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House of Representatives 
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
December 14, 2009. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DONNA F. 
EDWARDS to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

MORNING HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 6, 2009, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 30 minutes and each Mem-
ber, other than the majority and mi-
nority leaders and the minority whip, 
limited to 5 minutes. 

THE REBUILDING AND RENEWING 
OF AMERICA 

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, 
this morning’s New York Times had a 
column by John Harwood, entitled: 
Obama’s Potential Quandary—Creating 
Jobs or Reducing the Deficit, which 
analyzed what is potentially a di-
lemma, but it doesn’t have to be that 
way. 

NOTICE 

If the 111th Congress, 1st Session, adjourns sine die on or before December 23, 2009, a final issue of the Congres-
sional Record for the 111th Congress, 1st Session, will be published on Thursday, December 31, 2009, to permit Members 
to insert statements. 

All material for insertion must be signed by the Member and delivered to the respective offices of the Official Reporters 
of Debates (Room HT–59 or S–123 of the Capitol), Monday through Friday, between the hours of 10:00 a.m. and 3:00 
p.m. through Wednesday, December 30. The final issue will be dated Thursday, December 31, 2009, and will be delivered 
on Monday, January 4, 2010. 

None of the material printed in the final issue of the Congressional Record may contain subject matter, or relate to 
any event, that occurred after the sine die date. 

Senators’ statements should also be formatted according to the instructions at http://webster/secretary/conglrecord.pdf, 
and submitted electronically, either on a disk to accompany the signed statement, or by e-mail to the Official Reporters 
of Debates at ‘‘Record@Sec.Senate.gov’’. 

Members of the House of Representatives’ statements may also be submitted electronically by e-mail, to accompany 
the signed statement, and formatted according to the instructions for the Extensions of Remarks template at http:// 
clerk.house.gov/forms. The Official Reporters will transmit to GPO the template formatted electronic file only after receipt 
of, and authentication with, the hard copy, and signed manuscript. Deliver statements to the Official Reporters in Room 
HT–59. 

Members of Congress desiring to purchase reprints of material submitted for inclusion in the Congressional Record 
may do so by contacting the Office of Congressional Publishing Services, at the Government Printing Office, on 512–0224, 
between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. daily. 

By order of the Joint Committee on Printing. 
CHARLES E. SCHUMER, Chairman. 
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The rebuilding and renewing of 

America should be one issue that actu-
ally brings us together, where there are 
solutions that are clear and com-
plementary in terms of creating jobs, 
protecting the environment and reduc-
ing the budget deficit. 

We have serious needs all across 
America for water and transportation 
investments in every single commu-
nity. There are estimates that up to 20 
million Americans every year are sick 
needlessly from waterborne illness be-
cause of failures in water systems. 
There are millions of hours and billions 
of dollars that are wasted as Americans 
and American businesses are stuck in 
traffic. There are tens of thousands of 
unsafe bridges. There are transit sys-
tems in desperate need of repair and re-
vitalization. 

What America needs, first and fore-
most, is a vision of investing in renew-
ing and rebuilding America in this cen-
tury. The plans for infrastructure for 
this century are available. As someone 
who has labored in this field for years, 
working around the country, I know 
that the vision is ready to be incor-
porated into the reauthorization of the 
Surface Transportation Act or in new 
water trust fund legislation, and it can 
be done not in years or in months but 
in a matter of weeks. This work is 
ready. 

Next, we must commit to extracting 
more value out of existing and future 
investments. Luckily, here, too, reform 
is in the works. I have been deeply im-
pressed with the work of Secretary Ray 
LaHood of Transportation, of Housing 
Secretary Shaun Donovan and of EPA 
administrator Lisa Jackson, where the 
Federal Government is in the process 
of creating a new partnership with our 
communities, businesses and families 
in terms of how the Federal Govern-
ment does business and invests that 
money. 

But even with bold vision and with 
more value being extracted, we actu-
ally are going to need to invest more 
money. The Chinese, for instance, are 
investing about nine times as much as 
the United States in their infrastruc-
ture needs. We are losing the race for 
global competitiveness while we see 
conditions deteriorating at home. The 
Society of Civil Engineers has graded 
American infrastructure at a D, and 
suggests that it requires at least $2.2 
trillion in the next 5 years to bring 
things up to standard. 

If we act now, there are, in fact, 
areas of broad support for more invest-
ment—from business, local government 
and the American people—if this in-
creased money goes to rebuild and 
renew our country. 

There is a danger that our current di-
rection will not be as effective as it 
could be. I am heartened that there ap-
pears to be a consensus that we will be 
spending, perhaps, $50 billion or more 
in new infrastructure investment, but 
if this money is simply going to flow 
through existing channels with an im-
perative that it be spent as quickly as 

possible, it is not going to have as 
much long-term impact as it would if 
we were to do it right. 

Doing it right means a reauthoriza-
tion of the 6-year Transportation bill 
with a national purpose and reform 
specified. It means the creation of a 
water trust fund to give money where 
it is needed. It is the reenactment of 
the Superfund tax so that polluters ac-
tually pay to clean up dangerous areas 
that are found in every single State. It 
would create tens of thousands of jobs 
while it would reduce environmental 
threats. 

There are many contentious, complex 
and partisan issues that, understand-
ably, divide Congress and the American 
people, but renewing and rebuilding 
America is not one of them. Done 
right, it will be deficit-neutral with a 
bold vision to revitalize the economy 
while strengthening our communities 
and protecting the planet. I hope we all 
start the new year with a commitment 
to invest in livable communities where 
our families are safer, healthier and 
more economically secure. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 37 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. RAHALL) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

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

Our conversation with You, Lord, is 
so often born out of passing needs and 
events but always rooted in faith and 
Your faithful love. Through our prayer, 
things often become clearer, we re-
cover focus or You give us strength to 
persevere. 

We are confident, Lord, You will pro-
vide in the way You see best. When our 
personal efforts are stymied or our col-
lective means fail us, we begin to face 
our own limitations. 

It then remains for us only to lift up 
our eyes to You so that You might re-
spond to our deepest needs as You see 
best. It is then and only then we say 
with free abandonment, ‘‘Amen.’’ 

f 

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 Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia led the 
Pledge of Allegiance 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. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Ms. 

Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate agrees to the report of 
the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 3288) ‘‘An Act making appro-
priations for the Departments of 
Transportation, and Housing and 
Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other pur-
poses.’’. 

f 

CONGRATULATING A FEW OUT-
STANDING HIGH SCHOOL FOOT-
BALL TEAMS 
(Mr. GINGREY of Georgia asked and 

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

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to take this oppor-
tunity to congratulate a few out-
standing high school football teams for 
their efforts in the State playoffs. 
These tremendous athletes are an ex-
emplification of true dedication and re-
markable talent. 

The teams being recognized in the 
11th District of Georgia are as follows: 
Bremen High School in Haralson Coun-
ty; Bowdon High School, Carroll Coun-
ty; the Darlington School in Troup 
County; Trion High School in 
Chattooga County; Armuchee High 
School in Floyd County; Pepperell 
High School in Floyd County; 
Chattooga High School, Chattooga 
County; Calhoun High School in Gor-
don County; Carrollton High School, 
again, Carroll County; Hiram High 
School in Paulding County; McEachern 
High School in Cobb County; and last 
but not least, Marietta High School in 
Cobb County. 

Mr. Speaker, I applaud these young 
men, their bands, their dance teams, 
their cheerleaders, for proving them-
selves such sound competitors in the 
State playoffs. I am certainly proud of 
them for their achievements. 

Congratulations to all on a great sea-
son. 

f 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 4 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. 
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AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Ms. PINGREE of Maine) at 4 
o’clock and 4 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

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

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

f 

ANDEAN TRADE PREFERENCE 
EXTENSION ACT OF 2009 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4284) to extend the Generalized 
System of Preferences and the Andean 
Trade Preference Act, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4284 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF GENERALIZED SYS-

TEM OF PREFERENCES. 
Section 505 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 

U.S.C. 2465) is amended by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘December 31, 
2010’’. 
SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF ANDEAN TRADE PREF-

ERENCE ACT. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Section 208(a) of the Ande-

an Trade Preference Act (19 U.S.C. 3206(a)) is 
amended in paragraphs (1) and (2) by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2009’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2010’’. 

(b) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN APPAREL ARTI-
CLES.—Section 204(b)(3) of the Andean Trade 
Preference Act (19 U.S.C. 3203(b)(3)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) in clause (iii)— 
(i) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘7 suc-

ceeding 1-year periods’’ and inserting ‘‘8 suc-
ceeding 1-year periods’’; and 

(ii) in subclause (III)(bb), by striking ‘‘and 
for the succeeding 2-year period’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘and for the succeeding 3-year period’’; 
and 

(B) in clause (v)(II), by striking ‘‘6 suc-
ceeding 1-year periods’’ and inserting ‘‘7 suc-
ceeding 1-year periods’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (E)(ii)(II), by striking 
‘‘December 31, 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2010’’. 

(c) REPORT.—Section 203(f)(1) of the Ande-
an Trade Preference Act (19 U.S.C. 3202(f)(1)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘April 30, 2003’’ and 
inserting ‘‘June 30, 2010’’. 
SEC. 3. CUSTOMS USER FEES. 

Section 13031(j)(3) of the Consolidated Om-
nibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 
U.S.C. 58c(j)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Feb-
ruary 14, 2018’’ and inserting ‘‘May 14, 2018’’; 
and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking 
‘‘February 7, 2018’’ and inserting ‘‘June 7, 
2018’’. 

SEC. 4. TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ESTI-
MATED TAXES. 

The percentage under paragraph (1) of sec-
tion 202(b) of the Corporate Estimated Tax 
Shift Act of 2009 in effect on the date of the 
enactment of this Act is increased by 1.5 per-
centage points. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CAMP) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LEVIN. I yield myself such time 

as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, I rise in support of 

H.R. 4284. This bill extends two pref-
erence programs—the Generalized Sys-
tem of Preferences, known as GSP, and 
the Andean Trade Preference Act, 
known as ATPA—for 1 year. Without 
this extension, the two programs will 
expire in less than 3 weeks, on Decem-
ber 31. 

Preferences, including GSP and 
ATPA, are important tools in U.S. 
trade policy. They are a means by 
which the U.S. can work with devel-
oping nations to help them capture the 
opportunities and to meet the chal-
lenges of trade and globalization. 

Over many decades, the GSP and An-
dean programs have seen these results 
for developing nations: The GSP cur-
rently provides duty-free treatment to 
over 3,500 types of products coming 
into the U.S. from more than 130 devel-
oping countries. The program provides 
duty-free access to even more products 
from the 44 poorest, or least developed, 
countries. Last year, the GSP program 
facilitated $31.7 billion in imports from 
all beneficiary nations. ATPA provided 
additional benefits to the Andean na-
tions to help address their special cir-
cumstances, in particular, their efforts 
to fight the trade in narcotics. Under 
ATPA, imports grew from $97 million 
in 1992, which was the first full year 
after enactment, to more than $17 bil-
lion in 2008, including $4 billion of 
nonfuel imports. 

The programs have been crafted care-
fully so that they mirror the 
complementarities of trade between 
the developing nations and the United 
States. The needs of developing nations 
have been matched to the needs here at 
home. As a result, both programs have 
provided significant benefits here in 
the United States as well: 

ATPA has developed an important 
market for U.S. textiles in the Andean 
region, and both ATPA and GSP have 
improved the sourcing options that 
many U.S. businesses, including many 
small and medium enterprises, use to 
remain competitive in the global mar-

ketplace. In recent years, for example, 
the majority of U.S. imports—75 per-
cent—using GSP were imports used to 
sustain U.S. manufacturing, including 
raw materials, parts and components, 
and machinery and equipment. 

At the same time that they have 
been structured to foster increased 
trade, the preference programs have 
been shaped to encourage developing 
countries to implement the kinds of 
policies that are necessary for in-
creased trade to achieve the goal of de-
velopment. Specifically, the preference 
programs have incorporated key eligi-
bility criteria, including conditions re-
garding respect of fundamental worker 
rights, the rule of law, basic rules pro-
tecting innovation and investment, and 
policies to fight corruption. 

The preference programs confirm 
what many of us have been saying for 
a long time—trade must be shaped so 
as to spread its benefits widely. That is 
true whether we talk about unilateral 
preference programs or bilateral and 
multilateral trade agreements. 

I do not mean to suggest, however, 
that our work is done when it comes to 
preference programs. Far from it. We 
need to ask whether the preference pro-
grams are working as well as they 
should. This requires taking a hard 
look at all aspects of the programs, in-
cluding how present eligibility criteria 
are working. In addition to considering 
any improvements, we also need to 
look at whether there is a need to in-
clude additional eligibility criteria, in-
cluding relating to the environment. 

This also means taking a careful look 
at those countries that are in an espe-
cially vulnerable situation. One exam-
ple is Cambodia, which has been hard 
hit by the global economic recession. 
As many of my colleagues may recall, 
Cambodia and the U.S. were partners 
in a pioneering project called Better 
Factories Cambodia. That project, 
which grew out of the U.S.-Cambodia 
Textile Agreement in the late 1990s, 
sought to promote labor standards 
through a trade agreement at a time 
when many in the world were demoniz-
ing such efforts as protectionism. The 
effort bore fruit, significantly improv-
ing the rights of and conditions for 
workers, which, in turn, can help ex-
pand other freedoms. 

However, that industry is now under 
siege as a result of the global recession 
and of competition, including from 
China and Vietnam. According to testi-
mony provided in a recent Ways and 
Means hearing, nearly 1 quarter—80 of 
340—of all exporting factories have 
been shut down, and nearly 80,000 work-
ers—most of them women—have lost 
their jobs in Cambodia. We need to 
know whether the preference programs 
are doing enough to help these enor-
mous challenges. 

The extension we are voting on today 
gives us the time we need to look care-
fully at these important issues. The 
Ways and Means Committee and the 
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Trade Subcommittee plan to hold hear-
ings and to work with the administra-
tion next year in a comprehensive re-
view of our preference programs. To-
day’s bill also provides for a review, in 
the middle of next year, of the Andean 
Trade Preference Act and of all issues 
relating thereto with each of the coun-
tries covered by the act. 

I want to take a moment to thank 
my Republican colleagues for working 
on this extension with Chairman RAN-
GEL and me. I look forward to working 
with Ranking Members DAVID CAMP 
and KEVIN BRADY and with our other 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
evaluate the preference programs over 
the course of next year as we together 
determine whether we can make them 
work better for all beneficiaries—for 
both the citizens of developing nations 
and for our citizens. 

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

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

Madam Speaker, let me be blunt. We 
can and should be doing much more to 
advance our trade agenda and to create 
much needed jobs for American work-
ers. 

This year, America’s trade agenda 
has stalled, and it has had a chilling ef-
fect on our economy, on job creation 
and on global commerce, in some cases, 
even weakening our national security 
interests. The delay in considering the 
Colombia Trade Promotion Agreement 
alone has cost U.S. exporters and their 
workers over $2.4 billion in unneces-
sary tariffs. 

Last week, the President said there 
would be a renewed focus on trade next 
year. I welcome that commitment, and 
I stand ready to prepare our free trade 
agreements for congressional consider-
ation. In the meantime, we still have 
valuable work to do. Although we are 
not dealing with any of our pending 
free trade agreements today, we are 
considering important trade programs 
which protect our own interests and 
which help advance developing na-
tions—extensions of the Generalized 
System of Preferences and the Andean 
Trade Preference Act. 

Make no mistake; the legislation be-
fore us is far from perfect, but it is a 
chance to ensure that the trade agenda 
does not slide further backward. By 
supporting this bill, we are sending a 
signal to the world that America is 
ready and willing to engage. 

I am a strong supporter of our trade 
preference programs. These programs 
are vital, particularly as we struggle 
with the global recession and with the 
collapse in international trade. Allow-
ing these preference programs to lapse 
would be a mistake that would encour-
age the rest of the world, which is al-
ready passing us by when it comes to 
new trade agreements, to increase 
their lead on us, and we cannot allow 
that to happen. 

b 1615 
As I noted, this legislation should 

have been stronger to provide greater 

certainty to American employers doing 
business in developing countries, some-
thing sorely needed in this economic 
climate. 

I would have preferred to see a 2-year 
extension of that program instead of 
the 1-year extension before us, but I 
think we all agree that a 1-year exten-
sion is better than no extension at all. 

I would also have preferred to see a 
continuation of the bipartisan provi-
sion in the current Andean Trade Pro-
motion Act program that requires en-
hanced oversight over Ecuador’s com-
pliance with the eligibility criteria. 
Unfortunately, this legislation fails to 
recognize the serious questions that 
surround Ecuador’s compliance with 
the eligibility criteria for this pro-
gram. 

The 2008 bipartisan extension of 
ATPA extended benefits for Ecuador 
but required the administration to 
issue a report on Ecuador’s compliance 
with eligibility criteria. This report, 
released on June 30 of this year by the 
Obama administration, highlighted 
multiple concerns, which I share. 

Specifically, the report raised ques-
tions about Ecuador’s compliance with 
its international investment obliga-
tions. The report raised concerns about 
Ecuador’s decision to increase certain 
import duties above their bound levels 
and impose quotas on imports. None of 
these issues have been resolved. In fact, 
they have gotten worse. 

Despite failure by Ecuador to address 
the issues raised in the Obama admin-
istration report, the majority has 
inexplicably stripped out last year’s re-
porting requirement. For all the talk 
from the other side about enforcement 
and compliance, this legislation fails 
to address legitimate concerns our 
workers and employers face in Ecua-
dor. While the legislation requires re-
porting for all of the Andean countries, 
I am disappointed that the majority 
has decided not to engage in specific 
oversight of a country clearly falling 
short of our expectations. 

As 2009 comes to a close, there will be 
many retrospectives on the year. One 
focus ought to be on whether Wash-
ington advanced a pro-growth, pro-job 
trade agenda. The answer is clearly 
‘‘no.’’ 

We started the year with the passage 
of a new Trade Adjustment Assistance 
program, showing what can be achieved 
when there is a bipartisan, bicameral 
commitment. We should all be very 
proud of what we have done for work-
ers who are trying to adjust to the 
global economy. 

But until today, there has been abso-
lutely no positive movement on the 
trade agenda since TAA. While I am en-
couraged the majority decided to ex-
tend two trade preference programs, 
the failure to make this legislation as 
robust as it could have been shows the 
need to return next year to the sort of 
bipartisanship that we saw on TAA. I 
urge the majority to make that hap-
pen, and I am committed to doing my 
part. 

Madam Speaker, we owe the Amer-
ican people a better result. Today’s leg-
islation gives us the first opportunity 
to build on the President’s words to us 
at the White House last week, in which 
he acknowledged the importance of 
trade in creating jobs, but it represents 
the bare minimum. 

I urge my colleagues to support a ro-
bust trade agenda that creates oppor-
tunities for American workers. For 
that reason, I support passage of this 
legislation. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LEVIN. I now am privileged to 
yield 3 minutes to the very distin-
guished member of the committee and 
my colleague, Jim McDermott of 
Washington. 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to urge the passage of H.R. 
4284 to extend the general system of 
preferences and the Andean trade pref-
erence program for 1 year. I have called 
for an extension to our preference pro-
grams in the past. We need to make 
these programs long and stable. This 
extension is only for a year, and that’s 
okay in this instance, because we need 
to force more action on broader pref-
erence reform. 

In difficult economic times like 
today, developed countries sometimes 
decide to pull back. But I think that in 
a globalized economy we need to push 
forward on improving trade with poor-
er countries of the world. 

Our preference programs have done 
enormous good for the poor of the 
world and for American business. Now 
we need to make them even better. 

For development to really accelerate, 
we need to get more countries involved 
in trading more products. I have intro-
duced a bill with the support of Chair-
man RANGEL and Congressman LEVIN 
that will go far in modernizing our 
preference programs for American 
businesses and the poor of the world. 

Now, while there are details to work 
out, there is broad agreement that our 
trade programs need to be stable, they 
need to be simplified, they need to be 
more effective, and they need to help 
more people. 

I think we agree that the stability of 
our programs is essential to them 
being effective. No one who has ever 
run a business would want to invest in 
a climate that is so unstable, that goes 
year by year, you are never sure can 
you plan on it next year. That simply 
is very difficult for businesses to deal 
with, and our programs, therefore, need 
to be long term. 

Second, our programs are too com-
plicated and too hard to use. Simpli-
fying our programs and doing more to 
help our partners meet the important 
standards we set are keys to their suc-
cess. 

An interesting fact sort of clarifies it 
in your mind. Cambodia pays as much 
tariff on $1.5 billion worth of exports in 
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the United States as does Great Britain 
on $50 billion. Now, if you are trying to 
help Cambodia, you ought to think 
about those kinds of numbers. We need 
to address the capacity building. We all 
know that the wisdom of trade, not 
aid, is obvious. Preferences help our 
trading partners quite a bit. But with-
out thoughtful capacity building, we 
can only help them so much. We need 
to pool these efforts together to help 
poor countries grow and to give Amer-
ican businesses more customers. 

Finally, we need to find a way to 
strengthen the programs we have while 
at the same time helping more people. 
Trade is not a zero-sum game. We can 
strengthen our current programs while 
also helping other desperately poor 
countries who right now get no bene-
fits. We can help different countries 
like Lesotho, the Philippines, and 
Cambodia at the same time. 

I think this is a good start, and the 
House ought to pass this bill, and next 
year we will deal with a larger bill. 

Mr. CAMP. At this time, Madam 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the gentleman from 
Washington State (Mr. REICHERT). 

Mr. REICHERT. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today also in 
support of this legislation to extend 
our trade preference programs. 

Trade is vital to creating jobs, grow-
ing our economy, and strengthening 
ties with key partners around the 
world. Preferences are a bridge for de-
veloping countries to enter the global 
market, to grow, and to achieve perma-
nent trade relationships with America. 

Look no further than South Korea 
and Colombia for great examples of 
preferences done right. Through suc-
cessful preference programs, both allies 
now stand ready to enter into perma-
nent trade agreements with the United 
States. 

The failure to pass pending free trade 
agreements like those with Korea and 
Colombia is costing America thousands 
of jobs and billions of dollars. Presi-
dent Obama did recently speak about 
how growing exports creates jobs, and I 
hope the Congress will soon prepare 
these agreements for consideration, be-
cause not only do these agreements 
create jobs, but also business relation-
ships and partnerships and friendships. 

It creates opportunities for cultural 
exchanges and the opportunities to 
help our friends across the globe edu-
cate each other and educate us. It also 
even affects our national security and 
our environment. 

While I am disappointed that we 
could not extend these preference pro-
grams beyond just 1 year, they are too 
important to our partner countries to 
let them expire. I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this extension of our 
preference programs. 

Mr. LEVIN. It’s now my privilege to 
yield 3 minutes to my very distin-
guished colleague and member of the 
Ways and Means Committee from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER). 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s courtesy in permitting me 
to speak on this, as I appreciate his 
thoughtful leadership in this area of 
trade and balancing the commitments 
that we have. 

The extension of the system of pref-
erences was not merely related to trade 
but is reflective of a Nation’s social 
values. It was in that context that we 
inaugurated our program of preferences 
in 1974. 

It’s more than a trade agreement; it’s 
a statement about what policies we 
find valuable in our trading partners 
and which policies we feel drive the de-
velopment of nations. For this reason, 
it’s often referred to as a tool of for-
eign policy as well as trade. 

We appropriately judge our trading 
partners on eligibility for this program 
on protection of American commercial 
interests, protection of intellectual 
property, preventing the seizure of 
property belonging to United States 
citizens or businesses, as well as pro-
tection of individual rights such as the 
protection of commonly accepted labor 
rights and the elimination of child 
labor. 

Madam Speaker, the United States 
has, I think, at times fallen short in 
our dealing with tariff barriers for poor 
nations and agriculture. My friend 
from Washington referenced the dif-
ference between Cambodia and Great 
Britain. 

I am hopeful that we will be able to 
work in the year ahead dealing with 
some outmoded tariff dealing with 
footwear and outerwear that’s no 
longer even manufactured in the 
United States, and I am confident that 
we can work through in this approach. 

But I would hope, as we move for-
ward, that we would add to the list of 
the criteria by which we are going to 
judge the extension of these pref-
erences environmental criteria. They 
are noticeably absent as we go through 
the list currently. 

Making sure that agreements are re-
quired of our trading partners to en-
force environmental laws already on 
the books and comply with various 
international environmental agree-
ments, I think, is absolutely essential. 

Concern for the environment is a 
core element of development. It re-
flects an appreciation of civil law for 
protection of individual and often in-
digenous people’s rights and concern 
for the long-term sustainability of a 
state and society. Protection of the en-
vironment is not merely what rich na-
tions do after they become wealthy, 
but it is what nations must do as they 
become wealthy. 

Madam Speaker, at this moment the 
world is meeting in Copenhagen, and I 
am pleased the United States has not 
turned its back on these global climate 
negotiations. We are dealing with prob-
lems of energy demands and carbon 
pollution that may well be the most 
important for this century. 

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

Mr. LEVIN. I yield the gentleman an 
additional minute. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. These may be 
the most important discussions that 
we are going to have on the survival of 
human habitation as we know it, for 
the economies of countries rich and 
poor. 

Being able to deal meaningfully with 
environmental protections through 
trade negotiations is perhaps the single 
most effective way that we are going to 
be able to establish a basis, a criteria, 
moving forward. 

I hope that we will be able to have a 
more robust conversation in this next 
year. I hope that we will be successful 
in moving the world and this country 
forward in Copenhagen. I hope that as 
we move forward we can work together 
to strengthen the role of environ-
mental protections that will be found 
as we extend these preferences in the 
future and our overall approach to 
trade. 

Mr. CAMP. At this time, Madam 
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROYCE). 

Mr. ROYCE. Madam Speaker, here we 
go again. Another year, another Ande-
an trade preference extension, another 
year of the Colombian trade agreement 
held up. Another missed opportunity. 

Let’s be clear: The Colombia agree-
ment, which the majority is not mov-
ing, would be a job creator for Ameri-
cans. If we passed it, Colombian tariffs, 
the tariffs that they place on U.S. ex-
ports, would be cut. If you reduced that 
export tariff, it would create more jobs 
here in the United States. 

With the Colombia FTA, we could get 
two-way trade between the United 
States and Colombia. Right now, U.S. 
exporters sending to Colombia are 
mainly small- and medium-sized busi-
nesses. A lot of them are in my area in 
Southern California. They are our eco-
nomic engine. 

Let’s help them. It’s very ironic that 
many who routinely attack trade 
agreements are giving Colombia pref-
erential treatment here today, asking 
for nothing in return, which is espe-
cially galling when there is a good 
agreement sitting on ice which would 
help our exporters in that market. 

b 1630 
I think it’s time to stand up for the 

American worker; certainly past time 
to get an agreement that’s a two-way 
agreement here. 

Of course, Colombia is our closest 
partner in an important region. It is 
locked in a very deadly struggle with 
well-financed forces, in this case ter-
rorists and drug traffickers that are 
called the FARC. This bill today is bet-
ter than nothing, but the majority is 
missing a good opportunity, an oppor-
tunity to help a friend in Colombia and 
to help American workers by passing 
the Colombia FTA. 

This bill has another shortcoming 
that I wanted to speak on briefly, and 
that is Ecuador. A beneficiary, Ecuador 
is far, far from living up to this pro-
gram’s conditions. To be a beneficiary 
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of this agreement, there should be cer-
tain requirements. Yet it hasn’t been 
cooperative in combating narco-ter-
rorism, and Ecuador is very close to 
the FARC, which is warring against the 
Colombian Government. Its inde-
pendent media has come under govern-
ment attack. Its government has cor-
rupted its legal system, harming U.S. 
companies. 

Just to go into some of the specifics, 
the President of Ecuador, President 
Correa, has dissolved the Parliament 
there, the Congress. He has replaced all 
the judges in the country. He’s 
censored the media and seized control 
of the television stations there. The 
State Department’s 2009 human rights 
report cites concerns with what the 
State Department calls corruption and 
the denial of due process within Ecua-
dor’s judicial system. Transparency 
International ranked this country as 
one of the worst surveyed for 2008 in 
terms of its corruption perceptions 
index, one of the worst in corruption. 
And it has announced that it will with-
draw from its bilateral investment 
treaty with the United States. 

This bill frankly would be better 
without Ecuador. Instead, the majority 
rejected using these benefits as lever-
age. I think that’s also a missed oppor-
tunity. Rejecting this bill would hurt 
Colombia and our strategic interests 
there, so let’s pass it; but it should be 
noted that we should have done so 
much better for American jobs. 

Mr. LEVIN. I now yield 3 minutes to 
my very distinguished colleague and 
friend, Mr. DOGGETT of Texas. 

Mr. DOGGETT. I thank the gen-
tleman and I thank him for his leader-
ship. 

I certainly support more trade— 
where it most stands to benefit Amer-
ican consumers and to spur economic 
development in some of the world’s 
least developed countries. During the 
last 2 years, there has been consider-
able talk about crafting a 21st century 
American trade policy that ensures we 
are not encouraging trade that depends 
upon degrading our environment and 
lowering labor standards. Unfortu-
nately, talk is often about all that 
we’ve had. Upholding labor and envi-
ronmental standards has been much 
more rhetoric than reality. Today’s re-
newal of this GSP legislation does 
nothing to encourage participating 
countries to even enforce their own 
minimal environmental laws or to 
honor the multilateral environmental 
agreements that they have joined. 

This is in significant contrast with 
the European Union. There, in order to 
enjoy the benefits of its GSP Plus pro-
gram, beneficiary countries must fully 
implement major multilateral environ-
mental agreements. There’s no reason 
why we should not be doing the same 
and more. We should have led the Euro-
pean Union on the environment, but we 
can now at least follow its lead. 

There are GSP labor standards, but 
under the Bush administration, natu-
rally, there was very little interest in 

seeing them enforced. Why, for exam-
ple, should the thuggish government of 
Uzbekistan enjoy any trade pref-
erences? In addition to being one of the 
world’s leading violators of human 
rights across the board, we have ample 
evidence of widespread labor abuses 
within Uzbekistan, including compul-
sory child labor. For over 2 years, the 
USTR has failed to act on a related pe-
tition about child labor, even after the 
Uzbeks failed to appear at a hearing to 
defend or explain their egregious child 
labor record. 

This raises troubling questions about 
the integrity and effectiveness of the 
USTR review process. The Uzbek case 
is but one example of the significant 
problems with that enforcement mech-
anism of labor provisions in the GSP. 
Surely our trade policies here in the 
21st century can aspire to do more than 
to bless practices that come right out 
of a 19th century Charles Dickens 
novel. 

In the promised GSP review for this 
next year, as described by Chairman 
LEVIN, I think we have considerable 
work to do if we are to give full and 
complete meaning to the promises of 
President Barack Obama that our 
trade policy will reflect not only our 
desire for more commerce but our com-
mitment to uphold our environment 
and our workers. 

Mr. CAMP. Madam Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the ranking member of the 
Trade Subcommittee, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BRADY). 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, I have long been a supporter of our 
preference programs because they 
allow valuable inputs to enter the 
United States duty free, helping our 
manufacturers and their employees. At 
the same time, trade preference pro-
grams are an important tool to help de-
veloping countries break into the 
international market. Over many 
years, Congress has worked on a bipar-
tisan basis to develop trade preference 
programs that have provided a vital 
economic boost to many developing 
countries. 

But effective trade preferences are 
just one step on a developing country’s 
journey to becoming a full player in 
the international market, which a 
country achieves through a permanent, 
reciprocal trade agreement with the 
United States. Chile, Singapore and the 
CAFTA countries all graduated from 
trade preferences into these more ma-
ture relationships, giving them full, 
permanent duty-free access to the U.S. 
market. This is a significant benefit 
over the partial, temporary access pro-
vided by our preference programs, 
sending a strong signal that helps at-
tract necessary investment and capital 
into the partner country. 

For the United States, the benefits of 
reciprocal trade are obvious. American 
workers and businesses get a level 
playing field as a result of these coun-
tries opening their markets to U.S. ex-
ports. As a result, U.S. exports to these 
countries surge and those growing ex-

ports support American jobs. We can 
quickly realize similar benefits by im-
plementing the pending trade agree-
ments with Colombia and Panama, two 
more countries that are anxious to 
move from a one-way relationship to 
one that levels the playing field for 
American workers. I am frustrated to 
once again be faced with extending 
preferences for these countries instead 
of voting on a more permanent rela-
tionship that benefits all of us. 

Now there are many countries that 
aren’t yet ready to take the step from 
preferences to a free trade relationship, 
and for these countries effective trade 
preference programs are the right pol-
icy. To that end, we must design our 
preference programs with eligibility 
criteria that challenge countries to im-
prove their laws while encouraging in-
vestment. The current eligibility cri-
teria provide the right balance, allow-
ing the U.S. on many occasions to use 
these criteria to prompt improvements 
in conditions in several countries and 
further economic development. 

At the same time, when a country 
does not abide by the criteria in the 
preference programs, we must take no-
tice and even eliminate benefits if nec-
essary. Otherwise, the effectiveness of 
the criteria is undermined. 

In this regard, I have been watching 
the situation in Ecuador for several 
years, and I’m deeply troubled by what 
I am seeing. When Congress last ex-
tended ATPA in 2008, we added an addi-
tional statutory review requirement 
for Bolivia and Ecuador because of our 
concerns about their compliance with 
the eligibility criteria. This past June 
the Obama administration completed 
this review. The administration found 
that Bolivia was not complying with 
the eligibility criteria in the ATPA 
program, which is why Bolivia is no 
longer eligible for benefits. The admin-
istration also noted several serious 
concerns about Ecuador. In particular, 
the administration cited Ecuador’s 
withdrawal from the International 
Convention on the Settlement of In-
vestment Disputes and Ecuador’s uni-
lateral decision to raise many of its 
tariffs to levels above its WTO 
bindings. 

Since the administration’s report, 
there have been further troubling de-
velopments in Ecuador. The country 
has announced that it will withdraw 
from its bilateral investment treaty 
with the United States, and the invest-
ment climate continues to cause con-
cern. In addition, President Correa has 
made questionable statements with re-
gard to Ecuador’s respect for intellec-
tual property rights. Moreover, nego-
tiations to replace U.S. access to the 
Manta air base are still unresolved. To-
gether with many other Members, I re-
main extremely concerned about the 
situation in Ecuador. 

Therefore, I am disappointed that the 
bill before us today does not retain the 
requirement in current law that the 
President report to Congress on the sit-
uation in Ecuador. I believe that this 
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report provides us an opportunity to 
keep a careful eye on Ecuador and its 
compliance with the eligibility cri-
teria. But just as important is the fact 
that the reporting requirement is enor-
mously important as a signal to Ecua-
dor—a message that this Congress is 
watching Ecuador closely. 

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

Mr. CAMP. I yield the gentleman an 
additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. I thank the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

In addition, I am disappointed that 
today’s bill doesn’t do more to estab-
lish certainty for users of the program 
here and abroad through an extension 
that is longer than a mere year. I and 
Mr. CAMP have been seeking a 2-year 
extension. 

Madam Speaker, I support this bill 
because I don’t want the remaining 
preferences to lapse, but we can and 
should do better. 

Mr. LEVIN. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. CAMP. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Andean Trade Preference Extension 
Act of 2009, which will extend the An-
dean trade preferences, as we know as 
ATPA, and also the Generalized Sys-
tem of Preferences, we also refer to as 
GSP, for an additional year. However, I 
do think it’s important to note my dis-
appointment that we did not put a 
message specifically putting Ecuador 
on notice that its behavior and its re-
ceipt of continued benefits is at serious 
risk. There is a deteriorating invest-
ment climate in Ecuador as well as 
their repudiation of the bilateral in-
vestment treaty. I think it’s very im-
portant that while it is understood in 
this legislation that there is language 
maintaining a review, I am concerned 
that there is not specific language 
aimed at challenging Ecuador’s ac-
tions. I do think this is a change from 
current law and it’s a step backward. I 
think it’s important to send a strong 
message that any central tenet of a 
preference program is that the partici-
pants uphold their commitments to the 
rule of law as well as their commit-
ments to the U.S. on investment and 
other matters. 

So as a result of this, I believe pref-
erence programs should not be viewed 
as an entitlement; that they are based 
upon meeting certain criteria as I men-
tioned, particularly, as others have 
said, the observance of labor and envi-
ronmental laws, certainly actions to 
prevent the distortion of investment as 
well as the support and enforcement of 
intellectual property laws as well as 
reasonable access to markets. 

However, I do think despite these 
concerns, this legislation is extremely 
important. It is essential that we ex-
tend this for another year. I think that 
this is an important step to take, and 
I will support its passage. I look for-
ward to working with the administra-
tion as well as my colleagues on the 

Ways and Means Committee, Chairman 
RANGEL and Chairman LEVIN, as we 
continue to address trade issues in the 
coming year. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. Madam Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of H.R. 4284, which would 
extend the Andean Trade Preferences Act, 
ATPA, and the Generalized System of Pref-
erences, GSP, for an additional year. I would 
like to thank Chairman RANGEL for his leader-
ship on this issue and for bringing this bill to 
the floor. It is critically important that we ex-
tend these trade preferences before they ex-
pire at the end of this calendar year. We have 
seen in the past the damage that a short 
lapse can do to cross border business rela-
tionships. 

The trade preferences we seek to extend 
benefit both the United States and our South 
American trading partners. These preferences 
support economic growth both here in the 
United States and abroad in some of the poor-
est countries in the world. Almost 2 million 
jobs in the United States and the Andean re-
gion depend on ATPA preferences and the re-
gion has emerged an important market for 
U.S. exports. Because use of the programs is 
conditioned through eligibility criteria, such as 
labor, human rights, and intellectual property, 
the United States is able to advance both im-
portant economic and foreign policy goals. 

I therefore urge all of my colleagues to join 
me in voting for H.R. 4284. 

Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 
Madam Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
4284, the Andean Trade Preference Extension 
Act of 2009 (ATPA), which would extend both 
the General System of Preferences (GSP) and 
the Andean Trade Preferences for one year. 

It is important to extend these preference 
programs, which assist developing countries in 
their efforts to build up domestic industries, in-
crease exports, and alleviate poverty. In some 
cases, these programs have worked well. 
South Korea, Singapore, and other nations 
have graduated from the GSP program, and 
no longer qualify for these special trade bene-
fits. 

Failure to extend these preferences would 
put even more pressure on impoverished pop-
ulations in developing nations. 

Make no mistake, my support for this exten-
sion is not an unqualified endorsement of their 
current structure. To be sure, our preferences 
programs need improvement. 

One key improvement that is desperately 
needed is to change the prevailing view that 
trade preferences are a development strategy. 
Instead, we must recognize that trade pref-
erences are only part of a comprehensive de-
velopment strategy, which must also include 
investments in education, training, and infra-
structure, as well as a consideration of tar-
geted debt relief. 

In addition, our preferences programs cur-
rently have inadequately-enforced labor stand-
ards and no environmental standards whatso-
ever. 

The rationale for linking trade and labor 
rights is vital to avoiding a ‘‘race to the bot-
tom.’’ For American working families, we need 
to ensure that developing countries attract in-
vestment based on a competitive wage advan-
tage, not by artificially suppressing wages 
through labor repression. For working families 
in developing countries, the opportunity to bar-
gain collectively for better wages and working 
conditions will ensure that some of the bene-

fits of trade go to them, not just to multi-na-
tional corporations. 

This one-year extension will give us the time 
we need to reform existing programs without 
disrupting the fragile economies of the lesser- 
developed nations that our preferences pro-
grams are designed to help. 

Finally, I want to address the issue of Ecua-
dor in particular. Unfortunately, it has come to 
my attention that Chevron Corporation has 
been urging Members of Congress and the 
Administration to punish Ecuador because its 
government refuses to intervene in a private 
lawsuit against the oil giant. The plaintiffs in 
the lawsuit contend that the company is re-
sponsible for polluting a vast area of the Ama-
zon Basin, causing serious health and envi-
ronmental consequences. 

While I take no position on the lawsuit, I do 
believe that the plaintiffs should have their day 
in court. I also believe that, of all the legitimate 
reasons to oppose the U.S. trade preferences 
programs, doing the bidding of a single cor-
poration is not one of them. 

As the editors of the Los Angeles Times 
wrote in a recent editorial, ‘‘There are other 
factors for Congress to consider in deter-
mining whether to extend Ecuador’s trade 
preferences: workers’ rights and trade and in-
vestment policy also are important. And there 
are issues that remain to be negotiated be-
tween the two countries. But in each of these 
areas, Ecuador has demonstrated a willing-
ness to work with the U.S. That should be the 
test for an extension of trade benefits, not the 
private interests of one corporation.’’ 

To reiterate, while our trade preferences 
programs are not perfect, extending them for 
one year is vital, and I strongly support this 
legislation. 

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

Mr. LEVIN. I urge passage, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
LEVIN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4284. 

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. 

f 

FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 
MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT 
ACT OF 2009 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(S. 303) to reauthorize and improve the 
Federal Financial Assistance Manage-
ment Improvement Act of 1999, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Federal Financial Assistance Manage-
ment Improvement Act of 2009’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
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Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Reauthorization. 
Sec. 3. Website relating to Federal grants. 
Sec. 4. Report on implementation. 
Sec. 5. Strategic plan. 
Sec. 6. Data standard requirements. 
SEC. 2. REAUTHORIZATION. 

