record check reveals a felony con-
viction for child abuse or neglect, spousal
abuse, a crime against children (including
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child pornography), or a crime involving vio-
lence, including rape, sexual assault, or
homicide, but not including other physical
assault or battery.

(K) Policies and procedures for the provi-
sion of emergency medical care, including
policies for staff protocols for implementing
emergency responses.

(L) All promotional and informational ma-
terials produced by such a program shall in-
clude a hyperlink to or the URL address of
the website created by the Assistant Sec-
retary pursuant to subsection (c)(1)(A).

(M) Policies to require parents or legal
guardians of a child attending such a pro-
gram—

(i) to notify, in writing, such program of
any medication the child is taking;

(ii) to be notified within 24 hours of any
changes to the child’s medical treatment and
the reason for such change; and

(iii) to be notified within 24 hours of any
missed dosage of prescribed medication.

(N) Procedures for notifying immediately,
to the maximum extent practicable, but not
later than within 48 hours, parents or legal
guardians with children at such a program of
any—

(i) on-site investigation of a report of child
abuse and neglect;

(ii) violation of the health and safety
standards described in this paragraph; and

(iii) violation of State licensing standards
developed pursuant to section 114(b)(1) of the
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act,
as added by section 7 of this Act.

(O) Other standards the Assistant Sec-
retary determines appropriate to provide for
the basic health and safety of children at
such a program.

(2) REGULATIONS.—

(A) INTERIM REGULATIONS.—Not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Assistant Secretary shall pro-
mulgate and enforce interim regulations to
carry out paragraph (1).

(B) PUBLIC COMMENT.—The Assistant Sec-
retary shall, for a 90-day period beginning on
the date of the promulgation of interim reg-
ulations under subparagraph (A) of this para-
graph, solicit and accept public comment
concerning such regulations. Such public
comment shall be submitted in written form.

(C) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 90
days after the conclusion of the 90-day period
referred to in subparagraph (B) of this para-
graph, the Assistant Secretary shall promul-
gate and enforce final regulations to carry
out paragraph (1).

(b) MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT.—

(1) ON-GOING REVIEW PROCESS.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Assistant Secretary shall im-
plement an on-going review process for in-
vestigating and evaluating reports of child
abuse and neglect at covered programs re-
ceived by the Assistant Secretary from the
appropriate State, in accordance with sec-
tion 114(b)(3) of the Child Abuse Prevention
and Treatment Act, as added by section 7 of
this Act. Such review process shall—

(A) include an investigation to determine
if a violation of the standards required under
subsection (a)(1) has occurred;

(B) include an assessment of the State’s
performance with respect to appropriateness
of response to and investigation of reports of
child abuse and neglect at covered programs
and appropriateness of legal action against
responsible parties in such cases;

(C) be completed not later than 60 days
after receipt by the Assistant Secretary of
such a report;

(D) not interfere with an investigation by
the State or a subdivision thereof; and

(E) be implemented in each State in which
a covered program operates until such time
as each such State has satisfied the require-
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ments under section 114(c) of the Child Abuse
Prevention and Treatment Act, as added by
section 7 of this Act, as determined by the
Assistant Secretary, or two years has
elapsed from the date that such review proc-
ess is implemented, whichever is later.

(2) CrviL PENALTIES.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Assistant Secretary shall promul-
gate regulations establishing civil penalties
for violations of the standards required
under subsection (a)(1). The regulations es-
tablishing such penalties shall incorporate
the following:

(A) Any owner or operator of a covered
program at which the Assistant Secretary
has found a violation of the standards re-
quired under subsection (a)(1) may be as-
sessed a civil penalty not to exceed $50,000
per violation.

(B) All penalties collected under this sub-
section shall be deposited in the appropriate
account of the Treasury of the United
States.

(c) DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION.—The
Assistant Secretary shall establish, main-
tain, and disseminate information about the
following:

(1) Websites made available to the public
that contain, at a minimum, the following:

(A) The name and each location of each
covered program, and the name of each
owner and operator of each such program,
operating in each State, and information re-
garding—

(i) each such program’s history of viola-
tions of—

(I) regulations promulgated pursuant to
subsection (a); and

(IT) section 114(b)(1) of the Child Abuse Pre-
vention and Treatment Act, as added by sec-
tion 7 of this Act;

(ii) each such program’s current status
with the State licensing requirements under
section 114(b)(1) of the Child Abuse Preven-
tion and Treatment Act, as added by section
7 of this Act;

(iii) any deaths that occurred to a child
while under the care of such a program, in-
cluding any such deaths that occurred in the
five-year period immediately preceding the
date of the enactment of this Act, and in-
cluding the cause of each such death;

(iv) owners or operators of a covered pro-
gram that was found to be in violation of the
standards required under subsection (a)(1), or
a violation of the licensing standards devel-
oped pursuant to section 114(b)(1) of the
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act,
as added by section 7 of this Act, and who
subsequently own or operate another covered
program; and

(v) any penalties levied under subsection
(b)(2) and any other penalties levied by the
State, against each such program.

(B) Information on best practices for help-
ing adolescents with mental health dis-
orders, conditions, behavioral challenges, or
alcohol or substance abuse, including infor-
mation to help families access effective re-
sources in their communities.

(2) A national toll-free telephone hotline to
receive complaints of child abuse and neglect
at covered programs and violations of the
standards required under subsection (a)(1).

(d) AcTION.—The Assistant Secretary shall
establish a process to—

(1) ensure complaints of child abuse and
neglect received by the hotline established
pursuant to subsection (c)(2) are promptly
reviewed by persons with expertise in evalu-
ating such types of complaints;

(2) immediately notify the State, appro-
priate local law enforcement, and the appro-
priate protection and advocacy system of
any credible complaint of child abuse and ne-
glect at a covered program received by the
hotline;
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(3) investigate any such credible complaint
not later than 30 days after receiving such
complaint to determine if a violation of the
standards required under subsection (a)(1)
has occurred; and

(4) ensure the collaboration and coopera-
tion of the hotline established pursuant to
subsection (c)(2) with other appropriate Na-
tional, State, and regional hotlines, and, as
appropriate and practicable, with other hot-
lines that might receive calls about child
abuse and neglect at covered programs.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT BY THE ATTORNEY GEN-
ERAL.

If the Assistant Secretary determines that
a violation of subsection (a)(1) of section 3
has not been remedied through the enforce-
ment process described in subsection (b)(2) of
such section, the Assistant Secretary shall
refer such violation to the Attorney General
for appropriate action. Regardless of whether
such a referral has been made, the Attorney
General may, sua sponte, file a complaint in
any court of competent jurisdiction seeking
equitable relief or any other relief author-
ized by this Act for such violation.

SEC. 5. REPORT.

Not later than one year after the date of
the enactment of this Act and annually
thereafter, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, in coordination with the
Attorney General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate, a report on the activities carried
out by the Assistant Secretary and the At-
torney General under this Act, including—

(1) a summary of findings from on-going re-
views conducted by the Assistant Secretary
pursuant to section 3(b)(1), including a de-
scription of the number and types of covered
programs investigated by the Assistant Sec-
retary pursuant to such section;

(2) a description of types of violations of
health and safety standards found by the As-
sistant Secretary and any penalties assessed;

(3) a summary of State progress in meeting
the requirements of this Act, including the
requirements under section 114 of the Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act, as
added by section 7 of this Act;

(4) a summary of the Secretary’s oversight
activities and findings conducted pursuant
to subsection (d) of such section 114; and

(5) a description of the activities under-
taken by the national toll-free telephone
hotline established pursuant to section
3(c)(2).

SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There is authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary of Health and Human Services
$15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2010
through 2014 to carry out this Act (excluding
the amendment made by section 7 of this Act
and section 8 of this Act).

SEC. 7. ADDITIONAL ELIGIBILITY REQUIRE-
MENTS FOR GRANTS TO STATES TO
PREVENT CHILD ABUSE AND NE-
GLECT AT RESIDENTIAL PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title I of the Child Abuse
Prevention and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C.
5101 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end
the following new section:

“SEC. 114. ADDITIONAL ELIGIBILITY REQUIRE-
MENTS FOR GRANTS TO STATES TO
PREVENT CHILD ABUSE AND NE-
GLECT AT RESIDENTIAL PROGRAMS.

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) CHILD.—The term ‘child’ means an in-
dividual who has not attained the age of 18.

‘“(2) COVERED PROGRAM.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘covered pro-
gram’ means each location of a program op-
erated by a public or private entity that,
with respect to one or more children who are
unrelated to the owner or operator of the
program—
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‘(i) provides a residential environment,
such as—

“(I) a program with a wilderness or out-
door experience, expedition, or intervention;

‘“(II) a boot camp experience or other expe-
rience designed to simulate characteristics
of basic military training or correctional re-
gimes;

‘“(ITI) a therapeutic boarding school; or

‘““(IV) a behavioral modification program;
and

‘‘(ii) operates with a focus on serving chil-
dren with—

“(I) emotional, behavioral,
health problems or disorders; or

‘“(IT) problems with alcohol or substance
abuse.

‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘covered pro-
gram’ does not include—

‘(i) a hospital licensed by the State; or

‘“(ii) a foster family home that provides 24-
hour substitute care for children place away
from their parents or guardians and for
whom the State child welfare services agen-
cy has placement and care responsibility and
that is licensed and regulated by the State
as a foster family home.

¢“(3) PROTECTION AND ADVOCACY SYSTEM.—
The term ‘protection and advocacy system’
means a protection and advocacy system es-
tablished under section 143 of the Develop-
mental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of
Rights Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 15043).

““(b) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—To be eli-
gible to receive a grant under section 106, a
State shall—

‘(1) not later than three years after the
date of the enactment of this section, de-
velop policies and procedures to prevent
child abuse and neglect at covered programs
operating in such State, including having in
effect health and safety licensing require-
ments applicable to and necessary for the op-
eration of each location of such covered pro-
grams that include, at a minimum—

‘“(A) standards that meet or exceed the
standards required under section 3(a)(1) of
the Stop Child Abuse in Residential Pro-
grams for Teens Act of 2009;

‘“(B) the provision of essential food, water,
clothing, shelter, and medical care necessary
to maintain physical health, mental health,
and general safety of children at such pro-
grams;

‘(C) policies for emergency medical care
preparedness and response, including min-
imum staff training and qualifications for
such responses; and

‘(D) notification to appropriate staff at
covered programs if their position of employ-
ment meets the definition of mandated re-
porter, as defined by the State;

‘“(2) develop policies and procedures to
monitor and enforce compliance with the li-
censing requirements developed in accord-
ance with paragraph (1), including—

“‘(A) designating an agency to be respon-
sible, in collaboration and consultation with
State agencies providing human services (in-
cluding child protective services, and serv-
ices to children with emotional, psycho-
logical, developmental, or behavioral dys-
functions, impairments, disorders, or alcohol
or substance abuse), State law enforcement
officials, the appropriate protection and ad-
vocacy system, and courts of competent ju-
risdiction, for monitoring and enforcing such
compliance;

‘(B) establishing a State licensing applica-
tion process through which any individual
seeking to operate a covered program would
be required to disclose all previous substan-
tiated reports of child abuse and neglect and
all child deaths at any businesses previously
or currently owned or operated by such indi-
vidual, except that substantiated reports of
child abuse and neglect may remain con-
fidential and all reports shall not contain

or mental
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any personally identifiable information re-
lating to the identity of individuals who
were the victims of such child abuse and ne-
glect;

‘(C) conducting unannounced site inspec-
tions not less often than once every two
years at each location of a covered program;

‘(D) creating a non-public database, to be
integrated with the annual State data re-
ports required under section 106(d), of reports
of child abuse and neglect at covered pro-
grams operating in the State, except that
such reports shall not contain any person-
ally identifiable information relating to the
identity of individuals who were the victims
of such child abuse and neglect; and

“(E) implementing a policy of graduated
sanctions, including fines and suspension and
revocation of licences, against covered pro-
grams operating in the State that are out of
compliance with such health and safety li-
censing requirements;

‘4(8) if the State is not yet satisfying the
requirements of this subsection, in accord-
ance with a determination made pursuant to
subsection (c), develop policies and proce-
dures for notifying the Secretary and the ap-
propriate protection and advocacy system of
any report of child abuse and neglect at a
covered program operating in the State not
later than 30 days after the appropriate
State entity, or subdivision thereof, deter-
mines such report should be investigated and
not later than 48 hours in the event of a fa-
tality;

‘“(4) if the Secretary determines that the
State is satisfying the requirements of this
subsection, in accordance with a determina-
tion made pursuant to subsection (c), de-
velop policies and procedures for notifying
the Secretary if—

‘“(A) the State determines there is evidence
of a pattern of violations of the standards re-
quired under paragraph (1) at a covered pro-
gram operating in the State or by an owner
or operator of such a program; or

‘“(B) there is a child fatality at a covered
program operating in the State;

‘“(5) develop policies and procedures for es-
tablishing and maintaining a publicly avail-
able database of all covered programs oper-
ating in the State, including the name and
each location of each such program and the
name of the owner and operator of each such
program, information on reports of substan-
tiated child abuse and neglect at such pro-
grams (except that such reports shall not
contain any personally identifiable informa-
tion relating to the identity of individuals
who were the victims of such child abuse and
neglect and that such database shall include
and provide the definition of ‘substantiated’
used in compiling the data in cases that have
not been finally adjudicated), violations of
standards required under paragraph (1), and
all penalties levied against such programs;

‘“(6) annually submit to the Secretary a re-
port that includes—

‘“(A) the name and each location of all cov-
ered programs, including the names of the
owners and operators of such programs, oper-
ating in the State, and any violations of
State licensing requirements developed pur-
suant to subsection (b)(1); and

‘“(B) a description of State activities to
monitor and enforce such State licensing re-
quirements, including the names of owners
and operators of each covered program that
underwent a site inspection by the State,
and a summary of the results and any ac-
tions taken; and

‘(7)) if the Secretary determines that the
State is satisfying the requirements of this
subsection, in accordance with a determina-
tion made pursuant to subsection (c), de-
velop policies and procedures to report to the
appropriate protection and advocacy system
any case of the death of an individual under
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the control or supervision of a covered pro-
gram not later than 48 hours after the State
is informed of such death.

