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make all of our communities more liv-

able, and our families safer, healthier,

and more economically secure.
————

HONORING MASTER SERGEANT
STEVE HOOD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. CHILDERS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CHILDERS. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to honor the life of an Amer-
ican hero, a Mississippi hero, Master
Sergeant Steve Hood of the Mississippi
Highway Patrol. On May 29 of this
year, Master Sergeant Hood of
Guntown, Mississippi, died in the line
of duty, the first in a decade. A 28-year
veteran State trooper, he passed before
his time.

Master Sergeant Hood started his ca-
reer as a State trooper in 1982 after
graduating from the Mississippi High-
way Patrol Academy. It was clear when
I attended his funeral last month, he
was a man who brought comfort and
friendship to all he met.

Along with his dedicated service to
the people of Mississippi, family and
friends will remember him as a Chris-
tian who was actively involved in Har-
risburg Baptist Church and one who en-
joyed singing. Just last year, Master
Sergeant Hood returned to duty after
recovering from a near-fatal tractor
accident that reaffirmed and strength-
ened his faith.

Master Sergeant Hood was a devoted
husband to his wife, Lisa, and a loving
father to his children, Matthew, Stacie
and Stephanie, and a loyal colleague of
his fellow troopers.

Please join me today in remembering
the life of Master Sergeant Steve Hood
and mourning his death. I thank my
colleagues for honoring this Mississippi
and American hero, Master Sergeant
Steve Hood, and his family at this
time.

——
ENSURE BROADCAST FREEDOM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. PENCE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, the
American people love a fair fight; and
so do I, especially where the issues of
the day are being debated. In a free
market, though, fairness should always
be determined based upon the equality
of opportunity, not equality of results.
Everyone should, in effect, have a
chance to make their case.

That’s why it is so disturbing to
many of us that some of the leading
voices in Congress over the last 2 years
have been calling for Congress to en-
force an idea of fairness on the air-
waves of America in the form of restor-
ing the so-called fairness doctrine. But
our Nation should always proceed with
caution whenever some would achieve
fairness by limiting the fairness of oth-
ers.

The American people cherish their
freedom. It is, in effect, a blood-bought
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right. There is totality of agreement
on this floor about that. In fact, I be-
lieve that is why President Ronald
Reagan repealed the so-called fairness
doctrine after it had been in place for
almost four decades back in 1987. The
fairness doctrine regulated the content
of radio for much of the last century,
and limited the ability of radio sta-
tions to deal with controversial issues
without meeting a standard of equal
time or balance or record keeping. As a
result of that, as many of us old
enough to remember will attest, talk
radio as we know it today virtually did
not exist before 1987.

Well, with some of the talk of restor-
ing the fairness doctrine to the law of
the land, Congressman GREG WALDEN
of Oregon and I have been working over
the last 2 years to ensure broadcast
freedom. We have authored the Broad-
caster Freedom Act which is cospon-
sored by every Republican in the House
of Representatives. This week we will
bring to the floor a broadcaster free-
dom amendment as part of the Finan-
cial Services Appropriations bill. Many
who are watching may not know that
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion receives its entire budget through
the Financial Services Appropriations
bill, and we believe this is an oppor-
tune time, as we were able to do 2
years ago, to use the power of this Con-
gress and the people in this Congress
on both sides of the aisle to advocate
for the freedom of the airwaves of
America by limiting the ability of the
Federal Communications Commission
to bring back the so-called fairness
doctrine.

But first, for the uninformed, the
fairness doctrine is something of an Or-
wellian and Depression-era Federal
Communications Commission rule that
was devised back in 1949. As I men-
tioned, it required radio broadcasters
to present both sides of an opinion
when discussing controversial topics. It
put unelected bureaucrats at the FCC
in charge of enforcement in deter-
mining what speech was legal. Because
of lack of clarity in the commission’s
ruling, broadcasters more often than
not opted to offer noncontroversial
programs in lieu of hours of paperwork,
countless legal fees, and a potential
threat to their broadcast license.

