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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. HIRONO). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
March 15, 2010. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable MAZIE K. 
HIRONO to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

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. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you, 
Madam Speaker. 

This week marks the homestretch of 
the health care debate. Reform will 
pass if people focus on the facts and the 
opportunities. No more outsourcing 
our analysis to the talking heads. Now, 
facts matter and the American people 
should find them. 

Health care is in crisis not just be-
cause we pay more for mediocre results 
in our health care system. The number 

of uninsured Americans is increasing, 
soon to reach 50 million Americans. 
And health insurance is getting worse 
for those who already have it. It’s get-
ting more expensive, people will have 
higher co-pays, higher premiums. Then 
people will have to fight to get their 
health bills paid. The United States is 
the only industrialized country where 
people go bankrupt from health care. 
This year, a thousand people that I rep-
resent back in Oregon will go bankrupt 
from health care costs—and most of 
them will have health insurance. 

Medicare is a great success story. 
Most of us recognize that. It was en-
acted 45 years ago over many of the 
same objections that we are now hear-
ing from my Republican colleagues 45 
years ago. Medicare has been respon-
sible for our senior citizens getting the 
health care outcomes that people in 
most other developed countries enjoy. 

Opponents attack government-paid 
insurance in France, Germany, Swit-
zerland, and Canada. But most Amer-
ican families would welcome the health 
care results in those countries where 
people get sick less often, they get well 
faster, and they live longer, and they 
pay far less than Americans. 

We have a huge problem because 
Medicare is at risk. It’s on an 
unsustainable financial path while it 
penalizes low-cost, high-value States 
like mine—Oregon—and others such as 
Wisconsin and Iowa. The House bill 
shows how to make those important re-
forms. 

Finally, part of the problem today is 
that there continues to be brutal polit-
ical attacks that are unfettered by the 
truth and history. I take some of this a 
little personally because my bipartisan 
legislation to help families make sure 
that their end-of-life decisions are re-
spected morphed into the Sarah Palin’s 
‘‘death panel’’—which I am pleased to 
report was judged the lie of the year by 
Politifacts.com. 

The mandate to buy insurance, which 
has been an object of attack, was in 

fact a Republican idea that was intro-
duced in the early 1990s as an alter-
native plan to the approach that was 
offered by the Clinton administration. 
And now we are having people fight to 
prevent any change in Medicare despite 
the fact that they admit it’s on an 
unsustainable path, and they them-
selves have proposed some of the most 
Draconian efforts to cut—some would 
say gut it—in the past. 

Is the legislation that we will be con-
sidering this week perfect? No, it’s not. 
Of course, I have only been here 14 
years and I’ve not yet seen a ‘‘perfect 
bill.’’ And the sad decision that was 
made to follow Republican Leader 
BOEHNER’s admonition to not legislate 
but to communicate, to talk and argue, 
actually made it harder to make good 
legislation. 

Is this the final word in health care 
reform? Not by a long shot. We will be 
working to refine and improve this leg-
islation for months, and indeed, years 
to come. But is it worth doing? Abso-
lutely. This is a critically important 
step, the most important since Medi-
care was created 45 years ago. 

This legislation passed the Senate 10 
weeks ago. A month before that, the 
House passed its legislation. The facts 
are clear. The legislation is available. 
If the public and Congress focus on the 
facts, this bill will pass and a sick 
American health care system will start 
to get better. 

f 

HEALTH CARE RECONCILIATION 

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

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Speaker, in 
1974, Congress passed the Congressional 
Budget Act. This law created an op-
tional procedure we know as the budg-
et reconciliation process. The chief 
purpose of the reconciliation process 
was to enhance Congress’ ability to 
change current law in order to bring 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1400 March 15, 2010 
revenue and spending levels into align-
ment with the budget resolution. That 
is a definition of a reconciliation bill, 
to control government spending; not to 
enact new policies. 

The last reconciliation bill passed by 
Congress was in the year 2007. This 
process was first used in 1980, and in 
1985, Senator ROBERT BYRD had the 
Senate adopt a temporary rule to curb 
the practice of using reconciliation as 
a vehicle to move extraneous materials 
outside of the budget process. This rule 
is known today as the Byrd Rule. The 
Byrd Rule has been extended and modi-
fied over the years and in 1990 was 
made permanent when Congress 
amended the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974. 

Now, under the Byrd Rule, a senator 
who is opposed to the inclusion of ex-
traneous material in the reconciliation 
bill may offer an amendment or a point 
of order to strike that provision. The 
Byrd Rule defines six provisions of 
what constitutes extraneous matter. 
The three most important provisions 
are, one, the bill language must 
produce a change in outlays or reve-
nues; two, the bill cannot increase the 
deficit for fiscal years beyond the 
budget window; three, the provision is 
a nonbudgetary component that has a 
fiscal effect outside of the Treasury. 

So today, Madam Speaker, the House 
Budget Committee will be meeting to 
markup a Budget Reconciliation Bill. 
Despite the House not having done a 
budget for the fiscal year 2011, the 
Budget Committee is going forward 
with reconciliation authority from last 
year’s budget. The reconciliation proc-
ess is being used to pass a Senate- 
passed health care bill in the House 
and to get the Senate to amend the 
reconciliation bill or law without fear 
of a filibuster. 

Now, the press is reporting that the 
Rules Committee will report a rule 
that will deem the Senate health care 
bill as passed with the adoption of the 
rule and we only have a chance to de-
bate and vote on the budget reconcili-
ation. This is outrageous and absurd. 
The majority will claim that they will 
only be voting on the rule, when in fact 
they will be voting on accepting the 
Senate bill. Last year, the House was 
passing bills without reading them. 
This year, they’re passing bills without 
voting on them. 

This 2,309-page document makes a 
mockery of the entire budget reconcili-
ation process. This monstrosity will be 
used to force a Senate health care bill 
reform on the American people who 
have spoken up loudly and spoken up 
to reject its backroom deals and spe-
cial interest giveaways. Yet the Demo-
cratic leadership will ask its members 
to vote for the rule which will self- 
enact the Senate bill, the entire health 
care bill, in the hope that the Senate 
Democrats will vote later for reconcili-
ation that the Senate parliamentarians 
will uphold the provisions inside the 
reconciliation bill which includes a 
self-enacting rule vis-a-vis health care 
bill. 

Now, this is my understanding. There 
is no precedent for what the Democrats 
are doing with this deception. There 
has never been a reconciliation process 
as corrupt as what is happening this 
week. We have never written a rec-
onciliation bill to amend a law that 
does not exist. We have never had a 
reconciliation bill with so far a reach-
ing scope. This bill would seek to alter 
one-sixth of our economy permanently. 

Thomas Jefferson, the Founding Fa-
ther and author of the first Senate 
rules, states, ‘‘The minority possess 
their equal rights, which equal law 
must protect, and to violate would be 
oppression.’’ The Democrats are vio-
lating the minority rules by this proce-
dure. If the Byrd Rule applied to the 
House, we would never be able to pass 
the budget reconciliation. 

This bill, these tactics being used, 
goes way too far. It undermines the 
process of creating laws, the right to 
offer amendments, and the right to 
vote on a bill. It may not be politically 
safe for the majority, but we should 
have a proper vote, up-and-down, on 
this health care bill and an ability to 
amend the Senate bill. As legislators, 
we were sent here by our constituents 
to vote, not to hide. The proposed rule 
and the Budget Reconciliation Bill un-
dermine our rights enumerated within 
the Constitution. 

So I urge the Democrat majority to 
rethink the whole procedure for bring-
ing up the Senate health care bill. En-
acting a rule which includes health 
care will mean that once it passes the 
House it will go directly to the Presi-
dent. It will not return to the Senate. 
The President will sign it and it will 
become law. This is what they intend 
contrary to the transparency they 
promised. 

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 41 
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 (Ms. WOOLSEY) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

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

Lord, our God, at times we seem to 
lose our way. Personal problems so 
consume us we find it difficult to look 
around and face squarely larger issues 
which touch us all. 

You have told us You are the way, 
the way to freedom, the way to gain 
proper perspective, the way to follow, 
if only we keep our eyes and fix our ex-
pectations on You. 

Lord, guide us in Your own way that 
we may seek only truth and love life. 
Both now and forever. 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 her approval thereof. 

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

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

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

Mr. BURGESS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

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

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

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

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WASHINGTON, DC, MARCH 12, 2010. 

Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, the Capitol, House of Representa-

tives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 

permission granted in Clause 2(h) of rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
March 12, 2010 at 2:33 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed S. 1147. 
With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
LORRAINE C. MILLER, 

Clerk of the House. 

f 

FINAL THROES OF GOVERNMENT 
TAKEOVER 

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

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, we 
are in the final throes of the govern-
ment takeover of America’s health 
care system. We have a shell bill that 
was posted on the Budget Committee 
site last night. This shell bill will give 
rise to a phantom bill. The phantom 
bill goes over to the Rules Committee, 
and that is where we get real reconcili-
ation. We probably have one day or two 
to look at the shell bill, one day or two 
to look at the phantom bill, and vir-
tually no time to see what is in the 
real reconciliation bill. My committee, 
the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, is completely bypassed in this 
process. No respect for the oldest 
standing committee in the United 
States House of Representatives. 