‘(c) SECRETARIAL DETERMINATION.—The
Secretary shall not determine that a State’s
licensing requirements, monitoring, and en-
forcement of covered programs operating in
the State satisfy the requirements of this
subsection (b) unless—

‘(1) the State implements licensing re-
quirements for such covered programs that
meet or exceed the standards required under
subsection (b)(1);

‘(2) the State designates an agency to be
responsible for monitoring and enforcing
compliance with such licensing require-
ments;

‘“(3) the State conducts unannounced site
inspections of each location of such covered
programs not less often than once every two
years;

‘“(4) the State creates a non-public data-
base of such covered programs, to include in-
formation on reports of child abuse and ne-
glect at such programs (except that such re-
ports shall not contain any personally iden-
tifiable information relating to the identity
of individuals who were the victims of such
child abuse and neglect);

¢“(5) the State implements a policy of grad-
uated sanctions, including fines and suspen-
sion and revocation of licenses against such
covered programs that are out of compliance
with the health and safety licensing require-
ments under subsection (b)(1); and

‘(6) after a review of assessments con-
ducted under section 3(b)(2)(B) of the Stop
Child Abuse in Residential Programs for
Teens Act of 2009, the Secretary determines
the State is appropriately investigating and
responding to allegations of child abuse and
neglect at such covered programs.

“(d) OVERSIGHT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning two years
after the date of the enactment of the Stop
Child Abuse in Residential Programs for
Teens Act of 2009, the Secretary shall imple-
ment a process for continued monitoring of
each State that is determined to be satis-
fying the licensing, monitoring, and enforce-
ment requirements of subsection (b), in ac-
cordance with a determination made pursu-
ant to subsection (c), with respect to the per-
formance of each such State regarding—

““(A) preventing child abuse and neglect at
covered programs operating in each such
State; and

‘(B) enforcing the licensing standards de-
scribed in subsection (b)(1).

‘“(2) BEVALUATIONS.—The process required
under paragraph (1) shall include in each
State, at a minimum—

““(A) an investigation not later than 60
days after receipt by the Secretary of a re-
port from a State, or a subdivision thereof,
of child abuse and neglect at a covered pro-
gram operating in the State, and submission
of findings to appropriate law enforcement
or other local entity where necessary, if the
report indicates—

‘(i) a child fatality at such program; or

‘‘(ii) there is evidence of a pattern of viola-
tions of the standards required under sub-
section (b)(1) at such program or by an owner
or operator of such program;

‘“(B) an annual review by the Secretary of
cases of reports of child abuse and neglect in-
vestigated at covered programs operating in
the State to assess the State’s performance
with respect to the appropriateness of re-
sponse to and investigation of reports of
child abuse and neglect at covered programs
and the appropriateness of legal actions
taken against responsible parties in such
cases; and

‘(C) unannounced site inspections of cov-
ered programs operating in the State to
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monitor compliance with the standards re-
quired under section 3(a) of the Stop Child
Abuse in Residential Programs for Teens Act
of 2009.

‘(3) ENFORCEMENT.—If the Secretary deter-
mines, pursuant to an evaluation under this
subsection, that a State is not adequately
implementing, monitoring, and enforcing the
licensing requirements of subsection (b)(1),
the Secretary shall require, for a period of
not less than one year, that—

““(A) the State shall inform the Secretary
of each instance there is a report to be inves-
tigated of child abuse and neglect at a cov-
ered program operating in the State; and

‘“(B) the Secretary and the appropriate
local agency shall jointly investigate such
report.”.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 112(a)(1) of the Child Abuse Preven-
tion and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C.
5106h(a)(1)) is amended by inserting before
the period at the end the following: *‘, and
$235,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2010
through 2014”.

(¢) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) COORDINATION WITH AVAILABLE RE-
SOURCES.—Section 103(c)(1)(D) of the Child
Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (42
U.S.C. 5104(c)(1)(D)) is amended by inserting
after ‘‘specific’”” the following: ‘‘(including
reports of child abuse and neglect occurring
at covered programs (except that such re-
ports shall not contain any personally iden-
tifiable information relating to the identity
of individuals who were the victims of such
child abuse and neglect), as such term is de-
fined in section 114)”.

(2) FURTHER REQUIREMENT.—Section
106(b)(1) of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106a(b)(1)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subparagraph:

¢(C) FURTHER REQUIREMENT.—To be eligible
to receive a grant under this section, a State
shall comply with the requirements under
section 114(b) and shall include in the State
plan submitted pursuant to subparagraph (A)
a description of the activities the State will
carry out to comply with the requirements
under such section 114(b).”’.

(3) ANNUAL STATE DATA REPORTS.—Section
106(d) of the Child Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 5106a(d)) is amend-
ed—

(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting before
the period at the end the following: ‘‘(includ-
ing reports of child abuse and neglect occur-
ring at covered programs (except that such
reports shall not contain any personally
identifiable information relating to the iden-
tity of individuals who were the victims of
such child abuse and neglect), as such term
is defined in section 114)”’; and

(B) in paragraph (6), by inserting before the
period at the end the following: ‘“‘or who were
in the care of a covered program, as such
term is defined in section 114”.

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 1(b) of
the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment
Act (42 U.S.C. 5101 note) is amended by in-
serting after the item relating to section 113
the following new item:

‘“Sec. 114. Additional eligibility require-
ments for grants to States to
prevent child abuse and neglect
at residential programs.”.

SEC. 8. STUDY AND REPORT ON OUTCOMES IN

COVERED PROGRAMS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Health and
Human Services shall conduct a study, in
consultation with relevant agencies and ex-
perts, to examine the outcomes for children
in both private and public covered programs
under this Act encompassing a broad rep-
resentation of treatment facilities and geo-
graphic regions.
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(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to
the Committee on Education and Labor of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions of the Senate a report that con-
tains the results of the study conducted
under subsection (a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
New York (Mrs. MCCARTHY) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I request 5 legislative days
during which time Members may revise
and extend their remarks and insert
extraneous material on H.R. 911 into
the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. McCCARTHY of New York. I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 911, the Stop Child Abuse in
Residential Programs for Teens Act of
2009. I want to thank Chairman MILLER
and the committee staff for working
with me on this important legislation,
and for Mr. MILLER’s personal leader-
ship on this over the years. I would
also like to thank Mr. PLATTS and Mr.
McKEON for all of the work that they
have done on this important issue.

Over the years, far too many children
have been abused in residential treat-
ment facilities that were billed as
places where parents could send their
kids to help them overcome behavioral
problems. What’s even more disturbing
is that, in many cases, children have
died in the care of these facilities.

When we started working on this
issue 2 years ago in committee, I be-
came outraged over the testimony that
we heard. In fact, the Government Ac-
countability Office reportedly found
thousands of cases of abuse and neglect
at residential programs for teens. We
heard gruesome accounts of abuse that
occurred in residential treatment fa-
cilities.

These facilities often used highly de-
ceptive marketing practices to bill
themselves as safe and effective places
for troubled teenagers to get the help
that they need so they could get on
with their life. Brochures would claim,
for example, that counselors are highly
trained survival experts, but as we
heard from the GAO, these so-called
highly trained survival experts did not
recognize the signs of dehydration in a
15-year-old girl when she began com-
plaining of blurred version, stumbling,
and vomiting 3 days into a hike. After
the fifth day, she died. And she lay
there dead in the road for almost 18
hours because the survival experts
were not equipped with a radio.

In other examples, we heard of abuses
that included staff members forcing
children to remain in so-called stress
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positions for hours at a time and to un-
dergo extreme physical exertion with-
out food, water, or rest. We even heard
of a child that died as a result of being
denied medically prescribed medication
that could have saved his life.

Parents are sold a bill of goods about
these facilities, are enticed by adver-
tising schemes portraying these pro-
grams as safe with professional staff in
highly qualified environments for their
children.

I want to say, also, there are many
good places that children go to, but
these are the ones that obviously need
to be regulated. When parents send
their children to these facilities, they
are often at the end of their ropes and
see few, if any, alternatives.

We heard testimony from parents of
children who died while in the care of
residential treatment facilities. These
parents thought they were doing the
right thing by sending their children.
They did research on where to send
their children. Unfortunately, the in-
formation they were provided with was
misleading. The GAQO’s investigation
work has shown that a number of pro-
grams had deceptive marketing prac-
tices to appeal to parents and even un-
covered deception, fraud, and conflicts
of interests.

Corruption and deception has been a
hallmark of many aspects of the sys-
tem surrounding residential treatment
centers. In fact, I recently read with
disgust that two judges were charged
after it was found that they sent their
children to facilities in which they,
themselves, had financial interests.

This is the height of corruption, and
its impact is felt by the most vulner-
able among us: children in trouble.

This bill will create necessary na-
tional standards on some very basic
human rights. For example, we say
that child abuse and neglect is prohib-
ited. This should be common sense. We
say that acts which humiliate a child
are prohibited. This should be common
sense. We say that staff must not deny
children food and water. This should be
common sense.

Another important provision is
geared to help parents find good resi-
dential treatment facilities. We cre-
ated a national Web site which will
contain data on residential facilities
and require programs to include infor-
mation on their Web site in their mar-
keting materials.

Finally, we will give money to States
to help them create their own licensing
procedures and a public database on
programs.

This legislation is desperately needed
to prevent anymore children from
dying unnecessarily.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
911.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, residen-
tial treatment programs are unfamiliar
to most of us. Sometimes referred to as
“‘wilderness therapy’ or ‘‘teen boot
camps,” these programs serve a small
number of extremely troubled youth.
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While many teens and their families
have benefited from residential treat-
ment programs, those success stories
have been overshadowed by instances
of abuse, neglect, and worst of all, the
loss of life.

The Education and Labor Committee
has been investigating cases of abuse
and neglect at these facilities for the
last several years, and the result of
that effort is the bill before us today.

No one in this Chamber condones
abuse, neglect, or mistreatment of the
young people enrolled in these pro-
grams. And we all want to find the best
way to ensure that abuse is prevented
and prosecuted if it does occur.

Because this issue is nonpartisan,
we’ve been able to work together to
find commonsense solutions. The bill
before us today is not perfect, but it
has improved at every step of the proc-
ess.

I do wish the bill had been considered
under a rule so Members—and particu-
larly new Members who were not here
in the last Congress when we debated
this issue—would have had an oppor-
tunity to offer amendments. Unfortu-
nately, that process has been cut short
by considering this bill under suspen-
sion of the rules.

On a bill of this importance, I believe
that regular order is necessary. There
are complex issues that we have not
yet resolved. For instance, we had a
rigorous debate during the committee
markup about how to balance parental
rights with necessary treatment. Mem-
bers on this side of the aisle, myself in-
cluded, believe that more needs to be
done to ensure that parents are fully
informed of and involved with medical
decisions made at these facilities. I
hope that we can work on this issue as
the bill moves forward and ensure that
parental rights are protected.

Mr. Speaker, this bill attempts to ad-
dress a serious problem. Chairman MIL-
LER and Congresswoman MCCARTHY de-
serve credit for drawing attention to
these intolerable instances of abuse
and for attempting to find a solution. I
supported this bill in committee, and I
continue to do so today. But I am dis-
appointed that the process has been
short-circuited. We have another op-
portunity to work together as this bill
moves to the other Chamber, and I
look forward to doing so.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. McCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

I thank Mr. McKEON for all of the
work he did on the committee in work-
ing with us to bring this bill to the
floor. I know that there are those that
are expressing concern about the proc-
ess. We have had several debates on
this particular bill. It did pass last
year overwhelmingly. We also had the
markup last week where amendments
were added.

But additionally, certainly I want to
stress the bipartisan process in devel-
oping this legislation as an example to
be followed to get the best product.
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One of the best things that we need
to understand is that we have many
pressing needs that are coming through
the Education Committee and many
other committees. So this bill had been
passed, and I support the bill, and I
know Mr. MCKEON supports the bill.
Obviously, we never, never have a per-
fect bill, but the bottom line is we’re
putting forth procedures that will save
children’s lives. And I think that is the
most important thing.

So I certainly encourage Members to
vote for this piece of legislation.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close, and I yield myself the
balance of my time.