Recognizing the chilling effect the
regulation was having on broadcast
freedom, the FCC began to overturn its
own ruling on the fairness doctrine in
1985. Following that change in policy
and President Reagan’s veto of at-
tempts to reinstate it, the results have
been dramatic.

Think about it. Before the fairness
doctrine was repealed, there were some
125 talk radio stations in America. Now
there are more than 2,000. While names
like Limbaugh, Hanity, Laura
Ingraham, and other conservative gi-
ants are better known to many, the
truth is when you look at the totality
of the talk radio marketplace, from the
local level to the regional level to the
national level, there is an extraor-
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dinary diversity of opinion. Many pro-
gressive, moderate, and liberal pro-
grams succeed extraordinarily well at
the local level in many markets around
the country.

Unfortunately, in spite of this recent
history and the breakout of broadcast
freedom since 1987, there has been talk
in the last several years about the need
to level the playing field of radio
broadcasting by restoring the fairness
doctrine. Let me say from my heart, I
believe it is dangerous to suggest that
a government bureaucracy would be a
competent arbiter of free speech. As a
former radio talk show host myself, 1
know personally what the fairness doc-
trine meant to radio back in the day,
and I know it would ultimately muzzle
what is the dynamic public discussion
that we call talk radio in America
today.

Let me be clear on this. I believe the
broadcaster freedom amendment that
we will bring this week gives Members
of this body an opportunity to say
“no’”” to the fairness doctrine and to
say ‘‘no’ to a new iteration of it that
takes the formation of regulations
under the rubric of localism, I believe
will be met by broad and bipartisan
support. If memory serves, 2 years ago
when I brought the Pence amendment
banning the fairness doctrine from
being implemented by the FCC, more
than 305 Members of Congress voted for
it, including 100 Members of the Demo-
crat majority.

So I urge support for the broadcaster
freedom amendment. Join us in em-
bracing freedom on the airwaves of
America.

————

656TH ANNIVERSARY OF
LIBERATION OF GUAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Guam (Ms. BORDALLO) for 5 minutes.

Ms. BORDALLO. Madam Speaker,
the events of World War II seem to be

lost in translation, interpreted as
events that occurred rather than
events that affect. For many, the

events of the past no longer shape our
views of the future. For this reason, I
come to the Chamber this morning to
speak about an important chapter in
American history. A chapter that too
few Americans know.

Early this morning, Congressman
SABLAN and I were joined by the Honor-
able David Hayes, Deputy Secretary of
the Interior, Major General Donald
Goldhorn, former Congressman Ben
Blaz, Congressman JOE WILSON, and
friends of Guam in laying a wreath at
the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier in
Arlington. We honored the soldiers, the
sailors, the airmen, the marines, and
Coast Guardsmen who participated in
the battle in the liberation of Guam
and the Northern Marianas during
World War II.

Our ceremony also honored the liber-
ated, the Chamorros, the indigenous
people of Guam, who remained stead-
fast in their loyalty to the United
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States during the war and who endured
enemy occupation.

Tuesday, July 21, 2009, marks the
656th anniversary of the liberation of
Guam. Guam was attacked by the Im-
perial Japanese forces on December 8,
1941, at the same time that Pearl Har-
bor, Hawaii, was attacked, the dif-
ferent dates owing to the international
dateline. Guam was subsequently in-
vaded by the Imperial Japanese forces
on December 10, 1941, and occupied
until liberation on July 21, 1944.

The story of the people of Guam and
the campaign to liberate them from oc-
cupation is an American story of cour-
age and sacrifice. It is an important
part of American history, and one of
pride and determination in the face of
overwhelming obstacles, barriers con-
structed by the Japanese war machine
in the form of forced labor, forced
marches, internment and public execu-
tions, and a true test of loyalty, a test
that had not been asked but for a very
few civilian communities under the
American flag in the 20th century.

So I come to the floor today to bring
honor to the Chamorros who were oc-
cupied, and to the servicemen who lib-
erated them. The liberation of Guam
from enemy occupation during World
War II marked a pivotal point in
Guam’s history and was a key battle
for the Allied Forces in ending the war
in the Pacific.