And speaking of no respect for the 
oldest standing committee in the 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1401 March 15, 2010 
House of Representatives, our com-
mittee sent a request to the White 
House weeks ago for information re-
garding the secret deals that were cut 
in May and June of last year. This let-
ter was signed by Chairman WAXMAN 
and Ranking Member BARTON, and as 
of today, no response. 

Heather Higgins and Kelly Anne 
Conway, writing in today’s Wall Street 
Journal, talked about, no matter the 
demographic group that you look at, 
men, women, old, young, independents, 
dramatic pluralities say that if this 
legislation doesn’t pass, they will be 
relieved. 

We ought to listen to the American 
people on this one. 

f 

DESPITE MEDIA’S SPIN, AMERI-
CANS OPPOSE HEALTH CARE 
PLAN 
(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, in a recent Washington Post op-ed, 
here is what two Democratic pollsters 
had to say about the media’s spin on 
the administration’s health care pro-
posal: 

‘‘Nothing had been more dis-
concerting than to watch Democratic 
politicians and their media supporters 
deceive themselves into believing that 
the public favors the Democrats’ cur-
rent health care plan. 

‘‘A solid majority of Americans op-
poses the massive health reform plan. 
Many more Americans believe the leg-
islation will worsen their health care, 
cost them more personally, and add 
significantly to the national deficit. 

‘‘Never in our experience as pollsters 
can we recall such self-deluding mis-
construction of survey data.’’ 

Madam Speaker, despite the media 
spin, the American people are sending 
a clear message about health care: Con-
gress should start over and get it right. 

f 

OBAMA CARE 
(Mr. COLE asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, my Dad 
always told me, ‘‘Your friends are the 
people who tell you what you need to 
know, not what you want to hear.’’ 

In August, the American people 
flooded town hall meetings and told 
their representatives to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
Obama care. The Speaker called them 
extremists. In November, voters in Vir-
ginia and New Jersey elected Repub-
lican governors in States President 
Obama had carried one year earlier. 
The White House said it was due to 
local issues. And in January, the voters 
of Massachusetts elected a Republican 
to the United States Senate for the 
first time in 38 years. Senate Demo-
crats said it was because they had 
nominated a poor candidate. 

As we approach the vote on Obama 
care, I urge my colleagues on the other 

side of the aisle to ignore the Speaker, 
ignore the President, and ignore the 
Democrats in the Senate. Just listen to 
your friends, the voters of America, 
who oppose this $1 trillion, 2,700 page 
health care monstrosity, and then vote 
‘‘no.’’ In November, you will be glad 
you did. 

f 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURE WEEK 

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

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam 
Speaker, National Agriculture Week is 
dedicated to celebrating the impact ag-
riculture has on our Nation and our ev-
eryday lives. 

Agricultural products are America’s 
number one export, and about 17 per-
cent of raw U.S. agriculture products 
are exported yearly valued at over $43 
billion. The industry generates 20 per-
cent of the U.S. gross domestic prod-
uct, and one-fourth of the world’s beef 
and nearly one-fifth of the world’s 
grain, milk, and eggs are produced in 
the United States. 

Nebraska has 47,000 farms and 
ranches, with many located in the 
Third District. I am proud to represent 
a district which truly embodies the 
spirit of this celebration, and I am 
proud to be a co-chair of the Congres-
sional Rural Caucus, a bipartisan group 
of Members who work together to ad-
dress the challenges facing our Na-
tion’s agriculture producers. 

Agriculture is integral to our Nation, 
and I invite my colleagues to join me 
in celebrating its contribution. 

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 

RECOGNIZING 125TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA 

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 1145) recog-
nizing the University of Arizona’s 125 
years of dedication to excellence in 
higher education, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1145 

Whereas the University of Arizona was au-
thorized by Arizona’s 13th Territorial Assem-
bly on March 12, 1885; 

Whereas the University of Arizona is the 
flagship university of the State of Arizona 
and, true to its land-grant heritage, is dedi-

cated to building a better Arizona through 
access, quality, and discovery; 

Whereas classes at the University of Ari-
zona first met in 1891 with 32 students in Old 
Main, the first building constructed on cam-
pus; 

Whereas the University of Arizona is Ari-
zona’s only member of the prestigious 62- 
member Association of American Univer-
sities; 

Whereas the University of Arizona is com-
mitted to an accessible, quality education 
for all, maintaining the third lowest tuition 
rate of any public university among the As-
sociation of American Universities; 

Whereas the University of Arizona is 
ranked No. 15 among public universities by 
the National Science Foundation for re-
search and development; 

Whereas the University of Arizona offers 
122 undergraduate degrees, 217 graduate pro-
grams, and 3 professional schools including 
pharmacy, medicine, and law; 

Whereas the University of Arizona has over 
225,000 alumni in all 50 States and across the 
world, including a former U.S. Secretary of 
the Interior and a former U.S. Surgeon Gen-
eral; 

Whereas the University of Arizona is rec-
ognized as an international leader in re-
search and innovation in many fields includ-
ing optics, water research, and astronomy; 

Whereas the University of Arizona has 
achieved remarkable success in athletics, 
winning 20 national championships, includ-
ing 8 softball titles and the 1997 men’s bas-
ketball title; 

Whereas University of Arizona students 
have consistently answered the call to serv-
ice as memorialized by the clock tower of 
the Student Union Memorial Center, home 
to a bell rescued from the USS Arizona after 
the attack on Pearl Harbor on December 7, 
1941; 

Whereas the University of Arizona played a 
leading role in NASA’s Phoenix Mars Mis-
sion, leading to the discovery of water on 
Mars and furthering the understanding of 
the Martian condition using advanced robot-
ics; and 

Whereas the University of Arizona is dedi-
cated to a more sustainable energy future as 
reflected in its selection to and achievement 
in the U.S. Department of Energy’s distin-
guished Solar Decathlon; Now, therefore, be 
it— 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives 

(1) recognizes the University of Arizona for 
125 years of dedication to excellence in high-
er education; 

(2) congratulates the University of Arizona 
on the occasion of its 125th anniversary, and 

(3) expresses thanks to the University of 
Arizona for its contribution to the better-
ment of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) and the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Hawaii. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I re-

quest 5 legislative days during which 
Members may revise and extend and in-
sert extraneous material on House Res-
olution 1145 into the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
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I rise today in support of H. Res. 1145, 

which recognizes the 125th anniversary 
of the University of Arizona. 

The University of Arizona attained 
its charter on March 12, 1891, with the 
authorization of Arizona’s 13th Terri-
torial Assembly. The mission of this 
new university focused on building a 
better Arizona through access, quality, 
and self-discovery. The university’s 
first day of classes commenced on Oc-
tober 1, 1891, with a small group of 32 
students from the surrounding region. 
The school instantly became a symbol 
of pride for Tucson, Arizona. 

From these humble beginnings, the 
University of Arizona has grown into 
one of the most prominent universities 
in the country. The student body con-
tains over 36,000 students, including al-
most 7,000 graduate students. Students 
are enrolled in 122 undergraduate de-
gree programs, 217 graduate programs, 
and three professional schools. 

The University of Arizona has gained 
national accolades for its break-
throughs in science and technology. 
The university’s scientific research and 
development program, ranked 15th in 
the Nation by the National Science 
Foundation, played a leading role in 
NASA’s Phoenix Mars Mission, which 
led to greater understanding of the red 
planet. 

For all these accomplishments, the 
University of Arizona is also known for 
its athletic dominance. The 500 student 
athletes of the University of Arizona 
compete in over 19 Division I sports, 
winning 20 national championships, 37 
Pacific Ten titles, including a men’s 
national basketball championship in 
1997, and eight softball national titles. 

This year, the University of Arizona 
will celebrate 125 years of providing ex-
cellence in education and athletics, 
cultivating young men and women to 
become stewards of their community 
and leaders of the Nation. 

Madam Speaker, once again I express 
my support of the University of Ari-
zona, and wish it and its students fu-
ture success in all their endeavors. And 
I thank Representative GIFFORDS for 
bringing this bill forward. I urge my 
colleagues to join me in support of this 
resolution. 

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

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 1145, recognizing the University 
of Arizona’s 125 years of dedication to 
excellence in higher education. 

The University of Arizona, located in 
Tucson, Arizona, was founded in 1885, 
and first opened its doors to students 
in 1891. Thirty-two students applied for 
the first semester, but only six were 
admitted to the freshman class. The re-
maining 26 students were enrolled in a 
specially established prep school, since 
there were no high schools in the area. 

Today, the University of Arizona has 
29,719 undergraduate students, 6,962 
graduate students, and 1,376 profes-
sional and medical students. The uni-

versity is ranked number 16 among all 
public universities by the National 
Science Foundation. The university 
has a three-fold commitment to edu-
cation, research, and community serv-
ice, and offers more than 300 under-
graduate degrees through 20 colleges 
and 11 schools. 