With this bill, we’re trying to do the
right thing, but we’re doing it the
wrong way. Through an open process
marked by bipartisanship, we made
considerable improvements to this bill.
Unfortunately, flaws remain, including
a failure to fully protect the rights of
parents.

If this bill had been brought under
regular order—we addressed this issue,
but by rushing it to the floor under a
suspension of the rules, we’ve been left
with an imperfect, even incomplete
product. I trust we will not make that
same mistake again, and I look forward
to addressing this issue as the bill
moves forward.

I believe we need to protect the
young people in these programs, and
that’s why I will vote ‘‘yes’ today. But
I do so with reservations because I be-
lieve this bill could have been much
stronger and eventually, I believe it
will be made stronger.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. McCCARTHY of New York. I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

I know there was a great debate in
the committee during the markup and
many amendments were brought up.
And I also know that there were some
Members that had wanted to insert cer-
tain language as far as for parents and
their rights as far as medication. What
we did know is that all States have dif-
ferent levels on what the law is for the
parents to handle that kind of a situa-
tion. Many of us felt that it would have
been too complicated to try to debate
that on every single State.

The practices of many of these resi-
dential treatment facilities are shock-
ing and outrageous. It is nearly impos-
sible to believe that in the United
States of America there are facilities
that would employ child abuse as a
teaching technique. This behavior goes
beyond cruelty; children have died. The
abuse has not only been carried out on
children, who are defenseless in these
circumstances, the abuse has also been
carried out against parents who,
through their best intentions, were
trying to do everything they could to
bring that child back into a natural
setting.
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There is a fundamental right in this
country against abuse. That’s why it is
absolutely crucial that we make sure
that children are kept safe when they
are in these facilities by setting min-
imum safety standards. How can any-
one oppose the setting of standards
that assure the safety and well-being of
children? How can anyone oppose stop-
ping child abuse?

The bill before us today reflects a bi-
partisan compromise on legislation
that we nearly finished last year. It
passed the House by a bipartisan vote
of 318-103, but unfortunately the Sen-
ate did not act. The legislation is sup-
ported by the American Association of
Children’s Residential Centers, the
American Bar Association, the Amer-
ican Academy of Pediatrics, the Amer-
ican Psychological Association, the
Child Welfare League of America, Chil-
dren’s Defense Fund, Easter Seals,
Mental Health America, the National
Child Abuse Coalition, and many other
organizations.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation and end these
practices once and for all.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, | urge
support for H.R. 911 because | think, on bal-
ance, this bill will help states prevent further
negligence at some “boot-camp” style facili-
ties. Most programs, like the First Freewill
Baptist Ministries in my district, do a lot to help
troubled teens turn their lives around, but a
few bad apples risk ruining their reputation.
This legislation will ask states to strengthen
their own oversight of these programs, but will
not give the Federal government oversight.

While | will support the legislation, | am still
concerned that this bill goes too far in taking
away parents’ rights to decide how their child
will be medicated, and | hope the Chairman
will work to improve this section before this bill
becomes law.

As written, the legislation will allow residen-
tial programs for teens to change a child’s pre-
scriptions without parental consent. Many of
these programs are quick to use psychotropic
drugs to calm mood swings in these teens,
and in some cases, the medicating may be
warranted. | believe, however, that parents
should always be given the right to help de-
cide on best treatment options for their chil-
dren, even if it is just to grant the facility a
waiver to provide treatment. No parent should
have no say in how their child is medicated,
but as it is currently written, that would be the
result of this bill.

So | hope we can improve this aspect of the
bill, but again, | will support this legislation
today to move the process forward.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in strong support of H.R. 911, the
“Stop Child Abuse in Residential Programs for
Teen Acts of 2009.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 911 and address the tragic cir-
cumstances that face some of out Nation’s
youth on a daily basis and to underscore our
commitment to preventing child abuse and ne-
glect so that all children can live in safety and
security. | would first like to thank my distin-
guished colleague, Representative GEORGE
MILLER of California, for introducing this impor-
tant piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 911 seeks to implement
an ongoing review process for investigating
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and evaluating reports of child abuse and ne-
glect; establish public websites with informa-
tion about each covered program, as well as
a national toll-free telephone hotline to receive
complaints; establish civil penalties for viola-
tions of standards; and establish a process to
ensure that complaints received by the hotline
are promptly reviewed by persons with appro-
priate expertise. Furthermore, this bill amends
the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act
to establish additional eligibility requirements
for grants to states to prevent child abuse and
neglect at residential programs.

There are no greater crimes that an indi-
vidual can commit than the crimes of child mo-
lestation and child abuse. The perpetrators of
these crimes rob children of their innocence.
Moreover, victims of child molestation are pro-
foundly affected for the rest of their lives. As
elected officials, we have an obligation to con-
demn this violence, work for stronger enforce-
ment of the law and provide adequate funding
for programs to assist children who may have
experienced such abuse.

At least 1 in 5 adult women and 1 in 10
adult men report having been sexually abused
as children. In Texas, there were more than
111,000 investigations of child abuse and ne-
glect by the Child Protective Services in
Texas, and of those cases 7,650 were sexual
abuse.

The sexual victimization of children is great
in magnitude and largely either unrecognized
or underreported. Statistics show that 1 in 5
girls and 1 in 10 boys are sexually exploited
before they reach adulthood. However it is be-
lieved that less than 35 percent of the inci-
dents are reported to authorities.

It is estimated that approximately one-third
of abused and neglected children grow up to
victimize their own children. Child abuse and
neglect can have long-term economical and
societal costs. Community-based services to
overburdened families are far less costly than
the emotional and physical damage inflicted
on children. These community-based services
also outweigh potential costs of child protec-
tive services, law enforcement, courts, foster
care, health care, and the treatment of adults
recovering from child abuse. The annual esti-
mated cost to the United States for not pre-
venting child abuse and neglect is approxi-
mately $104,000,000,000, according to a 2008
report by Prevent Child Abuse America.

Tens of thousands of American children and
teens each year are placed into residential
treatment programs. Many have been abused,
neglected, and worse, some have died at the
hands of those who were supposed to be
there to care for them. Unscrupulous pro-
grams often hire unqualified, untrained,
uncaring, misinformed, and often mean-spir-
ited staff who do not have the qualifications to
care for them. The number of children placed
in residential treatment centers is growing ex-
ponentially. These modern-day orphanages
now house more than 50,000 children nation-
wide. Once placed, these kids may have no
meaningful contact with their families or
friends for up to two years. Despite many doc-
umented cases of neglect and physical and
sexual abuse, monitoring is inadequate to en-
sure that children are safe, healthy and receiv-
ing proper services in residential treatment
centers.

It will take more than just stronger enforce-
ment of the law to prevent child molestation
and other forms of child abuse. In order to end
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this serious epidemic that has plagued Amer-
ica, all segments of the community such as
parents, educators, religious leaders, and
community leaders must create a nurturing en-
vironment for children to develop within. The
children must know that they are loved and
the children deserve to be protected from vio-
lence and sexual abuse.

| express my support for the Stop Child
Abuse in Residential Programs for Teens Act
of 2009. | believe we should increase public
awareness of child abuse and neglect preven-
tion and should continue to work to reduce the
incidence of child abuse and neglect. We
should recognize that child abuse and neglect
prevention programs reduce child maltreat-
ment, strengthen families, reduce mental ill-
ness, deter criminal behavior, and contribute
to children’s positive emotional, academic, so-
cial and cognitive development, but we need
more.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, | have al-
ways worked to protect children. The recent
press reports of abuse, neglect, and tragically
death, in some residential therapy programs
for youth is very concerning to me. Over the
years, many treatment centers have been es-
tablished across the Nation, including Utah. As
a result, Utah has worked hard to license and
regulate residential treatment programs over
the past several years and our state meets
many of the standards set forth in the legisla-
tion passed by the House of Representatives.

It is my understanding that some states
have not developed as stringent requirements
as Utah and that leads to a patchwork of regu-
lations where kids can fall through the cracks.
| believe a uniform set of standards makes
sense, especially when it comes to meeting
the needs of the most troubled children and
their families. | am supportive of provisions in
this bill which seek to support good actors and
encourage those who are not to become so.
| also feel that steps taken by Utah could be
an example for other states implementing new
requirements.

| was able to include language in the legis-
lation which requested HHS study the out-
comes of individuals in these types of pro-
grams through a longitudinal study. | feel this
data is extremely useful to better understand
the outcomes of individuals in these programs
and the progress made towards the goals of
the treatment programs to fully rehabilitate
troubled youth and teens.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CLAY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MCCARTHY) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 911.

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. MCKEON. Mr. 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.
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RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 31 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6:30 p.m.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. CARSON of Indiana) at 6
o’clock and 33 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 911, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 44, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 601, by the yeas and nays.

Remaining postponed votes will be
taken later in the week.

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

———

STOP CHILD ABUSE IN RESIDEN-
TIAL PROGRAMS FOR TEENS
ACT OF 2009

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 911, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
MCCARTHY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 911.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 295, nays
102, not voting 35, as follows:

[Roll No. 72]

YEAS—295
Abercrombie Boucher Cleaver
Ackerman Boyd Clyburn
Adler (NJ) Brady (PA) Cohen
Altmire Braley (IA) Conaway
Andrews Brown (SC) Connolly (VA)
Arcuri Brown, Corrine Cooper
Austria Brown-Waite, Costa
Baca Ginny Costello
Baird Buchanan Courtney
Baldwin Burgess Crowley
Barrow Butterfield Cuellar
Bartlett Buyer Culberson
Becerra Capito Cummings
Berkley Capps Dahlkemper
Berman Capuano Davis (AL)
Berry Cardoza Davis (CA)
Biggert Carnahan Davis (IL)
Bilirakis Carney Davis (TN)
Bishop (GA) Carson (IN) DeFazio
Bishop (NY) Castle DeGette
Blumenauer Castor (FL) Delahunt
Boccieri Chandler DeLauro
Bono Mack Childers Dent
Boren Clarke Diaz-Balart, L.
Boswell Clay Diaz-Balart, M.
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Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fortenberry
Foster
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gerlach
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Graves
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Heller
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
King (NY)
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lance

Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Barton (TX)
Bilbray
Bishop (UT)
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Chaffetz
Coble

Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
MclIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Nunes

Nye
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Platts

Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Putnam
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg

NAYS—102

Coffman (CO)
Cole

Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)
Dreier
Duncan
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes

Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Hensarling
Herger
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Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (KY)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam

Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Spratt
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wexler
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Hunter

Inglis

Issa

Jenkins

Johnson, Sam

Jordan (OH)

King (IA)

Kingston

Kline (MN)

Lamborn

Latta

Lee (NY)

Linder

Lucas

Lummis

Lungren, Daniel
E.

Mack

Manzullo

Marchant

McCarthy (CA)

McClintock

McHenry Poe (TX) Smith (NE)
McMorris Posey Smith (TX)

Rodgers Price (GA) Souder
Mica Rogers (AL) Stearns
Miller (FL) Rogers (MI) Sullivan
Minnick Royce Thornberry
Moran (KS) Ryan (WI) Tiahrt
Myrick Schmidt
Neugebauer Schock a::tlr?ﬂ oreland
Olson Sensenbrenner Wilson (SC)
Paul Sessions .
Pence Shadegg Wittman
Pitts Shuster Wolf

NOT VOTING—35
Bean Holt Shea-Porter
Blackburn Israel Solis (CA)
Bright Johnson, E. B. Space
Campbell Kilpatrick (MI) Speier
Cao Lewis (CA) Stark
Carter Miller, Gary Taylor
Cassidy Moran (VA) Tiberi
Conyers Neal (MA) :
Crenshaw Pascrell 3;:;: ;g
Gingrey (GA) Perriello Weiner
Gutierrez Radanovich Yarmuth
Hoekstra Rohrabacher
0 1901
Messrs. GOODLATTE, GALLEGLY,

BACHUS and BOEHNER changed their
vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘“nay.”