The liberation of Guam by the United
States Armed Forces from the Imperial
Japanese Empire allowed for the first
time the installation of air bases that
would house land-based aerial bombers,
putting them in reach of the main is-
land of Japan. The air offenses
launched from the Mariana Islands
were effective in subduing the Imperial
Japanese war effort, bringing the war
to an end and saving the lives of many.

Prior to the Japanese invasion,
Guam Armed Forces consisted of 153
marines, 271 U.S. Navy personnel, 134
civilian construction workers, and 247
Chamorro members of the Insular
Guard. The Insular Guard protected
the community on Guam during the in-
vasion. During the occupation, the Im-
perial Japanese Forces attempted to
turn the Chamorro people against the
United States. But the Chamorro peo-
ple remained steadfastly loyal to the
United States through the 32-month

occupation.
On the eve of the American landings
on the island in 1944, all 22,000

Chamorro inhabitants of Guam were
forced to march to Mannengon Hills
and other locations to be interned in
concentration camps to maintain con-
trol of the population in fear of an up-
rising.

This is a true story of American
courage. The Chamorro people of Guam
were loyal Americans at the time, and
it was the first time that a foreign
power invaded U.S. soil since the War
of 1812. Despite fear of their captors
and their will, the Chamorro people re-
mained steadfast in their loyalty, and
were brave in providing aid to the
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American soldiers hiding from enemy
capture. These acts of courage were
punishable by death. Some experienced
horrific events, massacres at Malesso’
and Tinta and Faha’ where Japanese
soldiers herded families into caves and
threw hand grenades and delivered
small arms fire until dozens lay dead.
Their loyalty was put to the extreme
test of sacrifice.

So as we approach Liberation Day
next week on Guam, we remember our
elders who lived through the occupa-
tion and also the several thousand
members of the U.S. Armed Forces who
gave their lives while defending and
liberating Guam.

———————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 a.m.), the House
stood in recess until noon.

——
0 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HOLDEN) at noon.

———

PRAYER

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

Lord, hear the prayers of Your people
from across this Nation. Bring the
hearts of all believers together in an
act of praise and thanksgiving for Your
endowment of freedom and the desire
to serve You by our work and the com-
passionate love we show this day.

Make us instruments of peace in the
midst of a world filled with suspicion,
competition and self-deception.

In us and through us, manifest the
gift of reconciliation and solidarity
that this Congress may be strong in its
purpose to serve the common good of
the people and give You the glory You
deserve, both 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
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PASCRELL) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. PASCRELL led the Pledge of Al-
legiance 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.
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with an
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 2965. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act with respect to the Small Business
Innovation Research Program and the Small
Business Technology Transfer Program, and
for other purposes.

————

ELECTING A MINORITY MEMBER
TO A STANDING COMMITTEE

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Republican Conference, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 640

Resolved, that the following member be,
and is hereby, elected to the following stand-
ing committee:

COMMITTEE ON STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CON-
DUCT—Mr. Harper.

Mr. PENCE (during the reading). Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the resolution be considered as read
and printed in the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
HEALTH CARE

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

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to express how important it is that we
pass comprehensive health reform this
year that expands health insurance
coverage, reins in spending, and is fis-
cally responsible.

The health reform package that the
committees will consider this week
shows a genuine commitment to re-
versing the current unsustainable
trends, to providing stability for hard-
working Americans, and to being fis-
cally responsible. There is no question
that we must take action and that our
actions must be fully paid for. With
these ground rules, we face difficult de-
cisions, many of which may not be po-
litically popular, but my colleagues
and I on Ways and Means are fully
committed to paying for this essential
legislation.

Our current path in delivering health
care is unsustainable, and I share with
you some disturbing figures from my
home State of New Jersey that illus-
trates the point.

New Jerseyans are paying more and
getting less. Between 2000 and 2007, the
average New Jersey worker’s share of
family premiums nearly doubled, out-
pacing the growth in wages nearly five
times over.

Mr. Speaker, we must act this week,
and we must act with all due resolve.
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