The university boasts excellent aca-
demic programs, but its students also 
excel in athletics. The university 
houses 18 NCAA athletic teams. The 
University of Arizona Wildcats basket-
ball team has reached the NCAA tour-
nament for the last 25 consecutive 
years. 

The women’s softball team is among 
the top programs in the country, and 
has won eight Women’s College World 
Series. 

The University of Arizona is des-
ignated as both a land-grant and space- 
grant institution, and research con-
ducted at the university has led to ad-
vances such as the development of 
Pima cotton and new artificial hearts, 
and has helped in the building of the 
largest telescopes in the world. The 
mission of the university is ‘‘to dis-
cover, educate, serve, and inspire,’’ and 
the accomplishments of its students re-
flect this. 

I extend my congratulations to the 
University of Arizona for 125 years of 
excellence in higher education, and 
wish all of its faculty, staff, students, 
and alumni continued success. I would 
ask my colleagues to support this reso-
lution, and I thank the gentlelady from 
Hawaii for being the manager of this 
bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. HIRONO. I join in urging all my 

colleagues to support this resolution. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1145, as amended. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

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

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

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

f 

b 1415 

CONGRATULATING WINNERS OF 
VOICE OF DEMOCRACY SCHOLAR-
SHIP 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I 

move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 1170) congratu-
lating the winners of the Voice of De-
mocracy national scholarship program. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1170 

Whereas the Voice of Democracy (VOD) 
scholarship program is an audio-essay con-

test for high school students in grades 9 
through 12 that annually provides more than 
$3,000,000 in scholarships; 

Whereas the Voice of Democracy program 
is designed to foster patriotism by allowing 
students the opportunity to voice their opin-
ion in a 3- to 5-minute audio essay based on 
an annual theme; 

Whereas the winners of the 2010 Voice of 
Democracy contest are selected based on the 
originality, content, and delivery of their 
audio essay; 

Whereas the Veterans of Foreign Wars has 
sponsored the Voice of Democracy scholar-
ship program since 1947 and has encouraged 
students to express patriotism since that 
time; 

Whereas the Voice of Democracy program 
is closely associated with the Patriots Pen 
program, a youth-essay writing contest for 
students in grades 6 through 8; 

Whereas the 2009–2010 Voice of Democracy 
theme is ‘‘Does America still have heroes?’’; 

Whereas more than 50,000 American stu-
dents across the world participated in the 
Voice of Democracy competition for the 
2009–2010 school year; and 

Whereas Madison Mullen, Anthony 
Zendejas IV, and Lena Savell were named 
the first, second, and third place winners of 
the 2009–2010 Voice of Democracy scholarship 
program: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives congratulates the winners of the Voice 
of Democracy national scholarship program. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) and the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Hawaii. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I re-
quest 5 legislative days during which 
Members may revise and extend and in-
sert extraneous material on House Res-
olution 1170 into the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I rise today to congratulate the win-

ners of the Voice of Democracy na-
tional scholarship program. The Voice 
of Democracy scholarship program was 
originally created in 1947 and now is an 
audio essay contest for high school stu-
dents in grades nine through twelve 
that annually provides more than $3 
million in scholarships. The winners 
are high school students from different 
parts of the country who clearly ar-
ticulated and creatively presented 
American democratic values in a na-
tional scholarship competition. The 
first-place winner receives a $30,000 
scholarship that is paid directly to the 
recipient’s American university, col-
lege, vocational, or technical school. 

Every year, thousands of students 
participate in the Voice of Democracy 
scholarship competition. With last 
year’s theme, ‘‘Does America still have 
Heroes?’’ this competition makes de-
mocracy come alive and helps students 
connect their real-world experience to 
contemporary issues and events. This 
type of learning is important not only 
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for academic purposes, but also for 
youth civic engagement. Students are 
able to express their democratic 
knowledge and responsibilities in a cre-
ative art form. 

Madam Speaker, I want to congratu-
late Madison Mullen, Anthony 
Zendejas IV, and Lena Savell for the 
first, second, and third place finishes, 
as well as all the rest of the winners. I 
hope all students think about the 
ideals of democracy and how they can 
contribute to our society. I thank Rep-
resentative HUNTER for bringing this 
resolution forward. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. BIGGERT. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-

port of House Resolution 1170, con-
gratulating the winners of the Voice of 
Democracy national scholarship pro-
gram. The Voice of Democracy na-
tional scholarship program is an audio 
essay scholarship contest for American 
high school students across the world. 
Students in grades nine through twelve 
enter the contest by recording an audio 
essay on a selected theme. Since its be-
ginning, the program has provided 
more than $3 million in scholarship 
funds to student winners. This year 
alone, $149,000 in scholarships was 
awarded to the winners. The Voice of 
Democracy’s national competition is 
designed to foster patriotism by pro-
viding students with the opportunity 
to voice their opinion on selected 
themes. The 2009–2010 school year’s 
theme was, ‘‘Does America still have 
Heroes?’’ America’s youth responded 
with a resounding ‘‘yes.’’ 

Veterans of Foreign Wars began 
sponsoring this event in 1947 and also 
sponsor similar national essay com-
petitions for middle school students. 
For example, Patriot’s Pen encourages 
American students in grades six 
through eight to write an essay ex-
pressing their views on democracy, 
based on an annual theme. The VFW’s 
2.2 million members have fought for 
America’s freedom and continue to 
give to our Nation through programs 
such as Voice of Democracy. 

The first, second, and third place 
winners of the 2009–2010 voice of Amer-
ica’s national scholarship competition 
are Madison Mullen, Anthony Zendejas 
IV, and Lena Savell, respectively. The 
winners were selected from over 50,000 
student entries based on originality, 
content, and delivery of their audio es-
says. Finalists were invited here to 
Washington, D.C., to deliver their oral 
essays. Participating students’ essays 
described today’s heroes in America, 
and I’m sure that many of these stu-
dents will grow up to become tomor-
row’s heroes. 

I’d like to congratulate all the win-
ners, finalists, and participants in the 
Voice of Democracy national scholar-
ship program and thank the VFW for 
providing students with this oppor-
tunity. I’d also like to thank my col-
league from California, Congressman 
DUNCAN HUNTER, for sponsoring this 

resolution and thank the gentlelady 
from Hawaii for managing this bill, and 
I ask for my colleagues’ support. 

Having no further speakers, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Ms. HIRONO. Once again, I urge all 
my colleagues to agree to House Reso-
lution 1170, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1170. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. HIRONO. 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 

RECOGNIZING 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF WASHINGTON STATE UNIVER-
SITY HONORS COLLEGE 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I 

move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 1163) recog-
nizing Washington State University 
Honors College for 50 years of excel-
lence. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1163 

Whereas Washington State University 
Honors College was established in 1960, 70 
years after the founding of Washington State 
University; 

Whereas Sidney Hacker, Professor of Math-
ematics, directed the establishment of the 
Honors program at Washington State Uni-
versity; 

Whereas Washington State University, lo-
cated in Pullman, Washington, is the State’s 
largest land-grant university and offers more 
than 200 areas of study; 

Whereas the Washington State University 
Honors College offers an enriched 4-year cur-
riculum to highly able students and provides 
such students with the opportunity to chal-
lenge themselves; 

Whereas studies at the Washington State 
University Honors College promote the six 
learning goals of the Honors College, includ-
ing critical and creative thinking, quan-
titative and symbolic reasoning, information 
literacy, communication, self in society, and 
disciplinary knowledge; and 

Whereas Washington State University 
Honors College is one of the most respected 
programs of its kind nationally: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives recognizes Washington State Univer-
sity Honors College for 50 years of excel-
lence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) and the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Hawaii. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I re-

quest 5 legislative days during which 
Members may revise and extend and in-
sert extraneous material on House Res-
olution 1163 into the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. HIRONO. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-

port of H. Res. 1163, which recognizes 
Washington State University Honors 
College for 50 years of excellence. Es-
tablished in 1960 in Pullman, Wash-
ington, Washington State University 
Honors College is an institution with 
an enriched curriculum, small classes, 
a talented and diverse student body 
with a wealth of abroad opportunities. 
The 4-year core curriculum is designed 
to develop each member of the school’s 
academic community to reach his or 
her full potential, and to lead and serve 
their local, national, and global com-
munities. 

The faculty, staff, and students of 
the Honors College create a community 
of learning that values creativity, high 
standards of scholarship, and achieve-
ment. It also fosters independent 
thinking and intellectual risk-taking, 
while valuing engagement and respon-
sibility to community. 

Many of Washington State Univer-
sity’s high-achieving students chose to 
attend the Honors College because of 
the school’s small class sizes and the 
curriculum designed around real-life 
issues. They also seek out the exten-
sive focus on written and oral presen-
tations and the interactive structure of 
the college’s program, which allows 
students to take ownership for their 
own learning. Members of the Honors 
College student body are also encour-
aged to spend a portion of their aca-
demic years studying abroad and to 
gain proficiency in a second language. 
During the school’s 2008–2009 school 
year, 34 percent of the Honors College’s 
students studied abroad. The schools 
entering class of fall 2008 had a remark-
able 80 percent of their freshmen class 
study a language other than English 
during their first semester at college. 