Mrs. BONO MACK changed her vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GUAM WORLD WAR II LOYALTY
RECOGNITION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 44, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 44.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 299, nays 99,
not voting 34, as follows:

[Roll No. 73]

YEAS—299
Abercrombie Boswell Cohen
Ackerman Boucher Cole
Aderholt Boyd Conaway
Adler (NJ) Brady (PA) Connolly (VA)
Alexander Braley (IA) Cooper
Andrews Bright Costa
Arcuri Brown (SC) Costello
Baca Brown, Corrine Courtney
Bachus Burgess Crowley
Baird Burton (IN) Cuellar
Baldwin Butterfield Cummings
Barrow Buyer Dahlkemper
Bartlett Capito Davis (AL)
Becerra Capps Davis (CA)
Berkley Capuano Davis (IL)
Berman Cardoza Davis (TN)
Berry Carnahan DeFazio
Biggert Carney DeGette
Bilirakis Carson (IN) Delahunt
Bishop (GA) Castor (FL) DeLauro
Bishop (NY) Chandler Dent
Bishop (UT) Childers Diaz-Balart, L.
Blumenauer Clarke Dicks
Bono Mack Clay Dingell
Boozman Cleaver Doggett
Boren Clyburn Donnelly (IN)

Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Forbes
Foster
Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gerlach
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
King (NY)
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)

AKin
Altmire
Austria
Bachmann
Barrett (SC)
Barton (TX)
Bilbray
Blunt
Boccieri
Boehner
Bonner
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Castle
Chaffetz

Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lujan
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Marffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Putnam
Rahall
Rangel

NAYS—99

Coble
Coffman (CO)
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)
Diaz-Balart, M.
Duncan
Emerson
Flake
Fleming
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Goodlatte
Graves
Guthrie

Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
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Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (MI)
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sestak
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spratt
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Welch
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Hensarling
Herger
Hunter
Inglis

Issa

Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
Kingston
Lamborn
Latham
LaTourette
Latta

Lee (NY)
Linder
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Mack
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McClintock
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McHenry Price (GA) Smith (TX)
McMorris Roe (TN) Stearns
Rodgers Rogers (KY) Sullivan
Miller (MI) Rooney Terry
Myrick Roskam Thompson (PA)
Neugebauer Royce Thornberry
Nunes Scalise Tiahrt
Olson Schmidt Upton
Paul Sessions Wamp
Pence Shadegg Westmoreland
Poe (TX) Shuster s
Posey Smith (NE) Whitfield
NOT VOTING—34
Bean Israel Solis (CA)
Blackburn Johnson, E. B. Space
Campbell Kilpatrick (MI) Speier
Cao Lewis (CA) Stark
Carter Miller, Gary Taylor
Cassidy Moran (VA) Tiberi
Conyers Neal (MA) Tierney
Crenshaw Pascrell
Gingrey (GA) Perriello g:fi:?
Gutierrez Radanovich Yarmuth
Hoekstra Rohrabacher
Holt Shea-Porter

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There is 1 minute remaining
in this vote.

O 1909

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

BOX ELDER UTAH LAND
CONVEYANCE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 601, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 601.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 396, nays 1,
not voting 35, as follows:

[Roll No. 74]

YEAS—396
Abercrombie Bishop (UT) Camp
Ackerman Blumenauer Cantor
Aderholt Blunt Capito
Adler (NJ) Boccieri Capps
Akin Boehner Capuano
Alexander Bonner Cardoza
Altmire Bono Mack Carnahan
Andrews Boozman Carney
Arcuri Boren Carson (IN)
Austria Boswell Castle
Baca Boucher Castor (FL)
Bachmann Boustany Chaffetz
Bachus Boyd Chandler
Baird Brady (PA) Childers
Baldwin Brady (TX) Clarke
Barrett (SC) Braley (IA) Clay
Barrow Bright Cleaver
Bartlett Broun (GA) Clyburn
Barton (TX) Brown (SC) Coble
Becerra Brown, Corrine Coffman (CO)
Berkley Brown-Waite, Cohen
Berman Ginny Cole
Berry Buchanan Conaway
Biggert Burgess Connolly (VA)
Bilbray Burton (IN) Cooper
Bilirakis Butterfield Costa
Bishop (GA) Buyer Costello
Bishop (NY) Calvert Courtney

Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Guthrie
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis
Inslee
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones

Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
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Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sestak
Shadegg
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spratt
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Sutton
Tanner
Tauscher
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
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Velazquez Waxman Wittman
Visclosky Welch Wolf
Walden Westmoreland Woolsey
Walz Wexler Wu
Wamp Whitfield Young (AK)
Waters Wilson (OH) Young (FL)
Watt Wilson (SC)
NAYS—1
Wasserman
Schultz
NOT VOTING—35

Bean Holt Shea-Porter
Blackburn Israel Solis (CA)
Campbell Johnson, E. B. Space
Cao Kilpatrick (MI) Speier
Carter Lewis (CA) Stark
Cassidy Miller, Gary Taylor
Conyers Moran (VA) Tiberi
Crenshaw Neal (MA) q
Gingrey (GA) Pascrell ‘T;;:g:‘fg
Grijalva Perriello Weiner
Gutierrez Radanovich
Hoekstra Rohrabacher Yarmuth

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

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

0 1919

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, on Feb-
ruary 23, 2009, | was called away on personal
business. | regret that | was not present for
the following votes:

On the passage of H.R. 911. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

On the passage of H.R. 44. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

On the passage of H.R. 601. Had | been
present | would have voted “yea.”

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, due to personal reasons, | was un-
able to attend to several votes. Had | been
present, my vote would have been “yea” on
H.R. 911, the Stop Child Abuse in Residential
Programs for Teens Act of 2009; “yea” on
H.R. 44, the Guam World War Il Loyalty Rec-
ognition Act; and “yea” on H.R. 601—Box
Elder Utah Land Conveyance Act.

———

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO OFFER
RESOLUTION RAISING A QUES-
TION OF THE PRIVILEGES OF
THE HOUSE

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I hereby no-
tify the House of my intention to offer
a resolution as a question of the privi-
leges of the House.

The form of my resolution is as fol-
lows:

Whereas Roll Call reported on Feb-
ruary 9, 2008, that the offices of a
prominent lobbying firm had been raid-
ed by the FBI in November;

Whereas The New York Times re-
ported on February 10, 2009, that ‘“‘Fed-
eral prosecutors are looking into the
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possibility that a prominent lobbyist
may have funneled bogus campaign
contributions’” to Members of Con-
gress;

Whereas the Washington Post re-
ported on February 14, 2009, that they
“examined contributions that were re-
ported as being made by the firm’s em-
ployees and consultants, and found sev-
eral people who were not registered
lobbyists and did not work for the lob-
bying firm”’;

Whereas Roll Call reported on Feb-
ruary 11, 2009, that ‘‘the defense-appro-
priations-focused lobbying shop that
the FBI raided this November’’ had in
recent years ‘‘spread millions of cam-
paign contributions to lawmakers’’;

Whereas The Hill reported on Feb-
ruary 10, 2009, that the raided firm
“‘earned more than $14 million in lob-
bying revenue’ and ‘‘specializes in ob-
taining earmarks in the defense budget
for a long list of clients’’;

Whereas The Hill reported on Feb-
ruary 10, 2009, that the 2008 clients of
this firm had ‘“‘received $299 million
worth of earmarks, according to Tax-
payers for Common Sense’’;

Whereas CQ Today reported on Feb-
ruary 19, 2009, that ‘104 House Members
got earmarks for projects sought by
clients of the firm in the 2008 defense
appropriations bills,” and that 87 per-
cent of this bipartisan group of Mem-
bers received campaign contributions
from the raided firm;

Whereas CQ Today also reported that
“Members who took responsibility for
the firm’s earmarks in that spending
bill have, since 2001, accepted a cumu-
lative $1,815,138 in campaign contribu-
tions from the firm’s political action
committee and employees’’;

Whereas Roll Call reported on Feb-
ruary 19, 2009, that a bipartisan group
of four Members have made plans to di-
vest themselves of campaign contribu-
tions received from the raided firm;

Whereas Politico reported on Feb-
ruary 12, 2009, that ‘‘several sources
said FBI agents have spent months lay-
ing the groundwork for their current
investigation, including conducting re-
search on earmarks and campaign con-
tributions’’;

Whereas numerous press reports and
editorials have alleged several cases of
influence peddling between Members of
Congress and outside interests seeking
Federal funding;

Whereas such reports and editorials
reflect public distrust and have raised
inquiries and criticism about the integ-
rity of congressional proceedings and
the dignity of the institution; and

Whereas the House of Representa-
tives should respond to such claims and
demonstrate integrity in its pro-
ceedings:

Now, therefore, be it resolved that:

(a) The Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct, or a subcommittee of
the committee designated by the com-
mittee and its members appointed by
the chairman and ranking member, is
instructed to investigate the relation-
ship between earmark requests already
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made by Members and the source and
timing of past campaign contributions.

(b) The Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct shall submit a report
of its findings to the House of Rep-
resentatives within 2 months after the
date of adoption of this resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
rule IX, a resolution offered from the
floor by a Member other than the ma-
jority leader or the minority leader as
a question of the privileges of the
House has immediate precedence only
at a time designated by the Chair with-
in 2 legislative days after the resolu-
tion is properly noticed.

Pending that designation, the form of
the resolution noticed by the gen-
tleman from Arizona will appear in the
RECORD at this point.

The Chair will not at this point de-
termine whether the resolution con-
stitutes a question of privilege. That
determination will be made at the time
designated for consideration of the res-
olution.

————
THE ARC OF PALM BEACH COUNTY

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

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize an outstanding
organization in my Congressional Dis-
trict, the Arc of Palm Beach County.
The Arc works to improve the lives of
children and adults with developmental
and mental disabilities, as well as their
families.

Arc programs, which include thera-
peutic education and Community In-
clusion Services, are invaluable to
their clients and our community. From
young couples raising their children
with disabilities, to aging parents
working to care for their adult chil-
dren, families depend on the Arc for es-
sential services.

I am committed to standing up for
children and adults with disabilities,
whether it is supporting the majority
leader’s ADA Restoration Act or fight-
ing for increased funds for the Individ-
uals with Disabilities Education Act.

I’'m looking forward to addressing the
Arc’s first annual Arc Angels luncheon
this Friday in West Palm Beach. And I
congratulate all of the hard-working
staff at the Arc, as well as their Presi-
dent, Executive Director and Board of
Directors. Their efforts will have a val-
uable and lasting impact on South
Florida.

————

SOMEBODY IS SMOKING
SOMETHING THAT’S ILLEGAL

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, if what I’'m about to say wasn’t so
sad, it would be funny.

We’ve spent $700 billion in TARP, $14
billion for the auto bailout, and that’s
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just the beginning, $738 billion in the
so-called stimulus, and that does not
include the interest that will take us
over $1 trillion. $410 billion that’s com-
ing up in the omnibus spending bill,
probably another $100 billion in supple-
mental. And the President today with
his staff people down there was talking
about national health care. Lord only
knows how much that’s going to cost.

And Mr. Geithner is spending 1 to $2
trillion, he says, to help the financial
institutions in this country to stay
above water.

And then the President said today
he’s going to cut the deficit in half in
the next 4 years. It does not add up.
How in the world are you going to do
that when you’re spending all this
money, printing all this money, asking
China to loan us more money? It just
doesn’t work. Somebody must be smok-
ing something that’s illegal.

——

COMMENDING STATE SENATOR
JAMES MEEKS

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to commend State Senator James
Meeks, who is also pastor of the House
of Hope Church in Chicago, which is
the largest church in the city that
holds more than 10,000 people.

Well, on Saturday morning, Reverend
State Senator Meeks called a commu-
nity meeting to help people understand
the economic stimulus package. As
cold as it was, more than 2,000 people
came, representatives from every walk
of life, the Governor’s office, all of the
other municipal offices. And I simply
commend him for this initiative, for
giving the people of Illinois an oppor-
tunity to better understand the stim-
ulus package.

———

SECRETARY CLINTON’S MISSED
OPPORTUNITY IN CHINA

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

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to add my voice to the chorus of
human rights organizations who have
expressed shock and disappointment at
Secretary Clinton’s comments during a
recent Asia trip indicating that human
rights will not be a priority in her en-
gagement with China.

We need to look no further than the
Sharanskys and the Solzhenitsyns of
recent history to know that bold and
public proclamations on the impor-
tance of liberty, freedom and absence
of repression are cause for great hope
to those political prisoners who lan-
guish behind bars. Words have power,
the power to inspire or deflate, to give
vision or stifle hope. But for words to
inspire the hope for a day when the
Chinese people can worship freely,
where the press is not censored, where
political dissent is permitted, they
must first be spoken.
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Silence itself is a message. Martin
Luther King, Jr. said famously, ‘“‘In the
end we will remember not the words of
our enemies, but the silence of our
friends.”” America has always been a
friend to the oppressed, the persecuted,
the forgotten. I pray our allegiance has
not changed.

This administration must make the
solid rock of freedom their foundation,
rather than the sinking sand of repres-
sion.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 23, 2009.
Hon. HILLARY RODHAM CLINTON,
Secretary of State,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SECRETARY CLINTON: I write to share
my dismay, also voiced by a number of lead-
ing human rights organizations, at your
comments during your recent Asia trip indi-
cating that human rights will not be a pri-
ority in your engagement with China. These
statements come on the heels of the U.S.
failing to participate in the United Nations
review of the human rights record of China,
among other worst offenders. Both are deep-
ly troubling commentary on this administra-
tion’s commitment to human rights, and are
undoubtedly disheartening for scores of Chi-
nese citizens, including the imprisoned
Catholic bishops, persecuted house church
leaders and repressed Tibetan Buddhists.

Certainly there is a place for pragmatism
in diplomacy. It may be that the Chinese
government, when confronted with its gross
human rights violations, would dismiss U.S.
concerns and tell us not to interfere in their
“internal matters.”” But we need look no fur-
ther than the Sharanskys and Solzhenitsyns
of recent history to know that it is equally
pragmatic to believe that bold, public proc-
lamations on the importance of liberty, free-
dom, and the absence of repression are cause
for great hope to those political prisoners
who languish behind bars.

In short, words have power. They have the
power to inspire, or deflate; they have the
power to give vision or to stifle hope. But for
words to inspire the hope for a day when the
Chinese people can worship freely, where the
press is not censored, where political dissent
is permitted—they must first be spoken.

Silence is itself a message. Martin Luther
King Jr. famously said, ‘“‘In the end, we will
remember not the words of our enemies, but
the silence of our friends.” America has al-
ways been a friend to the oppressed, the per-
secuted, the forgotten. Has our allegiance
changed?