Section 11 of the Federal Financial Assist-
ance Management Improvement Act of 1999 
(31 U.S.C. 6101 note) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking ‘‘and 
sunset’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘and shall cease to be effec-
tive 8 years after such date of enactment’’. 
SEC. 3. WEBSITE RELATING TO FEDERAL 

GRANTS. 
Section 6 of the Federal Financial Assist-

ance Management Improvement Act of 1999 
(31 U.S.C. 6101 note) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) 
as subsections (g) and (h), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsections: 

‘‘(e) WEBSITE RELATING TO FEDERAL 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall estab-
lish and maintain a public website that 
serves as a central point of information and 
access for applicants for Federal grants. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—To the maximum extent 
possible, the website established under this 
subsection shall include, at a minimum, for 
each Federal grant— 

‘‘(A) the grant announcement; 
‘‘(B) the statement of eligibility relating 

to the grant; 
‘‘(C) the application requirements for the 

grant; 
‘‘(D) the purposes of the grant; 
‘‘(E) the Federal agency funding the grant; 
‘‘(F) the deadlines for applying for and 

awarding of the grant. 
‘‘(G) all applications received for the grant, 

set forth in the single data standard adopted 
under section 9(b); and 

‘‘(H) all reports relating to the use of the 
grant, set forth in the single data standard 
adopted under section 9(b). 

‘‘(3) USE BY APPLICANTS.—The website es-
tablished under this subsection shall, to the 
greatest extent practicable, allow grant ap-
plicants to— 

‘‘(A) use the website with any computer 
platform; 

‘‘(B) search the website for all Federal 
grants by type, purpose, funding agency, pro-
gram source, and other relevant criteria; 

‘‘(C) apply for a Federal grant using the 
website; 

‘‘(D) manage, track, and report on the use 
of Federal grants using the website; and 

‘‘(E) provide all required certifications and 
assurances for a Federal grant using the 
website. 

‘‘(4) USE BY THE PUBLIC.—The website es-
tablished under this subsection shall, to the 
greatest extent practicable, allow members 
of the public to— 

‘‘(A) view the items described in paragraph 
(2); 

‘‘(B) navigate easily among and between 
the items described in paragraph (2) and 
other supporting materials; 

‘‘(C) download grant applications and re-
ports, in the single data standard adopted 
under section 9, individually or as a single 
data set; and 

‘‘(D) access individual grant applications 
and reports at web addresses that are dis-
tinct, permanent, unique, and searchable. 

‘‘(f) PUBLICATION OF INFORMATION.—Noth-
ing in this section shall be construed as re-
quiring the publication of information other-
wise exempt under section 552 of title 5, 
United States Code (popularly referred to as 
the ‘Freedom of Information Act’).’’; and 

(3) in subsection (h), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘All actions’’ and inserting ‘‘Except 

for actions relating to establishing the 
website required under subsection (e), all ac-
tions’’. 
SEC. 4. REPORT ON IMPLEMENTATION. 

The Federal Financial Assistance Manage-
ment Improvement Act of 1999 (31 U.S.C. 6101 
note) is amended by striking section 7 and 
inserting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 7. EVALUATION OF IMPLEMENTATION. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 9 months 
after the date of the enactment of the Fed-
eral Financial Assistance Management Im-
provement Act of 2009, and every 2 years 
thereafter until the date that is 15 years 
after the date of the enactment of the Fed-
eral Financial Assistance Management Im-
provement Act of 2009, the Director shall 
submit to Congress a report regarding the 
implementation of this Act. 

‘‘(b) CONTENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each report under sub-

section (a) shall include, for the applicable 
period— 

‘‘(A) a list of all grants for which an appli-
cant may submit an application using the 
website established under section 6(e); 

‘‘(B) a list of all Federal agencies that pro-
vide Federal financial assistance to non-Fed-
eral entities; 

‘‘(C) a list of each Federal agency that has 
complied, in whole or in part, with the re-
quirements of this Act; 

‘‘(D) for each Federal agency listed under 
subparagraph (C), a description of the extent 
of the compliance with this Act by the Fed-
eral agency; 

‘‘(E) a list of all Federal agencies exempted 
under section 6(d); 

‘‘(F) for each Federal agency listed under 
subparagraph (E)— 

‘‘(i) an explanation of why the Federal 
agency was exempted; and 

‘‘(ii) a certification that the basis for the 
exemption of the Federal agency is still ap-
plicable; 

‘‘(G) a list of all common application forms 
that have been developed that allow non- 
Federal entities to apply, in whole or in part, 
for multiple Federal financial assistance pro-
grams (including Federal financial assist-
ance programs administered by different 
Federal agencies) through a single common 
application; 

‘‘(H) a list of all common forms and re-
quirements that have been developed that 
allow non-Federal entities to report, in 
whole or in part, on the use of funding from 
multiple Federal financial assistance pro-
grams (including Federal financial assist-
ance programs administered by different 
Federal agencies); 

‘‘(I) a description of the efforts made by 
the Director and Federal agencies to commu-
nicate and collaborate with representatives 
of non-Federal entities during the implemen-
tation of the requirements under this Act; 

‘‘(J) a description of the efforts made by 
the Director to work with Federal agencies 
to meet the goals of this Act, including a de-
scription of working groups or other struc-
tures used to coordinate Federal efforts to 
meet the goals of this Act; and 

‘‘(K) identification and description of all 
systems being used to disburse Federal fi-
nancial assistance to non-Federal entities. 

‘‘(2) SUBSEQUENT REPORTS.—The second re-
port submitted under subsection (a), and 
each subsequent report submitted under sub-
section (a), shall include— 

‘‘(A) a discussion of the progress made by 
the Federal Government in meeting the 
goals of this Act, including the amendments 
made by the Federal Financial Assistance 
Management Improvement Act of 2009, and 
in implementing the strategic plan sub-
mitted under section 8, including an evalua-
tion of the progress of each Federal agency 

that has not received an exemption under 
section 6(d) towards implementing the stra-
tegic plan; and 

‘‘(B) a compilation of the reports sub-
mitted under section 8(c)(3) during the appli-
cable period. 

‘‘(c) DEFINITION OF APPLICABLE PERIOD.—In 
this section, the term ‘applicable period’ 
means— 

‘‘(1) for the first report submitted under 
subsection (a), the most recent full fiscal 
year before the date of the report; and 

‘‘(2) for the second report submitted under 
subsection (a), and each subsequent report 
submitted under subsection (a), the period 
beginning on the date on which the most re-
cent report under subsection (a) was sub-
mitted and ending on the date of the re-
port.’’. 
SEC. 5. STRATEGIC PLAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Financial 
Assistance Management Improvement Act of 
1999 (31 U.S.C. 6101 note) is further amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating sections 8, 9, 10, and 11 
as sections 9, 10, 11, and 12, respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after section 7, as amended 
by this Act, the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 8. STRATEGIC PLAN. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 
months after the date of the enactment of 
the Federal Financial Assistance Manage-
ment Improvement Act of 2009, the Director 
shall submit to Congress a strategic plan 
that— 

‘‘(1) identifies Federal financial assistance 
programs that are suitable for common ap-
plications based on the common or similar 
purposes of the Federal financial assistance; 

‘‘(2) identifies Federal financial assistance 
programs that are suitable for common re-
porting forms or requirements based on the 
common or similar purposes of the Federal 
financial assistance; 

‘‘(3) identifies common aspects of multiple 
Federal financial assistance programs that 
are suitable for common application or re-
porting forms or requirements; 

‘‘(4) identifies changes in law, if any, need-
ed to achieve the goals of this Act; and 

‘‘(5) provides plans, timelines, and cost es-
timates for— 

‘‘(A) developing an entirely electronic, 
web-based process for managing Federal fi-
nancial assistance, including the ability to— 

‘‘(i) apply for Federal financial assistance; 
‘‘(ii) track the status of applications for 

and payments of Federal financial assist-
ance; 

‘‘(iii) report on the use of Federal financial 
assistance, including how such use has been 
in furtherance of the objectives or purposes 
of the Federal financial assistance; and 

‘‘(iv) provide required certifications and 
assurances; 

‘‘(B) ensuring full compliance by Federal 
agencies with the requirements of this Act, 
including the amendments made by the Fed-
eral Financial Assistance Management Im-
provement Act of 2009; 

‘‘(C) creating common applications for the 
Federal financial assistance programs identi-
fied under paragraph (1), regardless of wheth-
er the Federal financial assistance programs 
are administered by different Federal agen-
cies; 

‘‘(D) establishing common financial and 
performance reporting forms and require-
ments for the Federal financial assistance 
programs identified under paragraph (2), re-
gardless of whether the Federal financial as-
sistance programs are administered by dif-
ferent Federal agencies; 

‘‘(E) establishing common applications and 
financial and performance reporting forms 
and requirements for aspects of the Federal 
financial assistance programs identified 
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under paragraph (3), regardless of whether 
the Federal financial assistance programs 
are administered by different Federal agen-
cies; 

‘‘(F) developing mechanisms to ensure 
compatibility between Federal financial as-
sistance administration systems and State 
systems to facilitate the importing and ex-
porting of data; 

‘‘(G) developing common certifications and 
assurances, as appropriate, for all Federal fi-
nancial assistance programs that have com-
mon or similar purposes, regardless of 
whether the Federal financial assistance pro-
grams are administered by different Federal 
agencies; 

‘‘(H) minimizing the number of different 
systems used to disburse Federal financial 
assistance; and 

‘‘(I) applying the single data standard 
adopted under section 9 to Federal grants 
and grant applications. 

‘‘(b) CONSULTATION.—In developing and im-
plementing the strategic plan under sub-
section (a), the Director shall consult with 
representatives of non-Federal entities and 
Federal agencies that have not received an 
exemption under section 6(d). 

‘‘(c) FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date on which the Director submits 
the strategic plan under subsection (a), the 
head of each Federal agency that has not re-
ceived an exemption under section 6(d) shall 
develop a plan that describes how the Fed-
eral agency will carry out the responsibil-
ities of the Federal agency under the stra-
tegic plan, which shall include— 

‘‘(A) clear performance objectives and 
timelines for action by the Federal agency in 
furtherance of the strategic plan; and 

‘‘(B) the identification of measures to im-
prove communication and collaboration with 
representatives of non-Federal entities on an 
on-going basis during the implementation of 
this Act. 

‘‘(2) CONSULTATION.—The head of each Fed-
eral agency that has not received an exemp-
tion under section 6(d) shall consult with 
representatives of non-Federal entities dur-
ing the development and implementation of 
the plan of the Federal agency developed 
under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) REPORTING.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date on which the head of a Federal 
agency that has not received an exemption 
under section 6(d) develops the plan under 
paragraph (1), and every 2 years thereafter 
until the date that is 15 years after the date 
of the enactment of the Federal Financial 
Assistance Management Improvement Act of 
2009, the head of the Federal agency shall 
submit to the Director a report regarding 
the progress of the Federal agency in achiev-
ing the objectives of the plan of the Federal 
agency developed under paragraph (1).’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 5(d) of the Federal Financial 
Assistance Management Improvement Act of 
1999 (31 U.S.C. 6101 note) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘, until the date on which the Fed-
eral agency submits the first report by the 
Federal agency required under section 
8(c)(3)’’ after ‘‘subsection (a)(7)’’. 
SEC. 6. DATA STANDARD REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) DATA STANDARD REQUIREMENTS.—The 
Federal Financial Assistance Management 
Improvement Act of 1999 (31 U.S.C. 6101 note) 
is further amended— 

(1) by redesignating sections 9, 10, 11, and 
12 as sections 10, 11, 12, and 13, respectively; 
and 

(2) by inserting after section 8, as added by 
this Act, the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 9. DATA STANDARD REQUIREMENTS. 

‘‘(a) DATA STANDARD REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Director of the Of-

fice of Management and Budget shall adopt a 

single data standard for the collection, anal-
ysis, and dissemination of business and fi-
nancial information for use by private sector 
entities in accordance with subsection (b) for 
information required to be reported to the 
Federal Government, and a single data 
standard for use by agencies within the Fed-
eral Government in accordance with sub-
section (c) for Federal financial information. 

‘‘(2) CHARACTERISTICS OF DATA STAND-
ARDS.—The single data standards required by 
paragraph (1) shall— 

‘‘(A) be common across all agencies, to the 
maximum extent practicable; 

‘‘(B) be a widely accepted, non-proprietary, 
searchable, computer-readable format for 
business and financial data; 

‘‘(C) be consistent with and implement— 
‘‘(i) United States generally accepted ac-

counting principles or Federal financial ac-
counting standards (as appropriate); 

‘‘(ii) industry best practices; and 
‘‘(iii) Federal regulatory requirements; 
‘‘(D) improve the transparency, consist-

ency, and usability of business and financial 
information; and 

‘‘(E) be capable of being continually up-
graded to be of maximum use as technologies 
and content evolve over time. 

‘‘(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF SINGLE DATA 
STANDARD FOR PRIVATE SECTOR.— 

‘‘(1) OMB GUIDANCE.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of the 
Federal Financial Assistance Management 
Improvement Act of 2009, the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget shall issue 
guidance to agencies on the use and imple-
mentation of the single data standard re-
quired by subsection (a) for information re-
quired to be reported to agencies by the pri-
vate sector. 

‘‘(2) AGENCY REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) REQUIREMENT.—To the maximum ex-

tent practicable and consistent with the 
guidance provided by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget under paragraph (1), the 
head of each agency shall require the use of 
the single data standard required by sub-
section (a) for business and financial infor-
mation reported to the agency by private 
sector companies. 

‘‘(B) IMPLEMENTATION.—The head of the 
agency shall begin implementing the re-
quirement of subparagraph (A) within one 
year after the date of the enactment of the 
Federal Financial Assistance Management 
Improvement Act of 2009. 

‘‘(c) IMPLEMENTATION OF SINGLE DATA 
STANDARD FOR FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.— 

‘‘(1) OMB DEVELOPMENT.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of the enactment of the 
Federal Financial Assistance Management 
Improvement Act of 2009, the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget shall de-
velop the single data standard required by 
subsection (a) for use by agencies within the 
Federal Government for Federal financial in-
formation. 

‘‘(2) OMB GUIDANCE.—Not later than 18 
months after the date of the enactment of 
the Federal Financial Assistance Manage-
ment Improvement Act of 2009, the Director 
shall issue guidance to agencies on the use 
and implementation of the single data stand-
ard developed under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(d) PUBLIC ACCESS TO DATA.—The head of 
each agency shall ensure that information 
collected using the single data standards re-
quired under this section is accessible to the 
general public in that format to the extent 
permitted by law. 

‘‘(e) REPORT.—Within one year after the 
date of the enactment of the Federal Finan-
cial Assistance Management Improvement 
Act of 2009, the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall submit to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform of the House of Representatives and 

the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs of the Senate a report 
on the status of the implementation of this 
section. 

‘‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘agency’ means 

any executive department, military depart-
ment, Government corporation, Government 
controlled corporation, independent estab-
lishment, or other establishment in the exec-
utive branch of the Government (including 
the Executive Office of the President), or any 
independent regulatory agency, but does not 
include— 

‘‘(A) the Government Accountability Of-
fice; 

‘‘(B) the Federal Election Commission; 
‘‘(C) the governments of the District of Co-

lumbia and of the territories and possessions 
of the United States, and their various sub-
divisions; or 

‘‘(D) Government-owned contractor-oper-
ated facilities, including laboratories en-
gaged in national defense research and pro-
duction activities. 

‘‘(2) EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, MILITARY DE-
PARTMENT, GOVERNMENT CORPORATION, GOV-
ERNMENT CONTROLLED CORPORATION, INDE-
PENDENT ESTABLISHMENT.—The terms ‘Execu-
tive department’, ‘military department’, 
‘Government corporation’, ‘Government con-
trolled corporation’, and ‘independent estab-
lishment’ have the meanings given those 
terms by chapter 1 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

‘‘(3) INDEPENDENT REGULATORY AGENCY.— 
The term ‘independent regulatory agency’ 
has the meaning given that term by section 
3502(5) of title 44, United States Code.’’. 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR USE OF SINGLE DATA 
STANDARD BY FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Section 5 
of the Federal Financial Assistance Manage-
ment Improvement Act of 1999 (31 U.S.C. 6101 
note) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) SINGLE DATA STANDARD REQUIRE-
MENT.—To the maximum extent practicable 
and consistent with the guidance provided by 
the Director under section 9, each Federal 
agency shall require the use of the single 
data standard adopted under section 9(b) 
for— 

‘‘(1) all applications for Federal financial 
assistance; and 

‘‘(2) all reports on the use of Federal finan-
cial assistance that the agency requires non- 
Federal entities to submit.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. 
BIGGERT) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to add any extraneous ma-
terials. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, on behalf of the 

Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform and Chairman ED TOWNS, 
I am proud to present S. 303, the Fed-
eral Financial Assistance Management 
Improvement Act of 2009, for consider-
ation. 
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Senate 303 was introduced by Senator 
GEORGE VOINOVICH of Ohio on January 
22, 2009, and passed by the United 
States Senate on March 17, 2009, by 
unanimous consent. The legislation 
was subsequently referred to the House 
Oversight Committee on March 18, 2009, 
and approved with a manager’s amend-
ment on December 10, 2009, by voice 
vote. 

Madam Speaker, the legislation will 
reauthorize and enhance the Federal 
Financial Assistance Management Im-
provement Act of 1999. Specifically, 
Senate 303 reauthorizes and makes sig-
nificant enhancements to the Web site, 
www.grants.gov, which serves as a cen-
tral location for grant applicants to 
search and apply for Federal grants, as 
well as to submit the necessary finan-
cial reports. The Web site is a one-stop- 
shop for grant recipients, alleviating 
much of the paperwork burden that has 
traditionally been associated with the 
grant application process and allowing 
recipients to focus their attention on 
serving the American public. 

In addition to reauthorizing the 
grants.gov Web site, Senate 303 directs 
the Office of Management and Budget 
to improve the administration of Fed-
eral grants and submit corresponding 
reports to Congress on its progress to-
wards this end. 

I’d also like to note that the gen-
tleman from California, Representative 
DARRELL ISSA, and the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform joined Chairman 
TOWNS in offering a manager’s amend-
ment to this legislation during our 
committee business meeting last week. 

The amendment makes a number of 
important technical changes to the 
bill. Specifically, it incorporates the 
provisions of H.R. 2392, the Govern-
ment Information Transparency Act, 
legislation directing the Office of Man-
agement and Budget to adopt a single 
data standard for the collection, anal-
ysis, and dissemination of business and 
financial information. The standard 
must be common across all Federal 
agencies and make the data widely 
available to the public. 

This standard will also be applied to 
the data on Federal grants, making it 
easier to evaluate the use of grant 
funds. This will make Federal financial 
information much more accessible to 
the public, thereby improving the 
transparency of this data and allowing 
the public to analyze it more easily. It 
will also improve the availability and 
interoperability of financial data re-
ported to the government by the pri-
vate sector, addressing concerns that 
the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform raised in their hear-
ings earlier this year. 

Madam Speaker, Senate 303 will help 
strengthen a great resource for Federal 
grant recipients as well as improve the 
public’s access to important financial 
data. 

I’d like to close my statement by 
thanking Chairman ED TOWNS, the gen-

tleman from Brooklyn, New York, and 
Ranking Member DARRELL ISSA, the 
gentleman from California, for their 
work on this measure, and I urge my 
colleagues to join both of those gentle-
men in supporting S. 303. 

And I reserve the balance of our 
time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, this bill will bring 
some much-needed transparency to the 
Federal Government. Senate 303 reau-
thorizes and improves the Federal Fi-
nancial Assistance Management Act of 
1999, which sought to simplify the ap-
plication and reporting requirements 
for Federal grants. It requires the OMB 
and Federal agencies to develop a stra-
tegic plan for streamlining Federal 
grant processes, and it codifies 
grants.gov, the Federal Government’s 
one-stop-shop for grant announcements 
and applications submission. 

S. 303’s new requirements are driven 
by a GAO assessment reporting that 
OMB and Federal agencies have made 
modest progress towards standardizing 
grant announcements and applications. 
The government has developed a stand-
ard format for grant announcements, 
began consolidating grant management 
systems, and set up a Web site, 
grants.gov. However, it, so far, has 
failed to develop a common system for 
a full-scale application, management, 
and reporting for financial assistance. 

Madam Speaker, I appreciate Chair-
man TOWNS’ willingness to work with 
us to incorporate language from H.R. 
2392, the Government Information 
Transparency Act, which was intro-
duced by Ranking Member ISSA. The 
provisions that were incorporated from 
the ranking member’s bill will enhance 
the collection, analysis, and dissemina-
tion of business and financial informa-
tion by the Federal Government 
through the use of a single data stand-
ard. Currently, the Federal Govern-
ment mandates disclosure of large 
amounts of information in a multitude 
of ways. Financial reports in a uniform 
format will be more transparent and 
more easily analyzed and critiqued by 
the public, the media, and the over-
sight community. 

In addition, S. 303 will require grant 
applications and reports to be made 
public and prepared according to a sin-
gle, consistent data standard. For the 
first time, watchdog groups, journal-
ists, and ordinary citizens will be able 
to see for themselves the promises and 
projections that grant applicants make 
in order to receive taxpayer dollars and 
then hold them directly accountable. A 
watchdog group publicizing waste or 
abuse of taxpayer money could put up 
a blog post linking directly to applica-
tions and reports describing how the 
money has been appropriated and 
spent. 

A citizen or a news reporter search-
ing for the name of a company might 
discover that the company had re-
ceived taxpayer money to complete a 

local infrastructure project and be able 
to hold the company directly account-
able for the use of public funds. Infor-
mation about the amount of money re-
quested, the amount of money spent, 
and progress on taxpayer-funded 
projects could be computed automati-
cally and easily. Taxpayers could de-
termine how much grant money had 
been awarded to a local business or 
nonprofit, and automatically compare 
the performance of different grant re-
cipients and recognize disparities in 
grant funding between States or con-
gressional districts. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank 
Chairman TOWNS and his staff for 
working with the Republicans on this 
important legislation by incorporating 
bipartisan language to increase trans-
parency in the Federal Government. I 
also want to commend Senator 
VOINOVICH for his hard work on this 
bill, and I ask my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

We have no further speakers, and I 
would yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. ISSA. Madam Speaker, earlier this year, 
I introduced H.R. 2392, the ‘‘Government In-
formation Transparency Act,’’ to make federal 
reporting of taxpayer dollars more accessible 
to the American people. In Committee, Chair-
man EDOLPHUS TOWNS and I were able to 
work on a bipartisan basis to get key provi-
sions of this legislation into S. 303, which is 
now under consideration by the House. 

The Government Information Transparency 
Act instructs the Office of Management and 
Budget to designate a single data standard for 
the collection, analysis, and dissemination of 
business and financial information required to 
be reported to the federal government. 

The federal government mandates disclo-
sure of large amounts of information: financial 
filings by public companies, call reports by fi-
nancial institutions, various disclosures by fed-
eral contractors, reports by recipients of tax-
payer-funded grant money, and the list goes 
on. Too often, these disclosures are in formats 
that don’t permit electronic searches and com-
parisons. Some disclosures, in fact, are still 
made using paper. Moreover, the formats vary 
from agency to agency, and even within agen-
cies. Unwieldy and incompatible data formats 
make reported information much less useful 
than it could be. Even worse, it creates com-
plex and overlapping layers of reporting that 
serve as the breeding ground for wasteful gov-
ernment. 

Information reported to the federal govern-
ment needs to become both fully searchable 
and fully standardized. Modern information 
technology can bridge these two gaps. An 
interactive data standard that relies on elec-
tronic tags to individually identify each element 
of information can render every piece of data 
separately readable by software. This inter-
activity allows the creation of databases that 
are far more useful than sequential, plain-text 
financial reports. And if the same standard 
were applied to every federal agency’s disclo-
sure programs—securities, banking, grants, 
contracts, and so on—unprecedented 
searches and comparisons would become 
possible. 
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So, the Government Information Trans-

parency Act requires the OMB to set up a sin-
gle interactive data standard for reported infor-
mation—a standardized, universal, and ma-
chine-readable format that will be made avail-
able to the general public. The use of a single 
data standard will still allow agencies to be 
flexible in how they require information to be 
submitted. Sophisticated companies might be 
asked to submit large data files; small compa-
nies and nonprofits could fill in Web-based 
forms that would automatically encode each 
element on their reports. The result: every re-
port would be computer-readable, and the un-
derlying data could be more easily extracted, 
searched, and analyzed. 

Financial and business information in a uni-
form format will be more transparent, and thus 
more accessible for public critique. Fraudulent 
transactions and irresponsible risk-taking can 
be more easily detected, search costs are re-
duced, and companies will be put under great-
er pressure to explain the underpinnings of the 
financial statements they release. Instead of 
assigning an immense oversight responsibility 
to a handful of federal employees, we can 
now enable the public to act as citizen-regu-
lators. And because information reported to 
different agencies will become compatible, in-
vestors, watchdog groups, and analysts will 
have powerful new searches at their disposal. 

The Government Information Transparency 
Act also requires a single data standard for 
federal financial information, to bring the same 
interactivity and compatibility to the disclo-
sures put out by federal agencies. By making 
this kind of information more accessible to the 
general public, we are unleashing the very 
best government watchdogs—the American 
people themselves—to expose waste, fraud, 
and abuse of their tax dollars. 

For business and financial information, the 
sunlight of transparency has always been the 
best disinfectant. Our Government Information 
Transparency Act, added to S. 303, will make 
that sunlight brighter and clearer than ever. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, in clos-
ing, I would just ask all Members to 
join with Senator VOINOVICH, Chairman 
TOWNS, and Ranking Member ISSA in 
support of this resolution, and I yield 
back the balance of our time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, S. 303, as 
amended. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING IMPORTANCE OF 
YOUTH RUNAWAY PREVENTION 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
resolution (H. Res. 779) recognizing and 
supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Runaway Prevention Month, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 779 

Whereas the prevalence of runaway and 
homelessness among youth is staggering, 
with studies suggesting that every year, be-
tween 1,600,000 and 2,800,000 youth live on the 
streets of the United States; 

Whereas running away from home is wide-
spread, and youth aged 12 to 17 are at a high-
er risk of homelessness than adults; 

Whereas runaway youth most often are 
youth who have been expelled from their 
homes by their families; physically, sexu-
ally, and emotionally abused at home; dis-
charged by State custodial systems without 
adequate transition plans; separated from 
their parents by death and divorce; too poor 
to secure their own basic needs; and ineli-
gible or unable to access adequate medical or 
mental health resources; 

Whereas effective programs supporting 
runaway youth and assisting youth and their 
families in remaining at home succeed be-
cause of partnerships created among fami-
lies, community-based human service agen-
cies, law enforcement agencies, schools, 
faith-based organizations, and businesses; 

Whereas preventing youth from running 
away from home and supporting youth in 
high-risk situations is a family, community, 
and national priority; 

Whereas the future well-being of the Na-
tion is dependent on the opportunities pro-
vided for youth and families to acquire the 
knowledge, skills, and abilities necessary for 
youth to develop into safe, healthy, and pro-
ductive adults; 

Whereas the National Network for Youth 
and its members advocate on behalf of run-
away and homeless youth, and provide an 
array of community-based support to address 
their critical needs; 

Whereas the National Runaway Switch-
board provides crisis intervention and refer-
rals to reconnect runaway youth to their 
families and link youth to local resources 
that provide positive alternatives to running 
away from home; and 

Whereas the National Network for Youth 
and National Runaway Switchboard are co-
sponsoring National Runaway Prevention 
Month in November to increase public 
awareness of the life circumstances of youth 
in high-risk situations, and the need for safe, 
healthy, and productive alternatives, re-
sources, and support for youth, families, and 
communities: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives— 
(1) recognizes the importance of youth run-

away prevention; and 
(2) urges support for greater public aware-

ness efforts and effective runaway youth pre-
vention programs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. 
BIGGERT) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and add any extraneous mate-
rials. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, on behalf of the 

House Committee on Oversight and 

Government Reform, I am pleased to 
present House Resolution 779 for con-
sideration. This resolution recognizes 
the importance of youth runaway pre-
vention and at-risk youth programs. 
House Resolution 779 was introduced 
by my friend and colleague, Represent-
ative JUDY BIGGERT of Illinois, on Sep-
tember 25, 2009, and was favorably re-
ported out of the Oversight Committee 
December 10, 2009, by unanimous con-
sent. Notably, this measure enjoys the 
support of 55 Members of Congress. 

Madam Speaker, according to the Na-
tional Runaway Switchboard, between 
1.6 million and 2.8 million young people 
run away from home every year. As ad-
ditionally noted by The New York 
Times in an October 25, 2009, article on 
this issue of runaway youth, this soci-
etal problem is growing. Specifically, 
The New York Times reported that the 
number of contacts made by federally 
financed outreach programs with run-
aways increased to 761,000 in 2008, and 
that was up from 550,000 in 2002, the 
year that the current methods of 
counting began. 

Notably, National Runaway Switch-
board reports that among those young 
people at greatest risk of running away 
and facing homelessness are those that 
have been expelled from school, those 
that have suffered domestic abuse, and 
those that have been discharged by 
State custodial systems without the 
benefit of an adequate transitional 
planning program. Additionally, young 
people who have separated from their 
parents by death or divorce, live in 
poverty, and/or are unable to access 
adequate or mental health resources 
are similarly at risk of running away 
and becoming homeless. And the Na-
tional Runaway Switchboard also re-
ports that youth homelessness affects 
males and females equally, although 
females are more likely to seek help 
through shelters and hotlines. 

Despite these concerning reports and 
statistical programs, there are efforts, 
such as The National Network for 
Youth and the National Runaway 
Switchboard, that provide effective 
support to runaway youth and assist 
young people and their families in re-
maining together by developing part-
nerships with families, community- 
based agencies, schools, and faith- 
based organizations. 

These two programs offer invaluable 
services, including advocacy on behalf 
of the runaway youth and their fami-
lies, crisis intervention, and various 
forms of community-based support to 
address critical needs. In addition, the 
two programs have worked together to 
cosponsor National Runaway Preven-
tion Month, which occurs in November, 
and attempts to increase public aware-
ness of the life circumstances of youth 
in high-risk situations and the need for 
safe, healthy, and productive alter-
natives, resources and support for run-
away youth and their families. 

Madam Speaker, in light of the prev-
alence of the problem of runaway 
youth as well as youth homelessness, 
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let us take this opportunity to join 
Mrs. BIGGERT of Illinois to pass House 
Resolution 779 and recognize the im-
portant role that youth runaway pre-
vention and at-risk youth programs 
play in addressing these issues. 

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to 
join Mrs. BIGGERT in supporting H. Res. 
779, and I reserve the balance of our 
time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in 
strong support of House Resolution 779, 
the resolution recognizing the goals 
and ideals of National Runaway Pre-
vention Month. This initiative is spon-
sored by my good friends at the Na-
tional Runaway Switchboard and the 
National Network for Youth. 

As the gentleman from Massachu-
setts mentioned, between 1.6 and 2.8 
million youth run away from home 
each year. According to the National 
Runaway Switchboard, crisis calls cit-
ing economic distress have increased 
200 percent since 2006. Incredibly, one 
in every 50 children will experience 
homelessness at some point in their 
lives. And although some youth will re-
turn within a few days of running 
away, others will remain on the 
streets, never to return. In far too 
many cases, these children will fall 
prey to the worst forms of exploitation, 
including the sex industry. In fact, 30 
percent more youth are using the sex 
industry as a means of survival today 
than in the year 2000. 

There are many reasons why children 
run away from home. Some are ex-
pelled from their homes by their fami-
lies or separated from their parents be-
cause of death or divorce. In other 
cases, the child may be fleeing from 
physical, sexual, and emotional abuse 
at home. Having run away, these 
youths are now homeless, without 
means to secure their own basic needs, 
and are often ineligible or unable to ac-
cess medical or mental health re-
sources. 

There are many individuals and orga-
nizations that are doing whatever they 
can to assist America’s runaway youth 
by providing food, shelter, clothing, 
and counseling. Others are working 
with families to prevent a child from 
running away in the first place. And 
still others are intervening and advo-
cating on behalf of the children and 
giving them options other than run-
ning away. 

With congressional support, the Na-
tional Runaway Switchboard provides 
crisis intervention and referrals to re-
connect the runaway youth with their 
families. 

b 1700 
It also helps link young people to 

local resources that provide positive 
alternatives to running away. 

Founded in the Chicago area in 1971, 
the NRS now provides comprehensive 
crisis intervention services for at-risk 
youth nationwide, including a 24-hour 
crisis hotline. 

In 1974, the National Network for 
Youth was founded to coordinate the 
work of community-based organiza-
tions that now represent hundreds of 
youth-oriented organizations and advo-
cate at the Federal level, provide infor-
mation on available services, and train 
organizations in best practices. 

I want to thank Mr. WOLF, Mr. STU-
PAK and Ms. LOFGREN, my fellow co- 
Chairs of the Congressional Caucus on 
Missing, Exploited and Runaway Chil-
dren for joining me on this important 
effort, and I thank the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) for man-
aging this bill. And I want to thank 
Mr. ISRAEL, who has worked with me 
on this important resolution for years. 

It is fitting for Congress to endorse 
the goals and ideals of National Run-
away Prevention Month and to high-
light the effort of those organizations 
that work so hard to help the youth of 
America who have left or who are con-
sidering leaving their homes for a dan-
gerous and uncertain life on the street. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
resolution. 

If the gentleman has no further 
speakers, I yield back the balance of 
my time 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise before you today in support of 
H. Res. 779, ‘‘Recognizing and supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Runaway Preven-
tion Month.’’ I would like to thank my col-
league Representative JUDY BIGGERT for intro-
ducing this very important piece of legislation. 

It is appalling that in the United States of 
America, the greatest country in the world, 
there is a staggering number of runaway and 
homeless youth. Studies suggest that every 
year, between 1,600,000 and 2,800,000 youth 
live on the streets of the United States. Run-
ning away from home is a widespread epi-
demic, and youth aged 12 to 17 are at a high-
er risk of homelessness than adults. What is 
terrifying is that traffickers exploit abused run-
aways or so-called ‘‘throwaways’’—children 
abandoned by their parents and living on the 
streets. 

Runaway youth most often are youth who 
have been expelled from their homes by their 
families; physically, sexually, and emotionally 
abused at home; discharged by State custo-
dial systems without adequate transition plans; 
separated from their parents by death and di-
vorce; too poor to secure their own basic 
needs; and ineligible or unable to access ade-
quate medical or mental health resources. 

There are effective programs supporting and 
assisting runaway youth. These programs suc-
ceed because of partnerships created among 
families, community-based human service 
agencies, law enforcement agencies, schools, 
faith-based organizations, and businesses. We 
must support and create more of these organi-
zations in order to save the future of this na-
tion. 

Preventing youth from running away from 
home and supporting those in high-risk situa-
tions should be a family, community, and na-
tional priority. The future well-being of the Na-
tion is dependent on the opportunities pro-
vided for youth and families to acquire the 
knowledge, skills, and abilities necessary for 
youth to develop into safe, healthy, and pro-
ductive adults. 

I want to recognize the National Network for 
Youth and its members for advocating on be-
half of runaway and homeless youth, and for 
providing an array of community-based sup-
port to address their critical needs. Additionally 
I would like to recognize the National Run-
away Switchboard for providing crisis interven-
tion and referrals to reconnect runaway youth 
to their families and link youth to local re-
sources that provide positive alternatives to 
running away from home. 

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion and to support National Runaway Preven-
tion Month in November to increase public 
awareness of the life circumstances of youth 
in high-risk situations, and the need for safe, 
healthy, and productive alternatives, re-
sources, and support for youth, families, and 
communities. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I want 
to thank Mrs. BIGGERT for her leader-
ship on this very important issue, and 
I want to urge my colleagues to sup-
port House Resolution 779. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 779, as amended. 

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. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

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

f 

COMMENDING THE REAL SALT 
LAKE SOCCER CLUB 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
resolution (H. Res. 942) commending 
the Real Salt Lake Soccer Club for 
winning the 2009 Major League Soccer 
Cup. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 942 

Whereas the Real Salt Lake soccer club 
won the 2009 Major League Soccer Cup, de-
feating the Los Angeles Galaxy at Qwest 
Field in Seattle, Washington on November 
22, 2009; 

Whereas Real Salt Lake played through 2 
sudden-death overtimes and a penalty-kick 
shootout to defeat the Galaxy; 

Whereas forward Robbie Findlay scored a 
goal in the second half to tie the game and 
force an overtime period; 

Whereas defender Robbie Russell scored 
the decisive fifth goal in the seventh round 
of the shootout to win the game; 

Whereas goalkeeper Nick Rimando blocked 
4 shots, including 2 in the shootout, and was 
named the Most Valuable Player of the 
game; 

Whereas head coach Jason Kreis is the 
youngest coach to win a Major League Soc-
cer Cup, and coached Real Salt Lake to its 
second post-season appearance since joining 
the team in 2007; and 
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Whereas Real Salt Lake defeated the top 2 

seeds in the Eastern Conference, the first- 
seeded Columbus Crew and the second-seeded 
Chicago Fire, to reach the championship 
game: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) commends the Real Salt Lake soccer 
club for winning the 2009 Major League Soc-
cer Cup; and 

(2) congratulates Real Salt Lake for win-
ning the first Major League Soccer Cup in 
the franchise’s history. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. 
BIGGERT) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and add any extraneous mate-
rials. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, at this 

time I would like to recognize the prin-
cipal lead sponsor of this resolution, 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. MATHE-
SON), for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MATHESON. I thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts for yield-
ing. 

You know, often when we have a 
sporting event about to come up, a lot 
of people predict what’s going to hap-
pen. But what’s great about sports is 
you never really know what’s going to 
happen. And while we often do a resolu-
tion to congratulate teams who have 
won a major championship, this is kind 
of special because the Real Salt Lake 
team went into the playoffs as the last 
team in. Eight teams made the playoffs 
for Major League Soccer this year. 
Real Salt Lake had the worst record, 
but it’s a team that throughout the 
course of this year has evolved, and in 
fact there was a stretch of 17 days be-
tween two games toward the end of the 
regular season where the team kind of 
rededicated itself and went through 
sort of a mini-training camp again, and 
when it came out of that camp, it 
seemed to be a different team. 

It got into the playoffs, and of course 
it was an underdog in its first round, 
and it won. It was an underdog in the 
semi-finals, and it won there, too. And 
then the championship against the 
L.A. Galaxy. In a shoot-out, the team 
was able to succeed. 

And there’s an interesting sign in the 
locker room of the Real Salt Lake 
team. The sign says, ‘‘The team is the 
star.’’ And in an era where we often 
celebrate great individual perform-
ances—and there are a number of indi-
viduals that certainly deserve men-
tion—still the concept of a team com-
ing together in a team sport seems to 
be a pattern and a formula for success. 
And in terms of the Real Salt Lake 

soccer team, that is exactly what hap-
pened. 

So I was thrilled to have the oppor-
tunity to offer this resolution. It was 
interesting going around to my col-
leagues to collect cosponsorships. This 
was something that was very accepted 
on both sides of the aisle. And again, I 
just think it’s great that we have a 
chance as a Congress to at least con-
gratulate this team on its great accom-
plishment in winning the Major League 
Soccer Cup in 2009. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 942 commending the Real Salt 
Lake Soccer Club for winning the 2009 
Major League Soccer Cup. 

Last month on November 22 in front 
of over 46,000 fans at Qwest Field— 
you’d think that we were in the UK 
with the popularity of soccer out there. 
But the Real Salt Lake Soccer Club 
won the 2009 Major League Soccer 
Club, defeating the Los Angeles Gal-
axy, and the final victory of a remark-
able five-game winning streak did not 
come easily. The Real Salt Lake Soc-
cer Club outlasted a formidable oppo-
nent through two sudden-death 
overtimes and a penalty kick shoot-out 
en route to a brilliant 5–4 victory. Con-
gratulations. 

This victory marked the culmination 
of a remarkable session for a team that 
I guess barely made the playoffs and 
only 5 years ago was a lowly expansion 
team. In fact, this victory is the first 
major pro sports championship in Utah 
for almost 40 years. 

Congratulations to the Real Salt 
Lake Soccer Club, their coach. Jason 
Kreis—the youngest coach to win a 
Major League Soccer Cup—and to Utah 
and their very many, many dedicated 
fans. 

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

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I just 
want to amplify what has been said by 
both the speakers. I think there’s a 
certain magic about this champion-
ship, that it was totally unexpected, 
and I, too, want to congratulate Coach 
Jason Kreis, who became the youngest 
coach to win a Major League Soccer 
Cup, and goalkeeper Nick Rimando, the 
Most Valuable Player. The Real Salt 
Lake won their first Major League Soc-
cer Cup in only their second appear-
ance in the Major League Soccer play-
offs. As a Red Sox fan who suffered for-
ever, I envy the early success. 

I do want to note that after com-
piling a regular season record of 11 
wins, 12 losses, and 7 ties, Real Salt 
Lake narrowly earned the final spot on 
the 2009 Major League Soccer Playoffs. 
This is a Cinderella team if there ever 
was one. 

Despite being the underdog, Real 
Salt lake orchestrated a series of im-
probable victories against the defend-
ing champion Columbus Crew and the 
Chicago Fire before—as has been men-
tioned here—beating the favored Los 
Angeles Galaxy in the Major League 
Soccer Cup. 

In the championship game, the Los 
Angeles Galaxy struck first with a goal 
by Mike Magee in the 41st minute of 
play, and many thought that might be 
it, but Real Salt Lake continued to 
play hard and managed to tie the game 
in the 61st minute of the game with a 
goal by Robbie Findley. The game 
ended in a tie and eventually went to 
penalty kicks, which Real Salt Lake 
won by a score of 5–4. 

Real Salt Lake’s victory in the MLS 
Cup stands as a testament to what can 
be achieved through hard work, dedica-
tion, and relentless team spirit. As 
USA Today wrote after the game, 
‘‘Major League Soccer has its most im-
probable champion in its 14-year his-
tory.’’ 