Madam Speaker, once again, I con-
gratulate Washington State University 
Honors College on 50 years of excel-
lence in education and thank Rep-
resentative MCMORRIS RODGERS for 
bringing this resolution forward. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
resolution, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. At this time I yield 
such time as she may consume to my 
friend and colleague, the sponsor of 
this resolution, the gentlewoman from 
Washington (Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS). 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding some 
time on this resolution. I rise in sup-
port of H. Res. 1163, recognizing Wash-
ington State University’s Honors Col-
lege for 50 years of excellence. Nestled 
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in the rolling hills of the Palouse re-
gion, Washington State University, in 
Pullman, Washington, is the State’s 
largest land-grant university and offers 
over 200 areas of study. This year 
marks the 50th anniversary of the es-
tablishment of the Honors College. 

Originally established in 1960 under 
the direction of Professor Sidney Hack-
er, the Washington State University’s 
Honors College provides highly moti-
vated and highly capable students the 
opportunity to challenge themselves 
through an enriched 4-year curriculum. 
The Honors College emphasizes six spe-
cific learning goals throughout its pro-
gram, including critical and creative 
thinking, quantitative and symbolic 
reasoning, information literacy, com-
munication, self in society, and dis-
ciplinary knowledge. 

The Honors College at WSU has pro-
duced thousands of entrepreneurs, sci-
entists, doctors, and educators. Re-
gardless of their profession or status, a 
graduate of WSU’s Honors College has 
the tools to make a difference wher-
ever life may lead them. For instance, 
Captain Amos Peterson of the U.S. 
Army Veterinary Corps is a WSU Hon-
ors College graduate and has been offi-
cer-in-charge of Andrews Air Force 
Base veterinary clinic since 2008. Cap-
tain Peterson’s sister, Ella, is also an 
Honor’s College alumnus, and after 
completing service in the U.S. Peace 
Corps, has become an English teacher 
in Taiwan. These two examples are in-
dicative of the successful students that 
graduate from the Honors College at 
WSU. 

Madam Speaker, the Washington 
State University Honors College is one 
of the most respected in the Nation, 
and it is wholly fitting that this House 
applaud its past and most certain fu-
ture successes. I urge my colleagues to 
join me in adopting H. Res. 1163, recog-
nizing WSU’s Honors College for 50 
years of excellence. 

Ms. HIRONO. I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

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

I also rise in support of House Reso-
lution 1163, recognizing Washington 
State University’s Honors College for 
50 years of excellence. For 50 years, the 
Washington State University Honors 
College has offered an enriched liberal 
arts curriculum with an international 
context. Undergraduates seeking chal-
lenges can optimize their academic ex-
perience; and they’re known for accom-
plishments in undergraduate research, 
leadership skills, and service to their 
local, national, and international com-
munities. 

b 1430 

The honors thesis allows students to 
develop their own mentored under-
graduate research project. Scholarship 
support is available to help cover col-
lege expenses, undergraduate research, 
and study abroad thanks to the support 
from the Honors’ alumni and friends. 

Students from any major may follow 
the Honors curriculum and expect to 
graduate in 4 years because the cur-
riculum works within each student’s 
major. All coursework at Washington 
State University Honors College is de-
signed to promote the six learning 
goals of the Honors College. 

Washington State University Honors 
College is an accomplished institution 
that contributes to the economic and 
civic vitality of the State, Nation, and 
world. Today we congratulate the fac-
ulty, staff, students, and alumni for 50 
years of excellence. 

I ask my colleagues to support this 
resolution. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. HIRONO. Once again, I urge my 

colleagues to vote for H. Res. 1163, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1163. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. HIRONO. 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 

AUTHORIZING NEW AWARD 
PROGRAM FOR SCHOOL WORKERS 

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2377) to direct the Secretary 
of Education to establish and admin-
ister an awards program recognizing 
excellence exhibited by public school 
system employees providing services to 
students in pre-kindergarten through 
higher education. 

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

H.R. 2377 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. FINDINGS. 

The Congress finds as follows: 
(1) The term ‘‘classified school employee’’ 

refers to employees working in pre-kinder-
garten through higher education, in the fol-
lowing nine job families: 

(A) Paraprofessionals. 
(B) Clerical services. 
(C) Custodial and maintenance services. 
(D) Transportation services. 
(E) Food services. 
(F) Skilled trades. 
(G) Health and student services. 
(H) Security services. 
(I) Technical services. 
(2) Classified school employees provide val-

uable service to public schools in the United 
States. 

(3) Classified school employees provide es-
sential services, such as transportation, fa-
cilities maintenance and operations, food 
service, safety, and health care. 

(4) Classified school employees play a vital 
role in providing for the welfare and safety 
of students. 

(5) Classified school employees strive for 
excellence in all areas of service to the edu-
cation community. 

(6) Exemplary classified school employees 
should be recognized for their outstanding 
contributions to quality education in the 
United States. 
SEC. 2. RECOGNITION PROGRAM ESTABLISHED. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Edu-
cation shall establish and administer a na-
tional recognition program to be known as 
the ‘‘National Classified School Employees 
of the Year Awards’’. The purpose of the pro-
gram shall be to recognize and promote the 
commitment and excellence exhibited by em-
ployees within certain occupational special-
ties in public schools who provide exemplary 
service to students in pre-kindergarten 
through higher education. 

(b) OCCUPATIONAL SPECIALTIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The occupational special-

ties referred to in subsection (a) are the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Paraprofessionals. 
(B) Clerical and administrative services. 
(C) Transportation services. 
(D) Food and nutrition services. 
(E) Custodial and maintenance services. 
(F) Security services. 
(G) Health and student services. 
(H) Technical services. 
(I) Skilled trades. 
(2) NUMBER OF AWARDS.—Prior to March 31 

of each year (beginning with the second cal-
endar year that begins after the date of the 
enactment of this Act), the Secretary shall 
select an employee from each occupational 
specialty described in paragraph (1) to re-
ceive an award under the recognition pro-
gram. 

(c) SELECTION PROCESS.— 
(1) NOMINATION PROCESS.—Not later than 

November 1 of each year (beginning with the 
first calendar year that begins after the date 
of the enactment of this Act), the Secretary 
shall solicit nominations from each occupa-
tional specialty described in subsection (b)(1) 
from the chief State school officer of each 
State. The chief State school officer of each 
State shall consider nominations submitted 
by the following: 

(A) Local educational agencies. 
(B) School administrators. 
(C) Professional associations. 
(D) Labor unions. 
(E) Any other group determined appro-

priate by the Secretary. 
(2) DEMONSTRATION.—Each nomination 

shall be submitted to the Secretary by a 
chief State school officer in such manner as 
the Secretary may require and shall contain, 
at a minimum, demonstrations of excellence 
in the following areas: 

(A) Work performance. 
(B) School and community involvement. 
(C) Leadership and commitment. 
(D) Local support. 
(E) Enhancement of classified school em-

ployees’ image in the community and 
schools. 

(F) Any other area of superior perform-
ance, such as health and safety promotion or 
efficient use of energy or other resources. 

(3) SELECTION.—The Secretary shall de-
velop uniform national guidelines for evalu-
ating nominations submitted under para-
graph (2) in order to select the most deserv-
ing nominees based on the demonstrations 
made in the areas described in such para-
graph. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—The terms used in this 
Act shall have the meaning given such terms 
in section 9101 of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801). 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) and the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Hawaii. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, I re-

quest 5 legislative days during which 
Members may revise and extend and in-
sert extraneous material on H.R. 2377 
into the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. HIRONO. I yield myself as much 

time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-

port of H.R. 2377, which is a bill that 
establishes a National Classified 
School Employees of the Year Award. 

Every day in schools across the coun-
try, there are people working hard to 
make sure our students have an oppor-
tunity to learn and succeed. Classified 
school employees are critical to this ef-
fort. They work as paraprofessionals: 
clerks, custodians, bus drivers, cooks, 
maintenance employees, nurses, secu-
rity guards, and technicians. The work 
they do provides essential support to 
students and teachers, and for far too 
long, their contributions have gone un-
recognized at a national level. H.R. 2377 
will change this and create a National 
Classified School Employees of the 
Year Award. 

The award will honor and recognize 
excellence in the classified school 
worker field. Their services vary wide-
ly, from establishing and promoting a 
high-quality instructional environment 
as paraeducators and library aides to 
providing other essential services, such 
as transportation, skilled maintenance, 
food and support services, and health 
care. 

I’m sure we can all remember our fa-
vorite bus driver who provided our safe 
arrival to and from school. We can re-
call the nurse that perfectly bandaged 
our scraped knee, or we can reflect on 
a guidance counselor who helped us 
navigate our paths to college. 

No matter the profession, classified 
school employees work tirelessly to en-
sure the success of America’s students 
and public schools. Their dedication 
ensures the safety and welfare of stu-
dents while improving the educational 
atmosphere, helping students meet the 
highest educational standards. 

Today we recognize this work and 
thank them. I ask that you join us in 
support of this bill. I urge my col-
leagues to recognize the contributions 
of classified school employees by vot-
ing for H.R. 2377. 