Words are, of course, strengthened by pol-
icy, and policy is shaped by personnel. You
have a number of important decisions before
you in this regard: Will the new U.S. ambas-
sador to China be singularly focused on good
bilateral relations, and increased trade—or
will that diplomat tirelessly work to ensure
that our embassy is an island of freedom in
a sea of repression? Will the assistant sec-
retary for Democracy, Human Rights and
Labor be someone known and trusted by the
human rights community? Will the new am-
bassador for International Religious Free-
dom worship with the underground church
and press the Chinese government to respect
this first freedom?

This administration is young and finding
its sea legs. My hope is that the solid rock of
freedom will be your foundation, rather than
the sinking sand of repression.

I urge you to change course, lest this coun-
try itself be changed.

I am reminded of a story told by Holocaust
survivor Elie Wiesel which speaks to this
very point: ‘“‘One day a Tzadik came to
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Sodom; He knew what Sodom was, so he
came to save it from sin, from destruction.
He preached to the people. ‘Please do not be
murderers, do not be thieves. Do not be si-
lent and do not be indifferent.” He went on
preaching day after day, maybe even pick-
eting. But no one listened. He was not dis-
couraged. He went on preaching for years.
Finally someone asked him, ‘Rabbi, why do
you do that? Don’t you see it is no use?’ He
said, ‘I know it is of no use, but I must. And
I will tell you why: in the beginning I
thought I had to protest and to shout in
order to change them. I have given up this
hope. Now I know I must picket and scream
and shout so that they should not change
me.’”’
Sincerely,
FRANK R. WOLF,
Member of Congress.

————
[ 1930
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

———

LORDS OF THE STREETS

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
bring you news from the front. This
week, in one of our neighboring coun-
try’s schools, an elementary school,
there was a raging gun battle for over
2 hours between the bad guys, the
Army, and of course the police were in-
volved in all of this. I’'m not talking
about a battle that took place in Iraq
or Afghanistan. I'm talking about a
battle that took place just south of our
border in Mexico—the border, the sec-
ond front that we should be concen-
trating on as a Nation and be con-
cerned about what’s taking place there.
In Reynosa, Mexico, right across the
Rio Grande River from McAllen, Texas,
is where this gun battle took place.

The Gulf Drug Cartel, in control of
Reynosa, was trying to move drugs
into the United States, and they got
involved with the Federal police and
soldiers. This battle kept going on be-
cause both sides kept getting reinforce-
ments. At least five of the gang mem-
bers were killed and five peace officers,
or Federal police, were killed. It is re-
ported that teachers were shoving kids
on the floor, blocking the windows
with desks and tables, trying to keep
down because of the ricochets that
were taking place in the school.

One third grader said this: “We were
all crying. We were so afraid,” said this
9-year-old. She continued: ‘“They could
have killed every one of us.”

The gun battle took place on both
sides of the school. Then it moved into
a shopping area and other parts of
Reynosa.

The principal of the school had this
comment. She said, ‘“The bad men
think they’re lords of the streets.” Mr.
Speaker, maybe they are.
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This is gang warfare in Mexico. Just
last year, there were 6,000 people killed
in Mexico, most of them attributed to
the gang fights to try to control the
drugs that are coming into the United
States. Six thousand people? What does
that mean? Well, there have been 5,000
Americans killed in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, less than the total number killed
just last year in Mexico. It’s reported
that one American a week is killed in
Mexico, maybe more than one a week.
The drug cartels murder police officers;
they Kkill elected officials; they chop
the heads off of police chiefs; and some
now have said that Mexico may be a
failed state because of the drug cartels
and the violence that is taking place
there.

I don’t know if it’s a failed state or
not, but it’s a serious epidemic, and
what is taking place that the drug car-
tels are in the center of this border war
has to do with four commodities—with
four commodities, Mr. Speaker. Two of
those commodities go north, and two of
those commodities go south. The drug
cartels, of course, are running drugs
and people into the United States. The
two of those that are going south are
the drug cartels that are helping to
control, of course, the money and ille-
gal guns going back into Mexico, most
of those controlled by the drug cartels.
We know that many of the drug cartels
are working with the human smug-
glers, the coyotes, to have them bring
drugs and people into the TUnited
States at the same time.

So the drug cartels are the enemy of
America. They’re working in Mexico. If
anyone thinks that they’re going to
stay south of the Rio Grande River,
they’ve not been very attune to what
has taken place. Much of Mexico, espe-
cially on the border, has been cor-
rupted by the drug cartels. It is ex-
tremely violent. I've been down to the
Texas-Mexico border about 15 times,
and every time I go, the situation is
worse on both sides. Yet good folks on
both sides live in fear because of the
drug cartels and their violence, and
nothing is happening.

President Calderon has answered
with 40,000 soldiers on the border. He
says, ‘‘Mexico confronts a historic
challenge to become a secure country,
a challenge to truly transform itself
into a country of law and order.”

Well, good for President Calderon. I
hope he succeeds, but if we think it’s
going to stay south of the border, we’re
sadly mistaken.

Just in 2007, in my hometown of
Houston, in broad daylight, two rival
gangs, smuggling gangs, were going up
and down the freeway, shooting at each
other, trying to fight over a group of
illegals that one of them wanted to
take away from the other. You know,
that case, like many others, has gone
ignored mainly by the mainstream
media.

This country, Mr. Speaker, faces a
border war like we have never seen be-
fore, and so now I think we ought to
take some action on this side of the
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border. It’s interesting that, in the last
Presidential campaign, neither can-
didate, in all of that talk, ever said
anything about the border—our border,
the second front.

It is time to reinforce the border
with the National Guard, the military.
If the Mexican Government is going to
have the courage to have the military
on the border to keep the drug cartels
from crossing into our country, we
ought to have the courage to have the
border secured with our military to
protect us and to squeeze those drug
cartels dry. Send the military down
there, and teach the drug cartels they
will not have it their way, Mr. Speak-
er.

And that’s just the way it is.

——

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

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

———

THE BIRTHRIGHT OF AMERICA

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

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, Congress-
man POE raises some very good points.
One of the major reasons we should be
renegotiating NAFTA is to deal with
many of the consequences of that trade
agreement which was sold as a nirvana
for the continent, and there are so
many consequences that are harmful to
people in this country and to the other
two trading partners. So I was very in-
terested in his remarks.

I came down to the floor tonight to
talk about liberty. When our Republic
was founded, Patrick Henry coura-
geously implored, ‘“‘Give me liberty or
give me death.” He put his priority on
sacrifice for liberty as the fundamental
building block of our Republic, a moral
calling of the highest order.

Similarly, as immigrants from far off
lands flock to America’s shores, they
still journey through New York Harbor
and read the timeless words at the base
of the Statue of Liberty, penned by
poet Emma Lazarus, that recall our
primary founding moral value: ‘“‘Give
me your tired, your poor, your huddled
masses yearning to breathe free.”

Freedom is not only what this Nation
offers to all who come here legally, but
it is the cornerstone upon which our
founders built this Nation. America
today is navigating a slippery slope
that is a departure from our birthright,
our Nation’s very reason for being.
When freedom becomes subjugated to
financial dependence on undemocratic
regimes or marketplace conveniences,
surely we risk losing our way. Those
around the world can become disillu-
sioned with our Nation’s very reason
for being.

Thomas Jefferson stated, ‘““Can lib-
erties of a nation be sure, when we re-
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move their only firm basis, a convic-
tion in the minds of the people, that
these liberties are a gift from God?’’ He
clearly means we should not take the
abundance of our Nation in whatever
form and squander it or take it for
granted.

I become concerned myself when pe-
cuniary interests trump human rights.
With China’s now becoming the chief
holder of U.S. Treasury debt, one must

ask, ‘“What comes first, liberty or
bondage?”’
Whether it is human freedom in

China or repressive theocracies across
the Middle East or dictatorships in Af-
rica, Asia or Latin America, at what
point does our growing financial de-
pendence sully America’s birthright,
which is liberty first, last and always?

I stand here, amazed, that yet again
the wise Thomas Jefferson issued, for
posterity, a warning as follows: ‘‘If the
American people ever allow private
banks to control the issue of currency
first by inflation, then by deflation,
the banks and corporations that will
grow up around them will deprive the
people of all property until their chil-
dren wake up homeless on the con-
tinent their fathers conquered.” Imag-
ine how many years ago he said that.

My friends, my dear colleagues and
my fellow citizens, we must take a
strong and devout look at where we are
and how we got here. Our financial de-
pendence on foreign regimes has com-
promised our very birthright. It was
with sadness that I watched our able
Secretary of State dance on eggshells
on her recent trip to Beijing. It is Lady
Liberty that must inspire us to recap-
ture our freedom for our own posterity.

Surely, Thomas Jefferson would like
that.

————
SUE AND CHUCK COBB

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to recognize the life and the
work of Ambassadors Sue and Chuck
Cobb for what they have achieved in
the life that they have made together.
The Cobbs have set a new standard for
the great American family as leaders
in business, as public servants and as
loving parents.

Ambassador Chuck Cobb is an alum-
nus of Stanford Business School. The
greatest prize that he took from Stan-
ford was not the MBA that he earned
there; it was Sue, his wonderful and fu-
ture wife. Ambassador Chuck Cobb’s
professional life is as successful as it
has been diversified. As a businessman,
he has served on the borders of nine
publicly traded companies as well as
numerous private ones. More than 30
master plan communities and even en-
tire towns have been developed under
Chuck’s leadership. As a public serv-
ant, he rose through the ranks of the
Department of Commerce where he
served as Undersecretary and then as

H1639

assistant Secretary for President Ron-
ald Reagan. He saw the fruition of his
labor with his appointment to the posi-
tion of Ambassador to Iceland for
President George H.W. Bush. The peo-
ple of Iceland graciously rewarded his
work as an ambassador with their
highest honor, the Falcon Grand Cross
Star.

Ambassador Sue Cobb’s journey from
Stanford to the position of ambassador
was no less exciting. While leading sev-
eral nonprofits and law firms, she at-
tempted to be the first woman from the
United States to climb Mt. Everest,
and later wrote the book ‘“The Edge of
Everest: A Woman Challenges the
Mountain.” Following her service as
chairman of the Federal Reserve of
Miami, Sue Cobb was appointed as U.S.
Ambassador to Jamaica where she
served to improve health care, law en-
forcement and environmental manage-
ment practices. Sue’s work as ambas-
sador was so acknowledged as excellent
that our Nation’s finest diplomats are
honored with the Sue M. Cobb Exem-
plary Diplomatic Service Award. Dur-
ing her tenure in Jamaica, Ambassador
Sue Cobb coordinated the relief efforts
to help Jamaica’s people after it was
ravaged by Hurricane Ivan.

Ambassador Chuck was the cochair-
man of the committee that secured $9
billion in Federal funds to rebuild my
community, South Florida, after Hur-
ricane Andrew.

In addition to their exemplary work
in both government and private enter-
prise, Chuck and Sue have made a
home together and have filled it with
love for more than five decades. Mr.
Speaker, on February 28, they will cel-
ebrate their 50th wedding anniversary.
They have raised two sons, who are dis-
tinguished and remarkable people.
Christian is an architect with an MBA
from Harvard, and Tobin is an invest-
ment banker who earned his MBA from
NYU. They have blessed the Cobb fam-
ily with seven beautiful grandchildren.

It is obvious that there is much that
we can learn from the lives of the Am-
bassadors Cobb, but if we could glean a
single lesson from the half century
that they have spent together, Mr.
Speaker, it would be how unbelievably
far a man and a woman can go when
the faith they have in each other is as
unwavering as it is so clearly shown in
Ambassadors Sue and Chuck Cobb.

——

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

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

——————

AFRICAN AMERICAN HISTORY
MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
as all of us know, February is African
American History Month, and I rise to
pay tribute to some of the outstanding
individuals in the community that I
live and represent for the tremendous
services that they have provided.

O 1945

I take a great deal of pride in the fact
that I represent what I like to call 11 of
the most activated communities in
America. As a matter of fact, I have 35
advisory groups who advise me on ev-
erything that there is pretty much to
be advised on.

But two of the chairs I'd like to point
out are the education chair, Dr.
Lurrerta Hurt, who developed an exten-
sive community education program
and approach; and, of course, she put
on a great black history program at
the Greater Gallery Baptist Church 2
weeks ago. I also would like to ac-
knowledge the tremendous work of Ms.
Anetta Wilson, who chaired our Child
Welfare Advisory Group. And she and
her organization just opened last week
an intergenerational living facility
that will house 54 families of grand-
parents, grandchildren, young children,
older adult, where grandparents and
grandchildren can live in the same en-
vironment and interact with each

other.
I also want to commend Reverend
Walter Bauldrich, and the Coppin

A.M.E. Church because on the other
side of my district in what we call the
south side—I mean, we divide Chicago
up into sides and areas. Anetta Wilson
opened hers on the west side. But the
other part of my district, which hap-
pens to be one of the most diverse in
America, is on the south side. And
Coppin A.M.E. Church opened a 74-unit
development for the same purpose, in-
tergenerational living.