Real Salt Lake’s commitment to 
teamwork and perseverance in the face 
of adversity is both inspiring and com-
mendable. Their achievement deserves 
our praise, and personally I want to ap-
plaud the team’s players, coaches, 
management, and its fans who never 
gave up—all of those who helped in this 
unprecedented success in the Major 
League Soccer Cup. 

Madam Speaker, let us, as a body, 
take this opportunity to commend this 
year’s Major League Soccer Cup Cham-
pions through passage of House Resolu-
tion 942, join with Mr. MATHESON of 
Utah and congratulate Real Salt Lake 
on winning the 2009 Major League Soc-
cer Cup. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Speaker, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 942. 

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. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

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

f 

HONORING THE AMERICAN 
KENNEL CLUB 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 160) 
honoring the American Kennel Club on 
its 125th anniversary, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The text of the concurrent resolution 
is as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 160 

Whereas the American Kennel Club (AKC), 
headquartered in New York City, with an op-
erations center in Raleigh, North Carolina, 
was founded in 1884, operates the world’s 
largest registry of purebred dogs and is the 
Nation’s leading not-for-profit organization 
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devoted to the advancement, study, respon-
sible breeding, care, and ownership of dogs; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club ap-
proves, sanctions, and regulates the events 
of its 609 member clubs and monitors more 
than 4000 licensed and sanctioned clubs 
throughout the United States who hold 
events under American Kennel Club rules 
and regulations; 

Whereas in 2008, the American Kennel Club 
sanctioned or regulated 22,630 sporting 
events that included breed conformation, 
agility, obedience, earthdog, herding, field 
trial, retrieving, pointing, tracking, and 
coonhound events; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club honors 
the canine-human bond, advocates for the 
purebred dog as a family companion, ad-
vances canine health and well-being, works 
to protect the rights of all dog owners and 
promotes responsible dog ownership; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club pro-
motes responsible dog ownership and breed-
ing practices and supports thousands of vol-
unteers and teachers from affiliated clubs 
across the country who teach responsible dog 
ownership and safety around dogs; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club found-
ed and supports the AKC Humane Fund, 
which promotes the joy and value of respon-
sible pet ownership by supporting breed res-
cue activities, educating adults and children 
about responsible dog ownership, and assist-
ing human-services organizations that per-
mit domestic abuse victims access to shel-
ters with their pets; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club trains 
and employs kennel inspectors and conducts 
over 5,200 kennel inspections each year; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club pro-
motes responsible dog ownership, care, and 
handling of dogs to over 21,000 youths ages 9 
to 18 years old enrolled in its National Jun-
ior Organization; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club is the 
largest purebred dog registry in the world 
and the only registry that incorporates 
health screening results into its permanent 
dog records; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club offers 
the largest and most comprehensive set of 
DNA programs for the purposes of parentage 
verification and genetic identity to ensure 
reliable registration records; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club created 
and supports the Canine Health Foundation 
(CHF), which funds research projects focus-
ing on the genetics of disease, the canine ge-
nome map, and clinical studies, and has do-
nated over $22,000,000 to the CHF since 1995; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club created 
and operates DOGNY: America’s Tribute to 
Search and Rescue Dogs, which supports ca-
nine search and rescue organizations across 
the United States; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club annu-
ally awards $170,000 in scholarships to veteri-
nary and veterinary technical students; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club has re-
united more than 340,000 lost pets and their 
owners through the AKC Companion Animal 
Recovery (CAR) program; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club estab-
lished the AKC Canine Good Citizen pro-
gram, which certifies dogs with good man-
ners at home and in the community; 

Whereas the American Kennel Club main-
tains the world’s largest dog library and the 
Museum of the Dog in St. Louis, which 
houses one of the world’s largest collections 
of dog-related fine art and artifacts, both of 
which are open to the public; and 

Whereas the American Kennel Club cele-
brates its 125th anniversary this year: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That Congress honors the Amer-
ican Kennel Club for its service to dog own-
ers and the United States public. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. 
BIGGERT) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and add any extraneous mate-
rials. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, at this 

time, I would like to recognize the lead 
sponsor of this resolution, Representa-
tive DAVID PRICE, my friend from 
North Carolina, for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. I 
thank the gentleman, Madam Speaker, 
and I rise today in support of House 
Concurrent Resolution 160, honoring 
the contributions of the American Ken-
nel Club on its 125th anniversary. 

Over the course of these 125 years, 
the AKC has established itself as our 
Nation’s leading not-for-profit organi-
zation dedicated to the advancement, 
study, responsible breeding, care, and 
ownership of dogs. Today, dog owners 
throughout the United States can be 
proud of the work the club does to pro-
mote the responsible care that dogs de-
serve. 

With offices employing 300 constitu-
ents in my district in Raleigh, North 
Carolina, and additional staff in New 
York City, the AKC has also become a 
major source of good-paying jobs. 

Each year, the American Kennel Club 
sanctions and regulates over 20,000 
sporting events. It is also a leader in 
training inspectors and inspecting dog 
kennels, conducting more than 5,200 
kennel inspections each year. 

Through its national junior organiza-
tion, the AKC has enrolled over 21,000 
children aged 9 to 18 to promote re-
sponsible dog ownership, care, and han-
dling. 

In addition to serving as the world’s 
largest purebred dog registry, the AKC 
has also started a mixed breed program 
to allow all dogs to participate in a va-
riety of AKC’s sanctioned events. Var-
ious AKC programs support the ad-
vancement of canine health and well- 
being, and educate the public on re-
sponsible dog ownership. 

b 1715 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank Mr. 
LYNCH, Mrs. BIGGERT, Chairman 
TOWNS, and Ranking Member ISSA for 
moving this resolution forward, and 
my colleague from North Carolina (Mr. 
COBLE) and 51 other cosponsors for 
their help as well. 

I urge my colleagues to join in sup-
port. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise today in support of H. Con. Res. 
160, honoring the American Kennel 
Club for its service to dog owners 
throughout the United States. 

Founded in 1884, the Kennel Club op-
erates the largest registry for purebred 
dogs in the U.S. and is the country’s 
leading nonprofit organization dedi-
cated to the study of dogs and their 
care. This organization has 609 member 
clubs and monitors 4,000 licensed and 
sanctioned clubs holding events under 
the American Kennel Club rules and 
regulations. 

I have to say, I did show one dog that 
I had for a period of time, a basset 
hound, in Chicago, in the American 
Kennel Club at one of the shows, and 
it’s quite an experience for anybody to 
do that. It’s well run and well regu-
lated. 

The American Kennel Club has taken 
the lead in promoting responsible dog 
ownership and breeding practices as 
well as supporting thousands of volun-
teers across the country who teach 
safety to dog owners. In order to main-
tain the high standards for which the 
American Kennel Club is known, they 
conduct over 5,200 kennel inspections 
each year. And, as Mr. PRICE men-
tioned, youth ages 9 to 18 are enrolled 
in the National Junior Organization, 
which really helps to communicate the 
proper handling of dogs and allows 
them the opportunity to participate in 
shows at an early age. 

It has also created a Canine Health 
Foundation, which funds research 
projects focused on the genetics of dog 
diseases and clinical studies. The club 
annually awards over $170,000 in schol-
arships to veterinary students and vet-
erinary technical students and has re-
united thousands of dogs with their 
owners through its Companion Animal 
Recovery program. 

The American Kennel Club has been 
a part of communities of the United 
States since 1884 and continues to be a 
model for teaching responsible breed-
ing, care, and ownership of dogs. So we 
congratulate the American Kennel 
Club on its 125th anniversary. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I sim-

ply want to stand and join with Mr. 
PRICE of North Carolina in honoring 
the American Kennel Club for its serv-
ice on behalf of the study, the respon-
sible breeding and ownership of dogs. 

I do want to add that in addition to 
Mr. PRICE, who is the lead sponsor, this 
resolution has enjoyed the support of 
over 50 Members of Congress. As others 
have noted here, there’s been a long 
and illustrious history of the AKC in 
the United States, and they sanction 
and regulate the events of its 609 mem-
ber clubs as well as monitor over 400 li-
censed and sanctioned clubs located 
throughout the United States that hold 
events pursuant to AKC rules and regu-
lations. And as has been noted, the 
American Kennel Club sanctioned or 
regulated nearly 23,000 individual 
events across the country last year. 

Moreover, in promoting canine 
health and well-being, the American 
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Kennel Club has implemented a variety 
of kennel inspector training initia-
tives, with AKC-employed kennel in-
spectors conducting over 5,200 inspec-
tions each year. This is all great work 
that needs to be done and is proudly 
done by the AKC, an organization that 
funds research projects focused on the 
genetics of canine disease and to which 
the AKC has donated over $22 million 
since 1995. 

So, in closing, I would simply ask 
Members on both sides of the aisle to 
support Mr. PRICE and his resolution. 

Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California. 
Madam Speaker, I rise in strong support of H. 
Con. Res. 160, honoring the American Kennel 
Club on its 125th anniversary. 

As someone who is proud to have three 
loveable four-legged members of my own fam-
ily, Chavo, Baloo, and Pippin, I was eager to 
be an original cosponsor of this resolution. 
The American Kennel Club provides invalu-
able services to dog owners and breeders 
across the country. For the past one hundred 
and twenty-five years, this organization has 
been counted upon to promote best practices 
for training, regulation, inspection, and reg-
istration. 

Most Americans know the club for its annual 
dog shows, but it does much more. The Amer-
ican Kennel Club awards nearly $170,000 in 
scholarship money per year to veterinary stu-
dents and has donated nearly $22 million to 
the Canine Health Foundation. Younger own-
ers also learn proper skills for treatment and 
care of their dogs through the National Junior 
Organization. 

Every dog owner knows the bond that can 
develop between a family and its four-legged 
member. The American Kennel Club has 
worked to cultivate and encourage this rela-
tionship. The individuals of the AKC have self-
lessly worked to achieve high standards in 
each club function and for this they are to be 
commended. 

I want to thank the bill sponsor, Representa-
tive PRICE and my fellow co-sponsors for their 
strong support of the American Kennel Club. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of our time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the concurrent 
resolution, H. Con. Res. 160, as amend-
ed. 

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. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

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

f 

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 5 o’clock and 19 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m. 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. HALVORSON) at 6 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

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. Res. 779, by the yeas and nays; 
H. Res. 942, by the yeas and nays; 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

f 

RECOGNIZING IMPORTANCE OF 
YOUTH RUNAWAY PREVENTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 779, as amended, 
on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 779, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 341, nays 0, 
not voting 93, as follows: 

[Roll No. 969] 

YEAS—341 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 

Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (CA) 

Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 

Giffords 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Himes 
Hirono 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kissell 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Lynch 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 

Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—93 

Abercrombie 
Alexander 
Austria 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Berman 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Braley (IA) 
Carney 
Childers 
Chu 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Costa 

Crowley 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
Deal (GA) 
DeLauro 
Edwards (TX) 
Eshoo 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Grayson 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hodes 

Hoekstra 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan (OH) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Klein (FL) 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Marchant 
McCarthy (NY) 
Meeks (NY) 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
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Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 
Myrick 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Radanovich 
Richardson 
Rohrabacher 
Rush 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sestak 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Stark 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Tiberi 

Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

b 1858 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A resolution recognizing the impor-
tance of youth runaway prevention and 
at-risk youth programs.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

COMMENDING THE REAL SALT 
LAKE SOCCER CLUB 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution, H. Res. 942, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend 
the rules and agree to the resolution, 
H. Res. 942. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 347, nays 0, 
not voting 87, as follows: 

[Roll No. 970] 

YEAS—347 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 

Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Clarke 
Cleaver 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (KY) 

Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Fallin 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Giffords 

Gingrey (GA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Hill 
Himes 
Hirono 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kissell 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Lynch 
Manzullo 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Massa 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Melancon 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Tim 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Quigley 
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 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wittman 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—87 

Abercrombie 
Alexander 
Austria 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Berman 
Bishop (UT) 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Braley (IA) 
Carney 
Childers 
Chu 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 

Crowley 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 
Deal (GA) 
Edwards (TX) 
Eshoo 
Frank (MA) 
Gerlach 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Grayson 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hodes 

Hoekstra 
Johnson (IL) 
Jordan (OH) 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Klein (FL) 
Langevin 
Loebsack 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Marchant 
McCarthy (NY) 
Meeks (NY) 
Mica 
Michaud 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murtha 

Myrick 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Radanovich 
Rohrabacher 
Rush 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sestak 

Shuler 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Stark 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Tiberi 
Wamp 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Weiner 
Welch 
Wexler 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote. 

b 1906 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I re-
gret missing floor votes on Monday, December 
14, 2009 due to travel. If I was present, I 
would have voted: ‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall 969, 
agreeing to H. Res. 779—Recognizing and 
supporting the goals and ideals of National 
Runaway Prevention Month; ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall 
970, agreeing H. Res. 942—Commending the 
Real Salt Lake soccer club for winning the 
2009 Major League Soccer Cup. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. MICA: Madam Speaker, delays to US 
Airways flight 859 caused me to be unavoid-
ably detained, and I was unable to vote on 
rollcalls 969 and 970. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on each of these 
measures. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H. RES. 648 

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove my 
name from H. Res. 648. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will now entertain 1-minute re-
quests. 

f 

KC–X COMPETITION 

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

Mr. DICKS. Madam Speaker, Amer-
ica’s workers and America’s industries 
have never shied away from competi-
tion. Our readiness to compete is a part 
of who we are. It is a driver that has 
been fundamental to our Nation’s suc-
cess. 

However, competition must be fair if 
it is to serve us well. This evening, I 
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rise to draw attention to a fundamen-
tally unfair competition that our De-
partment of Defense seems intent on 
pursuing: the competition for the Air 
Force’s KC–X tanker program. 

One of the proposals for this solicita-
tion will be based on an Airbus A330 
aircraft. This aircraft received $5.7 bil-
lion in government subsidies that the 
World Trade Organization has ruled to 
be in violation of the rules that the 
WTO nations have agreed to. In total, 
Airbus platforms have received over $15 
billion that the WTO has found to be il-
legal, agreeing with the complaint filed 
by the U.S. Government in 2004. These 
subsidies have contributed to a 40 per-
cent decline in U.S. market share for 
commercial aircraft and the loss of 
thousands of jobs. Lockheed and 
McDonnell Douglas are no longer in 
the business. 

In spite of this record, the Depart-
ment of Defense stubbornly refuses to 
include any provision in the tanker so-
licitation that accounts for these sub-
sidies. This simply isn’t right. 

f 

THE AIR REFUELING TANKER 
(Mr. TIAHRT asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TIAHRT. Madam Speaker, over 
the past several months, Airbus and 
their congressional allies have been 
pushing the Pentagon to change the re-
quirements for the air refueling tanker 
so that the French company will win 
the contract. Just last month, the Air-
bus team sent the Department of De-
fense a clear ultimatum: If you don’t 
change your requirements, we won’t 
bid. The Air Force needs an air refuel-
ing tanker that meets the needs of the 
warfighter, not the needs of the 
French. 

Airbus is gambling that the threat of 
not having a competition will force the 
Air Force to change their require-
ments, the very same requirements 
that were determined by the Air Force 
to meet the needs of the warfighter. To 
change them to meet the needs of the 
competition does not serve the inter-
ests of our fighting men and women or 
the Nation. 

If Airbus chooses not to offer the 
tanker in a bid that the Air Force 
needs, then that’s their choice, and 
then the decision will be an easy one 
for the Pentagon. After 7 years of try-
ing to recapitalize the KC–135 tanker 
fleet, we know what it takes to ensure 
that the warfighter gets the tanker 
they need and the taxpayer gets the 
protections we need, even in a sole- 
source award. 

Our military and American workers 
shouldn’t have to wait any longer for 
the tanker they both deserve: an Amer-
ican tanker built by American workers 
at an American company. 

f 

WTO AIRBUS TANKER RULING 
(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, 
after 23 straight months of job losses, 
we must do more to preserve and to 
create American jobs, and we must en-
sure a fair and a level playing field for 
U.S. manufacturers. 

The World Trade Organization re-
cently found that Airbus has been re-
ceiving illegal subsidies that violate 
global rules and stifle real competition 
in the aerospace industry. We should 
not reward these illegal trade prac-
tices. As such, the Pentagon should 
take into account this ruling when 
considering bids for the next genera-
tion air refueling tanker contract. 

Awarding this contract to Airbus 
means the loss of at least 14,000 Amer-
ican jobs to Europe. In today’s econ-
omy, we cannot afford any more job 
loss. We cannot continue to allow our 
foreign competitors an unfair economic 
advantage nor can we let our domestic 
defense manufacturing base erode as 
we have. 

I strongly urge the Department of 
Defense to consider these billions of 
dollars in illegal European subsidies. 
When bidding the tanker contract, it is 
time to put our workers, American 
workers, and our security first. 

f 

SHAKE-A-LEG MIAMI 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I would like to recognize the noble 
work of a wonderful south Florida or-
ganization, Shake-A-Leg Miami. 
Founded in 1982 by Harry Horgan, 
Shake-A-Leg Miami helps children and 
adults who have physical, develop-
mental, and economic challenges. How 
does it do that? Through the joy of 
sailing. 

Harry, who was paralyzed in a tragic 
automobile accident at the age of 22, 
did not let his disability keep him from 
his lifelong love of sailing. With opti-
mism and determination, Harry cre-
ated Shake-A-Leg Miami. Its programs 
have made a difference in the lives of 
over 10,000 individuals. For the past 25 
years, Shake-A-Leg has been instru-
mental in empowering individuals so 
that they can reach their highest po-
tential for an independent life. 

My youngest daughter volunteered at 
Shake-A-Leg, and the experience for 
both participants and volunteers is 
life-changing. Shake-A-Leg is a re-
markable organization whose contribu-
tions have made the lives of countless 
children more fulfilling. I am honored 
to have such a fine organization in my 
congressional district. 

f 

UNFAIR AIRBUS COMPETITION 

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

Mr. INSLEE. Madam Speaker, we 
cannot allow a great injustice to the 
American worker, to the American 
warfighter and to the American tax-
payer, which would happen if a con-
tract for the Air Force tanker goes to 
the Airbus contractor without taking 
into consideration these massive ille-
gal subsidies that the Airbus compet-
itor has received. 

We have decided and we have deter-
mined, the U.S. Government, that Air-
bus has received multibillion dollars of 
illegal subsidies, which have allowed 
them to develop a tanker with which 
they now have to bid against an Amer-
ican contractor, the Boeing Company. 

We are calling upon the administra-
tion to do the right thing, which is in 
the contracting process, and figure into 
the respective bids the amount of the 
illegal subsidies that the Airbus com-
pany has received. And they can do 
that by having the countervailing duty 
section of the U.S. Department of 
Trade Representative determine the 
amount of that illegal subsidy. When 
that illegal subsidy is added to the Air-
bus bid, the right thing will happen, 
and we will have American jobs. 

f 

b 1915 

WHITE HOUSE TRESPASSERS 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
in a purported letter to the editor, 
Alicia Church states, ‘‘I don’t under-
stand why the White House is so upset 
about two party crashers . . . Is it ap-
propriate and politically correct to call 
them party crashers just because they 
trespassed? 

‘‘Does that make them criminals? 
Isn’t that discrimination? Shouldn’t 
they be rewarded for such bold and 
brave behavior? Maybe they were just 
trying to feed their family? Isn’t it 
more appropriate to call them undocu-
mented guests? Just because they 
weren’t officially invited guests doesn’t 
mean they should be treated like 
criminals. 

‘‘Maybe they should get free health 
care, free housing, free legal services, 
and free White House green cards so 
next time they can enter legally. And 
they should be able to bring all of their 
relatives and family members, too. 

‘‘How can anyone be mad at them 
just because they crossed over some ar-
bitrary man-made border? They were 
only doing things that regularly in-
vited guests didn’t want to do, like 
hang out with Vice President BIDEN. 
How can the White House punish these 
poor, oppressed, undocumented visi-
tors?’’ 

Madam Speaker, how ironic; the gov-
ernment panics about two White House 
trespassers while the thousands who il-
legally trespass across our borders are 
completely ignored. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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COMMEMORATING THE LIFE OF 

EDWARD JOSEPH KELLY III 
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise with a very sad duty 
today. As the chairwoman of the 
Transportation Security and Infra-
structure Protection Committee on 
Homeland Security, I rise to pay trib-
ute to the late Edward Joseph Kelly 
III, who passed away this month. 

He was born October 1, 1942, in New 
York. He joined the Navy and served 
his country and graduated from the 
University of Scranton in 1967, and he 
retired as vice president and controller 
of Emery Worldwide in 2000. 

He truly is an American hero, for 
after 9/11 he could not sit still. In re-
sponse to that horrific tragedy, Mr. 
Kelly left retirement to join the De-
partment of Homeland Security, sign-
ing on as the first general manager of 
the air cargo security for the Federal 
Transportation Security Administra-
tion, whose mission is securing the Na-
tion’s transportation network. 

Air cargo industry officials have indi-
cated and gone on record to say he 
transformed the industry. If future air-
line passengers feel safe about what is 
carried in the belly of a cargo plane, 
then they should credit Mr. Kelly. Offi-
cials who worked with him said that he 
was an impeccable professional. He 
loved this country. Yes, a Navy man. 
And the president of the Cargo Secu-
rity Alliance said that he was front and 
center on this work. 

Madam Speaker, his contributions 
were immeasurable. He is a great 
American hero. I pay tribute to this 
distinguished American, Edward Jo-
seph Kelly III. Thank you, and may 
you rest in peace. 

Madam Speaker, I wish to take this time to 
commemorate the life of a great American, 
and an outstanding public servant—Edward 
Joseph Kelly III, who died Saturday at Inova 
Alexandria Hospital of Legionnaires’ pneu-
monia. 

He was born Oct. 1, 1942, in New York, the 
third child and oldest son of the late Edward 
and Jessie Cobane Kelly. Mr. Kelly completed 
service in the Navy before graduating from the 
University of Scranton in 1967, and retired as 
vice president and controller of Emery World-
wide in 2000. 

In response to 9/11, Mr. Kelly left retirement 
to join the Department of Homeland Security, 
signing on as the first general manager of air 
cargo security for the Federal Transportation 
Security Administration, whose mission is se-
curing the Nation’s transportation network. 

Air cargo industry officials have gone on 
record saying he had transformed their indus-
try. If future airline passengers feel secure that 
the commercial cargo in the belly of their flight 
will not blow up or poison them, they should 
credit Mr. Kelly, officials said. Walt Beadling, 
president of the Cargo Security Alliance, a 
trade group, told reporters ‘‘He’s been front 
and center in this work of implementing the 
plan to secure air cargo.’’ Acting TSA adminis-
trator Gale D. Rossides wrote in an e-mail to 
employees, ‘‘Ed’s contributions to TSA are im-
measurable.’’ 

He was responsible for implementing a Fed-
eral law that requires screening of all cargo 
transported by flights originating in the United 
States by next August. The voluntary system 
established by Mr. Kelly and his team shifted 
screening responsibility to shippers before 
cargo reach airports. TSA certifies shippers 
and their facilities. 

His friendships span the globe. He and his 
wife, Ann, enjoyed a network of family and 
friends on many continents and most loved re-
turning home to Lake Ariel and Ireland. He 
loved the sea and spent his early retirement 
years traveling by boat from San Francisco, to 
Newport, R.I. On this trip, he and Ann bravely 
cruised the Pacific coasts of California, Mexico 
and Central America, passed through the Pan-
ama Canal into the Atlantic and crossed the 
Caribbean Sea. 

He is survived by his wife and three sons, 
Edward IV and wife, Sasithorn, Bangkok, Thai-
land; Packy and wife, Robyn, Redwood 
Shores, Calif.; and Daniel and wife, Crissy, 
Fairfield, Conn.; three sisters, Maureen Kelly 
Dufour, Kathleen Kelly Hoban and Rosemary 
Kelly Morgan; three grandchildren, Devin, 
Mairead and Catherine; several nieces and 
nephews. 

That is why I stand here today—to offer my 
condolences to Mr. Kelly’s family, and grati-
tude for his public service. 

f 

DEBT CEILING 

(Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida asked and was given permission to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Madam Speaker, it is a darn good 
thing that the credit reporting agen-
cies don’t factor in each American’s 
share of the national debt when they 
calculate an individual’s credit scores. 
If the agencies did, there would be 
quite a few otherwise-eligible bor-
rowers who couldn’t get a mortgage or 
a car loan. 

Think about that. I wonder why they 
don’t include the national debt? Per-
haps it’s because no one seems to think 
it’s real. Madam Speaker, it is real. 

Last year, America spent $250 billion 
in interest payments alone, $250 bil-
lion. That’s $250 billion a year we can-
not invest in America’s future. Yet, in 
spite of this situation, Congress is pre-
paring to increase the debt again by 
another $1.8 trillion. Attaching it to a 
must-pass Defense bill holds our troops 
hostage. And it might be convenient 
politics, but our country deserves 
much better. 

Congress should use the TARP re-
turns to pay down the debt and redirect 
the failed stimulus money to tax re-
forms that actually work. Wouldn’t 
that be unique? 

f 

GLOBAL WARMING 

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, coal 
miners used to keep a canary with 
them to let them know when the air 
was getting dangerous. Today, we have 

much more sophisticated measure-
ments, but the concept is still the 
same: The canary is dying. 

Over 200 peer-reviewed studies have 
concluded that global warming is real 
and potentially catastrophic. No sci-
entific peer-reviewed studies have 
found the opposite. None. But some of 
my colleagues have seized on a few ille-
gally hacked e-mails to convince them-
selves that the little bird is fine. Well, 
that must be comforting, except it ig-
nores the nasty case of asthma from in-
creased emissions and the tiny bits of 
soot that thicken the canary’s blood 
and boost harmful inflammation. 

Watching my colleagues hold the ca-
nary like Monty Python’s dead parrot 
would be funny if it were just an imagi-
nary bird, but it’s not a canary we’re 
killing with increased emissions. It’s 
our children. 

And that’s the way it will always be. 
f 

BREAST CANCER AWARENESS 

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, breast cancer mam-
mograms have been in the news with 
concern for Federal Government guide-
lines on who should have a mammo-
gram and at what age. 

More relevant is the fact that breast 
cancer is the most common cancer 
among American women next to skin 
cancers. The American Cancer Society 
estimates that 40,170 women will die 
from breast cancer in 2009. 

As daunting as that figure is, there is 
another figure that tells the story. At 
this time, there are more than 2.5 mil-
lion breast cancer survivors in the 
United States. 

Death rates from breast cancer have 
been declining since about 1990. The de-
creases are believed to be the result of 
earlier detection through screening and 
increased awareness, as well as im-
proved treatment. 

Guidelines are simply that. Every 
woman should talk to her physician 
about her past history and current 
health to determine the frequency of 
mammogram exams. 

This disease touches us all. I doubt 
there is anyone here who doesn’t have 
a relative who has suffered from breast 
cancer. In this season of giving, en-
courage your loved ones to talk to 
their physicians and have screening 
tests as often as they suggest. It will 
save lives. 

f 

WHITE HOUSE CONSIDERS 
BUSINESSES THE ENEMY 

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, the White House considers business 
owners the opposition, but don’t take 
my word for it. In his autobiography, 
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Mr. Obama wrote that when he worked 
in the business world, he felt like a 
‘‘spy behind enemy lines.’’ 

So it’s no surprise that as President, 
he has appointed fewer people with 
business backgrounds to Cabinet posi-
tions than any other President in over 
a century, according to an analysis by 
J.P. Morgan. Maybe that explains why 
the President favors government con-
trol of the health care, energy, auto-
mobile, banking, insurance, and stu-
dent loan industries. 

Perhaps the administration has for-
gotten that without employers, there 
would be no employees, and that small 
businesses generate 65 percent of the 
new jobs in America. It is the private 
sector, not the government, that 
makes America productive and pros-
perous. Business owners are our 
friends, not the enemy. 

f 

RUNAWAY SPENDING 

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

Mr. INGLIS. Madam Speaker, this 
week follows a surreal week last week. 
Last week, we did an omnibus bill that 
spends $446.8 billion. That’s on top of 
the $634.2 billion from other discre-
tionary spending. Those are increases 
of 7.6 percent over 2009 levels and 16.8 
percent over 2008 levels. This is on top 
of the mandatory spending programs 
like Social Security, Medicare, and 
Medicaid. 

That is why this week the 
surrealness will continue as the major-
ity will find it necessary to increase 
the debt limit from $12 trillion, which 
is 20 percent of GDP. They will raise it 
by another $2 trillion. 

Madam Speaker, we must stop the 
runaway train. We must stop the run-
away spending. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE SACRIFICE OF 
OUR NAVY SEALS AND THE IN-
JUSTICE CURRENTLY OCCUR-
RING 

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

Mr. BOOZMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize the valor, sac-
rifice, and contribution of the United 
States Navy SEALs and to bring atten-
tion to a great injustice. 

Our SEALs routinely defend our Na-
tion in some of the most dangerous 
places in the world, sacrificing their 
lives for their mission and our country; 
yet recently, three of our SEALs have 
been forced to defend their honor. 

The alleged mastermind of the brutal 
murder of four American security con-
tractors claims that these SEALs 
punched him in the stomach while he 
was being detained under supervision. 
Despite reports that he was armed at 
the time, he was captured without the 
SEALs firing a shot. Because of the ac-
cusation, these SEALs opted to have a 

court martial rather than a nonjudicial 
punishment that would have essen-
tially been an admission of guilt. 

Rather than a trial, we should be giv-
ing these guys a medal. I am pleased 
that these men will have the oppor-
tunity to defend their honor and con-
fident that justice will be served. At 
this time, we must not waste the time 
and resources of our Armed Forces on 
political correctness and facts based on 
hearsay of terrorists and other people 
who wish our country harm. 

f 

GIVING A VOICE TO TEA PARTY 
ACTIVIST 

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

Mr. MCCAUL. Madam Speaker, to-
night I want to give a voice to one of 
my constituents by the name of Jen-
nifer Heiden. She is a TEA party activ-
ist. She wrote me a letter. She said, 
‘‘My name is Jennifer Heiden. I am a 
wife, a daughter, a mother, a sister, 
business professional, and grassroots 
leader. 

‘‘We are dismayed at this Congress 
and its proposed health care legisla-
tion. You stress accountability and 
transparency, but fail to disclose to the 
American people that its 20-year costs 
are in the $4.9 trillion price range once 
you cut through the budget gimmicks. 
You avoid town halls and citizen gath-
erings since you found that we had 
questions you could not or would not 
answer. And you draft bills in secret 
and give no one sufficient time to read 
them or understand them. 

‘‘The majority of Americans do not 
want this bill, and you know it. Do 
what this country elected you to do. 
Scrap this legislation and give us 
health care reform that will help—not 
hurt—this country and its citizens.’’ 

f 

WE MUST STOP UNNECESSARY 
SPENDING 

(Mrs. SCHMIDT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Madam Speaker, I 
rise once again to remind this body 
that we must stop the unbridled spend-
ing that continues to raise our deficit. 

We have been reminded by Moody’s 
that we are in jeopardy of losing our 
AAA rating by 2013 if we do not get our 
spending under control. Today, Bar-
ron’s echoed the same warning. 

Our debt ceiling currently is $12 tril-
lion. It is my understanding we are 
going to be asked to raise it an addi-
tional $2 trillion this week. Enough is 
enough. We must stop this unnecessary 
spending and stop it now before it is 
too late. We cannot spend our way into 
prosperity. I fear the results. 

f 

b 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. 

f 

PAYING TRIBUTE TO COACH 
BOBBY BOWDEN 

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

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, I 
rise tonight to pay tribute to Bobby 
Bowden, who will coach his last game 
on January 1. Coach Bowden will retire 
following the Gator Bowl, ending an 
amazing career as one of college foot-
ball’s most successful coaches. 

Many of us may not realize that 
Bobby Bowden was an outstanding 
football player in his own right. He 
graduated from Woodlawn High School 
in Birmingham, and he achieved his 
dream of playing quarterback for the 
University of Alabama before transfer-
ring to Howard College, now Samford 
University. 

After college, Bowden worked his 
way up to becoming head coach for 4 
years at Samford, and he later was 
head coach for 6 years at West Vir-
ginia, but it’s his 34 years as head 
coach at Florida State for which he 
will most be remembered. 

In 1976, he took the reins of his Semi-
noles team that had gone winless the 
previous season. From that unlikely 
beginning, he built one of the 
powerhouses of modern college foot-
ball. During his 34 years at the helm of 
Florida State, he led his teams to 31 
bowl games, including the past 28 years 
in a row, during which he once went 14 
consecutive bowl games without a loss. 
He was named coach of the year six 
times, and is already a member of col-
lege football’s hall of fame. From 1987 
to 2000, Bowden’s Florida State teams 
compiled a streak of 14 consecutive 
years in the season-ending top 5. Dur-
ing that time, he coached two Heisman 
Trophy winners, and his Seminoles 
played in five national championship 
games, winning two. 

It was in the beginning of that streak 
in the late 1980s that I first encoun-
tered Coach Bowden. As he did with so 
many, he left upon me an indelible im-
pression. As a walk-on on the Seminole 
football team, I had the good fortune 
to see firsthand Coach Bowden’s rare 
skill on the practice field, but it was 
his kindness and generosity away from 
football that I will most remember. 

While serious about winning, with 
the results to prove it, what most 
stands out about Bobby Bowden is his 
love of people. Known for his down-to- 
Earth colloquialisms and disarming 
Southern drawl, he can charm even the 
most intense personality. He is never 
at a loss for words, and sportswriters 
across the country will surely miss his 
quick wit and accessibility. 

On the Seminole practice squad, I oc-
cupied, perhaps, the lowest possible po-
sition on the team, yet Coach Bowden 
treated me and every player with re-
spect. When you crossed paths with 
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him, he never failed to ask about your 
schoolwork, your family, your home-
town or about some other personal 
facts about you that he somehow re-
membered. I used to think that this 
was just coincidence or somehow re-
lated just to me, but what you quickly 
learn in spending time around Bobby 
Bowden is that he is like that with ev-
eryone, not just on the team or on 
campus but anywhere he goes in the 
country, whether it be to an alumni 
meeting, to a business luncheon, or to 
a church service. He has that rare abil-
ity to make a personal connection with 
everyone he meets. It is why the Na-
tional Citizenship Award, presented an-
nually by the Fellowship of Christian 
Athletes, now bears his name. 

So, for all of his success as a football 
coach, the true legacy of Bobby Bow-
den is the impact he has on people and 
on the lives he has touched. Just as 
much as his coaching record, the rela-
tionships that he built and the friends 
he made during his 80-plus years and 
counting will long be remembered. My 
best wishes and congratulations go out 
to Bobby and Ann Bowden as they now 
embark on this next chapter of their 
lives together. 

f 

CLIMATE CHANGE IN IRAN 

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. Madam Speaker, 
the whole world has been watching 
what has taken place in Copenhagen, 
Denmark last week and this week. All 
the talk is about climate change and 
how man is affecting the climate, but 
what we need in this world is a climate 
change in Iran. That’s right. We need 
to change the atmosphere in Iran with 
what has taken place with the little 
man from the desert, Ahmadinejad. 

Last week and even this week, thou-
sands of students—and here is a photo-
graph of some of them—have taken to 
the streets to protest the regime of 
Ahmadinejad and how oppressive it is. 
They are complaining in this peaceful 
protest against the tyranny against the 
people of Iran. Not only Ahmadinejad, 
but they are protesting the radical 
mullahs and the Iranian military. 

You see, these young people want 
what everybody throughout the world 
wants—freedom. Somewhere down in 
the way that we are made there is this 
spark; there is this flame of freedom. 
The people in Iran don’t have that, so 
the young people have taken to the 
streets—the sons of Iran, the daughters 
of democracy—and they are protesting 
the oppressive government. They are 
protesting the fraudulent elections 
that got Ahmadinejad elected last sum-
mer. They are protesting the fact that 
they have no freedom in their own 
country. They have suffered the con-
sequences for these protests. They have 
been beaten. They have been 
teargassed. They have been hauled off 
to jail. 

The press has been oppressed as well. 
In fact, what has occurred is that the 
Internet has been closed, and cell 
phones have been blocked—all in the 
name of preventing young people and 
others from protesting this oppressive 
regime. 

We all remember this past summer 
how numerous students were murdered 
in the streets just because they com-
plained to their government about 
what was taking place. Already 80 of 
those protesters, political prisoners, 
have been tried by the star chamber— 
in secret, away from anybody in a pub-
lic trial—and 80 of them have received 
sentences in an Iranian prison of 15 
years or more, and 5 of them have re-
ceived a sentence of the death penalty. 

Why? What is their crime? 
Their crime is objecting to the op-

pression of their own government, and 
for that, they are punished. Of course, 
others have been shot in the streets 
just because they have taken to the 
streets to protest their government. 

You know, the students aren’t the 
only ones who have been arrested. 
Journalists have been arrested. Clerics, 
who call themselves ‘‘reform clerics,’’ 
and other people—all for the same rea-
son—objecting to their government. 
They object to what has taken place. 

By blocking the cell phones and 
Internet access, the government had 
hoped to keep the word from getting 
out to the rest of the world about this 
pollution, about this horrible climate 
in Iran, but the word has gotten out— 
photographs such as this one here. 
Here is another one of a young Iranian 
student having been beaten for taking 
to the streets to protest his govern-
ment last week. This one also escaped 
the controlled press of the Iranian Gov-
ernment. 

You know, Iran violates its own con-
stitution by not allowing its people to 
protest and to lawfully assemble. They 
are standing for basic human rights. 
That’s right—the right to peaceably as-
semble and to object to your govern-
ment and what it’s doing to you. It’s 
the right of free speech—a basic human 
right. It’s the right of a free press, 
which is a right we take for granted in 
this country. 

So we need a regime change in Iran. 
The way to do that is to help these 
young people and the people who want 
to change their regime. We must sup-
port them. This country should support 
them in any way that we can. 

Yes, President Ahmadinejad is the 
pollution of the world, and we need a 
change of climate in Iran. The students 
are sending a message to Iran’s rogue 
government that you can beat us, you 
can arrest us, you can imprison us, but 
you will not stop us, and you will not 
intimidate us because we are not going 
away. 

Good for them. We should be proud of 
those students. We should support 
them. We should have a climate change 
in Iran. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

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.) 

f 

THE LOSS OF AMERICA’S HEROES 
AND OF AMERICA’S ECONOMY 

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

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE OF UNITED 
STATES MARINE CORPORAL XHACOB LATORRE 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Madam 

Speaker, before I address the issue 
which has brought me to the floor to-
night, I want to recognize the ultimate 
sacrifice made by a young man from 
my district in the service of the United 
States Marine Corps. 

I am sad to report that my office re-
ceived news last week that Marine Cor-
poral Xhacob LaTorre, from Water-
bury, Connecticut died due to wounds 
received in combat in the Helmand 
province of Afghanistan. Corporal 
LaTorre’s fatal injuries were the result 
of a roadside bomb. 

I speak for myself and for my con-
stituents in expressing my apprecia-
tion for this young man’s service in the 
defense of his country. Corporal 
LaTorre, who would have turned 22 last 
weekend, is one of America’s heroes. I 
send my prayers and my condolences to 
his family; to his wife, Frances; to his 
son; and to his brother, Corporal Dan-
iel LaTorre, on this tragic loss. We will 
never forget the sacrifice he has made 
for us. 

MOMENT OF SILENCE 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. I ask 

those in this Chamber this evening to 
join me in a brief moment of silence. 
Thank you. 

THE AMERICAN ECONOMY IS BEING SENT 
OVERSEAS 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Madam 
Speaker, I have come to the floor to-
night to speak about an issue impor-
tant to my home State. As you can see 
by the 1-minute speeches given here 
earlier tonight to this entire Nation, 
Connecticut pioneered America’s ship-
building and aerospace industries. 
Shops which were once bustling with 
workers are now silent. When those 
shops went away, thousands of good- 
paying jobs for hardworking people in 
my State went away with them. We 
just learned recently that Connecticut 
will lose another 1,000 jobs when a 
major defense supplier shutters two of 
its facilities and moves its operations 
to Singapore and Japan. 

At this moment, 158,000 people in my 
State and almost 16 million across this 
country are out of work—many of 
those as a result of the transfer of mili-
tary manufacturing jobs overseas. At 
the same time, the Department of De-
fense and other Federal agencies have 
created thousands of waivers of our do-
mestic sourcing legislation, like the 
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Buy American Act, which has resulted 
in billions of taxpayer dollars being 
sent to overseas companies. 

Now, in working with a group of 
Members who is dedicated to shoring 
up the rules that require the govern-
ment to purchase domestically, I’ve 
been drafting legislation which will 
seek to address the growing number of 
loopholes that allow companies to take 
taxpayer dollars overseas. My legisla-
tion would begin to reorient and to 
build up our domestic manufacturing 
and construction base, which has been 
hit so hard in recent times, by using 
taxpayer dollars to do it. Taxpayer dol-
lars are already going to buy, too 
often, overseas products. 

We don’t seek to interfere with the 
decisions of private businesses. We do, 
however, seek to make it clear that the 
U.S. Government values American- 
made products and that taxpayer 
money shouldn’t be shipped off to a for-
eign country to contribute to the bot-
tom line of that foreign company when 
American businesses can produce the 
same high-quality goods right here at 
home. 

I believe strongly in international 
trade, and I accept the necessity of an 
interdependent global economy. How-
ever, what we are discussing here is not 
just economics, and it is not simply a 
race to find the lowest price. It is 
about national security. It is especially 
about national security with regard to 
the Department of Defense. A stable 
supply of domestically manufactured 
defense products is imperative to this 
Nation’s long-term safety and common 
defense. We have a real opportunity 
here to both reinvigorate our domestic 
capacity for manufacturing while en-
hancing our national security. 