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

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 2377, to 
direct the Secretary of Education to 
establish and administer an awards 
program recognizing excellence exhib-

ited by public school system employ-
ees, providing services to students in 
pre-kindergarten through higher edu-
cation. In short, this bill would create 
a national recognition program for 
classified school employees in nine cat-
egories, including transportation, food, 
security, and health and student serv-
ices. 

As you may well know, classified 
school employees provide the support 
services necessary to keep our Nation’s 
schools open and running on time. 
These awards would be given annually 
by the Secretary of Education. Despite 
the fact that a school’s support staff is 
often overlooked, they are an impor-
tant part of the education team that 
we entrust our children to each day. 
These school employees provide trans-
portation services that enable students 
to safely arrive to and from school, 
prepare and serve the food students eat 
each day, and keep the school facilities 
in which students learn clean and safe. 
Those classified school employees who 
go above and beyond deserve to be rec-
ognized for their efforts, and this bill 
would do just that. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
2377. 

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

pleased to yield as much time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Nevada (Ms. TITUS), the sponsor of this 
legislation. 

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 2377, a bill to 
establish a National Classified School 
Employees of the Year Award. 

For teachers to teach and students to 
learn, schools must be well maintained; 
students must be kept healthy and 
safe; and all of the adults with whom 
students interact throughout their day, 
whether on the playground or in the 
lunch room, must support a school’s 
culture of excellence. 

Classified employees help to create 
and maintain an atmosphere that fos-
ters achievement by working tirelessly 
to ensure the success of our Nation’s 
students in public schools, colleges, 
and universities. They provide essen-
tial services, including transportation, 
facilities maintenance and operations, 
food service, safety, health care, and 
others. Whether they are in the class-
room alongside teachers, helping to es-
tablish and promote a high-quality in-
structional environment, or in a bus, 
making sure that students arrive at 
school on time so they are ready to 
learn, these classified employees play a 
vital role in our schools, and they 
should be recognized for the out-
standing work that they do. 

There are approximately 2.8 million 
education support professionals across 
the country, yet too often their con-
tributions go unrecognized. And that is 
why I am so pleased to have worked 
with you, Madam Speaker, as the lead 
sponsor of H.R. 2377, a bill that would 
establish a National Classified School 
Employees of the Year Award, and I am 
proud that this legislation has 57 bipar-
tisan supporters and cosponsors. 

This award would be very similar to 
the Teacher of the Year Award but 
would recognize outstanding public 
school employees who provide support 
services to students from pre-kinder-
garten through their education in nine 
different categories: paraprofessionals, 
clerical services, custodial and mainte-
nance services, transportation services, 
food services, skilled trades, health and 
students services, security services, 
and technical services. 

The Secretary of Education will so-
licit nominations from the States in 
each of these occupational specialties. 
Nominees must demonstrate excellence 
in work performance, school and com-
munity involvement, leadership and 
commitment, local support, enhance-
ment of classified school employees’ 
image in the community and the 
school, and any other area of superior 
performance that is determined by the 
Secretary. The award winners will then 
be recognized by the U.S. Secretary of 
Education and the President. 

Let me be clear, this is not a new 
government program, and honoring 
these special employees will not cost 
the government any money. Nor would 
this be the first time that government 
agencies have presented such awards to 
individuals who make important con-
tributions. Both the Department of De-
fense and the Department of Commerce 
currently give such awards. 

Honoring our classified school em-
ployees will provide the recognition 
and appreciation they deserve for the 
important work they do every day on 
the front lines to help our students 
succeed. As Booker T. Washington said, 
‘‘Excellence is to do a common thing in 
an uncommon way.’’ 

So I urge my colleagues to reward 
the uncommon excellence of classified 
school employees by supporting H.R. 
2377. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Speaker, once 
again, I want to commend my col-
league, Ms. TITUS, for bringing this bill 
forward, and reminding us that it truly 
takes many, many hands and hearts to 
enable our students to succeed. Again, 
I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
2377. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, as an 
original cosponsor of H.R. 2377, I rise in 
strong support of the passage of this bill. H.R. 
2377 would create an annual award program 
to honor the great work classified school em-
ployees do for our schools every day. 

Classified school employees serve an im-
portant role in schools and help ensure stu-
dents get the best possible education. 
Paraeducators, bus drivers, food service em-
ployees, and many other support staff help 
make the school day run smoothly. It is high 
time we honor their contributions by creating 
an annual award program that will honor the 
key role they play in promoting and ensuring 
student achievement, student safety and well- 
being. 

I look forward to working with the National 
Association of Classified School Employees 
and other education groups to continue to 
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honor the important work of School Classified 
Employees. Again, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2377. 

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 

SERGEANT CHRISTOPHER R. 
HRBEK POST OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4628) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 216 Westwood Avenue in 
Westwood, New Jersey, as the ‘‘Ser-
geant Christopher R. Hrbek Post Office 
Building’’. 

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

H.R. 4628 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SERGEANT CHRISTOPHER R. HRBEK 

POST OFFICE BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 216 
Westwood Avenue in Westwood, New Jersey, 
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Ser-
geant Christopher R. Hrbek Post Office 
Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Sergeant Christopher 
R. Hrbek Post Office Building’’. 

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. I yield myself such time 

as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, as chairman of the 

House subcommittee with jurisdiction 
over the United States Postal Service, 
I am proud to present H.R. 4628 for con-
sideration. This legislation, when 
passed, will designate the United 
States Postal Service facility located 
at 216 Westwood Avenue in Westwood, 
New Jersey, as the Sergeant Chris-
topher R. Hrbek Post Office Building. 
Introduced by my friend and colleague 

Representative SCOTT GARRETT of New 
Jersey on February 22, 2009, H.R. 4628 
was favorably reported out of the Over-
sight and Government Reform Com-
mittee on March 4, 2010, by unanimous 
consent. In addition, this legislation 
enjoys the support of the entire New 
Jersey House delegation. 

A native of Westwood, New Jersey, 
Sergeant Christopher Hrbek proudly 
served our Nation as a field artillery 
cannoneer with the Third Battalion, 
10th Marine Regiment, Second Marine 
Division, Second Marine Expeditionary 
Force out of Camp Lejeune, North 
Carolina. Regrettably, Sergeant Hrbek 
was killed in action on January 14, 
2010, by an improvised explosive device 
while supporting combat operations in 
Helmand province, Afghanistan. Ser-
geant Hrbek was 25 years old at the 
time of his death and on his fourth 
tour of duty with the United States 
Marine Corps. 

As recalled by his family and friends, 
Sergeant Hrbek’s enlistment in the 
United States Marine Corps evidenced 
his lifelong dedication to serving his 
community and his country. 

At the age of 16, Sergeant Hrbek, who 
came from a family of firefighters, 
joined the Westwood Fire Department 
as a cadet and continued to serve his 
local community as a firefighter for 
the next 9 years. In addition to his 
dedication to the Westwood Fire De-
partment and the town of Westwood, 
Sergeant Hrbek also aspired to serve in 
the United States military, and in par-
ticular, the United States Marine 
Corps. As noted by his loving step-
father Jaymee Hodges, Sergeant Hrbek 
‘‘knew in his soul he wanted to be 
a Marine . . . and Christopher ate, 
drank, and slept the Marine Corps.’’ 

b 1445 

Accordingly, on his 18th birthday, 
Sergeant Hrbek asked his stepfather to 
take him to the Marine recruitment of-
fice in Hackensack, New Jersey, in 
order to enlist in the Marine Corps. 
Shortly thereafter, Sergeant Hrbek left 
for basic training at Paris Island, 
South Carolina. Sergeant Hrbek’s sub-
sequent and distinguished career in the 
United States Marine Corps included 
four tours of duty, three tours of duty 
in Iraq in support of Operation Iraqi 
Freedom, and then most recently, his 
last tour of duty in Afghanistan in sup-
port of Operation Enduring Freedom. 
In recognition of his service and sac-
rifice on behalf of our grateful Nation, 
Sergeant Hrbek has been posthumously 
awarded the Purple Heart. 

Additionally, Sergeant Hrbek has 
also posthumously received the Bronze 
Star with Valor device. This was 
awarded for his heroic service during 
combat operations several weeks be-
fore his death. Specifically, in Decem-
ber of 2009, in the midst of hostile gun-
fire, Sergeant Hrbek rushed to save the 
life of a fellow marine, Sergeant Major 
Raymond Mackey, who had lost his 
legs as a result of an improvised explo-
sive device attack. Sergeant Hrbek and 

a Navy corpsman carried Sergeant 
Major Mackey to safety and quickly 
applied tourniquets in order to stop the 
bleeding. This past Christmas Eve, Ser-
geant Hrbek was informed that he had 
been nominated for the Bronze Star 
with Valor device in recognition of 
that heroism. 

In addition to the distinction and 
honor with which he served in the 
United States military, Sergeant 
Hrbek will be equally remembered for 
his steadfast devotion to his family and 
his friends. As noted by Westwood Fire 
Chief Mark Fedorchak, Sergeant Hrbek 
would do anything for anybody. He will 
be sorely missed. It is a huge loss for 
our community. 