So when I talk about the high level
of activism, and especially in the last
few weeks around just the whole ques-
tion of the celebration of African
American history, I was fortunate to
spend part of yesterday at the Ascen-
sion Catholic Church in Oak Park, Illi-
nois, for their African American his-
tory celebration; at the Herman Ave-
nue Baptist Church in downtown Chi-
cago yesterday afternoon for their Af-
rican American history; then, of
course, yesterday the Village of Bell-
wood had their large celebration that
they do every year.

Much of the focus of some of these
celebrations has been taking a look at
the Reconstruction Period in history,
which is a period that many people,
quite frankly, don’t know much about.
For example, there are African Ameri-
cans who don’t know that there were 22
Members of Congress during the Recon-
struction Period who were African
American—that is before 1900. During
the 1870s, 1880s, and 1890s, there were 20
Members of the House. There were two
Members of the Senate.

And of course, there was another
Member from Louisiana who was elect-
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ed to both the House and the Senate,
P.B.S. Pinchback, but was never seat-
ed. As a matter of fact, Governor
Pinchback was actually the Governor
of Louisiana during this period. He
didn’t serve that long, but neverthe-
less, he was the governor.

So history becomes the melding to-
gether of many thoughts, ideas, actions
not of one group of people but of all of
the groupings of people who have come
to this Nation seeking a better life,
seeking something that they did not
have. And the fact that America has
become the most diverse country is a
tribute to all of us.

So as we celebrate African American
history, we celebrate the history of
America.

I thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MOVING FROM ENERGY INSECU-
RITY TO ENERGY SECURITY

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

Mr. INGLIS. Mr. Speaker, just before
the President’s Day recess, I stood on
this floor and talked about the na-
tional security risk we’re running with
our energy insecurity. Tonight, I'd like
to talk about the economic oppor-
tunity that’s present in moving from
energy insecurity to energy security.

You know, I'm on the Science Com-
mittee, and in the Science Committee,
we get to see a lot of new technology.
The question of the hour really is how
to get that technology to the market,
how to do for energy what Microsoft
and Apple did for the PC and the Inter-
net; how do we get from here, from
ideas, to jobs.

Well, I happen to think that this is a
place where folks on my side of the
aisle, Republicans, can be particularly
helpful because what we realize is some
market distortions, and the impact of
those market distortions, on bringing
products to market.

So the market distortion I'm particu-
larly interested in talking about to-
night comes from the fact that certain
negative costs associated with the in-
cumbent technologies, especially pe-
troleum, aren’t attached to that prod-
uct. As a result, we drive around in our
cars unaware of the extra costs that
are really associated, properly associ-
ated with a gallon of gas.

So, for example, it’s a huge national
security risk associated with buying
gasoline. Gasoline right now in my dis-
trict is costing about $1.70 a gallon.
But that doesn’t factor in the cost of
operations in places like Iraq. It
doesn’t factor in the risk of future op-
erations in the Middle East. And, of
course, it also doesn’t factor in the en-
vironmental consequences of that $1.70
worth of gasoline.

So what would happen if you had
what economists call internalize the
externals. What if you attached to the
price of that gallon of gasoline those
externalities, those costs that are cur-
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rently unrecognized? Well, that’s really
the key to moving technology from the
lab into the showroom. Because right
now, it’s there in the lab; we know a
lot of things will work.

But it doesn’t really compete with
the incumbent technology because the
incumbent technology—gasoline in this
case, talking about transportation
fuels—it gets a big freebie or two. It
gets us subsidizing their business in
the form of national security expendi-
tures, and it gets us winking and dis-
regarding the environmental con-
sequences associated with that gallon
of gasoline.

If those externalities were internal-
ized to that price of gasoline, of course
the price of gas would rise; but the
other technologies that are out there
that are ready to take out that incum-
bent technology and reduce our na-
tional security risk and to create these
new jobs would become viable.

And, of course, in this economic
downturn, we’re looking for all of the
ideas we can find about how to re-em-
ploy Americans, how to get our econ-
omy going. And what I'm hoping, Mr.
Speaker, is that we see a tremendous
opportunity in energy.

Our insecurity in energy can become
energy security when we internalize
the externals associated with the in-
cumbent technologies and make it so
the market doesn’t have this distortion
any longer. This is a strength that I
think that people who understand mar-
kets can deliver to this process. I hope
the Obama administration is going to
listen to those ideas because together,
we can solve this problem and we can
reach an American solution.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

———

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

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

———————

THE FALLEN HERO
COMMEMORATION ACT

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

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, throughout
the history of our Nation, members of
the United States Armed Forces have
given their lives to secure and protect
the freedoms America enjoys today.
Today U.S. servicemembers are serving
our Nation in Iraq, Afghanistan and
many other parts of the world. Without
a loved one serving in our military, it
is all too possible for Americans to
overlook the sacrifices that have been
made and continue to be made by the
men and women of the armed services.

It is for this reason that I have intro-
duced H.R. 269, the Fallen Hero Com-
memoration Act. This legislation



February 23, 2009

would require the Department of De-
fense to permit media coverage when
the remains of troops who had died in
active duty arrive at military installa-
tions in the United States.

Currently, the Department of De-
fense does not, does not permit arrival
ceremonies for or media coverage of de-
ceased military personnel returning or
departing from United States military
installations. This ban on media cov-
erage has been in place since the Per-
sian Gulf War in 1991. However, earlier
this month President Obama an-
nounced that he had ordered a review
of this policy, and the Pentagon is ex-
pected to complete its review soon.

While I welcome a decision by the
current administration to repeal this
ban on media coverage, enacting the
Fallen Hero Commemoration Act
would ensure by statute that our Na-
tion properly commemorates the serv-
ice of our fallen heroes now and in the
years to come.

If this legislation is enacted, the pri-
vacy of military families would be pro-
tected. Private memorial services
would remain private and only
credentialed media, as approved by the
Department of Defense, would be per-
mitted to cover the arrival of fallen he-
roes at U.S. military installations.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit
for the record two letters I have re-
ceived in support of the Fallen Hero
Commemoration Act.

One letter is an endorsement from
the American Society of News Editors,
and the other is from the National
Press Photographers Association.

As Mickey Osterreicher, father of a
newly commissioned Air Force second
lieutenant and general counsel for the
National Press Photographers Associa-
tion, wrote in a letter that is sub-
mitted—and I would like to read just a
paragraph. ‘It is one thing for a family
to request that we not cover a private
event it is another for the military to
impose a total ban.”

This legislation would not only honor
those who have given their lives in de-
fense of our Nation, but also uphold the
freedoms for which they gave the ulti-
mate sacrifice.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I hope that
my colleagues here on the House floor
will look seriously at H.R. 269 so that
we may properly commemorate the
sacrifices made by the United States
servicemembers. And, Mr. Speaker, I
have signed well over 8,000 letters to
families and extended families who
have lost loved ones in Afghanistan
and Iraq.

So I want to close by asking God to
please bless our men and women in uni-
form; ask God to please bless the fami-
lies who have given a loved one in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq; and I ask God to
please, three times, God please con-
tinue to bless America; please, God,
continue to bless America; please, God,
continue to bless America.
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NATIONAL PRESS PHOTOGRAPHERS

ASSOCIATION, INC., THE SOCIETY

OF PROFESSIONAL PHOTO-

JOURNALISTS,

Durham, NC. January 12, 2009.

Hon. WALTER JONES,
Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN JONES: As general
counsel for the National Press Photog-
raphers Association (NPPA) I would like to
thank you for your introduction of H.R. 269,
the ““Fallen Hero Commemoration Act.” It is
my understanding that this legislation
would direct the ‘‘Secretary of Defense to
grant access to accredited members of the
media when the remains of members of the
Armed Forces arrive at military installa-
tions in the United States.”

The NPPA represents almost 10,000 still
and video photojournalists throughout the
United States. As such we are very aware
that the Department of Defense currently
prohibits media coverage of these solemn
ceremonies. Throughout our history
photojournalists have documented every as-
pect of human endeavor from triumphs to
tragedies. It is unfortunate that war often
times creates the most compelling images.
From Matthew Brady’s graphic photos of
Civil War battlefields to Joe Rosenthal’s
raising of the American Flag on Iwo Jima
news photographers have risked (and all too
often lost) their lives to capture these mo-
ments so that the public may be informed of
these newsworthy events. A free, robust and
unfettered press is as much a part of our his-
tory and culture as is the Constitution and
the three branches of government.

To deny media coverage of the return of
our fallen heroes is a brazen attempt by the
military to deny history. While our govern-
ment tries to bring liberty and democracy to
all corners of the world it lately seems to
have forgotten that those freedoms are no
less important at home. As a former photo-
journalist for over thirty years and the fa-
ther of a newly commissioned 2nd Lt. in the
USAF training to one day fly A-10’s I can
state unequivocally that my colleagues
mean no disrespect to the uniform or the
families when we cover these moving events.
Quite the opposite is true—as
photojournalists try to honestly and accu-
rately depict these moments for all to see. It
is one thing for a family to request that we
not cover a private event it is another for
the military to impose a total ban.

We agree that by once again permitting ac-
cess to accredited members of the media at
the arrival of the remains of fallen service
members at U.S. military installations, this
legislation would not only honor those who
have given their lives in defense of our Na-
tion but also uphold the freedoms for which
they gave the ultimate sacrifice.

Please feel free to contact me should you
need anything further. In the past members
of NPPA have testified at hearings on a
number of issues related to photojournalism
and we would be more than happy to do so
again should the need arise.

Very truly yours,
MICKEY H. OSTERREICHER,
General Counsel.
AMERICAN SOCIETY OF
NEWSPAPER EDITORS,
Reston, VA, January 13, 2009.
Hon. WALTER JONES,
House of Representatives, Rayburn House Office
Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. JONES: The American Society of
Newspaper Editors thanks you to reintro-
ducing the Fallen Hero Commemoration Act
as HR 269. This legislation addresses an im-
portant issue in a manner that protects con-
stitutional ideals that have been neglected
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far too often in recent years. We hope that
this early introduction will allow us to get a
fast start on moving this legislation toward
eventual enactment.

ASNE is a professional organization of di-
recting editors of daily newspaper in the
Americas. The purposes of the Society in-
clude assisting journalists and providing an
unfettered and effective press in the service
of the American people. H.R. 269 is an exam-
ple of legislation that advances our organiza-
tion’s goals, and we are happy to endorse
this legislation and offer any support and as-
sistance you may need in obtaining its pas-
sage.

The issue of photographing military repa-
triation ceremonies is clearly a controver-
sial one. We agree that the families who
must sadly endure the repatriation and bur-
ial of a loved one have a right to their pri-
vacy and that these ceremonies and those
they honor demand the utmost dignity and
solemnity. But banning accredited media
from these events dishonors the sacrifices
these valiant men and women have made for
their country and the ideals they swore to
uphold.

The First Amendment demands that the
government refrain from abridging freedom
of the press in even the most controversial of
debates. The ‘“‘Findings’ portion of H.R. 269
demonstrates how the Department of De-
fense has lost sight of this fundamental free-
dom by bending rules regarding press cov-
erage to serve its own purposes, allowing ac-
cess when publicity serves the government’s
needs while disallowing access—even if the
family itself expresses a willingness or desire
for media coverage—when it believes that
photography or other coverage would high-
light the negative aspects of war.

This bill strongly supports freedom of
speech and of the press. It will replace the
censorship and staged media events that dis-
respect the freedom our fallen soldiers de-
fended with the editorial independence nec-
essary in a democracy. Openness is the best
way to honor those who serve our country
and their families. ASNE members under-
stand that editorial independence is worthy
only if practiced responsibly and respect-
fully. Newspaper editors and those they over-
see are people first and have shown time and
again sensitivity to grieving families. This
bill will not change that mindset, though we
do hope you reconsider the decision to re-
move access to commemoration ceremonies
and memorial services from the bill. Press
access to these events is necessary to provide
the public with the complete story about a
soldier’s commitment to defend his or his
country; we maintain that coverage will not
detract from the solemnity of the pro-
ceedings or unduly invade the privacy of the
families involved.

We again thank you for reintroducing the
Fallen Hero Commemoration Act. We hope
that the this issue receives full consideration
by the 111th Congress including, specifically,
early hearings in the Committee on Armed
Services, as which point the need for access
to commemoration ceremonies and memo-
rial services, in addition to repatriation
ceremonies, can be discussed in full. We look
forward to participating in that process.

Sincerely,

CHARLOTTE HALL, President, ASNE,

Senior Vice President/Editor,
The Orlando Sentinel.
———

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

(Mr. PAUL addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
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PAY-TO-PLAY POLITICS

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

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, over the
past several weeks, the political world
has been rocked by a scandal that led
to the impeachment of the Governor of
Illinois. At issue was the specter of
pay-to-play, more specifically the pos-
sibility that political favors were ei-
ther promised or exchanged, exchanged
for campaign contributions.

The vote to remove Governor
Blagojevich by the Illinois Senate was
unanimous. Condemnation from Cap-
itol Hill was equally swift and un-
equivocal. Pay-to-play politics should
have no place.

Fast forward just a few weeks.