With that in mind, I, along with a 
group of Members, am crafting legisla-
tion which will seek to assist firms 
that are victims of the loopholes in our 
current Buy American and Buy Amer-
ica regime. This legislation will target 
assistance to suppliers that manufac-
ture or that could manufacture prod-
ucts that Federal agencies have 
deemed nonavailable from domestic 
sources, which is a misleading designa-
tion. Under current law, an agency can 
determine that an item is nonavailable 
in sufficient quantity or quality in the 
United States and then can just waive 
the Buy American restrictions. There-
fore, the assistance in my legislation 
will target firms that make these non-
available items right here in the 
United States but that might not have 
the capacity right now to meet the 
agency’s needs. 

These firms will use this assistance 
to increase their capacity so that they 
can be the suppliers to the American 
Government rather than ceding that 
ground to foreign firms. It will also as-
sist suppliers that manufacture an 
item which is currently being bought 
through the Buy American provisions. 
If that firm is in danger of going out of 
business, then let’s step up and help it 
stay in business because the only place 

that we are left to go after that firm 
folds is to a foreign supplier. 

Madam Speaker, my colleagues came 
to this House floor earlier tonight to 
talk about the major Federal tanker 
contract which is going to a foreign 
supplier—Airbus. It is just one exam-
ple. It is a major example of a growing 
trend in defense work going overseas. 
We have had enough. It is time for us 
as a Congress to deem this unaccept-
able, to strengthen the Buy American 
provisions, and to bring our taxpayer 
dollars back home. 

f 

b 1945 

THE LEANES FAMILY—MILITARY 
FAMILY OF THE YEAR 

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. Madam Speaker, I have 
the distinct privilege of representing 
many of this Nation’s wonderful mili-
tary families. The Third District of 
North Carolina is home to Marine 
Corps Base Camp Lejeune, Seymour 
Johnson Air Force Base and Marine 
Corps Air Station Cherry Point. 

Every year, the National Military 
Family Association honors the top 
families from each of the seven uni-
formed services: Army, Navy, Air 
Force, Coast Guard, Marine Corps, 
Public Health Service and the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion. One family is chosen from these 
seven as the National Military Family 
of the Year. 

This year I am very pleased to say 
that the Leanes family from Camp 
Lejeune, North Carolina, is not only 
this year’s Marine Corps Family of the 
Year but also the National Military 
Family of the Year. 

Sergeant Dennis Leanes and his wife, 
Kristy, are dedicated and committed to 
serving this country as well as their 
community. The Leanes’ six children, 
Jordan, Syvannah, Bethany, Marissa, 
Emily and Karianne are following their 
parents’ example in giving back to 
their community as well. 

In 2006, after 8 years of working in a 
civilian job, Dennis’ love for his coun-
try led him to re-enlist in the Marine 
Corps, take a pay cut and uproot his 
family. The Leanes embraced life in 
the Camp Lejeune community and in-
corporated volunteering in their daily 
lives. 

Dennis and Kristy run Scout meet-
ings, coach sports teams, lead family 
readiness meetings and help their 
neighbors in any way they can. Kristy 
also dedicates a major portion of her 
time to home schooling all six of the 
Leanes children. 

Jordan fixes bicycles and donates 
them to charity, Syvannah organized a 
wonderful ‘‘Wounded Warrior Thank 
You’’ project at church. Bethany vol-
unteers her babysitting services for 
moms whose husbands are deployed. 
The three younger children, Marissa, 

Emily and Karianne, help out by bak-
ing cookies and bread for various 
projects and are quick to share with 
their neighbors. 

Dennis and Kristy have taught their 
children by example what it means to 
be brave and strong. They have taught 
their children the importance of volun-
teering and what it means to serve 
your neighbor and community. Our 
military families need to know that 
the Members of Congress and the peo-
ple of this Nation appreciate them and 
all they do for our country. 

May God continue to bless our 
troops, their families, and this great 
Nation. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

FINANCIAL REFORM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Madam 
Speaker, I could not resist coming to 
you and speaking to you about my ex-
perience when we passed the financial 
reform bill last Friday. 

You know, Wall Street has provided 
an unparalleled life-style for Ameri-
cans. The speculation and the bril-
liance and genius of futures and credit 
default swaps and derivatives have pro-
vided us with a life-style where every 
bride can have a diamond ring and 
every handsome groom can have a gold 
band. We can have two cars, one a gas- 
guzzling SUV, lobster dinners, 
McMansions, Madam Speaker, with six 
bedrooms, five fireplaces, 41⁄2 baths but, 
of course, not enough closet space for 
all the shoes and designer clothes that 
we have. 

Last fall, all of this balloon spending 
came to a crash. And it was amazing to 
me, Madam Speaker, that when we 
tried to rein in Wall Street and some of 
the speculation, that there was tre-
mendous resistance from both parties 
with developing a Consumer Financial 
Protection Agency, putting together 
an assessment from all of these ‘‘too 
big to fail’’ companies to pay for an or-
derly dissolution of the mess that they 
created. I can tell you, Madam Speak-
er, it was amazing to me. 

This bill that we passed, for those 
who have asked the question, what is 
government for, this bill demonstrates 
better than anything that I have seen 
what the purpose of government is, and 
that is to regulate unfettered greed and 
avarice that can bring our country and, 
indeed, the world to financial brink. 

f 

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

House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

CONDEMNING THE ARREST OF 
JORGE LUIS GARCIA PEREZ 
‘‘ANTUNEZ’’ AND YRIS PEREZ 
AGUILERA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, Senator BOB 
MENENDEZ gave an important speech 
last Thursday, December 10, opposing 
concessions to the dictatorship of 
Cuba. 

In his speech Senator MENENDEZ read 
out loud an open letter which had been 
sent by one of Cuba’s true heroes—a 
giant of the resistance to the Cuban 
tyranny—Jorge Luis Garcia Perez 
‘‘Antunez,’’ here photographed with his 
wife, Yris Perez Aguilera, a letter to 
the titular Cuban dictator, Raul Cas-
tro, on Tuesday, December 8. 

‘‘Mr. Raul Castro,’’ Antunez wrote, 
‘‘for months now my wife Yris Tamara 
Perez Aguilera and I have been kept in 
extrajudicial house arrest by your po-
litical police. Mr. Dictator, let me ask 
you some questions that may help clar-
ify some doubts for those fellow coun-
trymen of mine who may at some point 
have had hope your government would 
reduce the repression or even carry out 
democratic openings. 

‘‘What do you feel when you incite or 
allow people who call themselves men 
to beat and drag through the streets 
women like Damaris Moya Portieles, 
Maria Diaz Rondon, Ana Alfonso 
Arteaga, Sara Marta Fonseca, Yris 
Perez and now more recently the 
blogger Yoani Sanchez? 

‘‘How can you sleep after your subor-
dinates cruelly beat, more than once, 
Idania Yanez Contreras while she was 
pregnant? 

‘‘How can you and your government 
talk about the battle of ideas, when 
ideas constantly face repression with 
beatings and arrests and years of im-
prisonment? 

‘‘Maybe your followers will not dare 
respond, but I who am in the long list 
of those who do not fear you, will an-
swer: 

‘‘You act like that because you are a 
cruel man, insensitive to the pain and 
suffering of others; because, loyal to 
your anti-democratic and dictatorial 
vocation, you are convinced that dicta-
torships such as yours can only sustain 
themselves by fear and torture, and 
that even the most minimal of open-
ings can end the only thing that inter-
ests you: staying in power. 

‘‘And finally, speaking of my case in 
particular, I will respond to you with-
out the need to first ask of you the mo-
tives for such focused repression 
against my person.’’ 

Antunez, by the way, Madam Speak-
er, now 45 years old, was a political 
prisoner for 17 years until 2007. 

He continued to write, ‘‘Your govern-
ment and its lackey-repressive forces 
cannot forgive my two great and only 
crimes. First, that for almost two dec-
ades of torture and cruelties during my 
unjust and severe imprisonment, you 
were not able to break my dignity and 
my position as a political prisoner. 
Second, because despite all the vio-
lence and harassment—and above all 
the risk of returning to prison—I have 
decided to not abandon my country, 
where I will continue fighting for a 
change I believe to be as necessary as 
it is inevitable.’’ 

Signed, in the City of Placetas, by 
Jorge Luis Garcia Perez ‘‘Antunez’’, 
Tuesday, December 8. 

On Friday, December 11, Antunez and 
his wife, Yris Perez Aguilera, she is a 
heroine, were violently arrested. The 
doctrine of Fidel Castro’s hero Adolf 
Hitler was again devoutly followed: 
‘‘The very first essential for success is 
a perpetually constant and regular em-
ployment of violence.’’ 

‘‘This is kidnapping,’’ yelled Yris. 
‘‘Long live human rights,’’ shouted 
Antunez as they were being beaten and 
taken away by the Castros’ political 
police on Friday. 

I condemn the brutal arrest of these 
two heroes by the Castros’ cowardly 
thugs. The days of the Castros’ racist 
totalitarian tyranny in Cuba are com-
ing to an end. Those who have collabo-
rated with the violence and brutality 
of the racist regime will face justice 
and eternal shame. Antunez, Yris Perez 
Aguilera, her brother, Mario Perez 
Aguilera, Oscar Elias Biscet, Darsi 
Ferrer and many other heroic political 
prisoners of Cuba will be elected the 
leaders of free Cuba. That change is as 
necessary as it is inevitable. Because of 
heroes like Antunez and Yris Perez 
Aguilera, the day of freedom in Cuba is 
approaching. 

f 

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 addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

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.) 

f 

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY MEMORY 
WALK 

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. Madam Speak-
er, I rise to recognize the success of the 
Miami-Dade Memory Walk sponsored 
by the Alzheimer’s Association. 

This event called on volunteers of all 
ages to be champions in the fight 
against the terrible disease of Alz-
heimer’s, which impacts more than 5 
million Americans and their families. 
Over 2,200 people participated in the 
Alzheimer’s Association Memory Walk 
in my home county of Miami-Dade, and 
their efforts raised over $130,000 for re-
search into a cure. 

I was encouraged by the wonderful 
outpouring of support and participa-
tion from our community in South 
Florida. I know from countless per-
sonal stories, as well as from my own 
family, just how devastating this dis-
ease of Alzheimer’s is. 

My mom, Amanda Ros, was diag-
nosed with Alzheimer’s over a year 
ago. While I am blessed to have tre-
mendous family support during this 
difficult time for her, I recognize how 
important it is to have organizations, 
such as the Alzheimer’s Association, 
that can step in and provide families 
with guidance on how to care for their 
loved one. 

Tony Friguls is another individual 
who knows this terrible disease all too 
well. He participated in the Memory 
Walk in support of his wife of 37 years, 
Maria, who was diagnosed with Alz-
heimer’s 4 years ago at the age of 55. 
Since that day, her life, Tony’s life and 
the lives of their children, grand-
children and, indeed, their entire fam-
ily, has never been the same. It has 
changed forever. 

For Tony and his wife, there was no 
more hope to reach retirement, to trav-
el, to enjoy life. Instead, they were 
both forced to retire from their jobs in 
order to cope with the new daily chal-
lenges of Alzheimer’s. Determined to 
help his wife, Tony made a decision to 
help raise community awareness for 
this disease. His team for the Alz-
heimer’s Memory Walk, Baba’s Bunch, 
included over 400 members. He is also 
involved in an essay-writing contest in 
public schools to raise student aware-
ness about Alzheimer’s. 

Today, Tony’s wife is 59 years old. 
She can hardly speak. She cannot even 
sign her own name, and she is not who 
she used to be. 

He continues the fight against Alz-
heimer’s in honor of his wife and all of 
those who suffer and cope with this ter-
rible disease. Unfortunately, as we all 
know, Alzheimer’s has no survivors. It 
destroys brain cells. It causes memory 
changes, erratic behaviors and loss of 
body functions. It slowly and painfully 
takes away a person’s identity, a per-
son’s ability to connect with others, to 
think, to eat, to talk, to walk, to find 
your way home. There is no treatment, 
no cure, no way to stop the progression 
of Alzheimer’s disease. 

This disease is widespread and grow-
ing. Every 70 seconds, Madam Speaker, 
someone new develops Alzheimer’s, and 
it is not only the person diagnosed that 
is impacted, but also their family 
members. One in eight people aged 65 
and older has Alzheimer’s, an even 
higher number of those aged 85 and 
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older, and 87 percent of that time it is 
the family members who are the pri-
mary caregivers. 

The emotional stress of care giving is 
so high, and about one-third of care-
givers develop symptoms of depression. 
Care giving also takes a financial toll, 
with many individuals having to quit 
work, reduce their work hours, or take 
time off because of their responsibil-
ities. 

Madam Speaker, we must continue 
the fight against this devastating dis-
ease before it claims more lives, more 
lives of our mothers, our fathers, our 
sisters, our brothers and our spouses. I 
again encourage all in our community 
to show solidarity in the fight we must 
win against Alzheimer’s. 

b 2000 

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

(Mr. MASSA addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 

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. Madam Speaker, the re-
port by the chief actuary of Medicare is 
in and, as we thought, it shows real 
problems with the idea of expanding 
Medicare coverage to lower age groups. 
This summer, I had an opportunity to 
do a bunch of town hall meetings, and 
in those meetings we discussed the fact 
that what we’re talking about really, 
in the public option, is adding more 
people to something like the SS Medi-
care which is already sinking in the 
harbor. But now over in the other body, 
there is specifically a proposal to lit-
erally add more people to the sinking 
SS Medicare in the harbor. 

And so in the last several days, the 
chief actuary has provided a report 
that really should stop us in our tracks 
and cause us to realize that that’s no 
solution, to add people to a program 
that is already unsustainable. 

What that chief actuary of Medicare 
reports—and there are several items in 
his report, obviously, but one of them 
is the report cautions that savings 
needed to extend the trust fund cannot 
simultaneously be used to extend other 
health insurance coverage. In other 
words, if you’re going to save money, 
you can’t simultaneously expand cov-
erage under the program. It seems fair-
ly obvious to the folks I was talking to 
in town hall meetings. Unfortunately 
here in Washington, it seems not to be 
comprehended. We seem to think that 
here in Washington we can continue to 
add people to a program even though 
the people that are currently on the 
program have it on a trajectory that 
can’t be sustained. 

The actuary also points out that ac-
tually the Senate bill would increase 

the cost of health care; would not de-
crease the cost of health care. In fact, 
total spending on health care would in-
crease by $234 billion between 2010 and 
2019. Also, total Federal expenditures 
on health care would increase $365.8 
billion during that period. The bill 
would extend coverage to 33 million 
Americans by 2019 but would still leave 
24 million people uninsured, 5 million 
of which may be illegal immigrants. 
And the number of people with em-
ployer-sponsored health care would 
drop by 5 million by 2019. 

What the chief actuary is telling us 
is that the solution that’s being pro-
posed is not a solution. In order to 
solve the challenge of Medicare, you 
have to figure out some way to change 
the underlying behavior. You have to 
figure out a way to get the patient in-
vested in their care and caring how 
much it costs. That’s what we’ve got to 
do for Medicare, Medicaid and for pri-
vate insurance. 

There are some very creative things 
going on in the private sector that are 
toward this end, to have this objective 
of changing the underlying behavior. 
What we’re discussing here in the Con-
gress under the majority here in the 
House and the apparent majority over 
in the Senate is not something that 
will change behavior. What it will do is 
simply add more people to a program 
that is already unsustainable. So rath-
er than saving money, as the President 
suggests it will, actually what will 
happen, as the chief actuary says, is 
the costs rise; not everybody gets cov-
ered. It’s clearly not a solution. 

So what we have to do is scrap the 
current plans and go back to some-
thing that might actually work: by 
getting a change in behavior, by fig-
uring out how to get people covered, by 
figuring out how to do medical mal-
practice reform and by getting 50-State 
competition among private insurance 
companies. Those, Madam Speaker, are 
the solutions we want to see in this 
country. We must stop this false solu-
tion that’s being offered now. 

f 

THE CONGRESSIONAL BLACK 
CAUCUS HOUR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Ms. FUDGE) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Ms. FUDGE. Madam Speaker, it is 
my pleasure again to be the anchor for 
the Congressional Black Caucus Spe-
cial Order Hour. I want to thank our 
chairwoman, BARBARA LEE, for talking 
with us the last week or two about jobs 
and how important jobs is going to be 
for this nation. 

I would at this time like to welcome 
and ask our Chair, the Honorable BAR-
BARA LEE from California, to please 
now join me. She has directed us in so 
many different ways over this year, I 
am just especially pleased to be a part 
of this caucus. 

Ms. LEE. Thank you very much. 
Let me take a moment to thank Con-

gresswoman FUDGE for really consist-
ently raising the alarm and setting 
forth what the agenda is every Monday 
night of the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, which is an agenda that speaks not 
only to the issues in communities of 
color in the Congressional Black Cau-
cus but issues which really will allow 
for the American Dream to be real for 
all. 

So thank you, Congresswoman 
FUDGE, and I know you come from a 
State where the unemployment rate is 
critical. People are suffering, housing 
foreclosure rates are off the scale, and 
especially in the African American 
community. Communities of color have 
been hardest hit, I know, in Ohio. So 
thank you so much for your leadership. 

Let me just talk for a few minutes 
about our economy. We all know that 
the economic security of all Americans 
is extremely fragile. Communities of 
color, especially the African American 
community and Latino communities, 
have been disproportionately hit by 
this recession. Last week, we released a 
letter which we forwarded to President 
Obama, Speaker PELOSI and Chairman 
MILLER which outlined our priorities as 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus. We are continuing to work 
with House leaders and the administra-
tion to ensure that our priorities for 
job creation and economic growth are 
included in a jobs package which 
should be finalized hopefully before 
Congress adjourns this year. 

After the release of our letter, it was 
interesting to read some of the 
bloggers, some of the pundits. They ac-
tually argued that targeted relief was 
unneeded. And what we propose is not 
based on race. I just want to be clear 
on that. It’s based on need. We want to 
ensure that our resources are targeted 
to areas of greatest hardship. 

For example, here are some of the 
facts regarding the African American 
community that are indisputable: 

The unemployment rate for African 
Americans is nearly twice that of 
whites. 49.4 percent of African Ameri-
cans 16 to 19 years of age were unem-
ployed in November. 

Nearly 28 percent of African Ameri-
cans received food aid compared to 15 
percent of Latinos and 8 percent of 
whites. 

Recent African American college 
graduates are unemployed at higher 
rates than their white counterparts 
and African American workers remain 
unemployed an average of 5 weeks 
longer than the rest of Americans. 

More than 24 percent of African 
Americans are living below the poverty 
line and African Americans are 55 per-
cent more likely to be unemployed 
than white Americans. 

African Americans have 2.3 times the 
infant mortality rate as non-Hispanic 
whites. They are four times as likely to 
die as infants due to complications re-
lated to low birthweight as compared 
to non-Hispanic white infants. 
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Additionally, African Americans 

have shorter life spans. 
The Congressional Black Caucus in 

its continued role as the Conscience of 
the Congress is morally obligated to 
address these systemic inequalities. 
Moreover, as members who represent 
so many constituents who are dis-
proportionately suffering, we have an 
obligation as policymakers to write 
legislation to address these moral gaps. 
That is why I convened a task force to 
develop targeted proposals to address 
the acutely unemployed and the crisis 
in our communities and throughout 
the country and also to spur job cre-
ation for the chronically unemployed 
who happen to be black and Latino, 
many are white, and many are Asian 
Pacific Islanders. This task force is 
chaired by Congressman EMANUEL 
CLEAVER. 

We must maintain support for vital 
extensions of unemployment insurance 
and the COBRA health insurance sub-
sidies as millions of Americans con-
tinue to face job loss and extended pe-
riods of unemployment. We also must 
continue to invest in education and job 
training programs that fully support 
housing initiatives like the Affordable 
Housing Trust Fund and the Neighbor-
hood Stabilization Program to bring 
some stability to our hardest hit com-
munities. 

We must raise and index the min-
imum wage so that every working per-
son can be assured that they will earn 
a wage that will lift them up and out of 
poverty each and every year without 
having to rely on the legislature to 
keep up with increases in the cost of 
living. We need to ensure access to 
early education, guarantee a high qual-
ity public education for every Amer-
ican student, and make sure that every 
working family has access to the af-
fordable, quality child care that they 
need so that they can get to their jobs. 
Also, we need to reconnect with our 
disconnected youth and the formerly 
incarcerated individuals with increased 
support for job training and education 
for a new wave of environmentally 
friendly and economically green jobs 
which are going to be competitive but 
also which will require skills and the 
knowledge and the qualifications to be 
able to be eligible for these jobs. That’s 
why we suggested a strong training 
program for these jobs. And we must 
remove Federal barriers to provide for 
a second chance. 

Last week, President Obama deliv-
ered a speech that was another sober 
reminder of the important work we 
must do and we must continue to work 
to grow our economy and create jobs. 
And we agree with the President that 
support for small businesses, infra-
structure investment and green jobs is 
essential. We also believe that as Mem-
bers of Congress we must do more. 

In order to do this, the Congressional 
Black Caucus has outlined four areas of 
focus laid out in our letter. They are: 
Direct job creation and training; infra-
structure; small businesses; and State 

and local relief. These areas are essen-
tial to create real and meaningful eco-
nomic opportunities to provide path-
ways out of poverty and opportunities 
for all. 

The Congressional Black Caucus re-
mains committed to working with 
President Obama and our congressional 
leadership—Speaker PELOSI and Chair-
man MILLER—to address the real eco-
nomic crisis gripping our nation. We 
will not shy away from the fight for 
targeted relief for the chronically un-
employed. In our letter, we suggested 
that there be a requirement that the 
amounts appropriated shall allocate no 
less than 10 percent for assistance in 
qualified areas of economic hardship, 
provided that for the purpose of these 
sections ‘‘qualified areas of economic 
hardship’’ means any census tract or 
block numbering area where 20 percent 
or more of the population is at or 
below the Federal poverty line. The 
term ‘‘poverty line’’ means the official 
poverty line defined by the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

So let me be clear. What we propose 
is not based on race. It is based on 
need. We are asking for no more or no 
less than what Wall Street got. When 
there was a crisis on Wall Street, the 
Nation responded with a sense of ur-
gency. We’re asking for that same 
sense of urgency to the economic crisis 
that is gripping the hardest hit com-
munities in America. There was no 
problem when that money was targeted 
to Wall Street. We’re asking for the 
same targeted help for communities 
under the gun. It would be a tragedy if 
the economy recovers and we leave 
communities of color behind. We know 
money is going to be spent for jobs. 
The question is, where will the money 
be spent? And we want to make sure 
that we leave no community behind. 

We will certainly become stronger as 
a nation if we ensure that a jobs bill 
recognizes these huge disparities. I be-
lieve strongly that it is our moral obli-
gation to tackle poverty and unem-
ployment and that in the richest coun-
try in the world, we simply have no ex-
cuse not to do so. 

In conclusion, I would like to reit-
erate that the members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus are committed to 
continuing to work together with our 
President and our congressional lead-
ers to fix our economy and to create 
jobs that address the true depth of this 
recession. There is no question that by 
our collective efforts, we can make a 
real difference in the lives of all Ameri-
cans. 

Thank you, Congresswoman FUDGE, 
for your leadership and for giving me a 
few minutes to speak tonight. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you so much, 
Madam Chair. I want to thank you for 
your call to action. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. FUDGE. I would ask, Madam 

Speaker, that Members have 5 legisla-
tive days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material for the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. FUDGE. Madam Speaker, I would 

now like to yield to my friend and col-
league from Wisconsin, Representative 
MOORE. 

b 2015 
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Well, 

thank you, gentlelady from Ohio for 
yielding. And I can tell you that I 
found the remarks of our Chair very, 
very compelling, and I guess I would 
agree with her. But I want to add that 
while a couple of the categories of the 
Congressional Black Caucus include in-
frastructure jobs and providing funds 
for local programs, and while I believe 
that there is a general call for these 
types of spending to stimulate our 
economy, I’ve heard on both sides of 
the aisle calls for moneys to be used for 
infrastructure improvements. 

I would say, with a qualification, 
that we need to make sure the funds 
for infrastructure projects go directly 
to cities and counties and allow those 
governments the flexibility to deter-
mine where the greatest infrastructure 
needs are for their communities. I 
think that while the Recovery Act 
saved between 600,000 and 1.6 million 
jobs, we ought to learn from some of 
the mistakes that were made there, 
and I think that the Congressional 
Black Caucus, in its wisdom, has point-
ed out that we need to target our ini-
tiatives more and not just give the 
moneys to those States that don’t nec-
essarily target those funds, and make 
sure that it gets to the cities and 
States to work on infrastructure pro-
grams that are needed. 

The other qualification that I would 
give, and I think that the Chair raised 
it in her comments, is that we need to 
make sure that the infrastructure 
projects include those people that— 
that they target them to those commu-
nities that are in need. And with that, 
I would say that we need to target, we 
need to create programs for pre-appren-
ticeship programs so that all of the 
moneys don’t go to those, all of it 
doesn’t go to those laborers and those 
folks who are typically building within 
our communities, those people who al-
ready have some of the skill sets and 
education that can transition them 
into the new energy-related initiatives, 
but that we ought to look at pre-ap-
prenticeship programs so that we can 
expose individuals with low skill sets 
to other workers with family-sup-
porting jobs by working alongside with 
them nearby and on the same projects. 

From those experienced workers, the 
pre-apprentice participants can learn a 
pathway on how to move forward and 
develop those skill sets that will move 
them up the career ladder, and at the 
same time, provide them with sustain-
able income. To help enforce this, lady 
from Ohio, I believe that contractors 
could be required to include a certain 
percentage of pre-apprenticeship par-
ticipants in their so-called Federal 
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floor participation of women and mi-
nority workers that is already required 
by executive order. 

The reality is that we cannot afford 
to wait while the unemployment rate 
for minorities continues to rise. Unem-
ployment, reemployment is a lagging 
indicator, and we can’t wait until we 
reduce these numbers. The unemploy-
ment rate among black males is cur-
rently 15.6 percent. And by April of 
2009, the gap between black and white 
men grew to a 13-year high of 7 per-
cent. The time is now. And I urge my 
colleagues to consider all proposals 
that present the American people with 
a jobs bill that not only creates jobs, 
but sets up training programs and edu-
cation programs that will help dis-
located workers gain new skills that 
will lead to sustainable employment. 

Now, Madam Chairman, lady from 
Ohio, I have in fact, mentioned that we 
need to work toward helping women 
and minorities get into these infra-
structure jobs and the new energy-re-
lated jobs. And there has been feedback 
that we ought not target this specifi-
cally toward a particular race, or per-
haps toward a particular gender. But 
when you look at the framework that 
the Congressional Black Caucus has 
laid out, that we need to target it to-
ward those census tracks where there 
is a dearth of persons who have these 
kinds of jobs, or who are unemployed, 
we will find, much to many people’s 
amazement, that there’s a great deal of 
poverty among minorities, and there 
certainly is a great deal of poverty 
among women who find themselves in-
creasingly heading households and pro-
viding the greatest source of income. 

I thought it was very interesting that 
Maria Shriver recently did a study that 
really elucidated the fact that women 
were providing a greater and greater 
amount of the family income. And so 
this is something that I think the Con-
gressional Black Caucus is raising in a 
very timely manner. And with that I 
would yield back to the gentlelady 
from Ohio. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you very, very 
much. At this time I want to—we’ve 
got obviously a lot of Members here to-
night. I thank you all so much for 
being here. What I’d like to do just 
briefly is to have Representative JACK-
SON-LEE just introduce some points, 
and I’d like at that point for Rep-
resentative ELLISON from Minnesota to 
join us in a brief discussion. Represent-
ative JACKSON-LEE from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Thank 
you very much to the distinguished 
convener, Congresswoman FUDGE from 
Ohio. I’m delighted to join the chair-
woman of the Congressional Black Cau-
cus, who has been just superb on gath-
ering us together on what is an enor-
mous crisis. I’m going to take the lib-
erty of mixing a number of issues that 
I think are crucial to the topic that ad-
dresses this question of dealing with 
homelessness and hunger and jobless-
ness. So I want to let the American 
people know that when the Congres-

sional Black Caucus set out its 
multipoint plan, a letter that was sent 
to President Obama, interestingly 
enough, the broadness of our concepts 
dealt with the most deprived and dev-
astated communities. 

Those communities are American In-
dians, Native Americans. Those com-
munities are Hispanics, Latinos, Afri-
can Americans, women. And I evidence 
this by the article in The Washington 
Post on Saturday—it was referred to in 
our recent caucus by one of my col-
leagues, ‘‘Missing More Than a Meal.’’ 
And it cites the families, since they’ve 
been publicly noted, of Christina Koch, 
it cites the family of Anajyha Wright 
Mitchell, and it cites—these are chil-
dren who are suffering because parents 
don’t have work. 

It cites the family, I guess Christina 
Koch is here noted. And the quote that 
I think is most potent says, ‘‘This 
more nuanced picture is emerging as 
the problem has become more wide-
spread. With the economy faltering, 
the number of youngsters living in 
homes without enough food soared in 
2008 from 13 million to nearly 17 mil-
lion’’ children in America. If we can 
imagine—17 million children are going 
to bed or waking up or going to school 
hungry because these breadwinners, 
single parents, have no jobs. 

And so my message today is that this 
is not a, if you will, an opportunity to 
do good legislative work. This is a cri-
sis of insurmountable definition. This 
is at a pinnacle. This is the mountain 
top, and there must be nothing that 
stops us from focusing on the neces-
sities of getting work. Let me lay out 
two or three points that I think are 
interwoven into this circumstance and 
the arguments that I think call for im-
mediate action. 

My focus has been in training, and I 
have, I think, a unique perspective to 
work with those who may be on unem-
ployment. You say, well, they’re on un-
employment, leave them alone. Well, 
unemployment is at different levels. If 
you happen to have been a person who 
had a part-time job, you know the level 
of your unemployment. What I’d like 
to do is to get those people out of those 
cyclical jobs, one job after another, and 
put them in training, where they keep 
their unemployment and they get a sti-
pend so that the electricity can be 
turned on, the food can be bought. And 
when they come out on the other end, 
one, they’ve been kept out of the un-
employment lines for a year, and they 
come out as a nurses aid or a techni-
cian of some sort to get them eligible 
for these jobs. I think that is impera-
tive. 

This weekend, I met with a nonprofit 
that has about $22 million in weather-
ization dollars. I gathered small busi-
nesses who had never heard of the op-
portunities for weatherization, which 
would create jobs in our community. 
We also had the General Services Ad-
ministration, and I think it’s impor-
tant to note that that is such a com-
plexity of getting jobs to small busi-

nesses. What happens is they have what 
they call GSA lists. I believe the Fed-
eral Government should be the great 
job maker, and therefore, we should 
make easy the ability for small busi-
nesses to access opportunities. So I 
want to see legislation that 
demystifies the GSA list. I want to see 
legislation that tells the Federal Gov-
ernment that they cannot have one 
narrow way of presenting jobs to Amer-
ica, which is on the Web site. 

If you have a job fair and you have 
the Federal Government there, they 
don’t bring anybody to hire someone 
on the spot. They tell you to go to the 
Web site. Well, some people are home-
less, are qualified, but they’re in a pre-
dicament. Many people don’t have ac-
cess to the Web site. So these are sim-
ple administrative changes. Let me 
just add this on the Small Business Fi-
nance and Investment Act that the 
President has talked about. 

One of the things in the meeting that 
I had over the weekend, my friends, on 
weatherization—and I know they 
meant well. They came to the meeting, 
and we had had a pre-meeting, and 
they came to the meeting, 30 or 40 or 50 
people in the room, and they said, 
Here’s the criteria: Your bank account 
must be secure, and must be, if you 
will, flourishing. They said that you 
must have Department of Energy expe-
rience, Congressman PAYNE. You must 
already have had that experience. 
Some of my people in Texas, no dis-
respect, DOE? They thought it was the 
Department of Education. Then they 
said that you must have, no disrespect 
to them, you must have past experi-
ence. Well, weatherization, these dol-
lars are to build capacity. These dol-
lars are to get small businesses so that 
they can build capacity, so they can 
become weatherizers in the future. 

So we need to eliminate all these bar-
riers of being able to work under Fed-
eral dollars. They’re taxpayers dollars. 
Don’t tell them to have Department of 
Energy experience. Tell them do they 
know how to put a window in? Do they 
have enough money to pay workers? 
And so this is, I think, a way of simpli-
fying. I’m going to yield to the gen-
tleman on these two points if I might. 
This idea of giving money to States is 
an abomination. Those of us who have 
diversity in state leadership, different 
from the majority party here, see that 
money going, and we never see it again 
in the hands of our constituents. That 
is a crisis. 

And then I know that we are on jobs, 
but let me tell you that this issue is, as 
I yield to the gentleman, we now have 
a health care bill that is making its 
way through the Senate. In that bill, 
there is a provision about promoting 
jobs in the health profession, scholar-
ships for doctors and nurses and physi-
cians’ assistants. I want to ask the 
question: How much longer do we have 
to wait for the distinguished Senator 
from Connecticut to block health care 
over and over again and block jobs? 
And so I’m calling today for reconcili-
ation. If that is a procedure that can 
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get us moving so that people can have 
jobs and good health care, I believe 
they’re intertwined together. And with 
that I would say, this is a time for a 
fight, a real fight. 

And I’d be happy to engage the gen-
tleman from Minnesota on some of the 
very points that he has raised. And I 
am delighted to be part of his legisla-
tion, which is a magnificent com-
prehensive jobs effort. And I hope he’ll 
join me in the training aspect as well. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I salute my colleagues with the Con-
gressional Black Caucus for tackling one of 
the most important issues of the day facing 
not just African Americans and Latino Ameri-
cans, but all Americans. Let me share with 
you that in my District, which covers parts of 
the Nation’s fourth largest city, Houston, TX, 
our unemployment rate stands at nearly 9 per-
cent. While this rate is more than a full per-
centage point below the national average, we 
know at least anecdotally, the unemployment 
rates for African Americans and Latinos in 
Houston are much higher. 

Yet, this ‘‘jobs disparity’’ is not limited to 
Houston, data from the Department of Labor 
indicates that African Americans throughout 
the Nation today, in the era of President 
Obama, are still the last hired and the first 
fired. Specifically, the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics reports that the unemployment rate for Af-
rican American men, 20 and older, was 16.5 
percent as of October of this year, and 12.4 
percent for African American women at the 
same age level. 

Historically, experts have suggested that the 
anecdote to unemployment is education. How-
ever, Labor Department statistics appear to in-
dicate that education, alone, does not level the 
playing field. In fact, higher education amongst 
African Americans may strangely enough even 
make it more difficult to obtain a job. For the 
first 10 months of this year, as the recession 
has dragged on, unemployment for least edu-
cated workers was the same for African- 
Americans and the general population. How-
ever, in 2009, the unemployment rate for Afri-
can American college graduates 25 and older 
has been nearly twice that of their Caucasian 
American male counterparts, 8.4 percent com-
pared with 4.4 percent. According to a New 
York Times article published on December 1, 
even African American college graduates with 
degrees from Ivy League schools such as 
Yale, my alma mater, are finding themselves 
in the ranks of the unemployed. 

In addition to the racial dimension of this 
‘‘jobs disparity,’’ the recent economic downturn 
has focused a spotlight on a widening gap be-
tween employment rates amongst men and 
women, particularly in the African American 
community. It has been reported that since the 
Nation’s slowdown has been most pronounced 
in the manual labor sectors, men with the low-
est levels of education have suffered the brunt 
of the unemployment crisis. CNN commenta-
tors recently described our current economic 
condition as a ‘‘man-cession.’’ 

According to a recent Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics report, the unemployment rate for Afri-
can American men aged 20 and older was 4.1 
percent higher than the unemployment rate for 
African American women of the same age 
group, which was 12.4 percent. This gender 
unemployment gap among African Americans 
mirrors a similar gap between Caucasian and 

Latino Americans, thus demonstrating a na-
tionwide trend. 

Friends, we are in a battle for the hearts 
and souls of America, literally and figuratively. 
To win this battle, we must take bold action, 
like passing health care reform legislation in 
both chambers of Congress. Madam Speaker, 
I concur with the assessment that the health 
reform legislation voted out of this chamber 
last month in fact a ‘‘jobs bill.’’ 

As evidence of this, the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics reports that last month’s slight dip in 
the unemployment rate was caused by the 
fact that for the third straight month, hospitals 
reported solid payroll additions, with 6,800 
new jobs created. In the first 11 months of this 
year, the healthcare sector created 249,700 
new jobs, an average of 22,700 new health 
care jobs each month, according to BLS’ pre-
liminary data. Since the start of the recession 
in December 2007, overall 7.9 million people 
in America have lost their jobs, while the 
healthcare sector has created 613,000 jobs. 

In an article published in HealthLeaders 
Media, it was reported that the healthcare sec-
tor—from hospitals, to physicians’ offices, to 
residential mental health homes, kidney dialy-
sis centers, and blood and organ banks—grew 
by 21,000 payroll additions in November and 
613,000 payroll additions since the start of the 
recession in December 2007. The home 
healthcare services sector reported 7,300 pay-
roll additions in November, BLS preliminary 
data show. 

Recognizing this Madam Speaker, I am 
working with health care and labor leaders to 
craft a jobs bill that create innovative new re-
training programs in partnership with our His-
torically Black Colleges and Universities like 
Texas Southern University in my District or 
Howard University, here in Washington, DC. 
These training programs would focus on re-
tooling workers for jobs in the growth sectors 
such as health, biotech, and information tech-
nology. In addition to funding for job training, 
I propose that we provide stipends to those 
who are unemployed and who participate in 
training programs to assist them in caring for 
their families. Along with this, my jobs bill 
would allow unemployed workers participating 
in job retraining to continue receiving unem-
ployment benefits. 

As a senior member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, I am also working with the DOJ to in-
corporate into my jobs legislation a measure 
that would assist ex-offenders who are return-
ing to the job market with strikes against them. 
In addition to eliminating any barriers for ex- 
offenders, I am also studying how we can en-
courage States to suspend criminal prosecu-
tion of fathers and other parents who are de-
linquent in child support so long as they are 
making good faith efforts to find jobs in this 
difficult employment market. 

Madam Speaker, I also propose that we 
task the Department of Labor to expand its 
definition of the unemployed to cover not only 
those currently receiving unemployment com-
pensation, but also those who have run out of 
unemployment insurance, known as the long 
term unemployed. I suspect that if we had ac-
curate data that captured the entire unemploy-
ment picture, we would see jobless figures of 
upwards of 25–30 percent. 

In addition, Madam Speaker, I also plan to 
propose we offer assistance to the under-
employed, including thousands of lawyers and 
other professionals who work as part-timers or 

temp workers. Many of these professionals 
split their time between working for others and 
operating their own small firms. Furthermore, it 
has been noted that while larger firms are en-
joying the benefit of government funded bail-
outs, our African American law firms, account-
ing firms, investment banking firms and media 
outlets are being left out of the funds directed 
at stimulating Wall Street. As Comcast and 
NBC Universal and other firms seek govern-
ment permission to merge, I intend to work 
with these companies to ensure that our Afri-
can American businesses are included, not left 
out of the deal flow. 

Another jobs initiative would focus on cre-
ating apprentice and internship programs man-
aged by cities and nonprofits like the Urban 
League. This is a take off of a Department of 
Labor that was very successful in the 1970s, 
which helped our Nation rebound from its last 
recession. 

Madam Speaker, during the 1930s–40s, the 
FDR administration developed the Work 
Progress Administration, WPA. The WPA cre-
ated thousands of jobs and helped lift our Na-
tion from depression. I am drafting legislation 
that would create a WPA for the 21st century. 
This concept involves providing stimulus dol-
lars to several Federal agencies such as Inte-
rior, Transportation, and HHS to fund large- 
scale projects. 

Under my legislation, the new WPA would 
include modern-day infrastructure and other 
projects including making broadband wireless 
Internet service available for all Americans, 
not just in wealthier suburban and downtown 
districts. In addition, we should create high- 
speed rail and environmentally friendly high-
ways and byways. 

Finally, I plan that we work with HHS and 
the Energy Department to build new Green 
Hospitals across the country. This project 
would ensure that our Nation’s healthcare fa-
cilities are themselves healthy. 

Madam Speaker, many of our unemployed 
constituents in Houston and around the Nation 
are asking us a simple question: how long, 
how long before I can find a job? I say to 
them, not long . . . help is on the way. With 
the introduction and passage of jobs legisla-
tion offered by myself and the rest of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus, help for the unem-
ployed and underemployed, help for small 
businesses, is on the way. 

I appreciate the leadership of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus on this issue and dedi-
cate to my constituents in the 18th Congres-
sional District of Texas that it can count on me 
to work with my colleagues to deliver in this 
time of great need. How long, not long, with 
the help of the Almighty and hard work of my 
colleagues, help is on the way. 

Mr. ELLISON. Let me just say that I 
just want to tell a story. You know, I 
was home this weekend, and I was 
walking along one of the trails that we 
have in Minneapolis. You know, we’ve 
got a lot of parks in Minneapolis. It 
was cold, and I wanted to get my legs 
stretched from working so hard last 
week, so I was walking a long one of 
our many trails. And I decided to sit 
down at a park bench, and it looked 
like a pretty old-looking park bench. 
You could tell the rust was there. 