While Sergeant Hrbek is no longer 
with us, his memory will continue to 
live on through his devoted family and 
friends, his loving community and the 
dedicated servicemen and women who 
were fortunate to serve with him. 

Madam Speaker, the life of Sergeant 
Christopher R. Hrbek stands as a testa-
ment to all the brave servicemen and 
women who have offered the ultimate 
sacrifice in defense of our Nation. 

Let us join with Congressman GAR-
RETT from New Jersey and honor this 
outstanding soldier and American hero 
through the passage of this legislation 
to designate the Westwood Post Office 
in his name. I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting H.R. 4628. 

I reserve the balance of our time. 
Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Speaker, I 

yield such time as he may consume to 
my friend and colleague from New Jer-
sey, the sponsor of this bill, Mr. GAR-
RETT. 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
Madam Speaker, I do indeed rise today 
in honor of Sergeant Christopher Rich-
ard Hrbek, a recently fallen marine. It 
was on January 14, 2010, when Sergeant 
Hrbek gave his life in service of our 
country. And today, we have the oppor-
tunity to pay tribute to Sergeant 
Hrbek by considering H.R. 4628, this 
legislation that will rename the post 
office up in Westwood, New Jersey, in 
his honor. 

In addition, though, to paying trib-
ute to Sergeant Hrbek, I would like to 
pause for a moment to recognize his 
family as well, for the sacrifice that 
they now have endured on behalf of our 
Nation. Chris is survived by his wife, 
Jamie Lynn Wengerter, his mother and 
stepfather, Cheryl and James Hodges, 
his father and stepmother, Richard and 
Gail Hrbek, his two sisters, Amy 
Dellentash and Lori Hrbek, and his two 
stepbrothers, Jim and Beau Hodges, as 
well. 

As was pointed out, Sergeant Hrbek 
was not only a hero in the armed serv-
ices, he was a hero back in his home-
town as well. Chris was born and raised 
up in Westwood, New Jersey, and as 
stated, at the age of 16, he, along with 
a couple of his friends, became cadets 
in the Westwood Fire Department. 

And just as an aside, I remember 
going to the funeral and hearing the 
little stories that they told—even be-
fore they were 16 just pretending to be 
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firemen and the like, and always want-
ing to be a firemen when they grew up. 
But at age 16 they were able to actu-
ally put that into action and become 
cadets in the Westwood Fire Depart-
ment. 

Chris saw every opportunity to serve 
as a chance to shine. This is why it was 
no surprise when he enlisted in the 
U.S. Marines in 2003. And as a marine, 
Sergeant Hrbek served four tours of 
duty, which included two combat tours 
in Iraq and Afghanistan. But it was in-
deed on December 23, 2009, when they 
were under heavy enemy fire that he 
saved a life, and it was of his own Ser-
geant Major, Sergeant Major Raymond 
Mackey. 

As it was recounted later on to his 
family, Chris had been out on a patrol 
at that time when he heard an explo-
sion about 10 paces behind him. Chris 
turned to see what it was, and he saw 
Sergeant Major Mackey badly wounded 
by the explosion. 

So what did he do? 
Well, he immediately turned his at-

tention to Mackey, applying seven 
tourniquets and saving the Sergeant 
Major’s life, and he did this all while 
under attack at the time. This is truly 
a definition of grace under fire. And for 
his valiant efforts Chris earned a 
Bronze Star with a Combat V. How-
ever, Chris was not able to ever receive 
that medal in person. 

For it was on January 14 that Ser-
geant Chris Hrbek was killed on patrol 
in Helmand Province in Afghanistan 
after he encountered an IED. Hrbek’s 
family posthumously accepted the 
Bronze Star on behalf of his life at his 
funeral. A letter was issued to his par-
ents from the Marine Corps, and I 
think it really captured the sentiment 
that I know all America shares. It said, 
‘‘by his zealous initiative, courageous 
actions, and exceptional dedication to 
duty, Sergeant Hrbek reflected great 
credit upon himself and were in keep-
ing with the highest traditions of the 
Marine Corps and the United States 
Naval Service.’’ 

After Chris died in combat he re-
ceived a hero’s welcome back in his 
hometown in Westwood, New Jersey. It 
was on January 20th, this year, that 
his flag-draped coffin passed through 
the streets of Westwood, which were 
lined as far as you could see with flags 
and residents and students all coming 
out who stood proudly, side by side, in 
a mass of people, to pay tribute to this 
young man. 

Now, joining the procession were the 
Marines from Camp Lejeune who 
served alongside him. And one of the 
marines was Sergeant Ryan Harsman. 
Sergeant Harsman noted, When Chris 
walked into a room everyone knew 
that he was there. He just had that 
presence. He never ran out of fuel. 

Now, the New York Fire Department 
also honored Chris and, this month, be-
stowed the title of honorary fire-
fighter, because Sergeant Hrbek had 
been accepted to begin training with 
the fire department over in New York 

City, but he deferred his enrollment 
twice so that he could continue his 
service to the U.S. Marines. 

Sergeant Hrbek set the highest ex-
ample, someone who was willing to 
risk his life to save the lives of others. 
And so I am proud to be the sponsor of 
H.R. 4628 honoring the life of Sergeant 
Hrbek. 

And I, with my colleague, join all my 
colleagues here to support this legisla-
tion memorializing Chris and his serv-
ice to his hometown of Westwood, New 
Jersey, where Christopher Hrbek will 
forever be remembered as a hero, as a 
heroic marine, a loving husband, a son 
and a brother as well. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, we 
have no further speakers on this, but I 
continue to reserve. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I consume to 
close. Let me just say that Sergeant 
Christopher Hrbek died preserving the 
lives of his fellow soldiers and the free-
dom of this Nation. And I urge that we 
support this bill to honor that spirit of 
sacrifice of a true hero embodied by 
Sergeant Hrbek. 

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

all Members on both sides of the aisle 
to join with Mr. GARRETT in honoring 
this proud young marine and in sup-
porting H.R. 4628. 

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, H.R. 4628. 

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 

RECOGNIZING THE SIGNIFICANCE 
OF NOWRUZ AND CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF IRANIAN-AMERICANS 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and agree to the 
resolution (H. Res. 267) recognizing the 
cultural and historical significance of 
Nowruz, expressing appreciation to Ira-
nian-Americans for their contributions 
to society, and wishing Iranian-Ameri-
cans and the people of Iran a pros-
perous new year. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 267 

Whereas Nowruz marks the traditional Ira-
nian New Year, which originated in ancient 
Persia, and dates back more than 3,000 years; 

Whereas Nowruz, meaning a ‘‘New Day’’, 
occurs on the vernal equinox and celebrates 
the arrival of spring; 

Whereas Nowruz symbolizes a time of re-
newal and community, it harkens the depar-
ture from the trials and tribulations of the 
previous year and brings hope for the New 
Year; 

Whereas Nowruz is celebrated by nearly 
300,000,000 Iranians and other peoples all over 
the world, including in the United States, 
Iran, and other countries in Central Asia, 
South Asia, Caucasus, Crimea, and Balkan 
Regions; 

Whereas Nowruz is celebrated by more 
than 1,000,000 Iranian-Americans of all back-
grounds, including those with Baha’i, Chris-
tian, Jewish, Muslim, Zoroastrian, and non- 
religious backgrounds; 

Whereas the people of Iran have a long his-
tory of celebrating Nowruz and are congratu-
lated for their bringing in of the New Year; 

Whereas Nowruz embodies the tradition 
that each individual’s thinking, speaking, 
and conduct should always be virtuous, and 
the ideal of compassion for our fellow human 
beings regardless of ethnicity or religion, 
and symbolizes a time of renewal and com-
munity; 

Whereas the United States is a melting pot 
of ethnicities and religion and Nowruz con-
tributes the richness of American culture 
and is consistent with our founding prin-
ciples of peace and prosperity for all; 

Whereas in 539 B.C., Cyrus the Great estab-
lished one of the earliest charters on human 
rights, which abolished slavery and allowed 
for freedom of religion, and this marker in 
Iranian history has had significant impact 
on the respect for human rights that Ira-
nian-Americans carry today; 

Whereas Nowruz serves to remind the 
United States of the many noteworthy and 
lasting contributions of Iranian-Americans 
to the social and economic fabric of society 
in the United States; 

Whereas Iranian-Americans continue to 
make contributions in all sectors of Amer-
ican public life, including as government, 
military, and law enforcement officials 
working to uphold the Constitution of the 
United States and to protect all people in 
the United States; 

Whereas Iranian-Americans are vibrant, 
peaceful, and law-abiding citizens, many of 
whom are Baha’i, Christian, Jewish, Muslim, 
and Zoroastrian faiths; and 

Whereas the Iranian-American community 
continues to enrich the tapestry of the diver-
sity in the United States: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) recognizes the cultural and historical 
significance of Nowruz; 

(2) expresses its appreciation for the con-
tributions of Iranian-Americans to society in 
the United States in observance of Nowruz; 
and 

(3) wishes Iranian-Americans and the peo-
ple of Iran and all those who observe this 
holiday a prosperous new year. 