We now know that the Department of
Justice is conducting an investigation
into the propriety of campaign con-
tributions made by individuals associ-
ated with the powerhouse lobbying
firm the PMA Group, individuals who
have contributed nearly 3.3 million to
the campaigns and political action
committees of many Members in this
body. Within days of the announce-
ment of the FBI investigation, the
PMA Group, which had revenues of
more than 15 million just last year, im-
ploded.

0 2000

So what would cause those associated
with the PMA Group to contribute mil-
lions of dollars to Members of Con-
gress? Here’s what the public sees;
press reports that nearly nine in 10
Members who made earmark requests
in the fiscal year 2008 Defense Appro-
priation bill for clients of the PMA
Group also received campaign con-
tributions from those associated with
the PMA Group. Those earmark re-
quests resulted in nearly $300 million
in earmark money for PMA clients.

Mr. Speaker, much has been made of
the rule changes in the 110th Congress
that add transparency to the process of
earmarking. As one who had sought
these changes for years, I was the first
to applaud when these new rules were
adopted. Sunlight always illuminates,
but it doesn’t always disinfect. We now
see what scurries around our feet, but
we seem unwilling to grab a broom and
clean house.

Let me illustrate. Less than 6
months ago, we approved the Defense
Appropriations bill for fiscal year 2009
as part of a so-called ‘“‘minibus.” Some
48 hours before the bill was to be con-
sidered on the House floor, we learned
that it contained more than 2,000 House
earmarks, none of which had been con-
sidered by the full House Appropria-
tions Committee. The minibus was con-
sidered as an amendment to the Senate
bill, and therefore not a single earmark
challenge was allowed. We now know,
of course, that multiple earmarks in
the minibus were secured for clients of
the PMA Group. In addition, several
earmarks in the minibus went to
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Kuchera Industries, a PMA client that
is also being investigated by the De-
partment of Justice.

So here we are today, Mr. Speaker,
about to consider an omnibus appro-
priations bill that contains more than
8,000 earmarks. It should be noted that
we received the earmark list just hours
ago. Of course, it’s impossible to dig
through 8,000 earmarks before the bill
comes to the floor on Wednesday. But
this much we know: In the list of ear-
marks we received are several ear-
marks worth millions of dollars for cli-
ents of the PMA Group.

What else is in this bill? What other
embarrassing details are just waiting
for concerned citizens, enterprising re-
porters or curious Justice Department
officials to discover?

A short while ago, I noticed a privi-
leged resolution on this situation. This
is not a partisan resolution because
this is not a partisan issue. I would im-
plore my colleagues not to treat it as
such. The ‘‘whereas’ clauses mention
no party or Member. The ‘‘resolve”
clauses simply ask the Ethics Com-
mittee to investigate the relationship
between earmarks and campaign con-
tributions so that we can determine if
the rules that we have in the House are
adequate to maintain the dignity of
the House.

We see enduring examples of Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle taking
their responsibility as stewards of tax-
payer money very seriously. But when
we are seen to be earmarking funds to
campaign donors, we give unnecessary
fodder to those who would question our
motives.

Some may argue that the absence of
a visible quid pro quo with regard to
earmarks and campaign contributions
absolves us from our responsibility to
take action on this resolution. After
all, investigations are moving ahead;
shouldn’t they just take their course?
This is certainly an option, but con-
sider the cost to the reputation of this
body. Should Department of Justice in-
vestigations, indictments and convic-
tions be the standard for taking action
to uphold the dignity of the House?

Mr. Speaker, we owe far more to this
institution than we are giving it. Let’s
pass this resolution and give this insti-
tution the respect and dignity it de-
serves.

————
THE STIMULUS BILL

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, as we
left town right before the Presidents’
Day recess, many of us spoke on the
floor of this House about the issue of
what was then the issue of the day, the
issue before the House, the stimulus
bill, the spending bill, the ‘“‘jobs bill,”
as it was described, but a bill that un-
fortunately contained much more Fed-
eral spending than anything else.
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This bill was posted on a Web site
late in the night. It was not posted in
a forum that was searchable by any
Member of Congress. And you heard
over and over again on the floor of this
House a little over a week ago how no
one in this House had been able to ade-
quately peruse the bill—indeed, read
the bill—before it came to a vote that
Friday before last.

The bill came to us late in the night.
There seemed to be a great rush about
getting it done—after all, the country
is in dire trouble, people are needing
this legislation to be passed—and then
we all took a 3-day weekend; the
Speaker took off to points unknown in
Italy; the President took a vacation
back home. And then finally, the day
after Presidents’ Day, the following
Tuesday, the 17th, the bill was signed
into law.

We were then informed by several of
the Federal agencies charged with dis-
pensing this money and getting it out
quickly into the economy to quickly
have that stimulative effect that it is
purported to have on the economy,
well, we’re told that many of those
Federal agencies, it will take some
time for them to promulgate the rules
and set forth the rules under which this
money is to be distributed amongst the
Federal agencies. And it, indeed, may
be the early part of the summer before
some of this stimulus money actually
makes it into the economy.

I noticed in my home paper, the Dal-
las Morning News, today a gentleman
wrote in—I assume it was tongue in
cheek—he said, being in his advanced
stage, he felt that he might be one of
those shovel-ready projects that was
mentioned in the stimulus bill. I am
going to assume that that was a light-
hearted remark on his part. But it
brings to mind a more serious nature of
what we are facing.

And we’ve heard it so many times
over the past month’s time, the
amount of money, $787 billion con-
tained in this bill—more if you factor
in the cost of capital, the cost of fi-
nancing this bill, then the cost goes up
to $1.1 or $1.2 trillion. The bill has
built-in funding cliffs where if you
really were honest about the amount of
funding it would require to continue
this stimulus bill over the actual life of
the bill, we’re probably talking about a
bill that’s closer to $3 trillion. And $3
trillion is $3 trillion that we don’t have
sitting in the Federal Treasury waiting
to be dispensed. This is, in fact, money
that will have to come from some-
where.

Where is it going to come from? Well,
it’s going to come from the United
States selling public debt. And the
good news is that debt is still a sale-
able commodity on the world market,
that people are still willing to purchase
our debt. The good news is that they
are still willing to purchase our debt
and the interest rate has not risen sig-
nificantly. But those days will only
last so long because consider what is
just right around the corner. You heard
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the gentleman from Arizona talk about
an omnibus bill that will be on the
floor of this House in less than 48
hours. The omnibus bill will spend
roughly $410 billion on top of the $787
billion that we just spent toward the
end of last week. Bear in mind once
again, we’re not figuring in the cost of
borrowing that money in that figure of
$410 billion.

And a little more than 24 hours from
now the President will stand in this
House and address a joint session of the
House and Senate—all will be assem-
bled here—and he will lay out his plan,
his budget for the next year of the
United States of America. At the
present time, I do not know what the
top number is, but I suspect it will be
in excess of $3 trillion. In fact, I expect
it to be in excess of $3.3 trillion because
that would be a little bit above the
number that was approved the last
year that President Bush submitted his
budget.

So we all know it takes a lot of
money to run the country over a year’s
time, and yet we’ve had TARP I and
TARP II, and now stimulus one, we're
going to have the omnibus or minibus
bill in a few day’s time, and then we
have our regular spending—our regular
spending that we’ve yet to take on for
the next fiscal year; truly an absolute
explosive growth in the Federal deficit
that is going to be seen between now
and the end of the fiscal year, Sep-
tember 30.

Mr. Speaker, I had an interesting
time at home over the Presidents’ Day
week when we weren’t in session. I
talked to a number of my schools
throughout my district in north Texas.
I talked to the high schoolers in
Gainesville, Texas; I talked to a group
of home schoolers in rural north Texas;
I talked to a group of middle school
students in my home of Lewisville; and
I talked to a group of students at an
early childhood learning center down
on the southeast side of Fort Worth. At
every location I felt obligated to ex-
plain what had just transpired in the
United States Congress because I know
what it’s like when you’re a kid, you’re
not really paying attention to what’s
going on in these hallowed halls of
Congress. And yet every statement we
made 2 weeks ago, every dollar we
spent 2 weeks ago, every interest obli-
gation we incurred 2 weeks ago is not
going to be borne by people my age, it’s
going to be borne by those youngsters
that I was talking to; in fact, likely
their children as well.

So we have handed off to the next
generation an amount of debt, the likes
of which no one has ever seen before.
And bear in mind, these are some of
the best of times that we’ve just been
through, and yet we are handing off
levels of debt that have previously been
unseen in this country.

Now, as I went to the high schools, I
did feel obligated to explain the mecha-
nisms that created the need for the
stimulus bill, the problems I saw with
the bill, perhaps some alternative
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strategies that were suggested, some
by Members of the minority here on
the House side, alternatives that were
suggested by Members of the other
body on the other side of the Capitol.
There were alternative strategies out
there. There really wasn’t any strong
chorus of individuals who said we just
need to do absolutely nothing. Many of
us thought that perhaps by dealing
with problems in the Tax Code would
be a quicker and more efficient way of
returning money to the productive seg-
ment of society. But nevertheless, we
were cut out of most of those debates
because, in the name of speed, in the
name of getting this done rapidly,
quickly, and getting that money out
there—remember, for those shovel-
ready projects that are sitting there
waiting to go. In the name of getting
that money out there quickly we had
to forego all meaningful debate and, in
fact, just simply had a very short pe-
riod of time—between a little after
midnight eastern standard time on
Thursday night until we voted on the
bill some 11, 12 hours later here on the
floor of the House—to actually make
up our minds on whether or not this
spending was worthwhile for the coun-
try.

And then, as we found out, there real-
ly wasn’t such a rush because at the
end of the day the bill languished for
several days, then got shipped to Den-
ver, then got signed. Now the Federal
agencies are telling us that it may be
some time before they actually get the
rules written and the details in place
for getting the money out there to the
people.

I felt a need also to tender an apol-
ogy to the high school students that I
talked to because, after all, it was our
haste in getting this bill out there so
quickly, without fully vetting it, with-
out perhaps fully thinking through the
consequences of what this level of Fed-
eral debt was going to do to subsequent
generations. I felt a need to take some
responsibility for that even though I
did not vote for the bill in its final
form and final passage, but neverthe-
less, as an institution—and we just
heard Mr. FLAKE so eloquently talk
about the integrity of the institution—
because of the integrity of the institu-
tion, I certainly bear the responsibility
of that bill that left out of here down
to the President’s desk last week the
same as anyone else in this body.

And I also thought it was important
to talk to the students about the fact
that this is America, this is America.
And things may be dark today, but
they are not going to be dark forever;
in fact, in my opinion, they will not be
dark for long. In north Texas, in the
late 1980s, we were up against severe,
severe economical straits. There was a
recession in the country that had sort
of slowly languished and rolled around
various areas of the country. The price
of energy dropped overnight. The price
of a barrel of oil plummeted to levels
unseen previously down to $10 a barrel
and even lower. The price of real estate
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in north Texas plummeted. And loans
that were made so businesses could ex-
pand were suddenly undercollateralized
and those loans were called by the fi-
nancial institutions. And the people
who had made those loans found them-
selves facing great difficulty in being
able to either supply the justification
why the loan should be continued or to
pay off that loan and settle those debts
so that the lending institution would
be made whole.

And it was very difficult, very, very
difficult times back then in north
Texas. Many businesses didn’t make it.
Many small businesses didn’t make it,
many medium size and large businesses
didn’t make it. Many banks in north
Texas failed. Fortunately, we did have
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion, which came in—they didn’t na-
tionalize banks, to be sure. If they
found a bank that was in serious trou-
ble they came in and examined its
books and said you simply cannot
make it. They failed a bank and found
a buyer. And sometimes that required
subsidizing some of the bad debt within
that bank, but they found a buyer,
they didn’t simply own that bank in
perpetuity.

Banks were sold to other areas of the
country that weren’t in such bad shape.
Some banks were allowed to continue,
they were allowed to continue with a
protocol known as a net worth certifi-
cate back at the time which allowed a
bank to have on its balance sheet some
additional collateral provided by this
net worth certificate that was in fact
backed up by the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation—no actual cash
exchanged hands—and then when the
bank found its way out of that dif-
ficulty, that net worth certificate was
repurchased from the bank. And as a
consequence, many banks are in busi-
ness in north Texas today that other-
wise might have faced closure, or, in
our present scenario today, might have
faced what is being euphemistically re-
ferred to as ‘‘nationalization” with the
Federal Government being the owner.
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To be sure, the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation owned a portion of
those banks for a short period of time,
but it was never in business to own
those banks long term and did its job
as it was intended to do, and also to
protect the depositors. And perhaps
one of the few good things we have
done in the past several months is
when the TARP bill was passed last
fall, the bank bailout bill, the Wall
Street bailout bill was passed last fall,
we did increase the dollar amount of
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
insurance to $250,000, which, in my
opinion, was an important thing to do
as far as reestablishing some credi-
bility within the banking sector.