And when I sat down I noticed that it 
was sturdy. And we sat there talking to 
a few friends. But when I got up to 
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leave, I noticed that there was a little 
plaque about the size of this phone, and 
it said on it, WPA, 1934. For 75 years 
that park bench had been sitting there. 
For 75 years, that thing has been giving 
comfort to people who are just walking 
by. But 75 years ago we had a job crisis 
then. And our country, our Congress, 
responded to the needs of unemployed 
Americans. 

b 2130 

We need to respond to the needs of 
Americans today as people are putting 
pressure on food shelves, as people 
don’t have money for heat, for lights, 
as folks who had two and three jobs 
that were part time now have lost 
them; now they have no lifeline. We’ve 
got to respond to a generation of Amer-
icans looking for work today. And 
where there’s extra hurt, there needs 
to be extra help. 

And that means that the Congres-
sional Black Caucus—and other cau-
cuses as well—are focusing on a tar-
geted-jobs bill calling for jobs now, 
calling attention to an appalling condi-
tion where people are unemployed at 
rates of 25, 30 percent in some commu-
nities. 

I just want to ask the gentlelady— 
and I’ll ask any of my colleagues. I like 
the dialogue. I’m not going to give a 20- 
minute speech. 

I will ask the gentlelady, what have 
you heard as you were standing in the 
grocery store line? What have you 
heard when you were walking around 
your parks in places like Los Angeles, 
Milwaukee, Ohio, Cleveland? What 
have you heard? What have you gone 
through? And what are your folks tell-
ing you? Don’t give me a bunch of 
stats. Tell me what your people are 
feeling. I’d like to know that. 

I yield back to the gentlelady. 
Ms. FUDGE. Thank you very much. 
Does the gentlelady from Wisconsin 

or Texas or California wish to respond? 
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. I just want 

to mention to the gentleman from Min-
nesota, we’re neighbors in the Midwest, 
and of course you know there have 
been hundreds of thousands of manu-
facturing jobs that have been lost in 
the Midwest over the last 30 years. But 
since 2008, we have lost more jobs dur-
ing 2008 than in any—for the last 70 
years that these data and statistics 
have been collected. And so that, I 
think, is really telling about the attri-
tion of jobs. 

I hear people often talking about how 
horrific the 10.4 percent unemployment 
rate is. If there were a 10.4 percent un-
employment rate within the confines of 
the city of Milwaukee, we would be 
dancing in the street with delight. 

We have a researcher named Marc 
Levine from the University of Wis-
consin, Milwaukee who has kept data 
of the discouraged workers—those peo-
ple who are not officially unemployed 
because they’re no longer standing 
there, discouraged workers. And among 
white men in my community, we have 
a 17 percent unemployment rate. And 

we have a 40 to 50 percent unemploy-
ment rate among white men, and of 
course a staggering statistic, about 30 
percent among Hispanic men. But 
about 17 percent among white men in 
our community. So it’s really a crisis 
of gargantuan proportions. 

Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentlelady 
yield? 

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. ELLISON. Have you are ever 

talked to somebody who’s been unem-
ployed for 12 months, 18 months? What 
does that do to their psyche? What 
does that do to their spirit? What does 
that do to their level of joy? 

Can anybody answer the question for 
me? 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. If the 
gentleman will yield. 

Mr. ELLISON. I will yield. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. You are 

right. And statistics, of course, help to 
lay the framework for how devastating 
it is for so many of us who are listen-
ing may not have the broadness of it 
because our constituency goes across 
all lines. 

And what I’ll tell you is that people 
are more and more going to places 
where there are mass feasts and feed-
ing. And when you go among those peo-
ple, you hear the stories of mothers 
and fathers who have lost work. There 
are now more families coming into 
these broad feasts or open feeding that 
we’ve had. I just participated in one 
yesterday in my district. And you see 
the families with little children who 
you know are dependent—and you 
made a very good point. I heard it on 
this floor. These people may have had 
two and three jobs. That’s the kind of 
person we’re looking at when we see 
these parents whose children are now 
going to bed hungry, 17 million across 
America. And what they’re saying is 
that not only can they not make ends 
meet, but they can’t find the ends for 
the means. 

So we have to bypass State govern-
ments to get funds directly into the 
hands of these individuals by way of 
work. They want work. We’ve got to 
break down the attitudes about not 
building capacity and small businesses, 
because they could hire these very 
mothers to do minimum work on 
weatherization. They could be skilled. 
We have to pass the health care bill 
that gives us the kind of work that is 
available for these mothers. 

And I will conclude on this. Do you 
know, Congresswoman FUDGE, because 
you’re from this area, there is some, I 
want to call it silliness—and I ask def-
erence for any disrespect that using 
the word ‘‘silly’’ on this floor might 
suggest. But we put a tax on steel that 
China is bringing in and, okay, that’s 
by America. Then we have black busi-
nesses who are in the business of trans-
porting pipe or giving pipe to various 
companies—and when I say ‘‘pipe,’’ giv-
ing steel to various companies, steel 
pipe known as oil company tubular 
goods, pipes. And can you believe that 
these small businesses that have work-

ers and truck drivers, minority compa-
nies that transport this steel, cannot 
buy any steel from American compa-
nies. 

So what I would say to the gentle-
men, Yes, I hear the pain in our houses 
of worship. I hear the pain in grocery 
stores, and I hear the pain when we go 
to these mass feedings that more peo-
ple are coming to now in more numbers 
than I have ever seen before. It just re-
emphasizes the fact: Are we going to 
answer the pain, the call that is being 
made upon us? And I would hope the 
Congressional Black Caucus will be 
front and center on doing that. 

Ms. FUDGE. We have been joined by 
another one of our colleagues, LAURA 
RICHARDSON from California. I’d like to 
yield to the Congresslady. 

Ms. RICHARDSON. I thank the gen-
tlelady for yielding. I especially want 
to thank our chairwoman, Congress-
woman BARBARA LEE, and Congress-
woman FUDGE, who’s been leading, 
really, this delegation on an hourly 
basis weeks on end whether the issues 
are popular or not. 

Tonight I’d like to talk about small 
business and the impacts of unemploy-
ment and what it means to our country 
and really where the jobs are in this 
country and why we must address 
small business. 

The unemployment crisis is hurting 
every region of our country—not just 
one State, east coast, west coast. It’s 
everywhere. In the district that I rep-
resent, unemployment is ranging any-
where between 15 and 21 percent. That’s 
well above the national unemployment 
rate, and clearly we can no longer 
stand by idly waiting for someone, 
even if it’s in our other body, to act. 

The American people need jobs now. 
They’ve already asked it, they’ve al-
ready helped to fund it, but unfortu-
nately the jobs have not been seen on 
Main Street and on the side streets 
where many of our constituents live. 
So let’s talk a little bit about small 
business and why they’re so important 
in this equation. 

There are 26.8 million small busi-
nesses in the United States accounting 
for more than 99.7 percent of all em-
ployer firms. Those are regular people 
like you and me who are trying to sur-
vive who didn’t get a bailout 6 months 
ago. 

Small businesses employ just over 
half of all of our private sector employ-
ees. And likewise, in the second largest 
district in this United States—which is 
California, where I’m from—small busi-
nesses are an integral part of our econ-
omy comprising 90 percent of all of the 
businesses in our State. More than 50 
percent of the employees in California 
work for small businesses, and there’s 
an estimated 3.7 million small busi-
nesses in California. 

So why would you ask that I would 
even talk about that? Let’s talk about 
women and how women are impacted 
with small business. 

Privately held, women-owned busi-
nesses in California, where I’m from, 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:26 Dec 15, 2009 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K14DE7.057 H14DEPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
D

V
H

8Z
91

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH14856 December 14, 2009 
generate more than $406 billion in sales 
and employ over 2.8 million people. 
And when you look at those particular 
figures and then you break it down to 
minorities, minorities even further 
own 4.1 million firms and generate $694 
billion and employ 4.8 million people. 

So what is the problem and what is it 
that I brought to the CBC to contribute 
in terms of a proposal of what we could 
do to help? We could help small busi-
nesses, and we already have the cur-
rent framework to do so. It’s called the 
SBA. But unfortunately, as with many 
government agencies, just because 
something exists doesn’t mean it 
should stay that way. We can always 
work to make it better. 

So when we consider the SBA that 
was really established in 1953, there are 
changes that have to occur. And the 
one that I’d like to talk about tonight 
is not all of the wonderful training, not 
all of counseling—all of that we des-
perately need—but there’s a program 
today that can change and it can be 
done now. That’s our section 8 services. 

Section 8 was established to include 
access to business development oppor-
tunities for businesses within that par-
ticular financial area, but there’s a 
problem with it. As far back as 1992, 
magazines and other individuals have 
highlighted the problems with the sec-
tion 8 program. The problem is, instead 
of creating multimillion-dollar busi-
ness success stories, the section 8 pro-
gram consistently graduates companies 
before they’re ready to flourish. It 
gives them a short period of time—7 
years, 9 years—to begin to utilize con-
tracts, and then it throws them out 
without an umbrella or without a safe-
ty net. 

I would say if we could do a safety 
net for some of these other Wall Street 
firms and financial industries, why 
aren’t we holding our hands out to 
small business? 

This has led to a surprising result 
that many of us have seen, that compa-
nies who were able and who were suc-
ceeding with the section 8 program, 
when they were then bumped out, of 
course, what were the results? 

In 1991, SBA studied 645 former 8(a) 
companies that were doing fine, but 
prior to them being kicked off, after 
that point, 42 percent fell through. We 
can stop that, and we can change it 
today by four simple proposals that I 
have for you. 

I propose that we reform and mod-
ernize the section 8 program to help 
more small disadvantaged business en-
terprises, DBEs, to remain in business 
and to hire more workers—we were 
talking about over 4 million workers— 
by doing the following: 

One, extend at least 2 years the 9- 
year program in which section 8(a) cer-
tifies businesses to participate. 

Number two, we can reinstate those 
who already did their 7 or 9 years, and 
they’re kind of at the brink, and with 
a couple more years of help, they could 
be back on a level ground. We should 
extend their time as well. 

And then thirdly, we should create a 
new program that’s kind of in the mid-
dle ground, not of a major company 
that’s bringing in billions of dollars, 
but clearly a small business that’s hir-
ing 10 people, 20 people in your neigh-
borhood. We need for them to exist. 

And finally, we should consider that 
under this program, eligible companies 
who are able to participate, we should 
really grow that revenue, because what 
was $100,000 yesterday that somebody 
made is not nearly enough in terms of 
keeping a viable company going. 

So, in closing, what I’d like to say to 
our Chair, Ms. BARBARA LEE, and also 
Ms. FUDGE from Ohio, I applaud the ef-
forts that we’ve taken. The American 
people want to know what we’re doing. 
What we’re doing is caucuses like the 
CBC are coming together. We’re meet-
ing. We’re talking about direct jobs. 
We’re talking about keeping teachers 
and police officers employed. We’re 
talking about helping small business 
owners stay alive. That’s what we’re 
doing, and we’re bringing those pro-
posals to the Speaker, to the President 
of the United States, and we’re asking 
them to act now. 

We’re ready to vote. We’re ready to 
do our part. But we need to make sure 
that these dollars go to the American 
people, which is where they started 
from. 

Ms. FUDGE. Madam Speaker, my 
good friend and colleague, Representa-
tive RICHARDSON from California, did 
bring up some interesting points, and I 
can assure you that the passion she 
showed today is the same passion that 
the rest of this caucus has, and that is 
why, in fact, our caucus did indeed 
send a letter to the Speaker of the 
House to talk about our jobs initia-
tives, what we believe should be in a 
jobs bill. 

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS OF 
THE 111TH UNITED STATES CON-
GRESS, 

Washington, DC, December 9, 2009. 
Hon. BARACK OBAMA, 
President of the United States, 
The White House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR PRESIDENT OBAMA: As you work with 
House and Senate Leadership to structure 
the jobs package, we respectfully request 
that you include and prioritize the following 
proposals in the legislation: 

DIRECT JOB CREATION AND TRAINING 
Utilize language that states that the $139.3 

billion of unobligated funds authorized for 
expenditure by the Troubled Asset Relief 
Program should be reprogrammed to be used 
to create jobs for United States citizens. 

Reauthorize language from the Humphrey 
Hawkins Act, Public Law 95–523, with a new 
provision establishing a ‘‘Green Jobs and 
Training Trust Fund.’’ The trust fund would 
be funded by a financial transaction tax 
similar to that proposed by Congressman 
DeFazio. If the targets established in the 
Economic Reports mandated in Title I are 
not met, funds would automatically be dis-
bursed from two separate trust funds to a 
list of: (1) training programs enumerated in 
the bill; and (2) a direct public sector jobs 
program. The training programs would in-
clude, amongst other programs: 

The Department of Labor’s Green Con-
struction Careers Demonstration Program 
(not yet authorized). 

The Department of Energy’s Labor’s Effi-
ciency and Renewable Energy Worker Train-
ing Program (EEREWTP) (authorized in the 
Green Jobs Act of 2007)—specifically, the 
Pathways Out of Poverty Demonstration 
Program. 

The Department of Energy’s Weatheriza-
tion Program. 

The Job Corps Program. 
Grant programs that promote state and 

local hiring of police, firemen, and other 
public servants. 

Additional programs identified by the Sec-
retary of Labor that: (1) promote energy effi-
ciency consistent with the EEREWTP Pro-
gram or promote clean energy creation; and 
(2) provide sustainable employment in the 
public or private sector. 

The government would provide grants to 
states and municipalities to set up ‘‘Green 
Corps, ‘‘Urban Corps,’’ and/or a form of ex-
panded Americorps. These jobs would be low 
human capital jobs where the ratio of gov-
ernment spending to job creation would be 
very low. Some activities these individuals 
would engage in include: 

Home and public building weatherization; 
Greening of public spaces; 
Municipal waste and recycling; 
Public building solar installation and 

maintenance; 
Forestry; and 
Tutoring or mentoring. 
Utilize language throughout the bill that 

will provide a 10 percent for areas with high 
levels of poverty such as: Of the amounts ap-
propriated in this [section] the following 
projects or programs, shall allocate at least 
10 percent for assistance in qualified areas of 
economic hardship: Provided, that for the 
purposes of this [Title/Section], In general, 
the term ‘‘qualified area of economic hard-
ship’’ means any census tract or block num-
bering area, where 20% or more of the popu-
lation is at or below the federal poverty line. 
The term ‘‘poverty line’’ means the official 
poverty line defined by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget. 

JOB CREATION AND TRAINING 
Increase funding for Youthbuild and the 

2010 Youth Summer Jobs Program, to allow 
for the employment of 5 million teens, with 
a requirement that of the amounts appro-
priated in this [section] the following 
projects or programs, shall allocate no less 
than 10 percent for assistance in qualified 
areas of economic hardship: Provided, that 
for the purposes of this [Title/Section], In 
general, the term ‘‘qualified area of eco-
nomic hardship’’ means any census tract or 
block numbering area, where 20% or more of 
the population is at or below the federal pov-
erty line. The term ‘‘poverty line’’ means the 
official poverty line defined by the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

Creation of a federal assistance program 
through the Department of Labor to prepare 
economically disadvantaged unskilled adults 
or adults needing retraining for full-time 
jobs, for a period of 12 to 24 months in public 
agencies or not-for-profit organizations. The 
intent is to impart a marketable skill that 
will allow participants to move to an unsub-
sidized. 

Fully fund the Green Jobs Act, the Energy 
Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant 
Program, as authorized by the Energy and 
Independence Security Act, of the amounts 
appropriated in this [section] the following 
projects or programs, shall allocate no less 
than 10 percent for assistance in qualified 
areas of economic hardship: Provided, that 
for the purposes of this [Title/Section], In 
general, the term ‘‘qualified area of eco-
nomic hardship’’ means any census tract or 
block numbering area, where 20% or more of 
the population is at or below the federal pov-
erty line. The term ‘‘poverty line’’ means the 
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official poverty line defined by the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

Increase funding for the National Service 
Corps programs with an emphasis on current 
college students and recent college grad-
uates. 

Direct funding to career colleges, tech-
nical, and trade schools, community col-
leges, and universities to train Americans in 
high-growth industries and healthcare pro-
fessions, particularly focused on entry-level 
training and nursing programs, which allow 
participants to be able to continue to collect 
unemployment benefits through the period 
of training and/or allow them to receive a 
livable wage stipend during the period of 
training, with a requirement that of the 
amounts appropriated in this [section] the 
following projects or programs, shall allo-
cate no less than 10 percent for assistance in 
qualified areas of economic hardship: Pro-
vided, that for the purposes of this [Title/ 
Section], In general, the term ‘‘qualified 
area of economic hardship’’ means any cen-
sus tract or block numbering area, where 
20% or more of the population is at or below 
the federal poverty line. The term ‘‘poverty 
line’’ means the official poverty line defined 
by the Office of Management and Budget. 

Increase funding for High Growth Indus-
tries and/or grants for job creation in occu-
pations identified by the Department of 
Labor as ‘‘the ‘‘fastest growing occupations 
and occupations projected to have the larg-
est numerical increases in employment be-
tween 2006 and 2016,’’ with a requirement 
that of the amounts appropriated in this 
[section] the following projects or programs, 
shall allocate no less than 10 percent for as-
sistance in quaffed areas of economic hard-
ship: Provided, that for the purposes of this 
[Title/Section], In general, the term ‘‘quali-
fied area of economic hardship’’ means any 
census tract or block numbering area, where 
20% or more of the population is at or below 
the federal poverty line. The term ‘‘poverty 
line’’ means the official poverty line defined 
by the Office of Management and Budget. 

Increase funding for Employment and 
Training Administration, Training and Em-
ployment Services, with a requirement to 
that of the amounts appropriated in this 
[section] the following projects or programs, 
shall allocate no less than 10 percent for as-
sistance in qualified areas of economic hard-
ship: Provided, that for the purposes of this 
[Title/Section], In general, the term ‘‘quali-
fied area of economic hardship’’ means any 
census tract or block numbering area, where 
20% or more of the population is at or below 
the federal poverty line. The term ‘‘poverty 
line’’ means the official poverty line defined 
by the Office of Management and Budget. 

Increase funding for Welfare to Work pro-
gram. 

Increase funding for the Second Chance 
Act (replaced and expanded Prisoner Reentry 
Initiative) and include language that elimi-
nates or mitigates the bar on ex-offenders 
from receiving Federal financial aid pro-
grams, job-related training, public benefits, 
and public housing. 

Increase funding for pre-apprenticeship 
programs and the National Apprenticeship 
programs through the Department of Labor, 
Employment and Training Administration, 
with a requirement to that of the amounts 
appropriated in this [section] the following 
projects or programs, shall allocate no less 
than 10 percent for assistance in qualified 
areas of economic hardship: Provided, that 
for the purposes of this [Title/Section], In 
general, the term ‘‘qualified area of eco-
nomic hardship’’ means any census tract or 
block numbering area, where 20% or more of 
the population is at or below the federal pov-
erty line. The term ‘‘poverty line’’ means the 
official poverty line defined by the Office of 
Management and Budget. Language modi-
fication to allow for Americans to continue 

to collect unemployment benefits and/or 
TANF benefits while in an authorized job 
training program for up to 12 months. 

Expand the Title V Senior Community 
Service Employment Program (SCSEP) 
under the Older Americans Act to provide 
job training and employment for older job 
seekers by lowering it to age 50, eliminate 
requirement of unemployment—allowing 
participants to be underemployed, and 
changing the cap to 35 weekly hour cap em-
ployment allowing. 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
Provide for Hope VI, green projects 

through the Energy Efficiency and Conserva-
tion Block Grant. 

Rehabilitation of housing through Neigh-
borhood Stabilization Fund which provides 
for additional construction jobs. 

Funding for the Department of Transpor-
tation-Federal Highway Administration to 
allow state and local agencies to move for-
ward on infrastructure projects, of the 
amounts appropriated in this [section] the 
following projects or programs, shall allo-
cate no less than 10 percent for assistance in 
qualified areas of economic hardship: Pro-
vided, that for the purposes of this [Title/ 
Section], In general, the term ‘‘qualified 
area of economic hardship’’ means any cen-
sus tract or block numbering area, where 
20% or more of the population is at or below 
the federal poverty line. The term ‘‘poverty 
line’’ means the official poverty line defined 
the Office of Management and Budget. 

Discretionary funding for Clean Energy 
technology and manufacturing through the 
Department of Energy, with a requirement 
that of the amounts appropriated in this 
[section] the following projects or programs, 
shall allocate no less than 10 percent for as-
sistance in qualified areas of economic hard-
ship: Provided, that for the purposes of this 
[Title/Section], In general, the term ‘‘quali-
fied area of economic hardship’’ means any 
census tract or block numbering area, where 
20% or more of the population is at or below 
the federal poverty line. The term ‘‘poverty 
line’’ means the official poverty line defined 
by the Office of Management and Budget. 

SMALL BUSINESS 
Language modification to allow the Com-

munity Development Financial Initiatives 
Fund to access capital markets via the De-
partment of Treasury Guaranteed Bond 
Issuance program. 

Expand and expedite the Small Business 
Administrations Community Express Loan 
program by reducing the interest rate to 1 
percent, particularly focused on areas where 
local unemployment rates exceed the state 
and/or high rates of long-term unemployed. 

Long-term extension of Build America 
Bonds, to result in liquidity and a lower in-
terest rate. 

Reform and modernize the Section (8) pro-
gram to assist more small and disadvantaged 
business enterprises (DBE) remain in busi-
ness and hire more workers by doing the fol-
lowing: 

Extend by at least 2 years the 9-year period 
in which Section 8(a) certified businesses can 
participate in the program. 

Reform the Section 8(a) program to permit 
reinstatement of companies who were grad-
uated from the program after nine years. 

Reform the Section 8 program to create a 
new program for small businesses that did 
not qualify for admission to the 8(a) program 
or were graduated from the program before 
the 9 year period expired because their finan-
cial resources exceeded maximum limits. 
Under this new program, an eligible com-
pany would be permitted to participate for a 
period of 7 years or until its financial re-
sources exceeded 300 percent of the max-
imum amount allowable under Section 8(a). 

Language modification to the Workforce 
Investment Act performance measures in en-
trepreneurial training to allow for micro-

enterprises to receive Self Employment 
Training and Technical Assistance from 
Workforce Investment Boards with a ‘‘suc-
cessful/positive outcome’’ in order to support 
and spur further growth of small businesses/ 
microenterprises. 

Language to support an appropriation to 
support payment of Black Farmers claims. 

STATE/LOCAL FISCAL RELIEF 

With each provision, we would urge you to 
direct funding through the federal agencies 
directly to localities: county/city/munici-
pality/college/university or nonprofit organi-
zations, rather than through the state, to be 
quickly disbursed and used by most economi-
cally depressed communities. 

Our Nation has suffered substantial unem-
ployment and underemployment over a pro-
longed period which has imposed significant 
economic and social costs, particularly in 
communities of color. We appreciate your at-
tention to these prescriptive measures and 
look forward to working with you. 

Sincerely, 
REP. BARBARA LEE, 

Chairwoman, Congres-
sional Black Caucus. 

REP. EMANUEL CLEAVER, 
Chairman, CBC Task-

force on Economic 
Recovery. 

Ms. FUDGE. At this time, I’d like to 
bring up a colleague, DONALD PAYNE 
from New Jersey. Representative 
PAYNE has joined us many evenings, 
and it’s a pleasure to yield some time 
to him this evening. 

Mr. PAYNE. Thank you very much. 
Let me certainly begin by thanking 

the gentlelady from California, our dis-
tinguished Chair of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, Congresswoman BAR-
BARA LEE, for anchoring this evening’s 
Special Order on job creation. And Ms. 
LEE continues her diligence in address-
ing issues that confront our Nation in 
general, but in particular, the African 
American community, which has been 
a laudable effort, and let me again 
commend her for her diligence. 

Let me also commend the gentlelady 
from Cleveland who comes to us, Rep-
resentative FUDGE, as a former mayor, 
and I look at her as the mayor of the 
CBC. 

b 2045 

Why would I call her the mayor of 
the CBC? Well, because a mayor has to 
have hands on. The mayor has to deal 
with all the issues. The mayor has to 
listen to see what’s going on in edu-
cation and jobs. The mayor is con-
cerned about health care. And it’s 
where the rubber meets the road. And 
you need someone who has the under-
standing and the perseverance. And so 
I would like to commend you again for 
the outstanding work that you do. 

To the Chair of this important job 
creations committee, Congressman 
EMANUEL CLEAVER from Kansas City, 
he does an outstanding job in this. 

Since the time is relatively late, we 
have several more Members, it’s a good 
thing to do, when you have too many, 
therefore I will cut my remarks short. 
But let me just say in November we ap-
proved a historic bill to reform our 
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health insurance system to expand ac-
cess to affordable quality health care 
for nearly every American. The Afford-
able Health Care for Americans Act of-
fers security and stability to all Ameri-
cans, reduces costs and improves our 
choice. 

Let me say that you cannot hold a 
secure job if the fundamentals are not 
there for everyone to be able to benefit. 
And one of the great provisions in the 
health bill is that there will be an em-
phasis on job creation because of the 
expanded health care that will be pro-
vided. 

After a White House jobs summit on 
December 3 and a trip to Pennsylvania 
to meet with citizens of this country 
who have been affected by this econ-
omy, on December 8, as you know, 
President Obama announced steps that 
he believed should be at the heart of 
our efforts to put Americans back to 
work, to get businesses hiring again. I 
commend the President’s focus on 
small businesses, infrastructure, and 
clean energy to provide an influx of 
jobs in this economy, as well as his em-
phasis to not just create jobs in the 
short run, but to also shift America 
away from consumption-driven growth 
to a focus on enhancing the competi-
tiveness of American businesses, en-
couraging investment and promoting 
exports. 

I would, however, push further and 
urge the President and my colleagues 
in Congress to expand our focus to ad-
dress the portion of our population who 
were already in vulnerable economic 
positions before the onset of this reces-
sion. Prior to December, 2007, the Afri-
can American unemployment rate was 
8.9 percent. In this economy, it has 
climbed to a disproportionate 15.6 per-
cent. 

Madam Speaker, in the great State of 
New Jersey, unemployment has 
reached 9.7 percent. However, the larg-
est concentration of unemployed falls 
in the cities of Trenton and Newark, 
New Jersey, where I live, where a large 
portion of our State’s minorities live, 
and the unemployment rate surpasses 
14 percent. While New Jersey reached 
its highest level of unemployment in 34 
years, Newark, a part of my district, 
has experienced the same rate of over 
14 percent since 1994. 

These startling facts call attention 
to the need to not simply restore our 
Nation to its pre-recession state, but to 
create a stronger, more inclusive plan 
to address the intersection of unem-
ployment and poverty, and develop 
long-term strategies to confront this. 

Madam Speaker, I believe that the 
key to our strategy is education. I urge 
the development of a multipronged ap-
proach not only aimed at creating new 
jobs but infused with education and job 
training. We must work diligently and 
deliberately to harness the skills of all 
people. The absence of this particular 
focus will cause severe and lasting 
damage to generations of Americans, 
particularly of color. 

And so therefore, as I just shorten 
my remarks, I think that education, 

training, and expansion of current pro-
grams like the Job Corps, where we 
have an infrastructure, where we can 
have intensive training, where we can 
have health care, where we can go on 
to have GEDs, would be one way to cre-
ate jobs and train people. 

I have much more, and I would hope 
that we can have the remainder put in 
the RECORD. But I will yield back the 
balance of my time in deference to my 
colleagues. 

Madam Speaker, let me begin by 
thanking the gentlelady from Cali-
fornia, our distinguished Chair of the 
Congressional Black Caucus, Congress-
woman BARBARA LEE, for anchoring 
this evening’s Special Order on job cre-
ation. Her continued diligence in ad-
dressing issues that confront our na-
tion, in general, but in particular the 
African Americans communities and 
she has been laudable, and let me com-
mend you again for your diligence. 

Let me congratulate the gentlelady 
from Cleveland, Representative FUDGE, 
who comes to the Congress as a former 
major and knows well of everyday 
problems, where the rubber meets the 
road. Let me also congratulate Rep-
resentative EMANUEL CLEAVER from 
Kansas City for his leadership as Chair-
man of the CBC jobs task force. 

Madam Speaker, I am pleased to join 
the other Members tonight to talk 
about job creation, specifically in the 
African American community. 

In November, we approved a historic 
bill to reform the health insurance sys-
tem to expand access to affordable, 
quality health care to nearly every 
American. The Affordable Health Care 
for America Act offers security and 
stability to all Americans, reduces 
costs, improves coverage and preserves 
our choice of doctors, hospitals and 
health plans, BUT holding a secure job 
is the foundation of many of the provi-
sions decided upon in the bill. That 
being said, in addition to the nation’s 
10 percent unemployment rate, it is 
clear why the President has placed 
strong emphasis on job creation in the 
past few days. After a White House Job 
Summitt on December 3rd and a trip to 
Pennsylvania to meet with citizens of 
this country who have been affected by 
this economy, on December 8th, as you 
know, President Obama announced 
steps that he believes should be at the 
heart of our efforts to help put Ameri-
cans back to work and get businesses 
hiring again. I commend the Presi-
dent’s focus on small businesses, infra-
structure, and clean energy to provide 
an influx of jobs in this economy, as 
well as his emphasis to not just create 
jobs in the short run, but to also shift 
America away from consumption-driv-
en growth to a focus on enhancing the 
competitiveness of America’s busi-
nesses, encouraging investment, and 
promoting exports. 

I would, however, push further and 
urge the President and my colleagues 
in Congress to expand our focus to ad-
dress the portion of our population who 
were already in vulnerable economic 

positions before the onset of this reces-
sion. Prior to December 2007, the Afri-
can American unemployment rate was 
8.9 percent. In this economy, it has 
climbed to a disproportionate 15.6 per-
cent. 

Madam Speaker, in the great state of 
New Jersey, unemployment has 
reached 9.7 percent; however, the larg-
est concentration of unemployment 
falls in the cities of Trenton and New-
ark, where a large portion of the 
state’s minorities live and unemploy-
ment has surpassed 14 percent. While 
NJ has reached its highest level of un-
employment in 34 years, Newark—part 
of my district—has experienced the 
same rate of 14.3 percent as recent as 
1994. 

These startling facts call attention 
to the need, to not simply restore our 
nation to its state pre-recession, but to 
create a stronger, more inclusive plan 
to address the intersection of unem-
ployment and poverty and develop 
long-term strategies. 

Madam Speaker, I believe that the 
key to this strategy is education! I 
urge the development of a multi-
pronged approach, not only aimed at 
creating new jobs but infused with edu-
cation and job training. We must work 
diligently and deliberately to harness 
the skills of all people! The absence of 
this particular focus will cause severe 
and lasting damage to generations of 
Americans, particularly those of color, 
and the future of our workforce. 

Madam Speaker, I look forward to 
working with my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to develop policies 
that will expand our focus to offer ad-
ditional support for communities that 
have long been affected by high unem-
ployment rates. 

With that, thank you once again, 
Congresswoman LEE for the out-
standing work that you are doing. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you so much. 
And I want to commend Representative 
PAYNE, not just for his words, but the 
fact that he is indeed the historian of 
our caucus. And it’s just always a 
pleasure to have him put things in per-
spective for us. Thank you so much. 

At this time, I would like to yield to 
our friend and colleague from Georgia, 
DAVID SCOTT, Representative SCOTT. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Thank you so 
much, Ms. FUDGE. I just want to say 
how proud we all are of you and your 
leadership that you are providing on 
the floor for this hour, that you have 
been going forward with all of this 
year. And I certainly want to single 
out for special praise our distinguished 
chairlady of the Congressional Black 
Caucus. The good Lord has surely 
brought us the right person at the 
right time to lead this caucus in a very 
serious sea of turbulent waters. And so, 
Ms. BARBARA LEE, I just want to per-
sonally thank you for that leadership 
as we go forward. 

Let me start at the very beginning, 
because I think that we need to under-
stand what we are referencing when we 
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use the words ‘‘targeting’’ and ‘‘focus.’’ 
Let me just say clearly, yes, we are the 
Congressional Black Caucus. But we 
are talking about targeting and focus-
ing our efforts on the basis of need, no 
more, no less, than what they did for 
Wall Street. You all may remember, I 
serve on the Financial Services Com-
mittee, and it was Secretary Paulson, 
the Republican Secretary of the Treas-
ury, who rushed over here to Capitol 
Hill with just two pieces of paper, two 
pieces of paper. And said that the sky 
is falling down on Wall Street, and we 
needed to target and focus $700 billion 
or $800 billion he said, on Wall Street. 

And then he went on to say, not only 
targeted to Wall Street, but targeted 
to specifically 12 to 15 bank and finan-
cial houses. Targeted, because that was 
where the source of the problem he 
felt. And he analyzed that source of the 
problem by saying it’s because the 
credit markets are frozen. There is no 
lending. And we have to move. 

Well, we sent him back, and we said, 
well, we can’t do that; we have to have 
something more moving. And he came 
back and said, Well, let’s target it to 
troubled asset relief, or TARP, so that 
we can relieve these troubled assets 
with these financial institutions. 
Again, targeted. The point I’m trying 
to make is that we know the value of 
targeting where the problem is. 

All we are simply saying here is we 
have troubled assets. What more trou-
bled assets in our financial institution 
can we have than the job and our 
homes? And it is more troubled assets 
than the 12 or 15 houses to unfreeze the 
credit, which we did, and which we 
moved to. We must do the same here. 
We are advocating strongly that we 
take the remaining $200 billion of this 
TARP money and focus it on where 
these troubled assets are now, jobs, and 
to saving our homes. This is what the 
American people want and need. 

Ladies and gentlemen, let me just 
say, we have a soaring economy. But 
we must understand that it, too, is tar-
geted. We have roughly 300 million peo-
ple in this country. Eighty percent of 
those are targeted at the bottom one- 
third of the economic wealth stream of 
our economy. That means roughly 80 
percent of that 300 billion, that is 270 
million people, are targeted there. 

And I bring that point up because, 
simply, our economy runs on mass con-
sumption. Stores require spending. And 
it means that you need as many people 
going in that store buying that carton 
of milk or going into that auto dealer-
ship buying that car as possible. That 
is why this effort now—we’ve taken 
$700 billion, we’ve targeted the top; we 
need to take this $200 billion and target 
it at the bottom, and target it for jobs, 
and target it related to housing be-
cause they are so interconnected. 

The most immediate thing we can do 
is what, again, we in the Congressional 
Black Caucus, 10 of us stood firm on 
the Financial Services Committee and 
said, no, no. No more. You’re going to 
have to respond to this. If we did no 

more than anchor our movement in 
terms of providing moneys and target 
it into those areas that have high fore-
closure, high closed and abandoned 
buildings and homes, and target money 
into those communities to fix up those 
homes, get them back on the market, 
that will save the housing prices and 
stop them from falling but will also 
create jobs in the most meaningful way 
for the very people we are trying to 
target it for. We need to also target 
money to help people who are losing 
their jobs to stay in their homes. 

And secondly, we’ve got to target 
jobs to those people who no matter 
what you say about a rising tide lifts 
all boats, it doesn’t. Many people are 
left behind. And nowhere is that more 
specific than in the African American 
community of African American males. 

I will just recall in my closing to you 
this evening, we realized this, and we 
put the Manpower Training Act, and 
we targeted that. We realized this 
point, and we put forth what was 
known as the opportunities and indus-
trialization centers into these commu-
nities where we paid for the salaries 
and the training, and for the individ-
uals to go on to the jobs so that they 
not only are trained for the jobs that 
are existing, but they are actually 
placed in those jobs. There are new jobs 
coming, and they’ve got to be trained 
for them. 

Madam Chairwoman, I just want to 
thank you again. I appreciate this op-
portunity, and again, I’m very proud of 
my colleagues and what we are doing. 
Thank you. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you very, very 
much, Representative SCOTT. We so 
much appreciate your thoughtfulness, 
quite frankly, and showing a real dif-
ference between what is happening on 
Wall Street and Main Street. 

I would like to now, Madam Speaker, 
yield to our chair, our Chairman RAN-
GEL, to give us some words of wisdom 
which I’m sure he is going to do this 
evening. 

(Mr. RANGEL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. RANGEL. Once again, I want to 
thank Judge Congresswoman FUDGE for 
taking the time out as well as our lead-
er, BARBARA LEE, for showing the depth 
of commitment that we in the Congres-
sional Black Caucus have not only for 
our communities, which traditionally, 
historically have borne the blunt of 
historic economic setbacks, but for the 
entire country, because in my experi-
ence, it appears as though our great 
Nation’s national security is at stake. 

We can talk about the terrorists, we 
can talk about those that are out to 
destroy our way of life, but we can de-
stroy our own way of life because what 
made America great is not the bankers. 
It is those people that thought in this 
great country that they could aspire, 
that they could work hard and there 
would be no limits on what they can 
achieve. 

But unemployment is more than a 
statistic. Loss of a job means more 

than losing your house and losing your 
health care. It also means losing your 
dignity. And I cannot foresee how it’s 
possible to have an economic recovery 
and have a jobless state of the econ-
omy. It seems to me that more impor-
tant than the exchange of stock show-
ing that America is willing to take risk 
is, what does America think about its 
hope, its future for its children? It 
seems to me that what makes America 
so great is what we think we can 
achieve. And whether you talk about 
current unemployment, you have to 
consider those people who had no hope 
before the setback. What happens to a 
person that is not included in the sta-
tistic? What happens to a person that 
knows there’s no job at the unemploy-
ment office? What happens to a person 
that has given up hope? 

Even if the so-called economy recov-
ers, where will their will be to exercise 
the skill that perhaps has been lost? 
And how do you regain hope once that 
is lost. 
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And so what I hope that we under-
stand as a Nation is that it is not just 
those who are suffering out there, who 
are losing sometimes their family as 
well as their jobs, but it happens to be 
something that’s going to affect the 
well-off, because the more we expand 
those people who have no money to 
spend, the more our small business peo-
ple have no reason to be in existence. 

And so we can talk about the stock 
market, but the world is not turning on 
our stock market; it’s turning on the 
will of the American people. Inter-
nationally, if we begin to look, as we 
have in so many communities, as a de-
veloping nation, not having the will, 
not having the resources, not being 
able to feed our children, not being 
able to provide health care for our chil-
dren, what is the difference in a mother 
or father’s heart whether you are in a 
developing country, whether it’s in the 
Middle East, whether it’s in Africa; the 
love for your children has to be the 
same no matter what country you’re 
in. If you can’t feed your child, if you 
can’t encourage your child, if you can’t 
educate your child, if you can’t point 
out how great your country is in terms 
of opportunity, then what makes us 
different as a great nation from those 
who are trying to achieve economic le-
verage? 

And so, even though the hour is late, 
and I am late in getting here, make no 
mistake about it that you will be hear-
ing from the Congressional Black Cau-
cus every day, whether it’s going to be 
on the floor, whether it’s going to be in 
our districts, because there is some-
thing that brings us here more than 
just our conscience; it’s that most of us 
know exactly what unemployment and 
the pain of unemployment is, the loss 
of dignity of unemployment. And then 
we have our families, and then we have 
our communities. 

And so we really believe that for 
those people that believe that we don’t 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 04:26 Dec 15, 2009 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K14DE7.062 H14DEPT1jb
el

l o
n 

D
S

K
D

V
H

8Z
91

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH14860 December 14, 2009 
understand, before this Congress ends, 
the President and this Congress, we 
truly understand that this is a threat 
to our national security, and as Ameri-
cans, as patriots, and as those who ad-
vocate a strong economy and a strong 
workforce, we will be glad to let you 
know that we will be doing all and ev-
erything that we can, and we’ve got to 
get the job done. 

Thank you so much for yielding me 
this time. 

Madam Speaker, the recent November jobs 
report offers encouraging signs that the Re-
covery Act is indeed working and that the 
economy has started to grow. Over the last 
three months, job losses have come down to 
the lowest level in two years. But the report is 
also a sobering reminder of the need to con-
tinue to advance policies that stimulate job 
creation and support the needs of American 
families and businesses that are struggling. 

Nearly 16 million Americans are jobless, up 
558,000 from last month. Unemployment is 
more than just a number—it’s a measure of 
suffering. It’s that many more children living in 
poverty. It’s that many more families sub-
sisting off of food stamps, which now feed 1 
in every 8 Americans and nearly 1 in every 4 
children. 

An economic recovery plan focused on sal-
vaging Wall Street, credit-frozen banks, and 
slumping American automakers—while all right 
and good—is not a meaningful recovery if it 
does not help struggling families. 

That’s why the Obama Administration, in ad-
dition to all of its great work in turning this 
economy around, hosted a jobs summit last 
week aimed at putting Americans back to 
work, and I am looking forward to working with 
the President to do just that. President 
Obama’s Recovery Act has already resulted in 
as many as 1.6 million Americans gaining 
jobs. 

But unemployment remains at crisis levels. 
In New York City, the jobless rate for people 
16 and over has increased over the past year 
by 73.7 percent. Half of the city’s residents 
who are near poverty report experiencing 
three or more hardships at once, including fall-
ing behind on rent, not filling a prescription, or 
being unable to purchase enough food. The 
President’s efforts to stave off depression and 
economic collapse have helped, but millions of 
Americans are saying, ‘‘Tell that to my land-
lord.’’ Rebounding economic statistics mean 
little when so many Americans are still strug-
gling economically. 

Over the course of the next few weeks, cre-
ating jobs will be my first and foremost priority. 
I look forward to working with the President 
and my colleagues in Congress, including 
members of the Congress Black Caucus. 