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? 
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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, I present House Resolu-
tion 267 for consideration. This legisla-
tion recognizes the cultural and histor-
ical significance of the traditional Ira-
nian holiday of Nowruz, expresses our 
appreciation for the contributions of 
Iranian Americans to the United 
States and wishes all Iranian Ameri-
cans, as well as the people of Iran, a 
prosperous new year. 

This resolution has been offered by 
my friend and colleague, Representa-
tive MIKE HONDA of California. 

I am going to yield to him such time 
as he may consume. 

Mr. HONDA. Madam Speaker, I want 
to thank my good friend and colleague, 
Mr. LYNCH from Massachusetts, for 
yielding me time. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of my resolution, H. Res. 267, of 
the Iranian American community. Last 
year I introduced this resolution, 
which honors the Iranian New Year or 
Nowruz. 

This resolution recognizes the cul-
tural and historic significance of 
Nowruz, expresses appreciation for the 
contributions of Iranian Americans to 
society, and wishes Iranian Americans 
and the people of Iran a prosperous new 
year. 

Nowruz will occur on March 21st of 
this year, and translates as ‘‘A New 
Day’’ or the first day of spring. This 
ancient holiday is rooted back to the 
Zoroastrian ancestors of modern Iran, 
and is celebrated over the first 13 days 
of spring. 

Iranian American constituents of 
mine tell me it is their favorite time of 
the year, when families get together, 
picnic at a park, and celebrate the 
coming of spring and the new year. 
Many Iranian Americans also take the 
time to visit friends and contribute to 
local charities during this holiday. 

Nowruz is not just celebrated by Ira-
nians or Iranian Americans though. It 
is celebrated by over 300 million people 
across this world, and over one million 
Iranian Americans in our country. 
That is what intrigues me about this 
holiday. Nowruz festivities bring peo-
ple together from all walks of life, not 
just Iranians, to join and celebrate as a 
community. 

This ancient holiday has survived 
centuries of religious differences and 
political rivalries, and is celebrated by 
a diverse group of people from different 
religious and ethnic backgrounds. 

Iranian Americans have made note-
worthy and lasting contributions in all 
sectors of American public life, includ-
ing as government, military, law en-
forcement officials, and in the fields of 
medicine, engineering and business. 

I am proud to represent the civically 
engaged Iranian American community 
in my Silicon Valley district who con-
tinue to teach all of us about their rich 
cultural history. I’ve had the oppor-

tunity to have meaningful dialogues 
with them over the years and witness 
firsthand their contributions to our so-
ciety. 

Madam Speaker, I am proud to stand 
on the House floor today to recognize 
and honor the exceptional ways in 
which the Iranian American commu-
nity enriches our Nation’s diversity. I 
wish the Iranian American community, 
and all those who celebrate Nowruz, a 
prosperous new year. 

b 1500 
Mrs. BIGGERT. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-

port of House Resolution 267 and join 
my colleague from California (Mr. 
HONDA) in expressing appreciation to 
Iranian Americans for their contribu-
tions to society and wishing the people 
of Iran a prosperous new year. 

Nowruz, meaning ‘‘new day,’’ is a 
3,000-year-old tradition that marks the 
beginning of spring and is celebrated 
by over 300 million people worldwide. 
Originated in ancient Persia, Nowruz is 
not limited to a specific ethnicity, reli-
gion, or creed. To commemorate the 
ideals and principles of Nowruz, fami-
lies decorate a special table called the 
Haft Seen or Seven S’s with items that 
symbolize significant characteristics 
associated with Nowruz such as love, 
life, prosperity, beauty, health, happi-
ness, honesty, and faith. 

In congratulating Iranian Americans 
and Iranians throughout the world on 
this momentous holiday, I think it is 
important to acknowledge the many 
significant contributions of these fel-
low citizens and neighbors to the 
framework of our great Nation. Ostad 
Elahi, an Iranian philosopher, believes 
that it is everyone’s duty to be useful 
in society and placed such importance 
on service to society that he considered 
it to be the true meaning of piety and 
altruism. Iranian Americans continue 
to hold true to this principle as evi-
denced by their many noteworthy con-
tributions to this Nation. From science 
and technology to commerce and trade; 
academia and medicine to music and 
the arts, Iranian Americans continue 
to enrich the social and economic fab-
ric of American society. 

Madam Speaker, I hope that our col-
leagues will join in recognizing this 
holiday by strengthening the ties of 
mutual respect with one another while 
advancing a harmonious exchange of 
ideals with our neighbors. We should 
mark the coming year with a revival of 
our shared values, principles, and eth-
ics in the spirit of Nowruz. 

I have no further requests for time, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time. I ask all 
Members on both sides of the aisle to 
join with Mr. HONDA, the principal 
sponsor of this resolution, and support 
House Resolution 267. 

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. 267. 

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 3 o’clock and 4 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 6:30 p.m. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mrs. DAHLKEMPER) 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: 

House Resolution 1145, House Resolu-
tion 1170, House Resolution 1163, and 
House Resolution 267, in each case by 
the yeas and nays. 

Proceedings on H.R. 4628 will resume 
later in the week. 

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

f 

RECOGNIZING 125TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA 

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. 1145, as amend-
ed, 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 gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1145, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 392, nays 0, 
not voting 38, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 112] 

YEAS—392 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
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) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 

Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 

Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—38 

Barrett (SC) 
Bean 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boucher 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Crenshaw 
Davis (IL) 

Deal (GA) 
Fallin 
Flake 
Gingrey (GA) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hoekstra 
Johnson (IL) 
Kagen 
Moran (VA) 
Pascrell 
Pence 
Putnam 

Quigley 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rush 
Schrader 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Speier 
Wamp 
Waters 
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 1904 

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. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CONGRATULATING WINNERS OF 
VOICE OF DEMOCRACY SCHOLAR-
SHIP 

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. 1170, 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 gentlewoman from Hawaii (H. Res. 
1170) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution, H. Res. 
1170. 

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

vice, and there were—yeas 384, nays 0, 
not voting 46, as follows: 

[Roll No. 113] 

YEAS—384 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 

Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Driehaus 
Duncan 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 

Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
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Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 

Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 

Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—46 

Barrett (SC) 
Bean 
Bishop (NY) 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boucher 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Carney 
Crenshaw 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 

Deal (GA) 
Doyle 
Fallin 
Flake 
Gingrey (GA) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Heinrich 
Hoekstra 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones 
Kagen 
Moran (VA) 
Owens 
Pascrell 
Pence 

Putnam 
Quigley 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rush 
Schrader 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Speier 
Wamp 
Waters 
Young (FL) 

b 1912 

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. 

Stated for: 
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam Speaker, 

on rollcall No. 113 I was unavoidably detained. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. JONES. Madam Speaker, on rollcall No. 
113, had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

RECOGNIZING 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF WASHINGTON STATE UNIVER-
SITY HONORS COLLEGE 

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. 1163, 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 gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 1163. 

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

vice, and there were—yeas 389, nays 0, 
not voting 41, as follows: 

[Roll No. 114] 

YEAS—389 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (AL) 
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) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 

Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 

Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 

Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 

Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—41 

Barrett (SC) 
Bean 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boucher 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 

Davis (IL) 
Deal (GA) 
Fallin 
Flake 
Gingrey (GA) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hoekstra 
Johnson (IL) 
Kagen 
Moran (VA) 
Pascrell 
Pence 
Putnam 

Quigley 
Rogers (KY) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rush 
Schauer 
Schrader 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Speier 
Wamp 
Waters 
Young (FL) 

b 1920 

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 

RECOGNIZING THE SIGNIFICANCE 
OF NOWRUZ AND CONTRIBU-
TIONS OF IRANIAN-AMERICANS 

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. 267, 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. 267. 

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

vice, and there were—yeas 384, nays 2, 
not voting 44, as follows: 

[Roll No. 115] 

YEAS—384 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 

Alexander 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Arcuri 

Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
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Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boehner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Bright 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cao 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castle 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
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) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Ellsworth 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 

Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Giffords 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gordon (TN) 
Granger 
Graves 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Guthrie 
Hall (NY) 
Hall (TX) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Harper 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heinrich 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hunter 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kilroy 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kline (MN) 
Kosmas 
Kratovil 
Kucinich 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 

Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey (CO) 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McMahon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Minnick 
Mitchell 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (NY) 
Murphy, Patrick 
Murphy, Tim 
Myrick 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Nunes 
Nye 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Perlmutter 
Perriello 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 

Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schauer 
Schiff 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sestak 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 

Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Snyder 
Space 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 

Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (OH) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—2 

Miller (FL) Posey 

NOT VOTING—44 

Barrett (SC) 
Bean 
Blunt 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boucher 
Braley (IA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Buchanan 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Crenshaw 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (IL) 

Deal (GA) 
Fallin 
Flake 
Garamendi 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hoekstra 
Johnson (IL) 
Kagen 
Moran (VA) 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pence 