But I wanted these students to know,
I wanted them to know that I had lived
through north Texas in the 1980s. I had
seen businesses fail. I had seen friends
of mine who owned businesses and had
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owned businesses for a number of years
not be able to make it in those tough
economic times. But, in fact, there was
no largess coming from the Federal
Government. No one came down from
the Federal Government and opened up
the coffers and said here’s some dollars
until you can see your way to get your
business going again. That did not
occur. Tough times, to be sure, but
after those tough times that were over
much more quickly than anyone an-
ticipated, we had 25 to 28 years of sus-
tained economic growth, sustained
prosperity in north Texas. And the re-
ality is it was only until the recession
that hit the rest of the country a little
over a year ago finally caught up with
north Texas last fall, we had been cre-
ating jobs every month up until Octo-
ber or November of last year. So north
Texas did, indeed, have a sustained pe-
riod of prosperity, and it wasn’t be-
cause the Federal Government came in
and bailed people out during the 1980s.
It was because people recognized the
problems that were before them. They
corrected their own finances. They cor-
rected the finances within their busi-
ness. If they couldn’t, the businesses
failed, the banks failed. But they
picked themselves up, they dusted
themselves off, to take a phrase from
the presidential inauguration address,
and they got on with their business.
And they got on with their business in
north Texas, and north Texas ulti-
mately reaped the rewards of that.

Contrast that to the country of
Japan, which a few short years after
that found itself in a recession. Japan
was held up to us during the late 1980s
as being the beacon of economic
strength, but a few short years later,
Japan itself was in great difficulty. Ja-
pan’s federal government decided that
it would spend its way out of the reces-
sion. They would spend federal dollars
until that economy, by golly, got mov-
ing again, and the result of that is
what is known as the ‘‘lost decade” in
the country of Japan where economic
growth stagnated. And even to this
day, even to this day, they are having
difficulty facing economic growth in
the country of Japan.

North Texas, by contrast, through a
severe recession, to be sure, many peo-
ple suffered as a consequence of that
recession, but the rebound for that was
many Dpeople profited from the sus-
tained period of prosperity that fol-
lowed.

So I wanted the high school students
to know that although the days may
seem dark today and although when
they turn on their broadcast news or
their cable network news shows and
people talk about the dire straits of the
economy that this is America and we
have not forgotten how to grow and we
will again grow and this country will
again have that long, sustained period
of prosperity that we all know of which
this country is capable.

But at the same time, the one danger
sign, the one red flag out there is that
explosive growth of Federal spending
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that could undermine that ability of
our economy to pull itself up out of
this recession and take off into the
next period of rebound. And I talk
about this, it’s not just simply an idea
in abstraction. Two weeks ago, coming
back to Congress, I went with a group
of other Members of Congress down to
a little known Federal agency called
the Bureau of Public Debt. The Bureau
of Public Debt is a part of the United
States Department of Treasury. The
Bureau of Public Debt is in a big tall
building downtown. You go down there,
and several times a week they auction
off Federal paper, the loans that we are
willing to sell to other people. The day
we went down there, we watched the
third auction of that day. It was for $32
billion. These were 3-year Treasury
notes on sale at that time. Previously
they had sold notes that were of a
shorter duration and a longer duration.
Each time a similar volume of notes
were sold. So we’re talking about $100
billion that was sold 2 weeks ago on
Tuesday. The auction that we wit-
nessed took about 30 minutes to com-
plete. Again, the good news is there are
plenty of people out there willing to
buy our debt, willing to buy our paper.
Apparently, United States dollars, the
United States Treasury note is still a
very, very safe place for people to go
when they have money and they want
to ensure that it stays safe. The inter-
est rate was about 1'5 percent, which
seemed like a reasonable amount.

But, Mr. Speaker, you must under-
stand later that week we spent another
$787 billion. Really $1.2 trillion if you
figure in the cost of capital. And we’re
going to spend another $410 billion this
week, and then we’re going to have the
President’s budget, which will be much
in excess of $3 trillion. Ultimately, ul-
timately, that debt is going to be able
to be sold only by an increase in the in-
terest rate. And if that happens, the in-
terest rate increases for everyone else
across the country. That crowds out
private borrowing. That makes the
cost of capital that much higher for
any small business person in the coun-
try. That makes the ability to create
new jobs for any small business person
in this country that much more dif-
ficult. And do we really want to make
it more difficult to create new jobs? Do
we want to make it more expensive to
create new jobs? That doesn’t seem
like the way to get yourself out of a re-
cession.

But we sold this public debt, and,
again, the good news is that it did sell.
We didn’t just have to print the money
and hope that it sold at some point in
the future. There was, in fact, a willing
buyer for the debt. The bad news is we
are selling about between $150 to $160
billion a week in public debt. That’s
not all new spending. Some of that is
recycled debt as those notes mature.
But it still underscores the volume of
dollars that we are having to float out
there in the world currency on literally
a weekly basis.

The amount of public debt sold in
contrast about a year ago was about
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$100 billion a week. Now we are up to
$150 to $160 billion a week, which just
goes to show the rapid rate with which
that has increased. And so far what we
have seen out of congressional spend-
ing this year, there hasn’t been any
lack of enthusiasm for spending Fed-
eral dollars.

Now, some of the things we saw in
the so-called stimulus bill last week,
some of the markers for what might be
described as health care reform, some
people might describe as a greater Fed-
eral share in the administration of
health care in this country, we cer-
tainly saw the markers last week in
the stimulus bill.

Now, the state of health care reform,
in fact, the whole question of health
care reform, was a pretty big piece of
the Presidential campaign last fall. In
fact, both presidential candidates, the
presidential nominees of both major
parties, talked a lot about health care
during the course of their campaigns,
and, of course, any sort of health care
reform did comprise a significant por-
tion of the debates between the can-
didates as we came through the fall. So
there really was not any question that
some type of change in health care
would be coming with whoever took of-
fice, and certainly when President
Obama was elected, it became clear, at
least clear to some of us, what his
ideas were during the campaign, and
we expected those to come forward dur-
ing the course of this year.

Now, for whatever reason here we are
now nearing the last week of February
of this year, the President’s having
been sworn in a little over a month
ago, and as yet we haven’t seen the big
plans coming out of the White House,
the Senate, or the House of Represent-
atives that would signal what type of
health care reform is coming down. I
noted today after the Economic Re-
sponsibility Conference in the White
House, a Member from the other body
who’s chairman of one of the major
committees over there stood up and
spoke about his vision on the changes
in health care and how he still wanted
to see a unified position come out of
the Senate for consideration, and I still
expect that is something we are likely
to see.

On the House side, at least on the
committee on which I sit, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, the
focus seems to be much more on cli-
mate change and global warming than
it does on the health care reform side.
Obviously, we had our early debates
with the stimulus bill, but there
doesn’t seem to be the push on the
House side, at least that I got the im-
pression, that the other body is going
to put behind this. But suffice it to say
it will be part of the discussion. It will
be part of the landscape here in the
United States Congress certainly for
the balance of this year no matter
what time that it actually comes up.

There were some significant changes
in health care spending that came
about as a result of the stimulus bill.
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Probably most striking was in the aids
to States for Medicaid spending. Cur-
rently, the Federal Government takes
on about a 57 percent share of Medicaid
spending. The States pick up the other
43 percent. Within the stimulus bill,
the Federal matching part of that will
be increased significantly for some
States. It varies in amount from State
to State. But this increase in Federal
matching for State Medicaid will occur
for the next 18 months’ time.

Now, you don’t have to be a math
whiz to know that 18 months from now
puts us pretty close to the election of
2010. I don’t realistically expect this
Congress to back off on any Federal
spending a week or a month or 2 before
election day. It’s going to be very, very
difficult to throw a million-plus people
off of Medicaid rolls a few months be-
fore the election day in 2010. So when I
talk about funding cliffs, when I talk
about funding that is not sustainable
over time, this, indeed, is one of those
areas where really people need to con-
centrate on just how much money has
been obligated and what is the likeli-
hood that we will behave by the 18-
month time frame that we have set out
for ourselves, 12-month time frame on
the increased COBRA benefits that
were put forward, and the 18-month
time frame on increased aid to States
for their Medicaid expenditures.

The reality is this is a subprime loan,
a subprime loan to the States. There’s
a big balloon payment due at the end.
It’s a low interest rate to get you in at
the front. You increase the State Med-
icaid rolls, and 18 months from now,
that increase in Federal spending just
simply goes away. Again, there is not a
person in this body who believes that
18 months from now, just shy of Elec-
tion Day 2010, that this body is going
to withdraw the Medicaid subsidy for a
million Americans. It’s just not going
to happen in a few short weeks prior to
Election Day. So, again, if we were
really honest about what our spending
was last week when we took on this
stimulus bill, we would be honest and
acknowledge that that spending is, in-
deed, going to be much higher, much
higher than anyone has calculated to
date. The actual expenditure, if you
were to fund that over the 5-year budg-
et cycle, if you include that plus the
cost of capital, it’s going to put this
bill somewhere between $2 and $3 tril-
lion.

Now, there were other health care
provisions that were placed into the
bill. There was funding a billion dollars
for a center for what’s called Compara-
tive Effectiveness. ‘‘Comparative Effec-
tiveness’ sounds on the surface like,
well, why wouldn’t you want to com-
pare treatments and only use the treat-
ments that were the best and encour-
age those treatments that were the
best? But the problem is when the Fed-
eral Government gets into that type of
activity, it’s not just that we make
recommendations; we tell people what
they are going to do because if they
don’t do what we tell them, we are not
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going to pay them. And as a con-
sequence, the role of the Institute for
Comparative Effectiveness may loom
as a very large player in the delivery of
health care in this country.

And it’s not just me, a Member from
Texas, or even Texas newspapers that
are concerned about this. The Boston
Globe, the online edition, in an op-ed
piece from a few days ago by Phyllis
Greenberger talked about why one size
doesn’t necessarily fit all. And let me
just read the last couple of paragraphs
from this piece in the Boston Globe:

“In Britain the National Institute for
Health and Clinical Excellence has
been issuing appraisals of medical
treatments for close to a decade. The
institute considers both cost effective-
ness, which measures the benefits of a
treatment against the expense to pro-
vide it, and clinical effectiveness,
which measures how much better a new
treatment is for patients than an older
one. The agency then makes rec-
ommendations to Britain’s National
Health Service about which treatments
are worth covering.”

That all sounds innocent enough and
perhaps a way to get some cost-effec-
tive medicine. But remember, Mr.
Speaker, Dr. Elias Zerhouni, who re-
cently was head of the National Insti-
tutes of Health. When he would come
and talk to this body, when he would
come and give testimony in front of
our congressional committees, he
talked about a day when medicine be-
came a great deal more personalized.
He talked about the wonder of sequenc-
ing the human genome, of knowing so
much more about what a person’s risks
were before those problems ever even
had a chance to surface.
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So, personalized medicine was the
holy grail of the future.

He talked about medicine that was
going to become more personalized
and, as a consequence, it would be a
great deal more predictive. Because it’s
more predictive it could be much more
preventive and, along those same lines,
it would have to be more participatory.
But we pretty much throw the concept
of personalized medicine to the way-
side when we embrace concepts like
the Institute for Comparative Effec-
tiveness or Britain’s National Institute
for Health and Clinical Excellence.

Let me read from the second to the
last paragraph from a Boston Globe ar-
ticle by Phyllis Greenberger: ‘‘Some-
times, though, the agency’s findings
prevent people from getting the best
care possible. Last year, for instance,
the institute recommended that the
National Health Service not cover the
life-extending lung cancer drug
Tarceva because of its price tag. Even
though the institute’s decision was
eventually overturned, some British
cancer patients were denied their last
hope for staying alive.”

Now, think about that for a moment.
Here is an agency, albeit from a gov-
ernment from another country, that
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made a decision that this drug is too
expensive. This person has a disease
which is not compatible with lon-
gevity. Here is a new medicine. It’s ter-
ribly expensive. We are not going to
cover that medicine, and only after
they lost the fight did they go back
and cover the medicine. But think of
the patients during that interval that
were denied that newer treatment for a
very debilitating disease, their families
were denied that treatment and now, of
course, the treatment is readily avail-
able.

But that is the problem when you
have a Federal body that has that
order of magnitude of power within
their hands. The group that is going to
be comprising this, right now nobody
really knows who that is or what that
will look like. For heaven’s sakes, we
don’t even know who the next Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services is
here a month into this new administra-
tion.

We need to be more careful about
these types of decisions because they
may affect each and every one of our
constituents at some point in their
lives going forward. These are tremen-
dously important decisions and yet,
and yet, they are wrapped up into this
great big stimulus bill, rushed through,
no chance for debate, no chance for
thinking about it, simply this is the
way it’s going to be, take it or leave it,
this is what you get.

This is what people find so objection-
able about these large bills that come
through Congress. And make no mis-
take about it, they found it objection-
able when my party was in power. But
it seems like, lately, the bills have got-
ten bigger, the provisions hidden with-
in them have gotten more varied, more
stringent, more widespread, more wide-
sweeping provisions, and we are cut-
ting the American people out of the de-
bate when we cut out other Members of
Congress, regardless of party.

Remember, each and every one of us
was elected to serve roughly 650,000
constituents back home. Some of our
congressional districts have grown,
some have shrunk since that time, but
all of us were sent here with an equal
mandate with an equal number of peo-
ple that we represented. So to cut 40
percent out of the body out of the vote,
to cut 40 percent of the body out of the
debate, rather, is to cut 40 percent of
the American people out of the did de-
bate as well.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we heard from the
previous speaker from Arizona that we
will be considering the ommnibus bill,
House bill 1105, I think it is, on
Wedne