African American and Latino families are 
among those that suffer the most from a re-
cession because they are disproportionately 
impacted by a weak economy and do not 
have the safety net enjoyed by others. The 
unemployment rate for all African-Americans is 
about 50 percent higher than the nation as a 
whole, and more than 1 in 4 low-income 
Latinos in New York reported losing their jobs 
in the past year. We must offer fresh and bold 
solutions to cultivate an economy that works 
for us all. Not just the wealthy. Not just the po-
litically connected. But all of us. 

Not only is America hurting; so are our kids. 
New York City has 200,000 disconnected 

youth on its streets, kids ages 16 to 24 not in 
school and without employment. New York 
houses more kids in state prisons than it does 
on college campuses. Nowadays, it isn’t just 
high school dropouts who are out of work. 
Americans from all economic groups are fall-
ing prey to a shrinking workforce, whether it’s 
the hospital worker laid off after toiling at the 
same job for decades, or the college graduate 
having a tough time finding a job. In fact, 
Black college graduates are having a tougher 
time finding employment than their White 
counterparts, both those with and without a 
degree. We are all vulnerable, and we all de-
serve a helping hand in pulling through these 
difficult times. 

There can be no excess of good ideas to 
combat this crisis sweeping our nation. One 
thing we can do, and do immediately, is ex-
tend unemployment insurance. It is urgent that 
we provide out-of-work Americans with instant 
relief. Additionally, the White House has com-
mitted itself to expanding green job opportuni-
ties through the Recovery through Retrofit pro-
gram. These are good green jobs that can’t be 
outsourced. 

We must enact aggressive measures aimed 
at employing our young people at this critical 
time. The Administration is launching its ‘‘Edu-
cate to Innovate’’ campaign to improve partici-
pation and performance in the sciences 
through partnerships with foundations, non-
profits, and science and engineering societies. 
National service programs must be well fund-
ed, and we must develop an ambitious strat-
egy to urge our youth to participate in them. 

In the House, I am working with my Demo-
cratic colleagues on a jobs package that 
would include additional funding for infrastruc-
ture projects, like highway construction and 
renovation, bonds for building schools, and the 
expansion of the successful Build America 
Bonds program, already funding several infra-
structure projects across the country. These 
projects are designed to put Americans imme-
diately to work, all while making America safer 
and stronger. 

In an effort to boost small business creation 
and tackle credit-freeze, we are anticipating 
expanding small business loans, providing 
fixes for community banks, and extending 
small business and bonus depreciation provi-
sions from the stimulus package. Even the 
creation of green empowerment zones—those 
areas where at least 50 percent of the popu-
lation has an unemployment rate higher than 
the state average—would provide tax incen-
tives to businesses that hire individuals who 
live and work in those areas that are most suf-
fering. 

We are in the midst of a national emer-
gency, but as a unified people, looking after 
each other, we will get through this stronger 
and far more prosperous. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Chairman. We so much appreciate 
your being with us. 

Now I would like to yield to the per-
son who has really gotten me through 
most of this year, our representative 
from the Virgin Islands, DONNA 
CHRISTENSEN. 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Thank you, 
Congresswoman FUDGE. And thank you 
for the great job you’re doing in pull-
ing us together every week. 

We had a press conference last 
week—and I agree with AL GREEN when 

he said we shouldn’t even have to call 
it, not when unemployment in our 
communities is over 15 percent, even 
over 30 percent in some, and 50 percent 
when we look at young African Amer-
ican males, not when our CBC founda-
tion can tell us about the lack of jobs 
for black males who have not com-
pleted high school or who have just 
completed high school compared to 
other people with similar educational 
levels. 

The stark gaps in unemployment for 
African Americans, American Indians, 
Latinos, and Asians cry out for a rem-
edy, one that responds to those who are 
most in need and at risk. If no one else 
will answer tonight, the Congressional 
Black Caucus is answering, and we will 
answer every day until we turn the un-
employment rates and every other in-
equity in our communities around. 

I’ve had the opportunity, on a small 
scale, to see what can happen with pro-
grams like these because we don’t have 
to go through the State and the local 
distribution. We will soon graduate 26 
formerly unemployed men and women 
who knew nothing about solar water 
heaters who can now build them from 
scratch and install them. They have an 
opportunity, through the ARRA, the 
program created by our government, 
our utility, and a not-for-profit to put 
their training to work in real jobs. And 
what these young men have told us is 
please continue these programs and ex-
pand them for us. That is what we are 
here to say on behalf of them and the 
millions of others who need work 
today. 

I want to just say that the same 
thing applies to health care jobs; they 
are needed in all of our communities on 
every level. This is a job industry that 
is growing and will continue to grow as 
we pass health care reform. There is a 
great opportunity for our communities 
in health care to create jobs. 

I want to take this opportunity to 
thank Rev. EMANUEL CLEAVER, Con-
gressman, and our Chair, BARBARA LEE, 
for being so aggressive in working and 
moving the Congressional Black Cau-
cus and using us to move our caucus 
towards the creation of these jobs, and 
to thank our President for making job 
creation a central part of his agenda. 
We are his strongest allies and sup-
porters and advocates. And advocating, 
as we do for our community, we are 
working to ensure that the benefits of 
his Presidency reach everyone in this 
Nation. 

Democrats don’t plan to go home 
until we do something meaningful to 
create jobs. The Christmas, Hanukkah, 
and Kwanzaa season must be one of 
hope for everyone. That is our commit-
ment as Democrats and as the Congres-
sional Black Caucus; our commitment 
is to make sure that these benefits ex-
tend to everyone, especially those who 
are suffering most, especially those in 
the African American community and 
other communities of color, not just 
for a few, not just for some, but for ev-
eryone living in this country. 
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I yield back. 
I am pleased to join our Chairwoman BAR-

BARA LEE, Congresswoman FUDGE who does 
such a great job of organizing these special 
orders every week and my other CBC col-
leagues to speak to the critical importance of 
creating jobs for the American people, as we 
Democrats are poised to do, but particularly in 
the hardest hit African American communities 
who when America sneezes gets pneumonia, 
when a breeze blows elsewhere we get a hur-
ricane, and when surf is high for everyone 
else we get a tsunami. 

We had a press conference last week, that 
as Congressman AL GREEN said and I agree, 
we should not have had to call. 

Not when the unemployment in African 
American communities is over 15 percent, 
even over 30 percent in some areas and high-
er in some age groups. Not when the projec-
tions are as they always have been that job-
lessness will continue longest for us—espe-
cially for African American males. 

Not when the CBC foundation issued issues 
a very telling report that has clearly dem-
onstrated the severe gaps in employment for 
black male high school graduates or who have 
not finished high school even in unskilled jobs 
compared to every other group with the same 
educational levels. 

And not when universities and others across 
our country have reported studies that clearly 
demonstrate racial bias in hiring and all of this 
is only the tip of the iceberg. 

The stark gaps in employment for African 
Americans and Latinos cry out for a remedy— 
one that responds to those who are most at 
need and at risk and, if no one else will an-
swer, we the Congressional Black Caucus is 
answering today and every day until we turn 
around the unemployment rates and every 
other inequity in our communities. 

There is just no way that we will stand by 
and let our community be left behind as the 
country recovers from the recession and the 
focus turns, as it must, to job creation. And, 
we are determined that our community will not 
be left behind as we turn the page to a new 
green economy and as we embark on a re-
form of our healthcare system. Both will re-
quire massive training programs and a major 
expansion of our workforce on every level. 
This is an opportunity that we cannot afford to 
let pass us by—we won’t! 

I have had the opportunity to see on a small 
scale what can happen with programs funded 
thru ARRA because in my district—the US Vir-
gin Islands—state and local are treated as one 
entity, so I do not have to depend on the state 
to distribute funds at the local level. 

We will soon graduate 26 formerly unem-
ployed men and women who knew nothing 
about solar water heaters soon who can now 
build and install several models from scratch. 
They are now in their practicum installing them 
in government youth and senior facilities. I 
was so impressed as they explained things I 
will never understand. They have an oppor-
tunity now with a program created by govern-
ment our utility and a not for profit to put their 
training to work in real jobs. 

But what the student-trainees we met with 
Paul Larsen, Dean Doctrine and Kahlil 
Simone—begged us was that we continue this 
program and provide them with even greater 
opportunities., 

This is what we—on their behalf and on be-
half of millions of others—are asking this Con-
gress and our President to do now. 

And the same applies to health care jobs. 
They are needed in all of our communities. 
Community health workers, allied health techs 
and nurse techs will be needed to meet the 
demand of the newly insured, they will be the 
key to eliminating health disparities in our 
communities, and open a door to even more 
opportunities. Right now the Department of 
labor has 200 million dollars available for train-
ing for healthcare jobs our of the ARRA, we 
need to continue and expand that going for-
ward in the jobs bill this body will pass and we 
need to ensure that the communities that suf-
fer the greatest disparities are targeted with 
these programs for job creation in this industry 
where the demand will only continue to grow. 

Health care provides a great opportunity for 
the now un- or under-employed to lift them-
selves out of poverty, to improve the health of 
their communities and to raise our nation’s 
standing for all of the health indicators for 
which—like infant and maternal mortality as 
well as general health status we lag behind 
everyone of our industrialized global partners. 

I would like to thank the Jobs Taskforce led 
by our colleague, Reverend EMANUEL CLEAV-
ER, and our Chair BARBARA LEE for aggres-
sively moving to ensure that communities like 
ours which are distressed and the people who 
live there will not continue to be marginalized 
by post racial wannabees. 

As was said at the press conference in re-
sponse to those who would make this a racial 
issue—if it is, it is not because we made it so. 
It is made so by the fact that the communities 
with the highest unemployment and the high-
est rates of poverty are African American, 
American Indian and other communities of 
color. 

And for those who want to make this a fight 
between the CBC and the President—nothing 
could be further from the truth! 

The White House unfortunately has too 
many advisors to whom the distress and mis-
ery in our communities are if not invisible, are 
not clearly seen and definitely not felt! 

It is our responsibility to be the advisors and 
the advocates on the other side, on the side 
of those who have felt and borne the brunt of 
every hard time, every recession or depres-
sion long before and a whole lot longer than 
anyone else in this country. 

We are our President’s allies, supporters 
and strongest advocates. In advocating, as we 
do for our community, we are working to en-
sure that the benefits of his presidency 
reaches every corner of this nation, and that 
his presidency surpasses every other through 
the prism, not just of history, but of what hap-
pens today to improve the lives of those most 
in need. 

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, we thank 
you for, once again, allowing the cau-
cus to come and share with you our 
views. I want to thank all of the mem-
bers of the caucus who came tonight. I 
think it was a very, very interesting 
and dynamic discussion. 

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, the Nation’s un-
employment rate is alarming—over 10 percent 
of our citizens are unemployed. However, Afri-
can Americans have been hit harder by the re-
cession. Nearly 15.6 percent of African Ameri-
cans are unemployed. My congressional dis-
trict has an even higher unemployment rate, of 
17.1 percent, and is one of the poorest com-
munities in the country. Many parts of the 
Greater Cleveland area suffer from abject pov-

erty and unemployment. Nearly one in every 
four Cuyahoga County residents lives below 
the poverty line. These unemployment rates 
demonstrate that Americans need and de-
serve a more concerted federal effort to re-
duce poverty and create jobs. We must do 
more to help curb our Nation’s problem and 
create jobs for our people. 

One reason I came to Congress was to help 
struggling Americans in my district. My num-
ber one priority is to promote policies that cre-
ate jobs and spur economic development. I 
have consistently advocated for such policies 
this year. 

In the Student Aid and Fiscal Responsibility 
Act, Representative LOEBSACK and I intro-
duced the sectors amendment, which helps in-
dividuals and businesses by bringing together 
multiple stakeholders with a common interest 
in developing and implementing workforce de-
velopment strategies that contribute to local 
and regional growth. The purpose of Sectors 
is to prepare individuals for jobs that are avail-
able in their communities now. Sector ap-
proaches draw upon the expertise of many 
partners who improve worker training, reten-
tion, and advancement by developing cross- 
firm skill standards. It promotes career devel-
opment, job redefinitions, and shared training, 
while supporting capacities that facilitate the 
advancement of workers at all skill levels, in-
cluding the least skilled. An emerging body of 
research demonstrates that sector strategies 
can provide significant positive outcomes, in-
cluding job attainment, increased wages, and 
greater job security. 

As we work to ensure that all Americans 
have access to affordable health care, I au-
thored an important provision in the Affordable 
Health Care Reform Act. This provision re-
quires the Advisory Committee on Health 
Workforce Evaluation and Assessment, estab-
lished by the bill, to monitor the adequacy of 
the health care workforce and report workforce 
shortages. This will ensure the creation of job 
opportunities, where necessary, for constitu-
ents of the Eleventh Congressional District of 
Ohio. My provision will guarantee a rapid re-
sponse to shortages in the health care work-
force, such as Health Information Technology, 
nursing, primary care physicians, pediatrics 
and other specialists. 

The American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act provides $19 billion for the U.S. to take 
the lead in health information technology. It 
establishes standards for a nationwide elec-
tronic exchange and health information to im-
prove quality and coordination of care by 
2010. Earlier this year, I introduced the Health 
Information Technology Public Utility Act. This 
bill will assist all health facilities transition to 
computerized health records. Ursuline College, 
an all-women’s school in my district has cre-
ated a curriculum responding to this need. Sis-
ter Diana Stano, President of Ursuline, has a 
health IT program that facilitates the expan-
sion of my district’s health information tech-
nology workforce. This program is more impor-
tant at a school like Ursuline, because nearly 
30 percent of the population is comprised of 
students from lower socio-economic groups or 
first generation college students. These stu-
dents will now have an opportunity to move 
straight from training to sustainable employ-
ment. 

Currently I am working with Chairman 
TOWNS and Representative PATRICK MURPHY 
on legislation that will not only assist students 
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with private education loans but also create 
jobs following college. The proposal allows 
college graduates to swap a portion of their 
private student loan debt for a federally sub-
sidized loan with a lower interest rate. As a re-
sult of the conversion, the federal government 
would earn $9 billion for school construction, 
improvements for primary and secondary edu-
cation facilities and institutions of higher edu-
cation. 

We must provide financial support for stu-
dents to complete trade certifications or col-
lege degrees. Education is the only way to 
end the cycle of poverty. 

We must encourage innovation in lending so 
small business and those in minority commu-
nities have access to capital. 

We must aggressively advocate for loan 
modifications to reduce foreclosures and keep 
Americans in their homes. 

In short, we need a concerted effort from 
the Federal government to expand access to 
the critical services and resources for minority 
communities. The exaggerated rate of Black 
unemployment is problematic for the entire 
Nation. These families, and those in dispropor-
tionately affected regions, need a solid path-
way out of poverty. 

By re-training workers in expanding indus-
tries, instead of those that are shrinking we 
can move people out of poverty. 

Targeted assistance to Americans dis-
proportionately suffering from the recession is 
crucial to reducing the unemployment rate for 
all. 

f 

PREVENTIVE SERVICES TASK 
FORCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Mrs. SCHMIDT) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
tonight to speak about a very impor-
tant issue, it’s about breast cancer and 
my expressed disappointment and dis-
agreement with the recent set of rec-
ommendations issued by the United 
States Preventive Services Task Force, 
this simple little 12-page study that, 
quite frankly, has angered millions of 
women across the United States. I 
highly recommend people to take the 
15 minutes that it will take to read 
this report and see just how flawed it 
really is. 

As most Americans know, especially 
women, breast cancer represents a 
major health threat both in this coun-
try and across the world. Breast cancer 
is one of the most frequently diagnosed 
forms of cancer for women, and it 
ranks second only to lung cancer in 
terms of cancer-related deaths. 

In 2008, an estimated 250,000 cases of 
breast cancer were diagnosed in the 
United States, and 40,000 women lost 
their lives to this terrible disease. 
These 40,000 deaths represent, however, 
a significant reduction in mortalities 
compared to 20 years ago. In fact, since 
1990, the mortality rate for breast can-
cer has decreased approximately 30 per-
cent. Medical experts attribute this 
dramatic decrease to both improved 

treatment methods and to the wide-
spread and regular use of early detec-
tion techniques such as mammograms. 

Despite these positive gains and de-
spite the thousands of lives that breast 
cancer screening has saved during the 
past two decades, the United States 
Preventive Services Task Force re-
cently issued new recommendations ad-
vocating, get this, against routine 
mammograms for women younger than 
50, biannual mammograms for women 
50 to 75, no mammograms at all for 
women older than 75, and actually rec-
ommended against teaching women the 
proper and important method of self 
breast examinations; they don’t want 
medical experts to show them how to 
do a self breast exam. 

In coming to these conclusions, the 
Task Force—which, by the way, did not 
include a single expert in mammog-
raphy or oncology—reasoned that the 
physical and psychological harms asso-
ciated with breast cancer screening 
outweigh the benefits for women 
younger than 50 years of age. The task 
force then explained that the harms it 
was concerned about included unneces-
sary tests and biopsies, and the general 
inconvenience, stress, and—get this— 
anxiety caused by potentially false 
positive screening results. 

Personally, I was appalled and 
shocked to think that we might have a 
little bit of anxiety thinking that we 
might have felt something in a self 
breast cancer exam or that a mammog-
raphy might have showed a shadow 
that was a little inconclusive and that 
we might need follow up, that we 
might have anxiety with that. And 
since for most of us it will be a false 
positive, we really don’t need to have 
that anxiety. I was appalled because, 
yeah, you have a little anxiety, but 
think of the joy that you have real-
izing it was a false positive. And think 
about the relief that you have knowing 
that you now have the ability to fight 
a disease when you find it at its ear-
liest and most preventable stage. 

My concern is what these rec-
ommendations will do for women who 
should be receiving annual breast 
exams both now and in the future. Be-
cause what the government report is 
essentially telling women is that they 
should forgo proven methods of detect-
ing breast cancer because in the aggre-
gate screening methods don’t save 
enough lives to outweigh the discom-
fort, inconvenience, and yes, the report 
talks about the cost. 

Quite frankly, this is not just bad ad-
vice, this is awful advice. And I believe 
it will result in countless unnecessary 
and preventable deaths for women who 
do not avail themselves of screening 
techniques that could and would detect 
breast cancer at its earliest and most 
treatable stages and, yes, save lives. 

For example, the task force 
downplayed the importance of self 
breast examinations. In doing so, the 
task force reasons that having a med-
ical professional demonstrate the prop-
er method of self-examination is insig-

nificant to the cancer detection, and 
that too many women would suffer, 
again, anxiety from false positive re-
sults. But the report ignored a very im-
portant question; how many women 
have had their lives saved because of a 
simple self breast exam? 

Perhaps the anxiety for those who 
don’t understand what they have un-
covered is less important than the one 
person who actually finds something 
and saves his or her own life because, 
yes, men also get breast cancer. 

I also oppose the task force’s rec-
ommendations because they represent 
an unfortunate and dangerous step 
back in the fight for health care equal-
ity for women. I was in the State legis-
lature in Ohio for 4 years, and I uncov-
ered this. It was through my insistence 
that insurance companies in Ohio pay 
the true cost for mammograms for 
women in Ohio. Recommendations like 
this task force’s will serve to weaken 
State mandates like Ohio’s, and they 
will ultimately lead to a rationing of 
preventative care across the country. 

For example, according to language 
in the health care bill just passed by 
the House, the task force’s rec-
ommendations could give the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services 
the power to exclude mammograms and 
other breast cancer screening tech-
niques from any government-run 
health care plan or exchange. If you 
read pages 1317 and 1318 of the bill, you 
will see that the language in there sug-
gests a slippery slope where this could 
occur. 

Now, yes, it talks about testing and 
demonstration projects, but it says, 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services shall ensure that a subsidy or 
reward is provided only if a govern-
ment task force recommendation is 
rated as A or B. Well, this task force 
only graded breast cancer screening for 
women 40 to 49, as a C, so this bill may 
not require the Federal Government to 
cover the cost of preventative care. 

The Federal Government may not be 
required to cover annual screenings for 
women 50 and older. And the task force 
recommends that screening should be 
done biannually for this age group, and 
not for women over 75 at all. But the 
Senate bill is even more alarming. 
Comparable provisions were also in-
cluded in the Senate proposed health 
care bill until an amendment was 
adopted last week. 

For example, 2713 of the bill requires 
that private insurers cover only pre-
ventative services that receive a rating 
of A or B from the task force. Section 
4105 of the bill granted the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services the ability 
to modify any government coverage of 
preventative services if consistent with 
recommendations of the task force. In 
fact, there were more than a dozen oc-
casions in the Senate bill when rec-
ommendations from the task force 
would influence the availability of 
health care. 

b 2115 
Now, not surprisingly, the Obama ad-

ministration and the Secretary of 
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Health and Human Services have at-
tempted to deflect the public outroar 
about this task force’s recommenda-
tions, stating that the task force does 
not set Federal policy, that it does not 
determine what services are covered by 
the Federal Government. They also 
have claimed that the Federal Govern-
ment’s policy concerning breast cancer 
screening coverage will not change as a 
result of the task force’s recommenda-
tions. Insurance companies have made 
similar promises, assuring their cus-
tomers that they will continue to pay 
for annual mammograms as well, but it 
begs the question: 

For how long? 
The language contained in the House 

and the Senate bill speaks for itself, 
and it speaks loud and clear. There is 
simply no guarantee that the adminis-
tration, that the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, and that the in-
surance companies won’t change their 
positions in the future, and there is no 
guarantee that mammograms will con-
tinue to be covered. 

Fortunately, the task force’s rec-
ommendations have been strongly re-
jected by a litany of respected medical 
organizations, including, notably, the 
American Cancer Society and the 
American College of Radiology. The 
recommendations also run contrary to 
positions taken by the American Med-
ical Association, the American College 
of Obstetrics and Gynecology, and the 
National Cancer Institute. I have some 
of these publications here, and in a lit-
tle while, I will read from them. 

Right now, I am really hopeful that 
women ignore this task force’s rec-
ommendation. It is for their health and 
for their safety, and it is also for the 
health and the safety of their families. 
I would also hope that, as we debate 
this health care bill, that we ensure 
that we do not look at cost and then 
look at treatment and decide that cost 
outweighs treatment. Yes, there is a 
limited amount of money out there, 
but nobody’s health should be put on 
the line because of the dollars that are 
involved. 

So I hope that women tonight will 
listen to their doctors—not to the gov-
ernment, not to the insurance compa-
nies, and certainly not to this task 
force—and will make the right deci-
sions for all of their health care. There 
simply is no room for a government bu-
reaucrat in a woman’s decision to 
screen for breast cancer. 

Right now, I have my good friend 
from Pennsylvania’s Fifth Congres-
sional District, Congressman GLENN 
THOMPSON, who wants to weigh in on 
this. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. I 
thank the gentlelady from Ohio for 
yielding and for hosting this Special 
Order this evening on what is truly 
such an important topic. I don’t think 
there is anyone here in this Chamber 
or anyone across the United States 
who, through family or friends, has not 
been touched by breast cancer in their 
families or within their networks of 
friends. 

I came here in January. Prior to 
that, I had worked in health care for 28 
years, in rehabilitation services. I was 
a rehabilitation professional, working, 
actually, as a rehab services manager 
for most of that time. During that 
time, I had my staff. They were won-
derful, caring, compassionate individ-
uals who were true professionals. I 
worked with just a tremendous number 
of women who were breast cancer sur-
vivors postmastectomy. I was devel-
oping innovative rehabilitation tech-
niques and exercises, and I really tried 
to touch the lives of people who were 
facing this devastating disease. 

You had talked about these rec-
ommendations that were put out, and 
I’m sure you’re going to go into detail 
on this, but I pulled a document, and it 
was one of those that you referenced. 

Truly, when I think of cancer, I 
think of an organization such as the 
American Cancer Society, which just 
offers their expertise. Their researchers 
do just a tremendous job on awareness 
and on prevention and on treatment all 
across the board. In their 2009 Cancer 
Prevention and Early Detection Facts 
and Figures, just go to page 35. It talks 
about what their recommendations are. 
It is very specifically that 
mammographies begin at age 40, and 
it’s annually. Those are not dated rec-
ommendations. Those are not dated 
screening guidelines. Those are 2009. 

You know, breast cancer, as the gen-
tlelady mentioned, is the second lead-
ing cause of death in American women. 
In 2008, there were over 40,000 deaths in 
this country. Certainly, breast cancer 
also touches the lives of men in much 
smaller numbers, but it does have a 
presence. In the United States, women 
get breast cancer more than any other 
type of cancer except for skin cancer. 
Breast cancer is only second to lung 
cancer as the cause of death in women. 
Breast cancer does occur in men, but as 
I said before, the numbers of cases are 
certainly small. 

Now, age and health history cer-
tainly can have an effect on the risk of 
developing breast cancer. Anything in-
creases your chance of getting a dis-
ease. It’s called a ‘‘risk factor.’’ Having 
a risk factor does not mean that you 
will get the cancer, but not having risk 
factors does not mean that you will not 
get the cancer. 

People who think they may be at 
risk certainly need to talk to their doc-
tors as the relationship between the 
patient and the physician is just so im-
portant. We’ve talked about that rela-
tionship so many times in this health 
care debate. One of my biggest fears 
isn’t the cost of health care. Really, 
my biggest fear is when the govern-
ment or a bureaucrat becomes a wedge 
between the decisionmaking relation-
ship of the patient and the physician. 
Certainly, when it comes to risk fac-
tors, touching base and communicating 
with one’s physician is so important. 
People who think they may be at risk 
should discuss this with their doctors, 
and they should discuss all of the risk 
factors that are present. 

Cancer prevention is certainly very 
important. Cancer prevention is an ac-
tion taken to lower the chance of get-
ting cancer. By preventing cancer, the 
number of new cases of cancer in a 
group or in a population is lowered. 
Hopefully, this will lower the number 
of deaths caused by cancer. To prevent 
new cancers from starting, scientists 
look at risk factors and protective fac-
tors. That’s where the value of these 
regular screenings comes in. Anything 
that increases your chance of devel-
oping cancer is called a ‘‘cancer risk 
factor,’’ and anything that decreases 
your chance of developing cancer is 
called a ‘‘cancer protective factor.’’ 

Now, some factors for cancer can be 
avoided, but many cannot. For exam-
ple, smoking and inheriting certain 
genes are risk factors for certain types 
of cancer, but only smoking can be 
avoided. As for regular exercise and a 
healthy diet, neither of those really fit 
well into the lifestyle one has while 
working in Congress. I’ve found, since 
January, neither a healthy diet nor ex-
ercise, but both of those can be protec-
tive factors for some types of cancers. 
Avoiding risk factors and increasing 
protective factors may lower your risk, 
but it does not mean that you will not 
get cancer. Different ways to prevent 
cancer are being studied, including 
changing one’s lifestyle, eating habits, 
avoiding things known to cause cancer, 
taking medication to treat a 
precancerous condition or to keep can-
cer from starting. 

Certainly, breast cancer screenings 
have been shown to reduce breast can-
cer mortality. In the United States, 
death rates from breast cancer in 
women have been declining since 1990. I 
think that’s a track record we can be 
very proud of, and it’s a trend line that 
is just so important. Most of that has 
been due, in large part, to early detec-
tion by mammography screening and 
by improvements in treatment. 

When you look at those trends, I find 
appalling the recommendations we’ve 
recently seen come out to not just 
move up the age of when 
mammographies would begin but the 
fact that they would go to every 2 
years versus an annual basis. Cur-
rently, 61 percent of breast cancers are 
diagnosed at a localized stage for which 
the 5-year survival rate is 98 percent. 
Again, within the United States, I 
think that’s a statistic we can be very 
proud of. Further reductions in breast 
cancer deaths are possible by not 
spreading out but, rather, increasing 
mammography screening rates and by 
providing timely access to high-quality 
follow-ups and treatment. 

Despite the relatively high preva-
lence of mammography screenings in 
the United States and within the docu-
ment I made reference to previously— 
this is from 2006—I think that we’ve 
seen actual improvements in terms of 
access to screenings. Nationwide, for 
women 40 years of age and older, 61.2 
percent have had mammography and 
clinical breast exams. Ages 40 to 64 is 
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59.7 percent; 65 years of age and older is 
64.6 percent. These are good numbers. 
They could be better. We could im-
prove upon them. I don’t think we can 
improve upon them by following those 
recommendations that were just re-
cently put out. 

Recent studies suggest that many 
women are initiating mammographies 
later than recommended or are not 
having mammographies at all or are 
not having them at the recommended 
intervals or are not receiving appro-
priate and timely follow-ups of positive 
screening results. These indicators of 
inadequate screenings are associated 
with a more advanced tumor size and 
stage at diagnosis. 

In accordance with the American 
Cancer Society screening guidelines, it 
is important for women aged 40 and 
older to receive mammography 
screenings on an annual basis at an ac-
credited mammography screening fa-
cility. For women with increased risks 
of breast cancer, the society rec-
ommends annual screenings using 
MRIs, or magnetic resonance imaging, 
in addition to the mammograms. 

I am very appreciative of my good 
friend from Ohio for, once again, tak-
ing the leadership on this very impor-
tant topic and for allowing me to join 
in with you tonight. 

I yield back. 
Mrs. SCHMIDT. I thank you very 

much. This whole report concerns me 
on a multitude of levels. 

A few weeks ago, I and a group of 
women got together, and we held a 
press conference. At the press con-
ference, when it was my turn to speak, 
I actually had a reporter who ques-
tioned what we were saying because we 
were not ‘‘professionals’’ in the field. 

I held up the report, and I said, Have 
you read it? 

Well, he hadn’t read it. So I handed it 
to him and suggested that he read it; 
but you know, I’m not a professional. I 
don’t have a medical background. I’m 
just a woman, and I’m a woman con-
cerned about my friends who have had 
to undergo the fear of having breast 
cancer. With treatment and especially 
with early diagnosis, they are living 
very, very normal lives. I could go on 
and on. 

I have a friend who was 41. She 
missed her first mammography at the 
age of 40. She went, and she had a very, 
very small tumor, and she had it out. 
That was 4 years ago. She has a little 
girl. She’s going to live to be a ripe old 
age. Thank God she was able to have 
that mammography, because there is 
no breast cancer in her family. So, ac-
cording to this report, she shouldn’t 
have had it until age 50 because she’s 
not at risk, but ah, indeed, 75 percent 
of people who get breast cancer do not 
have risk factors for cancer. Only 25 
percent do. 

I want to read right now the report 
from the American College of Radi-
ology. It’s dated November 24, 2009. I 
want to read it because they’re the sci-
entists; they’re the professionals—I’m 

not. I think that what you will see in 
this is an unraveling of the inconsist-
encies of this report. 

It says that several sections of the 
Senate health care reform legislation 
contain language stipulating that in-
surance entities, such as private insur-
ers, Medicare and Medicaid, would only 
be required to cover services receiving 
a specific rate from the United States 
preventative service task force. Pres-
ently, this would exclude mammog-
raphy services for the majority of 
women 40 to 49. It would only require 
coverage of biannual—that’s every 
other year—coverage for women 50 to 
74, and it would exclude coverage for 
those women 74 years of age and older. 
While the USPSTF recommendations 
may result in cost savings, a great 
many women will die unnecessarily 
from breast cancer as a result. 

These are not my words. These are 
the words of the American College of 
Radiology. 

It goes on to read that this is not a 
political argument. It is a matter of 
life and death. Congress needs to act to 
specifically protect annual mammog-
raphy coverage for women ages 40 and 
older and for high-risk women under 40 
as recommended by their physician, 
said James T. Thrall, M.D., FACR, 
Chair of the American College of Radi-
ology Board of Chancellors. 

If the cost-cutting USPSTF mam-
mography recommendations are not 
excluded from health care reform legis-
lation, the government or private in-
surers would be permitted to refuse 
women coverage for this lifesaving 
exam, turning back the clock on two 
decades of advances against the Na-
tion’s second leading cancer killer. 

These aren’t my words. This is the 
American College of Radiology. They 
go on. 

The federally funded and staffed task 
force includes representatives from 
major health insurers, but it does not 
include a single radiologist, oncologist, 
breast surgeon or any other clinician 
with demonstrative expertise in breast 
cancer diagnosis or treatment. 

b 2130 

Despite demonstrations by their own 
analysis that screening annually begin-
ning at age 40 saves most lives and 
most years of life, the task force rec-
ommended against mammography 
screening for women 40 to 49 years of 
age, annual mammograms for women 
between 50 and 74—in favor of only 
every other year—and all breast cancer 
screening in women over 74. These rec-
ommendations run counter to even the 
task forces own data and are out of 
touch with the long-proven policies of 
the American Cancer Society, the ACR, 
and other experts in the field. 

I have to digress for a moment be-
cause my very, very dear friend, her 
mother is 90. Her mother did a self- 
breast exam and noticed a lump, had a 
mammography. They did a 
lumpectomy. That was a few months 
ago. 

My very dear friend lost her father a 
couple of years ago. All she has is her 
mother and her brothers and sisters. 
She is delighted to know that her 
mother has a long life ahead of her and 
at least isn’t at risk for this disease. 
But, again, according to what these 
recommendations are, she wouldn’t 
have gotten a mammography and 
wouldn’t have gotten a lumpectomy. 

I will go back to the American Col-
lege of Radiology’s report that strong-
ly urges those in Congress to exclude 
the USPSTF guidelines from health 
care legislation and make changes to 
the task force membership, an oper-
ating process that will guard against 
such unacceptable recommendations 
moving forward without any input 
from experts in breast cancer diagnosis 
and treatment, said W. Phil Evans MD, 
FACR, president of the Society of 
Breast Imaging, SBI. 

This states that since the onset of 
regular mammography screening in 
1990, the mortality rate from breast 
cancer, which has been unchanged for 
the preceding 50 years, has decreased 
by 30 percent. Ignoring direct scientific 
evidence from large clinical trials, the 
task force based their recommenda-
tions to reduce breast cancer screening 
on conflicting computer models—con-
flicting computer models—and the un-
supported and discredited idea that the 
parameters of mammography screening 
change abruptly at the age of 50. 

In truth, there are no data to support 
this premise. 

Let me continue, that allowing a 
small number of people with no demon-
strative expertise in the subject matter 
to make recommendations regarding 
diagnosis of a disease which kills more 
than 40,000 women a year makes no sci-
entific sense and is a mistake that 
many women will pay for with their 
lives—these are not my words. This is 
the American College of Radiology’s 
words—and that lawmakers need to re-
quire that the task force includes ex-
perts from the field on which they are 
making recommendations and that its 
recommendations be submitted for 
comment and review to outside stake-
holders in similar fashion to rules en-
acted by the Centers for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services, said Thrall. 

Before I continue with this, I just 
want to say that if we are going to base 
health care on any task force’s grading 
system of an ‘‘A’’ or a ‘‘B,’’ my fear is 
what kind of experts are going to be 
doing the grading and what kinds of 
outcomes are going to be there, be-
cause clearly, according to the Amer-
ican College of Radiology, this report 
is not true science. 

Let me continue, that it is well 
known that mammography has reduced 
the breast cancer death rate in the 
United States by 30 percent since 1990, 
hardly a small benefit. Based on data 
on the performance of screening mam-
mography as it is currently practiced 
in the United States, one invasive can-
cer is found for every 556 mammograms 
performed in women in their forties. 
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I want to repeat that, because, you 

know, this report says that for women 
under the age of 50 they are going to 
have anxiety and fear—‘‘Oh, my gosh, I 
might have breast cancer’’—so why put 
them through it. Well, for 556 people 
that’s true, but that one in 556 does 
have breast cancer. That one in 556 has 
the right to know it, know it in its ear-
liest stages and get treated appro-
priately. 

Let me continue, that mammography 
only every other year in women 50 to 74 
would miss 19 to 33 percent of cancers 
that could be detected by annual 
screening. 

Let me digress, that’s my age group. 
I am in my fifties. So I am not sup-
posed to have this every year, this 
mammography? I am supposed to have 
it every other year? But that means 
my chances for finding early detection 
and living a long time would be de-
creased instead of helped. 

Then it continues that starting at 
age 50 would sacrifice 3 years of life per 
1,000 women screened that could have 
been saved had screening started at the 
age of 40. 

Okay. I don’t want to be that one life 
in 1,000 and neither does any other 
woman in America, but let me con-
tinue. 

Eighty-five percent of all abnormal 
mammograms would require only addi-
tional images to clarify whether cancer 
may be present or not. Only 2 percent 
of women who receive screening mam-
mograms eventually require a biopsy, 
but the task force data showed that the 
rate of biopsy is actually lower among 
younger women. 

The issue of overdiagnosis is con-
troversial. By the task force’s own ad-
mission, it is difficult to quantify and 
is less of a factor among younger 
women who have had many years of 
life expectancy. 

Weighing the significance, docu-
mented benefits of annual mammog-
raphy screening against possible anx-
iety and the need for additional imag-
ing or biopsy, it is difficult to under-
stand how the task force reached its 
recommendations. 

Again, these aren’t my words. These 
are the American College of Radiology, 
that these new recommendations have 
created a great deal of confusion 
among women, a situation that might 
have been avoided by consulting those 
of us in the field who actually care for 
women who are seeking detection, di-
agnosis, and treatment of breast can-
cer. The unfortunate result may be de-
creased utilization of this lifesaving 
tool. 

I urge insurers and Congress not to 
compound the problem by allowing the 
possibility of denying coverage to 
women who seek routine annual mam-
mography starting at the age of 40 and 
continue for as long as they are in good 
health, said Carol H. Lee, MD, Chair of 
the ACR Breast Imaging Commission. 
The task force is a panel funded and 
staffed by the Health and Human Serv-
ices Agency for Health Care Research 
and Quality. 

The Medicare Improvement for Pa-
tients and Providers Act of 2008 gave 
the U.S. Department of Health and 
Human Services the authority to con-
sider the USPSTF recommendations in 
Medicare coverage determinations. Pri-
vate insurers may also incorporate the 
task force recommendations as a cost- 
saving measure. 

I want to repeat that, because I think 
that’s the most chilling revelation that 
I have uncovered in this whole breast 
cancer debate. The Medicare Improve-
ment for Patients and Providers Act of 
2008 gave the U.S. Department of 
Health and Human Services the au-
thority to consider this task force’s 
recommendation in Medicare coverage 
determinations. Private insurers may 
also incorporate the USPSTF rec-
ommendations as a cost-saving meas-
ure. 

I am quite alarmed, and I think most 
Americans are as well. 

I have been joined by my colleague 
from Wyoming, Ms. CYNTHIA LUMMIS. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I would like to thank 
the gentlewoman from Ohio for bring-
ing this issue to our attention once 
again this evening. You know, many of 
us have anecdotal information about 
friends, relatives, colleagues who have 
experienced the diagnosis of breast 
cancer in their forties simply because 
they went in to receive a routine mam-
mogram. 

That was certainly the case with my 
sister-in-law who, in her forties, went 
in for a routine mammogram, had none 
of the genetic or typical markers that 
reveal the need to have mammograms, 
but, of course, since they were regu-
larly recommended for women in their 
thirties and forties, she went in for her 
annual mammogram and was diagnosed 
with a very aggressive form of breast 
cancer. She was diagnosed, had her 
mastectomy, and began her chemo-
therapy all within the period of 30 
days. 

Without that routine mammogram, 
that aggressive breast cancer would 
have had an opportunity to spread in a 
way that would have caused or exacer-
bated the chance that that cancer 
would not have been treatable and 
would not have saved her life. 

In fact, we learned during the health 
care debate in the House that in the 
United States both men and women 
have better rates of survivability for 
cancer in the United States than they 
do in Canada or in Europe. That is be-
cause cancer is routinely screened for 
and it is rapidly addressed following di-
agnosis. In fact, the opportunity in the 
United States to receive treatment 
quickly following diagnosis is directly 
related to the current health care sys-
tem in the United States. 

As the gentlewoman from Ohio indi-
cated, there are opportunities, due to 
the findings of this panel, for insurers 
to use it as a basis to decide not to pro-
vide covered health care insurance for 
breast cancer mammography screening 
for women in their forties. 

I believe that that is an indicator of 
how serious this issue is, and I want to 

particularly thank the gentlewoman 
from Ohio for calling it to our atten-
tion this evening. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Thank you so much, 
and I hope that your sister is doing 
well. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. She is doing very 
well. She is cancer free. And I would in-
dicate, also, that it is, of course, just 
another example. But I am from Wyo-
ming. One of our Senator’s wives, 
Bobbi Barrasso, was also diagnosed 
with breast cancer in her forties as a 
result of a mammogram and is also 
doing well. 

You look at our tiny little congres-
sional delegation that consists of one 
Member of the House and two Sen-
ators, and of those three people, two 
have examples of breast cancer within 
their own families that was diagnosed 
in women in their forties due to a rou-
tine mammogram. That gives, even 
though anecdotal, a couple of examples 
that are repeated all over the country 
by people who may be tuning in to-
night on C–SPAN. Many of you know 
women who have been diagnosed and 
successfully treated for breast cancer 
in the United States. 

Part of the reason the prognosis has 
improved so dramatically in the United 
States for this very serious and, unfor-
tunately, very common form of cancer 
is the fact that following routine 
screening, we have the opportunity to 
receive aggressive treatment in a 
health care system that, while in need 
of reform, is not in need of the kind of 
reform that would increase the period 
of time between when we are diagnosed 
and when we are treated. 

We know, from around the world, 
from systems of government in Europe 
and in Canada that have the form of 
health care that was being advocated 
in this body by the majority party and 
a form which, in fact, passed this body 
and is now being debated in the Senate, 
that, indeed, when you add more gov-
ernment to the health care system, you 
do add time lags between diagnosis and 
treatment. And that is something that 
we should be trying to encourage our 
colleagues to prevent and prevent espe-
cially because of the United States’ su-
perior record when compared to other 
nations around the world with regard 
to breast cancer. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Thank you so much. 
I want to continue to show that while 

I am not a medical professional and my 
dear colleague from Wyoming is not a 
medical professional, we are not just 
speaking from the heart and from our 
soul. We are also speaking from an in-
telligent position. 

The Washington Post had an article 
by Otis W. Brawley. Who is Otis W. 
Brawley? Well, he is the writer, is the 
chief medical officer of the American 
Cancer Society. 

Now I am not going to read this 
whole article that was in The Wash-
ington Post on November 19, but let me 
read some of the things from it. 

b 2145 
Studying cancer deaths among 

women in their forties reveals some 
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important trends. Death rates were 
dropping slightly in the 1970s, thanks 
to better awareness and better treat-
ment. In 1983, the American Cancer So-
ciety began recommending that all 
women get screened beginning at the 
age of 40. By 1990, death rates began a 
steep decline that continues today. 
While some of that drop is due to im-
provements in treatment, conservative 
estimates are that about half is due to 
mammography. Without mammog-
raphy, many women would not be can-
didates for breast-conserving therapy. 
You cannot treat a tumor until you 
find it, and we know that mammog-
raphy has led to finding tumors when 
they’re smaller and far more treatable. 

We think the task force may under-
estimate mammography’s lifesaving 
value. 

It goes on. 
In the end he wraps up by saying, In 

the meantime the American Cancer So-
ciety continues to recommend annual 
screening using mammography and 
clinical breast examination for all 
women beginning at the age of 40. The 
test is far from perfect, but it’s the 
best way we have to find tumors early. 
How many lives are enough to make 
routine screening worth it? How many 
mothers, sisters, aunts, grandmothers, 
daughters and friends are we willing to 
lose to breast cancer while the debate 
goes on about the limitations of mam-
mography? Turning back the clock will 
add up to too many lives lost, and too 
many women finding their tumors 
later, when treatment options are lim-
ited. Our medical staff and volunteers 
overwhelmingly believe the benefits of 
screening women ages 40 to 49 out-
weighs its limitations. Let’s not be-
have as though we lack a tool with 
proven benefits to women. 

Again, these are not my words; these 
are the words a medical professional 
has written in the Washington Post. I 
could go on, because the American 
Medical News, I pulled this off line. I 
just want to read some of the things 
that it says in here. 

It says, Taking its concern a step fur-
ther, the American College of Radi-
ology asked that the recommendations 
be rescinded to prevent the possibility 
of the new guidelines influencing pol-
icymakers as they shape health system 
reform legislation. 

This was printed on November 30. 
This article goes on to say: 

Washington, D.C. radiologist Rachel 
Brem dismissed the potential harm 
when compared to the value of detect-
ing cancer. ‘‘Virtually all my patients 
would prefer the small anxiety of a 
false-positive with the possibility to di-
agnose an early breast cancer.’’ 

Oh, yes, Mr. Speaker, we women 
would prefer to have a little anxiety 
and find it early, find it, treat it appro-
priately, and live to a ripe old age. 

It goes on to say, Researchers of one 
study found that annual mammog-
raphy screening for women ages 50 to 
79 resulted in an 8 percent median in-
crease in breast cancer mortality re-

duction. For screening every 2 years, it 
was 7 percent. So we lose a percent if 
we wait every 2 years. For screening 
that begins at age 40 and continues to 
age 69, researchers found a 3 percent 
median breast cancer mortality reduc-
tion with either annual or biennial 
screening. Researchers concluded that 
greater mortality reductions could be 
achieved by stopping screening at an 
older age than by initiating screening 
at an earlier age. No recommendations 
were made for women 75 and older be-
cause, the task force said, there is in-
sufficient evidence to assess the addi-
tional benefits and harms. But early 
detection is partially credited for the 
steadily falling breast cancer rate 
among women younger than 50, accord-
ing to the American Cancer Society. 

It goes on to say that they, too, de-
bunk the findings of this study. 

I also went through and looked at 
some of what was being said in my own 
hometown. On the editorial page on 
November 18, Krista Ramsey, I want to 
read this because it really has the sen-
timent of my heart: 

Tell us why we shouldn’t feel be-
trayed. 

After decades of memorizing breast 
cancer’s warning signs, training our-
selves to do monthly self-exams, and 
guilting ourselves into annual mammo-
grams, we women are now being told 
the exams are useless and mammo-
grams unreliable. 

A Federal task force has reversed a 
decades-long campaign that trained 
women to make screenings a corner-
stone of their self-care. It now rec-
ommends against routine mammo-
grams for women in their forties, 
longer intervals between them for older 
women, and ditching the self-exams. 

Intended or not, yanking away the 
tools we relied on to keep ourselves 
safe from this disease shakes the con-
fidence that we can keep ourselves 
safe. And fear and confusion have al-
ways been breast cancer’s best friend. 

Now we are left to reconcile two ut-
terly conflicting messages—the task 
force cautioning against the test the 
American Cancer Society still calls 
lifesaving. 

As so often happens with debates 
over medical care, women can’t help 
but feel like pawns. Experts told us to 
get smart about this disease and we did 
our homework. They told us to face it 
straight on—have the tests, entertain 
the thought it could happen to us—and 
we didn’t flinch. 

For decades, we have walked against 
breast cancer, run against it, shopped 
and marched against it. We devoted a 
whole month to raising our awareness, 
nagging other females we loved to 
schedule mammograms. We pinned on 
looped ribbons, we donned hot pink— 
and nobody looks good in hot pink. 

Now it seems the message is sit back, 
don’t worry and wait. The millions we 
raised for research on prevention went 
for this? 

The dueling medical experts are 
going to be the ones to feel the pinch if 

they think they can, just like that, 
back women off of mammograms. And 
they should be very careful about 
warning against screenings because the 
results could make us worry our pretty 
little heads. 

It’s not that we shouldn’t be dis-
abused of reassuring but faulty medical 
advice. It’s not that women have had a 
long history of being talked down to, 
and all around, when it comes to mat-
ters of their health. Still, our skep-
ticism can kill us. 

It’s well known that we women take 
better care of others than ourselves. It 
doesn’t take much for us to rationalize 
resetting our priorities—I’ll get that 
tooth fixed after we pay off some bills, 
I’ll schedule that test after we finish 
soccer season. 

Leaving work for a mammogram has 
always been a hassle. Now we can jus-
tify waiting another year. And then, as 
our busy lives barrel on, that 1 year be-
comes 5. For many women, that 5-year 
gamble will do no harm. For some, it’s 
a fatal bet. And nobody can say which 
one of us can afford to wait and which 
cannot. 

How much less painful this would be 
if we all couldn’t name women who 
needed a mammogram earlier than she 
got it. How many children wish their 
mom could have been diagnosed in 
time so she could see them graduate 
from high school? Do we suspect this 
whole debacle is more about saving on 
health care costs than sparing us anx-
iety? You bet we do. 

Are we concerned that tightening the 
recommendations will, down the road, 
mean limiting our care? We’re not stu-
pid. 

We’re sophisticated enough to under-
stand cancer is a wily opponent that 
doesn’t follow anybody’s rules. But 
we’re savvy enough to know that when 
it comes to our health, we only get the 
care we demand. 

Tell us the truth. Tell us what you 
don’t know. Put our lives before cost 
savings. Bring us fully into this discus-
sion. And imagine that women who will 
be undiagnosed or wrongly diagnosed 
by your miscalculations is your daugh-
ter, your mother or your wife. 

I have now been joined by my very 
good friend, Dr. BURGESS from Texas, 
and yield you as much time as you 
need. 

Mr. BURGESS. I thank the gentle-
lady for yielding. I thank you so much 
for taking the initiative to do this hour 
tonight. I think it is extremely impor-
tant and extremely timely. Last month 
when the United States preventive 
service task force came out up with 
their guidelines, I went home from 
Congress to my desk and there was a 
copy of OB–GYN News that had just 
been delivered the week before these 
task force guidelines came out. This 
was the current state of the art, the 
current state of thinking just prior to 
these task force recommendations 
being made. 

In the article, and I am quoting here, 
the most effective method for women 
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to avoid death from breast cancer is to 
have regular mammographic screening, 
said Dr. Blake Cady at a breast cancer 
symposium sponsored by the American 
Society of Clinical Oncology. Interest-
ingly, in their article they cite some 
statistics, and I’ll be honest, these are 
statistics that I knew but I had forgot-
ten. The rates of cancer deaths in the 
current study, 25 percent of them oc-
curred in women who had regular 
screenings. Seventy-five percent oc-
curred in women who did not. That’s a 
3-to-1 risk ratio of dying from breast 
cancer between those who were 
screened and those who were 
unscreened. In fact, they go on to say 
that amongst women who were 
unscreened, the 56 percent mortality is 
the same overall mortality we used to 
see in breast cancer up until 1970 prior 
to the onset of widespread mammo-
graphic screening. 

Another piece of information I want-
ed to share tonight is from the Amer-
ican College of Obstetrics and Gyne-
cology from their president, Gerald F. 
Joseph, who wrote to me December 4 of 
this year: 

As you know, the American College 
of OB–GYN expressed concern about 
the new breast cancer screening guide-
lines in a letter to the United States 
preventive service task force in May 
where we raised concerns that the C 
recommendation against routine 
screening mammography in women 
ages 40 to 49 would be misunderstood 
by clinicians, by patients, misunder-
stood by policymakers and insurers 
and ultimately this could prevent 
women in that age group from receiv-
ing important services. Immediately 
following the release of the new guide-
lines, the American College of OB–GYN 
instructed fellows of the college that it 
would continue to recommend routine 
screening for women in this age group. 

Here is probably the most critical 
point of Dr. Joseph’s letter. In his last 
paragraph, This is especially critical 
right now as we caution Congress 
against giving the United States pre-
ventive service task force authority 
over women’s health in health care re-
form. 

Today, these guidelines are simply 
that, they are just guidelines. Any doc-
tor or patient is free to take them or 
disregard them, however it is their 
wish. Once this bill, as the gentlelady 
correctly pointed out, becomes law, no 
longer will that be an optional exer-
cise. Those will be the mandated 
screening guidelines that will be estab-
lished in law. And I will tell you as a 
physician, if an insurance company de-
cides they’re not going to cover some-
thing, the patient isn’t going to get it 
done. It is just as simple as that. This 
is a step backward, as Dr. Cady pointed 
out. It is going back prior to 1970 when 
we had that 56 percent mortality prior 
to the institution of regular 
screenings. We don’t need to do that. 
We don’t need to do that as a country. 
We have the information, we need to 
act on the information, we need to 

keep patients involved in their own 
health care. I cannot tell you the num-
ber of people who came to me ulti-
mately who had a diagnosis of breast 
cancer who found the cancer them-
selves. I didn’t find it on a clinical 
exam. They found it on a breast self- 
exam. It wasn’t detected on a mammo-
gram. It may have occurred in that 2- 
year period between screens, but the 
patient found it herself. The earlier di-
agnosis was made possible by the pa-
tient’s involvement in her own care. 
And to say that we are unnecessarily 
alarming patients by teaching them to 
be involved in their own care I think 
does women a great disservice. 

So I thank the gentlelady for bring-
ing this to the floor of the Congress to-
night. I am going to submit the letter 
from the American College of OB–GYN 
president for the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, and I thank you for providing 
this very valuable service for women 
tonight on the House floor. 

THE AMERICAN COLLEGE OF 
OBSTETRICIANS AND GYNECOLOGISTS, 

Ponchatoula, LA, December 4, 2009. 
Hon. MICHAEL BURGESS, M.D.FACOG, 
Cannon House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR DR. BURGESS: On behalf of the Amer-
ican College of Obstetricians and Gyne-
cologists (ACOG), representing over 53,000 
physicians and partners in women’s health, 
thank you for your remarks at the December 
2nd Breast Cancer Screening Recommenda-
tions hearing held by the Energy and Com-
merce Subcommittee on Health. Your open-
ing statement and questions to the United 
States Preventive Services Task Force 
(USPSTF) panel highlighted both the impor-
tance of the doctor-patient relationship in 
making medical decisions, and the flaws in 
the USPSTF recommendations process. 

Once again, your medical knowledge and 
expertise are proving invaluable to Congress’ 
development of good health policy. 

As you know, ACOG expressed concern 
about the new breast cancer screening guide-
lines in a letter to the USPSTF in May, 
where we raised concerns that the C rec-
ommendation against routine screening 
mammography in women ages 40–49 would be 
misunderstood by clinicians, patients, pol-
icymakers, and insurers and that ultimately, 
this could prevent women in that age group 
from receiving important mammography 
services. Immediately following the release 
of the new guidelines, ACOG instructed its 
Fellows that the College would continue to 
recommend routine screening for women in 
this age group. 

Your questions to the panel effectively 
highlighted the flaws in the process by which 
the USPSTF makes recommendations. Lack 
of transparency and public input are part of 
the problem; there is no formal mechanism 
for the public to comment on proposed guide-
lines, and comments that the Task Force re-
ceives from experts are not often taken seri-
ously. We also appreciate your comment 
that the USPSTF is comprised mostly of pri-
mary care doctors and includes only a lim-
ited number of ob/gyns and other specialists. 
This point is especially critical right now, as 
we caution Congress against giving the 
USPSTF authority over women’s health in 
health care reform. 

Thank you again for your remarks and for 
always standing up for women’s health. 

Sincerely, 
GERALD F. JOSEPH, M.D., 

President, ACOG. 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Thank you so much 
because you are the medical expert in 
the field and I’m so glad that you came 
here to share your testimony this 
evening, my good friend from Texas. 
Because as we continue with this 
health care debate, the one underlying 
theme that I think the American pub-
lic has is, will this interfere with their 
health. And I think what we’re seeing 
from this task force’s recommenda-
tions is that when the government 
takes over the health care, it has the 
potential ability to do just that—inter-
fere with our health. This task force 
had a flawed document, it was driven 
to say that the risks for women were 
anxiety, but it also said in the report 
that costs outweighed, were looked at 
in looking at when you should have the 
mammographies and when you 
shouldn’t have the mammographies. 
This report clearly was driven by the 
fact that it costs money to have good 
health care, no matter where you are. 

b 2200 
And so it showed if you eliminate 

mammography for women under the 
age of 50, you eliminate a whole lot of 
cost. And for 556 women, that is okay. 
But that unlucky one that’s after 556, 
she’s the one that is going to be 
missed. 

And so as we debate health care in 
this country, we should never put a 
price on it, and we should never allow 
government to interfere with our lives, 
especially when it comes to the care of 
our health and our family. 

So I hope that we take what’s out 
there in the bills in the House, in the 
Senate, and we delete them and we 
start over with a commonsense ap-
proach to solving the problems with 
health care in this country because 
quite frankly, we have the best health 
care in the world. It needs tweaking, 
but what we’re doing right now poten-
tially would change it and change it in 
a fashion that I don’t think any Amer-
ican wants. 

My good friend from Texas, if you 
don’t have anything more to say, I 
think we will yield back our time. 

I yield back our time, Mr. Speaker. 
f 

HEALTH CARE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. It’s my privilege to be recog-
nized and address you here on the floor 
of the House and pick up—I think, 
transition from the discussion that has 
taken place in the previous hour by the 
gentlelady from Ohio—and I appreciate 
the presentation that’s been made 
here—and to fit the breast cancer issue 
in with the larger health care debate is 
what I will seek to do, Mr. Speaker. 

And that is this: that the question 
about how breast cancer is treated and 
how it’s tested fits back into the broad-
er question of what happens if we end 
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up with a national health care act. 
What happens if we end up with social-
ized medicine? Do we get more of this 
or less of this? Do we get more govern-
ment agencies that are laying out 
guidelines that are, as I believe—and I 
agree with the gentlelady from Wyo-
ming and with the doctor from Texas— 
that do we get more government guide-
lines that cut down on the costs of the 
tests but raise the costs in lives? And 
do we get that in breast cancer, and do 
we get that on nearly every other as-
pect of health care? 

This debate has gone on and on here 
on health care, and it reached its cre-
scendo during the month of August in 
the aftermath of the cap-and-trade bill, 
the bill that no one read, not one single 
person read, not one Member of Con-
gress read. I know that no one read the 
bill—I don’t have to ask everyone 
here—because the bill was not avail-
able. When the bill was passed, it was 
not available in a form that resembled 
final form. 

And I remember Congressman LOUIE 
GOHMERT come to the floor, Mr. Speak-
er, and raising the question, parliamen-
tary inquiry, Is there a bill in the well? 
Is there a copy of the final bill, the one 
that we’re debating and the one that 
we’re voting on? But it’s not in the 
well. Not an integrated bill, not with 
the amendments that were included in 
that. 

And so the final question he asked 
after a series of them, Can we message 
a bill that doesn’t exist to the United 
States Senate? Apparently that is what 
we could do, and that is what hap-
pened. That bill, cap-and-trade, sits 
over there now before the United 
States Senate, as does a national 
health care bill. And they are, of 
course, taking it up and debating it 
and fitting it around some of these 
things that they’re doing. And it looks 
like this is the week that the United 
States Senate turns the focus on their 
national health care act. 

Now, we have taken this argument, 
policy-by-policy, ideology-by-ideology 
through this House, but it comes down 
to this just as a refresher, Mr. Speaker, 
what brought this all about: increasing 
costs in health care in the United 
States and, around the world, a grow-
ing focus on health care. 

But I think that a lot of it emerged 
during the Democrat primary for Presi-
dent when Hillary Clinton looked at 
one point like she would win the nomi-
nation. She’s the one that led the argu-
ment and led the meetings—both open 
and closed door—for what a lot of 
America still remembers as 
HillaryCare back in 1993, 1994, in that 
era. And since Hillary Clinton knew a 
lot about health care and that was the 
centerpiece of her campaign, she 
brought that to the debate and used 
that in the primary campaign. 

And as the contest for the nomina-
tion on the Democrat side for the 
President shook down to one of two 
people, Barack Obama or Hillary Clin-
ton, the pressure that Hillary brought 

into that campaign to raise the issue of 
health care made it a central issue in 
the Democrat primary. And it forced, 
in my opinion, Barack Obama—then- 
Senator Obama—to run a health care 
agenda of his own, something to match 
up to and counteract with and seek to 
win the debate on the Democrat side of 
the primary voting aisle. And I believe 
that the urgency that America has is 
not reflected exactly off of the data 
that’s out there and the economics of 
it and the need. 

But it’s more reflected because there 
was a political gain to be had in the 
nomination process for President, espe-
cially on the Democrat side, and as 
that debate emerged, and Barack 
Obama was successful in winning the 
nomination and then ultimately the 
presidency, he carried that mantle of 
health care reform through the entire 
process—inspired by Hillary Clinton, I 
believe—and pushed to a high level of a 
priority, which I’m convinced, Mr. 
Speaker, that they believe that it is 
the highest priority in America. They 
have made it that. They must believe 
that, and I’m not challenging that ap-
proach. I’m just suggesting that be-
cause it was a primary issue in the 
nominating process for President on 
the Democrat side, it gained some mo-
mentum that it wouldn’t have had if 
we were going to step back and look at 
the health care issue. 

And so it became something that the 
President, when he was elected, saw as 
a mandate, a mandate to go in and pass 
some kind of a national health care 
act. 

Well, you would think that you could 
go right down through the logic line 
and flip the toggle switches and get 
down to something that makes sense. 
And the principles that were laid out 
by Barack Obama as a candidate—and 
later as a President—came down to 
this. Health care costs too much 
money. The economy is in a mess, and 
it’s in a downward spiral. We have to 
fix the economy—this is the Presi-
dent’s philosophy, and we can’t fix the 
economy unless we first fix health care 
that costs too much money. That’s the 
rationale. It’s threaded through a num-
ber of his speeches. 

It never seemed rational to me. I 
couldn’t follow the logic of ‘‘the econo-
my’s in a mess; we have to fix health 
care to straighten out the economy; we 
spend too much on health care, there-
fore we’re going to fix it.’’ I can get 
maybe that far, but then the rationale 
on my side of the aisle, among Repub-
licans, would be, Well, if we spend too 
much money on health care, where are 
we spending it that we don’t need to? 

The President concludes it’s a half- 
trillion dollars in Medicare, which 
would inappropriately punish many of 
the senior citizens in America—some of 
whom are being led by AARP, who will 
apparently make more money selling 
insurance if a bill is passed than they 
will serving their membership if it’s 
not passed. So they have come out to 
support this bill. 

But the President said, We’re spend-
ing too much money; let’s spend more. 
And he wants to keep the bill down 
under $900,000 but the doc fix throws 
another $243 billion, is the original 
number, at this and it takes it over a 
trillion. And if you look at some of the 
other numbers, if you evaluate this as 
JUDD GREGG did, Senator JUDD GREGG 
from New Hampshire, that they’re 
doing the math on this bill in this fash-
ion: 51⁄2 or so years of expenses, 10 years 
of tax increase and income. So it shows 
up to only be a number that at some 
place around or a little bit under a tril-
lion dollars, Mr. Speaker, in extra 
costs. 

JUDD GREGG says it’s $21⁄2 trillion 
once you take an objective look at the 
math and at the accounting. If you 
look at actually 10 years of expenses 
and 10 years of revenue, it is about a 
$21⁄2 trillion dollar bill. 

b 2210 

So if the President’s statement is 
that we spend too much money on 
health care, about 141⁄2, and some will 
even say 16 or more percent of our GDP 
on health care, we spend too much 
money on health care, therefore we 
have to solve the problem by spending 
a lot more. This diabolical, Orwellian 
logic is something that the American 
people are still breathlessly amazed 
that a President and leaders in this 
country can get by with such state-
ments. Health care costs too much 
money, so we will spend 1 or 2 or 
maybe even approaching $3 trillion 
more, that will solve the problem, Mr. 
Speaker. If we spend too much money, 
let’s spend a lot more. 

Another one of the points is there are 
too many uninsured in America. Now, 
over the last 3 or so years, there has 
been an intentional effort to conflate 
the two words of ‘‘health care’’ and 
‘‘health insurance,’’ and the effort has 
been on the part of the people on the 
left to blur the subject matter of the 
difference between health care and 
health insurance. They will say we 
have too many people that don’t have 
health care in America. But they don’t 
take into account that what health 
care really means is, do you get treated 
by doctors and nurses in clinics, hos-
pitals and emergency rooms or don’t 
you? If you get sick or get injured, can 
you get treatment? The answer to that 
is yes, everywhere. That’s essentially 
what the law says. 

So, according to statute and practice, 
the health care providers provide ev-
eryone access to health care. What we 
don’t have are everybody in America 
that has their own personal insurance 
policy. And a lot of people on this side 
of the aisle have conflated the two 
terms and said, ‘‘people don’t have 
health care’’ when they really mean, 
‘‘people don’t own their own health in-
surance policy.’’ And so it has been 
morphed and blended into this idea 
that somehow there is a right, and 
some would even argue that within the 
Constitution there is some kind of a 
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right that everyone would own their 
own health insurance policy. 

And so they set about to grant or 
provide a health insurance policy to 
every American, legal or illegally, law-
fully present or not, people that will 
take care of their own responsibilities 
and people even that have refused to 
take care of their own responsibilities, 
and impose a health insurance policy 
on them all. And if they are not willing 
to write a check and pay for the pre-
mium or go to work for somebody that 
will do that or sign up for Medicaid, or, 
of course, those that are eligible for 
Medicare, if they are not willing to do 
that, the IRS will come in and audit 
them and levy a fine for not having 
health insurance. 

And if this gets bad enough, you can 
end up in jail for the first time in the 
history of this country. The Federal 
Government is putting together a prod-
uct called a health insurance exchange 
and approved health insurance policies 
or the public option, government-run 
health insurance plan, and if you fail 
to buy a policy within the statutory 
guidelines, those that are approved by 
the Health Choices Administration 
Commissioner, the czar, the IRS can 
come in and levy a fee against you, and 
eventually one could go to jail for tax 
evasion technically, but not buying a 
government-imposed health insurance 
policy actually. It would be the first 
time in the history of America that the 
government has produced a product, 
compelled its citizens to buy the prod-
uct, and if they refused or failed to, 
then levy a fine, eventually lock them 
up in jail. It is the equivalent of debt-
ors’ prison for not buying the govern-
ment-approved version of health insur-
ance. It will be the first time in Amer-
ica. 

And the President has said, and this 
is out of the House version, Mr. Speak-
er, and I understand the Senate has 
tweaked that a little bit and maybe 
taken the jail time out, so now they 
just put a lien on your house and sell 
your house. Never fear, though. There 
is a special way you can get a cheap 
mortgage in America that has been set 
up to take care of those people. The 
government has their fingers in every-
thing. 

This has been the most giant leap 
into socialism that we’ve had ever 
since the preparations for the transi-
tion that began on the 20th of January 
of this year. And the President has 
said, we have too many uninsured. And 
when you go through the list, they use 
the number 47 million uninsured. So 
from that 47 million, I begin to sub-
tract the numbers of people who are el-
igible under their own employer but 
just don’t opt in, or opt out; and those 
who are eligible under a government 
program like Medicaid, and subtract 
from that number those who are un-
lawfully present in the United States, 
where if ICE or the Department of 
Homeland Security had to deliver them 
their health insurance policy, they 
would be compelled to deport them to a 

foreign country, or those who are law-
fully present in the United States but 
by law are barred for 5 years from hav-
ing public benefits, and we keep sub-
tracting out of that list those who 
make over $75,000 a year and don’t have 
their own health insurance. And now 
with that list, we take the 47 million 
and we subtract all those in that list 
that I talked about, those eligible 
under their employer without it, those 
eligible for the government, those that 
make over $75,000 a year, and those who 
are ineligible because they are illegal 
aliens or immigrants, and now that 47 
million magically becomes 12.1 million, 
Mr. Speaker; and this 12.1 million 
Americans without affordable options 
for health insurance now isn’t this 
massive number that tells us we have a 
national problem. What it really is, is 
less than 4 percent of the American 
population. And we are down to 4 per-
cent of the American population, and 
the proposal is to change 100 percent of 
America’s health insurance program 
and America’s health care delivery, all 
of that to try to reduce this number of 
less than 4 percent down to something 
that may approach 2 percent after it 
takes over 100 percent of the program. 

With the insurance competition that 
the President has called for, he said, 
well, the insurance companies are 
greedy. He always has to have a straw 
man to kick over. The insurance com-
panies are greedy. Was it today or yes-
terday he said, the fat cat bankers, and 
then sat down and had a meeting with 
them today. Somebody has to be de-
monized before we can move forward 
here. We can’t just simply have people 
with divergent interests that can be 
brought together that are altruistic 
and want to engage in the economy and 
help people. We have 1,300 health insur-
ance companies in America and about 
100,000 different policy varieties that 
can be purchased in the various 50 
States, and that isn’t exactly that 
many different companies and policies 
available to every American because 
we don’t allow Americans, at this 
point, to buy health insurance across 
State lines. 

It is an easy fix, we tweak that here, 
John Shadegg’s bill that’s been out 
here for about 4 or more years to allow 
people to buy health insurance across 
State lines, and magically all 1,300 
companies compete against each other, 
unless they happen to be the same 
company that’s operating in different 
States, and when that happens, and 
magically these 100,000 policy varieties 
become available to everybody in the 
United States. 

And so the idea the President pro-
poses of creating a government-run 
health insurance company and govern-
ment-approved health insurance poli-
cies to produce more competition for 
the health insurance companies, if you 
want more competition, just let people 
buy insurance across State lines. Magi-
cally you’ve got 1,300 companies com-
peting, 100,000 policies to choose from, 
and it is far more effective from a com-

petition standpoint than it is to put 
the government involved and have the 
government limit, write, regulate and 
control every health insurance policy 
in America. And when the President 
says, Don’t worry, if you like your 
health insurance policy you get to keep 
it, have you noticed that he hasn’t said 
that in a long time? It has been weeks 
and weeks, at least by my recollection, 
that the President has reiterated, if 
you like your health insurance policy, 
you get to keep it. The truth is, get 
ready to lose it. If you have a policy 
today, under the House version of the 
bill or anything that I understand 
under the Senate version of the bill, 
that policy would have to be cancelled 
some time between 2011, by 2011 or 2013. 
It would be cancelled, and there would 
be a new policy that would have to be 
issued that met the Federal guidelines. 
There is no policy in America that the 
President of the United States with 
confidence can look at and point to and 
say, you, Joe the plumber, or you, 
Sally the doctor, are going to be able 
to keep the health insurance policy 
that you have, that you love, that you 
paid for, because the government may 
decide that it doesn’t have the right 
benefits to it, it doesn’t have the right 
mandates, and maybe it doesn’t cover 
all the things that they think govern-
ment should cover. 

And so that is just some of the basis 
for this, Mr. Speaker. There is so much 
more. And as this debate ensues down 
on the Senate side of the aisle, right 
down through those doors, straight 
across through the Capitol, we are 
watching a dramatic, and I think a ti-
tanic, colossal clash taking place in 
the Senate right now, and I mean in 
this period this week. As this unfolds, 
we need the American people to rise 
up. We need the American people to 
speak up. We need the American people 
to pick up their telephones. We need 
them to come to this Capitol building. 
We need them to fill up the Senate. We 
need them to surround this place and 
stand here and call out for freedom, 
call out for liberty, call out for the 
rights that are in the Constitution and 
not somebody else’s idea of transfer-
ring wealth across America and put-
ting it into the pockets of others and 
taking away the benefits of the people 
that have been industrious and have 
been personally responsible. 

We take care of everybody in Amer-
ica. Jimmy Carter once said that the 
people that work should live better 
than those that don’t. I caught that. 
When he said that, it seemed a little 
odd to hear that from him. And I don’t 
know that he really ever lived by it, 
but he said it, and I believe that as 
well. 

b 2220 
This bill is another class level, or it’s 

another take from the rich and give to 
the poor. It’s a class-envy bill. It’s born 
out of spite and born out of class envy 
and it’s driven by ideology and it’s 
driven by the idea of socialized medi-
cine. 
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Today I was asked to answer a series 

of questions that were requested by a 
publication here on the Hill, and it 
was, What is the biggest problem Re-
publicans have? Mr. Speaker, my an-
swer is fighting off Marxists and social-
ists that masquerade as liberals and 
progressives. That’s the biggest prob-
lem Republicans have now. This is a 
Marxist and socialist agenda, and 
that’s one of the reasons why the Blue 
Dogs have gone underground and be-
come groundhogs. The shadow of so-
cialism has pushed them underground. 
And they’re not out here fighting for 
truth, justice, the American way and a 
balanced budget and personal responsi-
bility and constitutionalism. They 
seem to have disappeared from the 
scene. But 40 or so of them will get a 
pass from the Speaker of the House and 
be able to vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill if it 
comes back to this House because there 
are enough votes stacked up on the 
Democrat side that about that many 
will get a pass. 

I see that my good friend, Dr. BUR-
GESS, who took a small hiatus from the 
previous Special Order, is here with a 
brain full of information, Mr. Speaker, 
for you to absorb and pass along to our 
colleagues. 

I would be very happy to yield as 
much time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Texas, Dr. BURGESS. 

Mr. BURGESS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

The gentleman has done an excellent 
job at delineating where we’ve been, 
what’s been happening, and perhaps 
where we’re going. You know, this 
summer was truly a remarkable time 
in this country when the beauty of 
participatory democracy was on dis-
play literally from sea to shining sea, 
from border to border. I certainly felt 
it in my district. I know it was felt in 
a number of congressional districts. 
We’ve seen the results of that. 

The gentleman is quite correct, the 
Blue Dogs, who were so active during 
the summer months leading up to the 
August recess, have really been under 
enormous pressure by their leadership 
on their side. And now we’ve seen, in 
the past several days, I think by my 
count, four retirements from that 
group. I don’t know whether we will be 
seeing more, but it certainly is some-
thing that you cannot fail to notice. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa has 
correctly identified this to be a fight 
about ideology. You will notice 
through the discussions going on in the 
other body right now, there is really 
very little that’s going on about health 
care, per se. There is very little talked 
about as far as health care policy. It is 
all a question about, well, let’s get the 
numbers right. Let’s get the Congres-
sional Budget Office. Let’s get the ac-
tuaries over at the Center for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services. Let’s get these 
numbers right so we can then present 
this to the American people and stay 
within the President’s prescription of 
delivering health care for all for under 
$1 trillion. 

Now, we know that to be a fantasy. 
The gentleman outlined the reasons 
why that is a fantasy. There are a num-
ber of things that have been taken out 
of this bill that will have to be added 
back at some point in the future, but 
this has become a fight about ideology 
just as the energy bill has been a fight 
about ideology. Cap-and-trade is no 
longer about the number of molecules 
of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere. 
This is about ideology. This is about 
holding the United States to $3 trillion 
in ransom to the rest of the world and, 
oh, by the way, you’ve got to give up 
your ability to be in charge of our own 
future. You’ve got to give up your sov-
ereignty along the way to Copenhagen. 
This is a fight about ideology. 

The Financial Services bill that we 
passed on the floor of this House last 
week had nothing to do to prevent fu-
ture problems with meltdowns in the 
financial industry. If it had, we would 
have seen something that would actu-
ally have made a difference. Instead, 
we got big carve-outs for big compa-
nies. The smaller community banks are 
still going to have to pay into a fund to 
bail out the big guys if they get in 
trouble again in the future. In fact, 
we’ve institutionalized the failure of 
those institutions who are too big to 
fail by this bill that we passed last 
week. 

But again, it’s not about what you 
know about financial policy; it’s about 
ideology. That is where we are today 
over in the other body with this health 
care debate. Nobody is really inter-
ested in whether or not there is the 
right vaccine policy involved. No one is 
really interested in what the United 
States Preventive Services Task Force 
does. It’s all about control of every 
facet of your life. And if we can control 
your health care, we can control more 
about you than we’ve ever been able to 
control in the past. 

That is why it is so important that 
this be stopped. It’s not because we 
want to prevent anyone from having 
health insurance. It’s not that we want 
to prevent anyone from having health 
care, but we want to prevent this type 
of power grab that is going on at the 
level of the Federal Government over 
the lives of honest American citizens. 

If we lose, if we are not successful in 
stopping this, ultimately it’s not a 
Democratic win or a Republican loss. 
Ultimately, it’s the American people 
who will lose in this transaction. It is 
transactional politics at its worst, and 
we’ve all seen that on display. 

One year ago, we were faced, on our 
side, with the very stark realization 
that we had lost the White House, lost 
20 seats in the House, lost a number of 
seats in the Senate, and in fact, when 
the eventual Senator from Minnesota 
was seated, the Democrats had a pro-
verbial unstoppable majority of 60 
votes over on the Senate side. This all 
happened very early in the calendar 
year 2009. 

I would have thought, facing that 
kind of harsh reality, that many of 

these things that we’ve talked about 
tonight—energy policy, health care 
policy, financial services policy—many 
of those things would have already 
been done; after all, what was to stop 
them? Were Republicans going to be 
able to stop much of anything? No. We 
didn’t have the leadership, the money, 
or the ideas to put a stop to much of 
anything. In fact, I still believe to this 
day, had the President put health care 
ahead of the pork barrel spending that 
was present in the stimulus bill that 
they passed in February, if the Presi-
dent pushed health care to the front of 
that agenda, that would have been 
done in February. It would be the law 
of the land today, and there would have 
been nothing that anyone could have 
done to stop it. But they didn’t. They 
didn’t. 

In fact, I still puzzle over why cap- 
and-trade was suddenly thrown into 
the mix at the end of June, sort of all 
at once. We passed it out of committee 
a month before and it sort of lan-
guished there. Everyone was uncom-
fortable about it, but it was never com-
ing to the floor, after all, so we really 
didn’t need to worry about it. Then 
suddenly, the last week of June, boom, 
here it is and it’s going to pass, and 
Democrats’ arms were twisted and hair 
was pulled and eyes were gouged in 
order to get this thing passed. 

I don’t know if the gentleman from 
Iowa recalls, but there was the in-
stance where a Democratic Member 
from Florida sold his vote for $30 mil-
lion here on the floor of this House. 
The Democrats were going to usher in 
a new era of transparency. That was 
about as transparently transactional 
as I have ever seen on the floor of the 
House, but they got the bill passed. 

And then what happened? We went 
home for 4th of July recess, marched in 
that 4th of July parade right behind 
the American Legion, just in front of 
the Cub Scouts. And from both sides of 
the parade route, people were yelling 
at their Member of Congress, What in 
the world were you thinking? Next 
time, read the bill. On and on it went 
along the parade route. By the end of 
the 4th of July parades, Members of 
Congress, both sides, Republicans and 
Democrats, were saying, Oh, my God, 
what have we done? What are we up 
against? 

So we came back in July and said, 
We’re not so anxious to pass this 
health care bill. In fact, the Blue Dogs, 
to their credit, ground things to a halt, 
starting about the 15th of July, when 
we finally got the bill—and remember, 
we got this 1,000-page bill and we were 
supposed to pass it before the August 
recess and go home and deal with the 
consequences, but not so fast. The Blue 
Dogs did slow things down. We did not 
have a bill passed by the August recess. 

And then, it was a beautiful thing to 
watch, the participatory democracy 
that we saw again across this country 
came to bear and brought pressure to 
every Member of Congress, whether 
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conservative, liberal, Republican, Dem-
ocrat. Every Member of Congress heard 
from their constituents. 

Now, to be sure, the Speaker of the 
House labeled these individuals as 
Astroturf or rent-a-mob, but I’ve got to 
tell you, I had 2,000 people show up for 
a town hall in Denton, Texas, on a hot 
Saturday morning in August, and these 
were my friends and neighbors, a town 
where I grew up. I know most of the 
people in the town. And it was not an 
imported crowd to give grief to the 
poor Member of Congress. These were 
people who were legitimately con-
cerned. 

Just as the gentleman from Iowa ac-
curately points out, we’re trying to fix 
a problem for less than 5 percent of the 
American population and disrupt what 
65, 70, or 73 percent of the American 
population sees as something that is 
working relatively well for them. Sure, 
they’re concerned about costs for the 
future. Sure, they’re concerned about 
what happens if they lose their job to 
their employer-sponsored insurance. 
But by and large, those that have in-
surance do want to keep it. That’s why 
we don’t hear that brought up any-
more. 

b 2230 

I thought we’d come back in Sep-
tember and hit the reset button—the 
pause, the replay. No. We hit the fast- 
forward button, and we pushed this 
thing through. Don’t check the weath-
er. We’re going to fly anyway. The 
Speaker pushed it through in the early 
part of November, again, purely on a 
party-line vote, and now it’s over in 
the Senate. 

The people are asking, Well, what are 
you going to do to fix this? Sixty per-
cent of the people do not want this to 
happen. So, Mr. Member of Congress, 
what are you going to do to stop this? 

I do have to say that I am, once 
again, going to ask, going to call on, 
going to cajole, going to plead with 
Americans across the country who are 
looking at this happening right now: 
It’s not hard to figure out who your 
Senators are as every State has got 
two. Most of the time, if you go to a 
search engine of choice and type in 
‘‘Who is my United States Senator for 
the State of Iowa or Texas?’’ it will 
come back, and it will tell you. You 
can go to Senate.gov and can put the 
name of your State in, and it will tell 
you who your Senators are. It will, in 
fact, tell you how to contact them. It 
will give you their Washington tele-
phone numbers and their phone num-
bers back home in the State. Your Sen-
ators need to hear from you in these 
coming days that are immediately 
ahead of us. 

You know, if you think back to the 
days in May of 2005, there were a cou-
ple of Senators who decided they were 
going to do something that fundamen-
tally would have changed the way this 
country dealt with problems sur-
rounding immigration. The American 
people rose up as one and said, Not so 

fast. Not so fast. We have a voice in 
this. We have a say in this. They 
stopped the Senate cold in its tracks. 

The Senate, true to form, decided 
maybe that was a misnomer. Maybe 
they didn’t really mean ‘‘not so fast.’’ 
So they tried again. Once again, they 
heard ‘‘not so fast.’’ Their switch-
boards shut down. Their servers 
crashed because of the volumes of in-
formation that were coming in, telling 
them ‘‘not so fast.’’ 

Well, I would submit to the gen-
tleman from Iowa that he and I are 
going to be hard-pressed to stop this 
thing on the floor of the Senate in the 
days ahead. It is going to require 
participatory democracy on a level 
that we saw this summer, and then 
some, in order to bring this thing back 
to the realm of where, perhaps, we can 
actually deal with the problems that 
we’re required to deal with. 

Remember, it’s all about ideology 
right now. It’s about a hard left turn 
that has been taken by the administra-
tion and by the Democratic leadership 
in the House and in the Senate. That’s 
where they want to go with this thing. 
If that’s okay with you, stay silent. 
Have a nice Christmas. We’ll see you 
next year. If that’s not okay with you, 
if you feel like the gentleman from 
Iowa and I feel about this, your Sen-
ators do need to hear from you. Your 
Members in the other body need to 
hear from you. They need to hear from 
you straightaway. 

I’ve got some other ideas which I’ll 
be happy to share with the gentleman, 
but I’ve taken up enough of his time, 
and I’ll yield back the time to the gen-
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas. He had me paying attention to 
those ideas. 

From that standpoint on the immi-
gration debate—and that’s one that 
I’ve been engaged in for a long time— 
the effort that went out across this Na-
tion to shut down the switchboard and 
to shut down the servers of the United 
States Senate sent a message. Yet, as 
the gentleman from Texas said, about 3 
months later, they decided to try it 
again. They just didn’t believe what 
the American people had told them, 
and they took another run at it. 

On the immigration side of this, this 
was a bipartisan effort. It had the 
President of the United States—then 
President Bush—and significant num-
bers on the Republican and on the 
Democrat sides of the aisle. There were 
more Democrats than Republicans sig-
nificantly, but this was a bipartisan ef-
fort, and it was something that was 
strategically driven by the White 
House. It still failed in the face of that 
effort because the American people 
rose up. 

There isn’t any reason, Mr. Speaker, 
for anybody to believe that the Amer-
ican people can’t kill this socialized 
medicine bill. If they can kill com-
prehensive amnesty and do so twice in 
1 year and do so in the United States 

Senate, as difficult as it may seem and 
as determined as the President seems 
to be, this scenario is doable. 

They have learned a few things, too, 
over there, down that hallway in the 
United States Senate and off into their 
office buildings on the side. They’ve 
learned how to shut their phones off, 
and they’ve learned how to shut down 
their fax machines, and they’ve learned 
how to, essentially, plug their ears and 
wait for the noise of the American peo-
ple to settle down, and then we’ll try to 
pass something. 

I’m suggesting this, that the Sen-
ators need to have a personal experi-
ence. They and their staffs need to 
have a personal experience—a respect-
ful, polite and nonthreatening personal 
experience. Especially if you’re a Sen-
ator, you probably have your finger on 
the political barometer, and have a 
real sense of what the public’s mood is. 
You can run a poll, and you can hire a 
pollster to find out where the Amer-
ican people are or you can make a lot 
of phone calls and can send out emails 
and can send out letters. You can lis-
ten to people or you can put the data 
together, but you also have to measure 
the intensity. The intensity is the 
other part. 

If we have an issue out here that I’m 
ambivalent about—and I really haven’t 
found that issue yet, Mr. Speaker, on 
which I am. Hypothetically, if I’m am-
bivalent about an issue and if, on the 
one hand, I’m for it and if, on the other 
hand, I’m against it and if half of the 
public is for it and if half of them is 
against it, how would one decide then 
which side of the issue to come down 
on? 

You have to pay attention to the peo-
ple who have intensity. I pay attention 
to the people in this Congress who 
come in who have intensity—to people 
like Dr. BURGESS who have intensity 
and to the people who have been elect-
ed to this Congress who are vocal and 
aggressive and who know what they be-
lieve because they’ve lived it. I pay at-
tention to that level of intensity. 

As to the level of intensity that 
needs to come from the American peo-
ple, this is the week. This is the week 
for that intensity. So, if you’re ambiv-
alent, fine. You can sit home and send 
an email. If you care, you can make a 
phone call. If you care more, you can 
go down to your Senators’ district of-
fices. If you care more yet, you can 
come to Washington, D.C. At 1:30 to-
morrow, there will be a large gathering 
in the park just north of the Senate 
Chamber. From there, we are going to 
see how much the American people 
care. 

They’ve been called to rally to defend 
their liberty a number of times this 
year. We saw it on April 15 in a big 
way. We saw it on September 12 in a 
big way. We saw it here on November 5 
and on November 7. On November 5, 
there were 20,000 to 50,000 or more peo-
ple here outside this Capitol building, 
who came here and said, Don’t take my 
liberty. Let me own my own health in-
surance policy. Don’t tell me the 
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standards by which I can buy it. Let 
me have my own freedom, my own lib-
erty. I don’t need government-run 
health care in America. 

That was the message. Of that whole 
group of people who was there—tens of 
thousands—any one of them would 
have fit just perfectly at my own 
church picnic. They are salt-of-the- 
Earth, American, liberty-loving, con-
stitutionalist, fiscally responsible, 
family people from across America. 
They are the people who are this Amer-
ican family who don’t want to see a so-
cialized America. They understand we 
are a unique people and that we are not 
social democracy Europe. 

The socialists, for the most part, 
stayed in Europe. Freedom-loving peo-
ple came here. There is a certain vital-
ity in Americans which is unique to 
the rest of the world. It was hard to get 
here. You had to take a chance and 
maybe be an indentured servant; but 
earn your way across the Atlantic, and 
you could settle in and maybe drive a 
stake in Iowa and homestead 160 acres. 
One of my great-grandparents was an 
indentured servant who worked in a 
stable in Baltimore for 7 years before 
he got his passage worked off. These 
were people with a dream, who just 
wanted to have a start because we had 
economic opportunity. We had liberty, 
and they could shape their own lives. 

So we got the vitality from every 
donor civilization in the world. As for 
everybody who sends people here— 
every country—whatever would be the 
particular characteristics of their cul-
tures, there is always that skim off the 
top, the cream off the top, which is the 
vitality of a culture, the vitality of a 
civilization. 

One of the reasons America has such 
vitality is that we skimmed the cream, 
and they came here. They arrived in 
America with almost unlimited natural 
resources, low-income or no taxation, 
no regulation, manifest destiny, a 
Protestant work ethic—and Catholics 
got with it pretty good—and with a 
foundation rooted in Christian moral-
ity and work ethic. That giant petri 
dish created this teeming America that 
settled the continent from sea to shin-
ing sea in the blink of a historical eye. 

We are not anybody else in the world. 
We are a unique people. We live in the 
unchallenged greatest nation on Earth, 
that the Earth has ever seen. I’m 
watching it be torn apart by people 
who don’t understand what I’ve just 
said, by people who get out of bed 
every day and look around. They see 
these beautiful marble pillars of Amer-
ican exceptionalism, and they can’t 
wait to get out their jackhammers and 
chisel away at those pillars of Amer-
ican exceptionalism, which are the 
foundation that made this a great na-
tion. 

So now we’ve seen eight huge entities 
nationalized, most of it under this ad-
ministration but not all of it. There 
are three large investment banks; 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, General 
Motors, Chrysler, AIG, all of that was 

nationalized. According to a Wall 
Street Journal article, one-third of the 
private sector profits have been nation-
alized, mostly by this administration, 
without an exit strategy. 

b 2240 
Right away they set up the payroll 

czar to go in and tell the banks and the 
other institutions that they are paying 
too much to their executives. Now we 
have BARNEY FRANK’s Financial Serv-
ices bill, which is about ideology, as 
the gentleman from Texas said, as 
much as socialized medicine is about 
ideology and not about a practical ap-
plication. In that bill it looks like they 
are going to be able to regulate all the 
financial institutions they take an in-
terest in—with a little carve-out 
there—and tell those institutions what 
they are going to pay their people 
probably right on down to the person 
that scrubs the floor at night. 

This freedom in this country has 
been dramatically diminished by the 
Pelosi Congress and the Obama presi-
dency. This liberty that America needs 
to maintain our vitality is being 
quashed by the socialization, the na-
tionalization of our economy, and the 
intentional creation of a dependency 
class of people that are designed to be 
the political base that will support 
those who will continue to do class- 
envy politics, share the wealth, so to 
speak. 

By the way, that ‘‘share the wealth’’ 
phrase that came out of President 
Obama’s mouth as a candidate in 
speaking to Joe the Plumber is in the 
mission statement of ACORN. 

I am happy yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. BURGESS. Well, I think the gen-
tleman has summed things up very 
well. I cannot be nearly as eloquent as 
he is, delineating the history and what 
created greatness in this country. All I 
know is the people who seem to be 
making the decisions today are the 
people who have never held a job in the 
private sector. For those of us who 
signed more paychecks on the front 
than on the back, it is a startling thing 
to watch as we see, once again, the ad-
ministration is going to lurch forward 
with a jobs-creation strategy when a 
jobs-creation strategy exists right be-
fore our eyes. 

It’s the small businessmen and 
women in America who have the capa-
bilities of creating those jobs that we 
desire. What’s happened to them 
today? They are scared to death. They 
are scared to death of this 8 percent 
payroll tax that we are going to slap on 
them for health care. They don’t know 
what we are going to do in energy. 

This Financial Services bill, they are 
going to be another several weeks try-
ing to figure out what we just did to 
them last Friday night, late. Is it any 
wonder why small businesses across 
this country are holding back. They 
know about taking risk. That’s what 
brought them to where they are now. 

But when so many things are in flux, 
tax policy, health care, energy, finan-

cial service regulation, when so many 
things were in flux, what’s in it for 
them to go out on a limb and go out 
and hire that extra one or two people 
that they might hire. 

The problem is, not those one or two 
jobs in that one business, it’s the vast 
number of jobs across the greater and 
broader economy that that one or two 
job hold-back that small business is 
making right now—that’s where the 
jobs are. That’s why this has been a 
jobless recovery, and why it will re-
main a jobless recovery until Congress, 
until Congress and the administration, 
stop making the environment and the 
prospects for the future seem so threat-
ening that small businesses again feel 
comfortable in taking on the role of 
being the leader of job creation. 

We don’t need another Federal pro-
gram to stimulate jobs. We just need to 
get out of the way. 

I just have to reference an exchange 
I had with the Secretary of the Treas-
ury a few weeks ago on our Joint Eco-
nomic Committee when I asked him 
that very question. Wouldn’t it be bet-
ter if we, instead of making it a more 
challenging economic environment, 
brought some stability for small busi-
nesses in America, allowed them the 
freedom to do what they have done 
every time in the past with every other 
recession, which is create the jobs 
which provided the prosperity which 
allowed us to get out of the recession? 
Wouldn’t it be better to do that? 

The Secretary of the Treasury looked 
at me and said, That is the same broad 
economic philosophy that brought this 
country to the brink of ruin. Mr. Sec-
retary, I just described market cap-
italism to you, and I am just a simple 
country doctor. You are the Secretary 
of the Treasury, you are supposed to 
know this stuff. 

I was dumbfounded by the Sec-
retary’s response, the Secretary not 
understanding what it is that made 
this country great in the first place, 
has no clue, then, about how to do, how 
to set the tone and set the environ-
ment so this country can, indeed, re-
cover from this economic downturn. 

Of course, very famously, in that ex-
change earlier the other gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. BRADY) had encour-
aged the Secretary to resign for the 
sake of our jobs. I said I didn’t think he 
should resign; I didn’t think he ever 
should have been hired in the first 
place. It was a mistake a year ago. It 
was apparently a mistake today. Not 
only does he not know how to fill out 
his tax form, he doesn’t know what cre-
ates jobs and wealth in economy and 
what makes this country great. 

I appreciate the gentleman from Iowa 
letting me be here. I appreciate him 
doing this hour. I think it is so impor-
tant to set the tone. These next couple 
of days are going to be extremely im-
portant in this country and the Amer-
ican people do need to be engaged. 
They do need to be paying attention. 
They do need to be responding to the 
cues that are being given to them by 
the gentleman in the other body. 
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Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-

tleman from Texas. 
It strikes me that the Secretary of 

the Treasury, I believe, is a natural- 
born citizen, not a naturalized citizen. 
Had he been a naturalized citizen, he 
would have had to pass the test. There 
are flash cards that are made available 
by USCIS, United States Citizenship 
Immigration Services. It’s a stack of 
these glossy flash cards to train with 
so you can learn to pass a naturaliza-
tion test. 

In these flash cards it will be, for ex-
ample on one side, when was the Dec-
laration of Independence signed? Flip 
it over to the other side, July 4, 1776. 

Who is the Father of our country? 
Flip it over. George Washington. 

What is the economic system of the 
United States? Flip it over. Free enter-
prise capitalism. 

You can’t even be naturalized as a 
citizen of the United States unless you 
can pass that test. Apparently the Sec-
retary of the Treasury says that free 
enterprise capitalism is what brought 
us to the brink of ruin. 

It’s an astonishing, breathtaking 
thing. It’s no wonder we can’t get this 
economy sorted out. I sent a letter to 
the Secretary of the Treasury after a 
hearing that we had, a joint hearing 
between Financial Services and the De-
partment of Agriculture to deal with 
derivatives and credit default swaps. 
His question was this, that President 
Obama has been elected at least in part 
because he criticized President Bush 
for not having an exit strategy in Iraq. 

Now, here is a list of the companies 
that have been nationalized by this ad-
ministration and initiated in the pre-
vious administration, to be fair. I 
would like to know with each of these 
companies, Mr. Secretary, what is your 
exit strategy? How do you go about di-
vesting the taxpayers’ investment in 
these companies that were formerly 
private and get them, they are now 
managed and controlled, with influence 
control, if not majority control, how do 
you get them back into the private sec-
tor so that they can be allowed to suc-
ceed and fail? 

It was a long time getting the answer 
back, and it took a long time to ana-
lyze the answer, but it boiled down to 
well, there really isn’t a plan, but the 
Secretary will know when the time is 
right and take those steps when it’s ap-
propriate. That, I think, Mr. Speaker, 
tells us what’s going on here. 

If the Secretary of the Treasury be-
lieves that free enterprise capitalism 
brought us to the brink of ruin, I can’t 
believe that he would be willing then 
to divest the Federal Government from 
the private sector, of their shares of in-
vestment in these formerly private-sec-
tor companies. That is, it is the social-
ization of our economy. 

The 33 and so percent, as The Wall 
Street Journal said of the private-sec-
tor profits, and if they take on this 
health care industry, that’s going to be 
another, another one-sixth of our econ-
omy. If that, if that goes on, that’s 

going to take us up to or greater than 
half of the private sector that we had 
in the past. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it’s important 
that we understand that there are a 
couple of different sectors to the econ-
omy. One of them is the private sector. 
It’s the growth sector. It’s where peo-
ple produce goods and services that 
have value. There are about three dif-
ferent levels of the value that an econ-
omy needs to produce. First, the econ-
omy needs to produce things that peo-
ple must have for survival. I mean, we 
have talked about it for more than 50 
years and called it food, clothing, and 
shelter, the things that are necessary 
for the survival of mankind; you have 
to have food, clothing and shelter. 
They come from generally out of the 
Earth, one way or another. So that’s 
the number one level of our economy, 
those necessities for survival. 

The second level, and that’s private 
sector. Government produces hardly 
anything that’s necessary for survival. 
They regulate, and they slow down the 
actual efficient production of those 
things that we need for survival. 

The second level, those things that 
improve our efficiency, technology, for 
example, information technology, in-
dustrial technology, that caused us to 
be more efficient. Those efficiencies 
help us produce more of the necessities 
of life. The second part of the economy 
that’s gotten the most important value 
is the second level that produces the ef-
ficiencies in our economy. 

The third level of the private-sector 
economy is the disposable income. 
That’s the income that we use to go do 
the things that we enjoy, to give our 
life relaxation and travel on vacation, 
do those things, or we buy the things 
that we don’t have to have, not neces-
sities, but the extras in life. 

Those three levels, all private sector, 
all rooted back in, if you chase them 
back, you cannot go on vacation, and 
you can pass up buying that fancy pair 
of shoes or that nice car or the cabin at 
the lake or the boat or whatever it 
might be, and then those are elimi-
nating the things that are not neces-
sities of life. 

. 
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And you can actually sacrifice some 
of the things out of the second level of 
our economy that help with our effi-
ciency, but when get down to the ne-
cessities, it’s life itself. All of this is 
rooted in the private sector. The other 
side of this economy, the public sector 
of the economy, is where government 
comes in and they decide that they’re 
going to redistribute wealth and 
they’re going to provide services that 
they think that people need, and for 
some degree people have decided they 
would like to have government provide 
some of those services. But government 
regulates, government slows down and 
intimidates private sector commerce, 
and once you get to a certain place 
over the things that are necessary for 

government. For example, we build 
roads with user fees and less so with 
general fund tax fees. So if you drive 
on the road, you pay the tax for your 
gallon of gas that goes in the tank and 
you help build the road. That’s a user 
fee. But things that government pro-
vides that are necessary, military, for 
example, Department of Defense, that 
provides our safety and our security. 
Without it, we can’t function. We can’t 
have legitimate forms of government. 
Government provides other things that 
are legitimate; the judicial branch of 
government, for example, so that we 
can have law and order. And law en-
forcement, while I’m on the subject 
matter. 

As we look down through govern-
ment, the list becomes less and less of 
a necessity and more and more of a re-
distribution of wealth. At a certain 
point when your safety and security 
are there and they’re secured and a line 
goes across to providing government 
services so we don’t have to worry 
about them ourselves, every time we 
pay a tax dollar, we also give up a 
measure of our liberty, a measure of 
our freedom, because government 
makes the decision and the people that 
are producing in the private sector 
make less of a decision. 

So I’ll say these two sectors of the 
economy, the private sector, from 
which all new wealth emanates, and 
the public sector—when I’m in a 
crankier mood, I call it the parasitic 
sector—of government, the sector of 
government that sucks the lifeblood 
out of the private sector economy. The 
public sector—the parasitic sector—is 
growing and it’s growing by leaps and 
bounds, by the trillions of dollars, and 
there are less and less decisions made 
by capital which always is rational and 
more and more decisions made by gov-
ernment. We had a car czar that had 
neither made a car nor sold one. I don’t 
even know that he owned one. He’s not 
with us anymore. But we have a gov-
ernment of people that haven’t written 
out paychecks, that have not started a 
business, have not operated a business. 
If they’ve operated in the private sec-
tor, they started in up near the top of 
a department and never saw the inner 
workings of the bottom of what small 
business is like that we’ve got to have 
to grow us into the larger businesses. 

We need to have the underpinnings of 
American exceptionalism put back un-
derneath us again. We’ve got to refur-
bish those beautiful marble pillars of 
American exceptionalism. We’ve got to 
promote liberty and encourage the 
freedom that’s necessary; and people 
have to be willing to take risks. Cap-
ital has got to be able to make a ra-
tional decision but capital also has to 
know—that’s investors’ money, Mr. 
Speaker—has to know that they will 
also, if they fail, they’re going to lose 
their investment, and someone else 
will pick up a bargain and build it on 
what was left of the company that 
went under. I’ve stared that in the eye. 
I went through the eighties with my 
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construction company. We had our ups 
and downs. I know what it’s like to live 
with a knot in my gut for 31⁄2 years, to 
hold the company together. And we 
succeeded. Others around me did not. 
Some people got drug down and the 
load was heavy. And others succeeded 
significantly beyond a level where I 
did; and I’m glad that everybody had 
the opportunity to do that. And if the 
government comes in and then ap-
points an overseer, which is what the 
Barney Frank Financial Services bill 
does, and they go in and look at capital 
investments and business management 
and they decide who’s going to make 
how much money with another regu-
lator for our financial institutions, we 
have given up a big piece of our liberty, 
a big piece of our freedom. 

But what we’re focused on, Mr. 
Speaker, we’re focused on this week, 
this national health care act, this so-
cialized medicine act that barely 
passed out of the House of Representa-
tives, that is down there now being de-
bated in the United States Senate, and 
the issues as set before the Senate 
seem to be a couple of big ones: 

One of them is the pro-life amend-
ment. Here it was the Stupak amend-
ment where 64 Democrats had the op-
portunity to vote, to put up a pro-life 
vote that they didn’t believe that the 
taxpayers of America should be com-
pelled to fund abortions through 
money that is extracted from them 
unwillingly. So, therefore, the Stupak 
amendment came up, and 64 Democrats 
voted for it. Sixty-four Democrats and, 
I believe, every Republican are on 
record saying I am pro-life and I don’t 
believe, or at least we should not com-
pel American taxpayers to fund abor-
tion when they’re funding a socialized 
medicine program. That was what the 
Stupak amendment actually was. Even 
though it made exceptions for rape and 
incest, even though it doesn’t fit with 
the tenets of the Catholic Church, it 
was a subject that was raised and 
pushed through here. 

Now with the Stupak amendment 
passing, now these 64 Democrats have 
cover. Now if a bill comes back down 
this hallway through the center of the 
Capitol, it’s had that language, not 
necessarily stripped out. When Senator 
BEN NELSON offered similar and some 
said identical language to the Stupak 
pro-life amendment, it was defeated in 
the Senate. And so the Senate bill 
doesn’t have a pro-life amendment in 
it. And if it comes back to this House, 
we will see, I think, a conference com-
mittee that is appointed and stacked 
by Speaker PELOSI and HARRY REID and 
I think they are likely to strip the Stu-
pak amendment out and drop it back in 
here to the House; and what I think 
will happen will be some of those 64 
Democrats that said, I’m pro-life, 
here’s my vote for the Stupak amend-
ment, I think they’ll roll over and 
they’ll say, I voted for the Stupak 
amendment, but on balance I think 
this bill is good, even though we’re 
going to compel Americans to fund 

abortions in the United States. That’s 
what they’re set up to do and that’s the 
dynamics; and we need people in the 
Senate to kill this bill, so that this sce-
nario doesn’t play out here in the 
House. 

Another piece is this public option, 
the public option that seems to be, or 
the government option that seems to 
be rejected by the Senate, but the lib-
erals in the House insist that there be 
a government health care option; so 
they’re trying to configure a way that 
they can define something that isn’t 
necessarily a government option that 
can come to conference and be merged 
together. And right now the staff in the 
House and the staff in the Senate are 
merging these two bills, trying to get 
ready to drop something on and give 
America a Christmas that will be the 
least merry of anything in my lifetime. 
It will be something that dramatically 
erodes the liberty in America. 

But those are the two big issues: Is it 
going to be a pro-life bill? And is it 
going to have in it a government op-
tion? I suggest that they will put to-
gether and construct a scenario by 
which they will be trying to compel 
taxpayers to fund abortions and compel 
taxpayers to buy government insur-
ance because, as the gentleman from 
Texas said, it is about ideology, it’s not 
about policy, it’s not about producing 
the best result because if they did that, 
if they were for that, they would be for 
reforming medical malpractice abuse 
in America, lawsuit abuse reform, they 
would be for selling insurance across 
State lines, providing full deductibility 
for everybody’s health insurance, 
transparency in billing. 

The list of things that we can do that 
are constructive, that don’t cost 
money, is long indeed. But tomorrow, 
Mr. Speaker, and every day this week 
until somebody loses their nerve, the 
United States Senate needs to be 
jammed, it needs to be filled up with 
people that come here respectfully and 
politely and follow the rules and follow 
the law. But give the Senators and 
their staff in Washington, D.C., in their 
district offices at home and their of-
fices here a personal experience. It 
needs to happen this way, Mr. Speak-
er—the American people need to let 
these Senators know that there will be 
a reckoning if their liberty is taken 
from them and this socialized medicine 
bill is imposed upon them. I don’t want 
to see it, I don’t want to see it for my 
children, I don’t want to see it for my 
grandchildren. I don’t want to see it for 
America’s destiny. I don’t want to see 
America’s destiny, the vitality of 
America’s destiny stripped away piece 
by piece as we leap off the abyss into 
socialism and embrace the European 
version of a social democracy and 
more, a managed economy, managed 
health care, very limited freedom. The 
only budget that they didn’t grow was 
the Department of Defense budget. Ev-
erything else has to have a 10 percent 
or more up. The idea that you can bor-
row from your grandchildren that have 

not yet been born and compel them to 
pay debts today and spend money with-
out any sense of responsibility, believ-
ing that that grows the economy, when 
we’ve established that even the Sec-
retary of the Treasury believes that 
free enterprise capitalism is what 
brought this economy to the brink of 
ruin. 

b 2300 

Mr. Speaker, we need new people 
with clear thought and a respect for 
America and the strength of America. 
We need the right people in charge in 
this country, because, as I have often 
said, you don’t take a poodle to a coon 
hunt. You want to take a registered 
coonhound along. He’s got it in his 
blood, he understands it. You can train 
a poodle to bark treed, but his heart’s 
not in it. These people won’t even bark 
treed, and we need the right people in 
charge. And tomorrow we’re going to 
see the American people step up to this 
Capitol, and they’re going to demand 
that we preserve their liberty. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I thank you 
for your attention, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the 
House, reported and found truly en-
rolled bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 3288. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4165. An act to extend through Decem-
ber 31, 2010, the authority of the Secretary of 
the Army to accept and expend funds con-
tributed by non-Federal public entities to ex-
pedite the processing of permits. 

H.R. 4217. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding 
and expenditure authority of the Airport and 
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to extend authorizations for the 
airport improvement program, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 4218. An act to amend titles II and 
XVI of the Social Security Act to prohibit 
retroactive payments to individuals during 
periods for which such individuals are pris-
oners, fugitive felons, and probation or pa-
role violators. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE (at the request of 
Mr. HOYER) for today and until 3 p.m. 
on December 15. 

Mrs. BONO MACK (at the request of 
Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account of 
flight delays. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request 
of Mr. HOYER) for today. 

Mr. MACK (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of flight 
delays. 

Mr. WOLF (at the request of Mr. 
BOEHNER) for today on account of a 
dental emergency. 
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Mr. YOUNG of Florida (at the request 

of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account 
of a death in the family. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. ALTMIRE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. ALTMIRE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MASSA, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. JONES) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. INGLIS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, De-

cember 21. 
Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, December 

21. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, 

for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for 5 minutes, 

today and December 15. 
Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, for 5 minutes, 

December 15, 16, 17 and 18. 
(The following Member (at her re-

quest) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, for 5 min-
utes, today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 11 o’clock and 1 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, December 15, 2009, at 9 a.m., for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows: 

5026. A letter from the Regulatory Liaison, 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — McGovern Dole 
International Food for Education and Child 
Nutrition Program and Food for Progress 
Program (RIN: 0551-AA78) received November 
20, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

5027. A letter from the Managing Associate 
General Counsel, Government Account-
ability Office, transmitting a report entitled 
‘‘Farm Storage Facility Loan and Sugar 
Storage Facility Loan Programs’’; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

5028. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Race to the Top Fund 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 

(CFDA) Number: 84.395A [Docket ID: ED- 
2009-OESE-006] (RIN: 1810-AB07) received No-
vember 17, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

5029. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans and Designation of 
Areas for Air Quality Implementation Plans; 
Tennessee; Clean Air Interstate Rule [EPA- 
R04-OAR-2009-0765; FRL-8984-6] received No-
vember 23, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5030. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Georgia; Revisions 
to State Implementation Plan [EPA-R04- 
OAR-2006-0649-200918; FRL-8984-7] received 
November 23, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5031. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Illi-
nois; Indiana; Chicago and Evansville Non-
attainment Areas; Determination of Attain-
ment of the Fine Particle Standards [EPA- 
R05-OAR-2009-0664; FRL-8985-2] received No-
vember 23, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5032. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; North 
Carolina; Clean Air Interstate Rule [EPA- 
R04-OAR-2009-0454; FRL-9086-2] received No-
vember 23, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5033. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Finding of Failure to Sub-
mit State Implementation Plans Required 
for the 1997 Particulate Matter Less Than 2.5 
Micrometer (PM2.5) National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards (NAAQS) [EPA-HQ-OAR- 
2009-0670; FRL-8985-6] received November 23, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

5034. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Indi-
ana [EPA-R05-OAR-2009-0771; FRL-8980-4] re-
ceived November 17, 2009, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

5035. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Mary-
land, Ohio and West Virginia; Determina-
tions of Attainment for the 1997 Fine Partic-
ulate Matter Standard [EPA-R03-OAR-2009- 
0199; EPA-R03-OAR-2009-0547; FRL-8982-6], 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

5036. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Vir-
ginia; Transportation Conformity Regula-
tions [EPA-R03-OAR-2009-0674; FRL-8983-1] 
received November 17, 2009, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

5037. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval of the Clean Air 
Act, Section 112(1), Authority for Hazardous 
Air Pollutants: Perchloroethylene Air Emis-
sion Standards for Dry Cleaning Facilities: 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection [EPA- 
R01-OAR-2009-0031; A-1-FRL-8974-5] received 
November 17, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5038. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Fuel Economy Regulations 
for Automobiles; Technical Amendments and 
Corrections [EPA-HQ-OAR-2005-0169; FRL- 
8982-1] (RIN: 2060-A036) received November 17, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

5039. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Area 
Sources; Asphalt Processing and Asphalt 
Roofing Manufacturing [EPA-HQ-OAR-2009- 
0027 ; FRL-8983-6] (RIN: 2060-A094) received 
November 17, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5040. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants; Area 
Source Standards for Paints and Allied Prod-
ucts Manufacturing [EPA-HQ-OAR-2008-0053; 
FRL-8983-5] received November 17, 2009, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

5041. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting Transmittal No. 09-60, pursuant to 
the reporting requirements of Section 
36(b)(1) of the Arms Export Control Act, as 
amended; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. 

5042. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
visor for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting report prepared by the 
Department of State concerning inter-
national agreements other than treaties en-
tered into by the United States to be trans-
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day 
period specified in the Case-Zablocki Act; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5043. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Department of State, transmitting the 2009 
annual report on the Benjamin A. Gilman 
International Scholarship Program, pursu-
ant to Public Law 106-309, section 304; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5044. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and 
pursuant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31, 
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to the sta-
bilization of Iraq that was declared in Execu-
tive Order 13303 of May 22, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

5045. A letter from the Administrator and 
Chief Executive Officer, Bonneville Power 
Administration, Department of Energy, 
transmitting submission of Bonneville 
Power Administration’s (BPA) 2009 Annual 
Report, pursuant to Public Law 89-448 Public 
Law 101-576; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

5046. A letter from the President, African 
Development Foundation, transmitting a 
letter fulfilling the annual requirements 
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contained in the Inspector General Act of 
1978, as amended, covering the period Octo-
ber 1, 2008 to September 30, 2009, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen. Act), section 5(b); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5047. A letter from the Chairman, Broad-
casting Broad of Governors, transmitting in 
accordance with the requirements of the Ac-
countability of Tax Dollars Act of 2002 (Pub. 
L. 107-289), the Board’s FY 2009 Performance 
and Accountability Report; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

5048. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
transmitting the Fiscal Year 2009 Perform-
ance and Accountability reports for the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, the Federal Housing Administration, 
and the Government National Mortgage As-
sociation; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

5049. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General for Administration, Department of 
Justice, transmitting the Department’s FY 
2009 Performance and Accountability Report; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5050. A letter from the Director, Congres-
sional Affairs, Federal Election Commission, 
transmitting a copy of the Commission’s 
Performance and Accountability Report for 
FY 2009; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

5051. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s fiscal year 2009 Per-
formance and Accountability Report; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

5052. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Federal Retirement Thrift Investment 
Board, transmitting a list of the four audit 
reports issued during fiscal year 2009 regard-
ing the Agency and the Thrift Savings Plan, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 8439(b); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

5053. A letter from the Chairman, Holo-
caust Memorial Museum, transmitting the 
Museums’s FY 2009 Report on Audit and In-
vestigative Activities, pursuant to the In-
spector General Act of 1978; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

5054. A letter from the Chairman, Merit 
Systems Protection Board, transmitting a 
report entitled ‘‘Job Simulations: Trying 
Out for a Federal Job’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

5055. A letter from the Deputy Archivist, 
National Archives and Records Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Federal Records Management; Revi-
sion [FDMS Docket NARA-08-0004] (RIN: 
3095-AB16) received November 17, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

5056. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s 2009 Performance and Ac-
countability Report; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

5057. A letter from the General Counsel and 
Senior Policy Advisor, Office of Management 
and Budget, transmitting a report pursuant 
to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5058. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s FY 2009 Agency Financial Report; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5059. A letter from the Acting President, 
Overseas Private Investment Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s annual Man-

agement Report for FY 2009, pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

5060. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Trade and Development Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s Performance and Account-
ability Report including audited financial 
statements for fiscal year 2009; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

5061. A letter from the Chairman, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s Performance and Ac-
countability Report for FY 2009; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

5062. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department 
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Special Regulations; 
Areas of the National Park System (RIN: 
1024-AD73) received November 18, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

5063. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Department 
of the Interior, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Special Regulations; 
Areas of the National Park System (RIN: 
1024-AD82) received November 18, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Natural Resources. 

5064. A letter from the Attorney General, 
Department of Justice, transmitting the De-
partment’s decision not to appeal the deci-
sion of the district court in the case of the 
United States v. Lori Drew, No. CR 08-582- 
GW (C.D. Cal.), WL 2872855, pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 530D; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

5065. A letter from the Attorney General, 
Department of Justice, transmitting advis-
ing of the proceedings in the case of United 
States v. Robert Solomon, No. 5:09-CR-04024- 
DEO (N.D. Iowa), pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 530D; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5066. A letter from the Corporation Agent, 
Legion of Valor of the United States of 
America, Inc., transmitting a copy of the Le-
gion’s annual audit as of April 30, 2009, pur-
suant to 36 U.S.C. 1101(28) and 1103; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

5067. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; McDonnell Douglas Corporation 
Model DC-10-10 and DC-10-10F Airplanes, 
Model DC-10-15 Airplanes, Model DC-10-30 
and DC-10-30F (KC-10A and KDC-10) Air-
planes, Model DC-10-40 and DC-10-40F Air-
planes, Model MD-10-10F and MD-10-30F Air-
planes, and Model MD-11 and MD-11F Air-
planes [Docket No.: FAA-2009-1071; Direc-
torate Identifier 2009-NM-160-AD; Amend-
ment 39-16100; AD 2008-06-21 R1] (RIN: 2120- 
AA64) received November 24, 2009, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5068. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Bombardier Model DHC-8-102, 
DHC-8-103, DHC-8-106, DHC-8-201, DHC-8-202, 
DHC-8-301, DHC-8-311, and DHC-8-315 Air-
planes [Docket No.: FAA-2009-1072; Direc-
torate Identifier 2009-NM-169-AD; Amend-
ment 39-16099; AD 2008-09-21 R1] (RIN: 2120- 
AA64) received November 24, 2009, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5069. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Rolls-Royce Corporation AE 
3007A1/1, AE 3007A1/3, AE 3007A1, AE 3007A1E, 
AE 3007A1P, AE 3007A3, AE 3007C, and AE 
3007C1 Turbofan Engines [Docket No.: FAA- 
2009-0246; Directorate Identifier 2009-NE-04- 

AD; Amendment 39-16091; AD 2009-24-04] (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received November 24, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5070. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; General Electric Company (GE) 
CF34-8E Series Turbofan Engines [Docket 
No.: FAA-2009-0821; Directorate Identifier 
2008-NE-20-AD; Amendment 39-16094; AD 2009- 
24-06] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received November 24, 
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5071. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; Fokker Model F.28 Mark 0070, 
0100, 1000, 2000, 3000, and 4000 Airplanes 
[Docket No.: FAA-2009-1070; Directorate 
Identifier 2009-NM-180-AD; Amendment 39- 
16089; AD 2008-06-20 R1] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived November 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5072. A letter from the Program Analyst, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Airworthiness 
Directives; SOCATA Model TBM 700 Air-
planes [Docket No.: FAA-2009-0557; Direc-
torate Identifier 2009-CE-031-AD; Amendment 
39-16086; AD 2009-23-12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) re-
ceived November 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5073. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Effluent Limitations Guide-
lines and Standards for the Construction and 
Development Point Source Category [EPA- 
HQ-OW-2008-0465; FRL 9086-4] (RIN: 2040- 
AE91) received November 23, 2009, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5074. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Em-
ployee Stock Purchase Plans under Internal 
Revenue Code Section 423 [TD 9471] (RIN: 
1545-BH68) received November 18, 2009, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

5075. A letter from the Acting Chair, Social 
Security Advisory Board, transmitting a re-
port entitled ‘‘The Unsustainable Cost of 
Health Care’’; jointly to the Committees on 
Education and Labor and Ways and Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: Committee 
on Homeland Security. H.R. 1517. A bill to 
allow certain U.S. customs and Border Pro-
tection employees who serve under an over-
seas limited appointment for at least 2 years, 
and whose service is rated fully successful or 
higher throughout that time, to be converted 
to a permanent appointment in the competi-
tive service; with an amendment (Rept. 111– 
373 Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 1084. A bill to require the 
Federal Communications Commission to pre-
scribe a standard to preclude commercials 
from being broadcast at louder volumes than 
the program material they accompany; with 
an amendment (Rept. 111–374). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 
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Mr. WAXMAN: Committee on Energy and 

Commerce. H.R. 1147. A bill to implement 
the recommendations of the Federal Commu-
nications Commission report to the Congress 
regarding low-power FM service; with an 
amendment (Rept. 111–375). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII the 

Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform discharged from further 
consideration. H.R. 1517 referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. MORAN of Virginia (for him-
self, Mr. INGLIS, and Mr. DELAHUNT): 

H.R. 4301. A bill to support the democratic 
aspirations of the Iranian people by enhanc-
ing their ability to access the Internet and 
communications services; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIE (for himself 
and Mrs. LOWEY): 

H.R. 4302. A bill to increase loan limits for 
small business concerns, to provide for low 
interest refinancing for small business con-
cerns, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Small Business. 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself and Mr. 
DELAHUNT): 

H.R. 4303. A bill to enhance United States 
sanctions against Iran by targeting Iranian 
governmental officials, prohibiting Federal 
procurement contracts with persons that 
provide censorship or surveillance tech-
nology to the Government of Iran, providing 
humanitarian and people-to-people assist-
ance to the Iranian people, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and in addition to the Committees on the Ju-
diciary, Oversight and Government Reform, 
and Financial Services, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ISSA: 
H.R. 4304. A bill to designate certain Fed-

eral lands in San Diego County, California, 
as wilderness, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MEEK of Florida: 
H.R. 4305. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to provide the energy tax 
credit for transformers designed to use soy-
bean-based electrical transformer fluid; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEEK of Florida (for himself, 
Mr. TIBERI, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, and Mr. 
HERGER): 

H.R. 4306. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the 
15-year recovery period for qualified lease-

hold improvement property, qualified res-
taurant property, and qualified retail im-
provement property; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TEAGUE: 
H.R. 4307. A bill to name the Department of 

Veterans Affairs community-based out-
patient clinic in Artesia, New Mexico, as the 
‘‘Alejandro Renteria Ruiz Department of 
Veterans Affairs Clinic’’; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE of Georgia: 
H.J. Res. 63. A joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States to limit the number of years 
Representatives and Senators may serve; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself, Mr. DAVIS 
of Alabama, Mr. BACHUS, and Mr. 
DINGELL): 

H. Res. 969. A resolution congratulating 
Flint native, University of Alabama 
Sophmore and running back Mark Ingram on 
winning the 2009 Heisman Trophy and hon-
oring both his athletic and academic 
achievements; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 13: Mr. GRIFFITH. 
H.R. 442: Mr. HEINRICH and Mr. GALLEGLY. 
H.R. 537: Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 558: Mr. VAN HOLLEN and Mr. GRIF-

FITH. 
H.R. 571: Mr. KLEIN of Florida. 
H.R. 600: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. 
H.R. 745: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 930: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 1020: Mr. FATTAH and Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 1067: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. BU-

CHANAN. 
H.R. 1079: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. HOLT, and Mr. 

CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 1177: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1203: Mr. BOUCHER, Mrs. EMERSON, and 

Mr. WALDEN. 
H.R. 1210: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 1521: Mr. KLINE of Minnesota, Mr. 

RYAN of Ohio, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. SHULER, and 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. 

H.R. 1721: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 1806: Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. FRANK of Mas-

sachusetts, and Mr. SHIMKUS. 
H.R. 1826: Mr. WATT. 
H.R. 1879: Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. MILLER of 

Florida, and Mr. LAMBORN. 
H.R. 1964: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 2135: Mr. CHILDERS. 
H.R. 2161: Mr. HEINRICH. 
H.R. 2324: Mr. SIRES and Ms. SUTTON. 
H.R. 2342: Mr. STUPAK. 
H.R. 2387: Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. TERRY, Mrs. 

MYRICK, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. LINDER, Ms. FOXX, 
Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. COBLE, Mr. KINGSTON, and 
Mr. CARTER. 

H.R. 2450: Mr. GRIJALVA and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2528: Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 2546: Mr. RAHALL. 
H.R. 2578: Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 

H.R. 2866: Mr. HIMES. 
H.R. 2906: Mr. PITTS. 
H.R. 2923: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 3010: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. VAN 

HOLLEN. 
H.R. 3050: Mr. PITTS. 
H.R. 3078: Mr. HALL of Texas. 
H.R. 3339: Mr. WU. 
H.R. 3359: Ms. SPEIER and Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 3380: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. CAS-

TOR of Florida, Ms. SUTTON Mr. ROTHMAN of 
New Jersey, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. SIMPSON. 

H.R. 3421: Mr. KENNEDY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas, and Mr. BOSWELL. 

H.R. 3578: Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 3592: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 3662: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 3691: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 3731: Ms. SUTTON and Mr. KLEIN of 

Florida. 
H.R. 3746: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 3758: Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania 

and Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 4034: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 4140: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. SABLAN, and 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 4179: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 4196: Mr. STARK, Mr. LUJÁN, Ms. CHU, 

and Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 4202: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr. 

KUCINICH. 
H.R. 4233: Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 

BARTON of Texas, and Mr. REHBERG. 
H.R. 4247: Mr. HARE, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 

ELLISON, and Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 4255: Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. 

ADLER of New Jersey, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. 
MORAN of Kansas, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. BURTON 
of Indiana, and Mrs. BLACKBURN. 

H.R. 4262: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Illinois, Mr. WOLF, and Mr. 
SCHOCK. 

H.R. 4263: Ms. BERKLEY. 
H. Con. Res. 22: Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. TERRY, 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. GALLEGLY, 
Mr. BUYER, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. CARTER, and 
Mr. PENCE. 

H. Con. Res. 157: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H. Con. Res. 200: Mrs. MYRICK and Mr. LIN-

DER. 
H. Con. Res. 220: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. BUR-

TON of Indiana, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. KENNEDY, 
and Mr. TIERNEY. 

H. Res. 252: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. 

H. Res. 713: Mr. FATTAH, Ms. WASSERMAN 
SCHULTZ, and Ms. CHU. 

H. Res. 748: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H. Res. 857: Mr. HEINRICH. 
H. Res. 874: Mr. PITTS. 
H. Res. 898: Mr. SOUDER, Mr. SCHOCK, and 

Mr. ELLISON. 
H. Res. 932: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. ABER-

CROMBIE, and Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. 
H. Res. 951: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. HERGER, Mr. 

DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. 
MCCARTHY of California, and Mr. FORBES. 

H. Res. 958: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. GORDON of 
Tennessee, and Mr. PENCE. 

H. Res. 959: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. 
H. Res. 966: Mr. KING of Iowa. 
H. Res. 967: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. 

ELLISON, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 
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