Putnam 
Quigley 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Rush 
Schrader 
Shadegg 
Shea-Porter 
Smith (WA) 
Souder 
Speier 
Wamp 
Waters 
Young (FL) 

b 1927 

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 
missed votes on Monday, March 15, 2010 due 
to travel delays. If I were present, I would 
have voted: 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall 112, On Motion to Suspend 
the Rules and Agree to H. Res. 1145—Recog-
nizing the University of Arizona’s 125 years of 
dedication to excellence in higher education; 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall 113, On Motion to Suspend 
the Rules and Agree to H. Res. 1170—Con-
gratulating the winners of the Voice of Democ-
racy national scholarship program; 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall 114, On Motion to Suspend 
the Rules and Agree to H. Res. 1163—Recog-
nizing Washington State University Honors 
College for 50 years of excellence; 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall 115, On Motion to Suspend 
the Rules and Agree to H. Res. 267—Recog-
nizing the cultural and historical significance of 
Nowruz, expressing appreciation to Iranian- 
Americans for their contributions to society, 
and wishing Iranian-Americans and the people 
of Iran a prosperous new year. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Madam Speaker, I was 
unavoidably absent from the House Chamber 

today. Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall votes 112 through 115. 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF HOUSE RESO-
LUTION 1177 

Mr. MINNICK. Madam Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove Mr. 
SIMPSON as a cosponsor of House Reso-
lution 1177. He was added in error. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

b 1930 

CONGRATULATING THE UNIVER-
SITY OF HOUSTON ON ITS NCAA 
BASKETBALL TOURNAMENT SE-
LECTION 

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

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor both my 
alma mater and hometown school, the 
University of Houston, and its men’s 
basketball team, for being selected for 
the NCAA tournament for the first 
time in 18 years. The Cougars secured a 
bid to the tournament by winning the 
Conference USA championship game. 
Houston goes to the tournament with 
the Nation’s leading scorer, Aubrey 
Coleman, and a solid team surrounding 
him. The team faces the University of 
Maryland on Friday in the opening 
round of the tournament. 

While it’s been some time since Hous-
ton has made an appearance in the 
NCAA tournament, we have a long his-
tory of success in the NCAA tour-
nament, most notably in the early 
eighties. It was during this time, from 
1982 to 1984, that Phi Slama Jama be-
came the nickname of the University 
of Houston Cougars men’s basketball 
team. The phrase was coined by a local 
sportswriter, Thomas Bonk, and the 
nickname was quickly adopted by the 
players and even appeared on team 
warm-up suits. Phi Slama Jama was 
coached by Guy Lewis and featured 
NBA Hall of Fame players Hakeem 
Olajuwon and Clyde Drexler. ‘‘Texas’ 
Tallest Fraternity’’ was known for its 
dunking and explosive, fast-breaking 
style of play. While the 2009–2010 team 
has a different style of play, they’re ex-
citing to watch, and we’ll be rooting 
for an upset on the number four seed 
on Friday. 

f 

GOVERNMENT DOES TOO MUCH 
FOR US, AND TOO MUCH TO US 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
Dr. Adrian Rogers of Bellevue Baptist 
Church, Memphis, Tennessee, gave 
some sage advice over 20 years ago 
about the role of government. It is as 
relevant today it was when he first said 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1412 March 15, 2010 
it. He said, ‘‘You cannot multiply 
wealth by dividing it. You cannot legis-
late the poor into prosperity by legis-
lating the wealthy out of prosperity. 
What one person receives without 
working for, another person must work 
for without receiving. The government 
cannot give to anybody anything the 
government does not first take from 
somebody else. When half of the people 
get the idea that they do not have to 
work because the other half is going to 
take care of them, then the other half 
gets the idea it does no good to work 
because somebody else is going to get 
what they work for. And that is the be-
ginning of the end of any Nation.’’ 

Madam Speaker, we are in a time 
when the government does too much 
for us and too much to us in the name 
of taking care of all of us. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

FLAWED PLAN TO PASS HEALTH 
CARE 

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

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. In an effort to 
pass health care reform, Democrat 
leadership is considering a procedural 
tactic known as the ‘‘Slaughter solu-
tion’’ that will allow the passage of the 
Senate health care bill without an ac-
tual vote. Skirting a direct vote on a 
trillion-dollar plan that would increase 
health care spending, cut Medicare by 
nearly $500 billion, and increase taxes 
by over $500 billion is outrageous. 

And I’m not surprised that the House 
Democrats don’t want their name at-
tached to this Senate bill, which was 
pieced together through shameless vote 
peddling and secret backroom deals 
like the ‘‘Cornhusker Kickback’’ and 
the ‘‘Louisiana Purchase.’’ I’m not sur-
prised that the Democratic leaders 
want to avoid a direct vote on a par-
tisan measure that infuriated Ameri-
cans and led to a stunning electoral 
upset in Massachusetts. I’m not sur-
prised that Democrat leaders don’t 
want their names linked to legislation 
that fails to reduce costs and adds to 
increasing deficit. 

House Democrats have no problem 
imposing a flawed plan on the Amer-
ican people, but they are taking every 
opportunity to distance themselves 
from the passage of this package. 

f 

CONGRATULATING LASALLE COL-
LEGE HIGH SCHOOL AND STATE 
COLLEGE HIGH SCHOOL 

(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, it was late in Decem-
ber 2009 when two high school football 
teams met on a snow-covered field in 
Hersheypark Stadium. They were there 
to determine who would walk away as 
the Pennsylvania Interscholastic Ath-
letic Association AAAA champions. It 

was LaSalle College High School 
versus State College High School. La-
Salle won 24–7. Touchdowns were made 
by Sam Feleccia, Jamal Abdur- 
Rahman, and Tim Wade. Going into the 
game, LaSalle had a winning record of 
13 wins and only one loss. Feleccia’s 55- 
yard run pushed the Explorers ahead 
24–0 with 4 minutes left in the quarter, 
sealing the victory for the Catholic 
school in front of more than 3,000 La-
Salle fans. 

The LaSalle Explorers became the 
first-ever Philadelphia city team to 
win a PIAA football title. They went 
on to the honor of having six of their 
team players selected for the Pennsyl-
vania sports writers’ all-State football 
teams. LaSalle’s coach, Drew Gordon, 
was selected as the Coach of the Year. 
Runner-up State College had three 
players chosen for All-State. 

I want to extend my sincere con-
gratulations to LaSalle College High 
School for their outstanding victory 
and the State College Little Lions for 
an outstanding season. 

f 

SUPPORT ISRAEL 

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Madam 
Speaker, one of our best friends in the 
Middle East, if not the best friend, is 
Israel. Israel has been criticized by our 
State Department last week because 
they were going to build some addi-
tional housing in Jerusalem. They have 
accepted the premise that they 
shouldn’t right now be building hous-
ing outside Jerusalem. They have a 
moratorium on that. I think that was 
worked out with our government. 

But as far as building in Jerusalem is 
concerned, they have always built in 
Jerusalem, and they have allowed 
Christians and Muslims and other 
groups to build in Jerusalem. So I can’t 
understand why the Secretary of State 
criticized Israel and Benjamin 
Netanyahu, the Prime Minister, for al-
lowing the construction of new housing 
in Jerusalem, because it’s always been 
done and there’s never been a prohibi-
tion against it. 

At a time when we should be wor-
rying about what is going on in Iran, a 
nuclear development program that 
threatens the entire Middle East and 
energy supplies that we need in this 
country to keep our economy going, we 
certainly should not be criticizing our 
best friend, Israel. Israel is a best 
friend. They stuck with us through 
thick and thin, and we should support 
them in every way possible. 

f 

CANCER CLUSTER 

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

Mr. ROONEY. Madam Speaker, today 
I had the opportunity to meet with a 
group of residents from an area of 

Palm Beach called ‘‘The Acreage.’’ Re-
cently, a pediatric cancer cluster was 
confirmed in the Acreage, yet the 
cause is still unknown. In today’s 
meeting, I spoke with mothers who 
have had children with brain tumors, 
along with other residents of the af-
fected area. I was inspired by their op-
timism and dedication to this cause. 
They are not seeking to play the 
‘‘blame game.’’ They are simply look-
ing for answers. At the same time, I 
heard their frustration with the overall 
Federal Government involvement—or 
lack thereof. 

While the State and local health de-
partments have been active in inves-
tigating and confirming the cluster at 
the local level, there are limits to what 
they can do and experiences they can 
draw on. And so today I call on the 
Federal involvement to improve. Ac-
tion is needed now by the CDC and 
other agencies so they can lend their 
expertise and knowledge from other in-
vestigations to assist as we move for-
ward. This is not a political or partisan 
issue. It’s about finding answers to 
what caused the cancer cluster so my 
constituents can get on with their 
lives. 

f 

THE WEEK FOR HEALTH CARE 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, this is the week—the week— 
that we will have an opportunity to 
provide expanded coverage for Ameri-
cans. I hope this will be the week of 
truth and not for misrepresentations 
that have been carried forward. I hope 
that those who are uninsured will un-
derstand now that 31 million will have 
insurance; that Medicare care will be 
protected and in actuality expanded by 
the basic benefits plan; that Medicaid 
will be reimbursed in all 50 States. 
There will be no fixes for 100 percent, 
and then, going forward, 95 percent, 
and then 90 percent to protect those 
who are impoverished; we will have a 
system of a pool of insurance compa-
nies to thwart the one-insurance-com-
pany per State. You will be able to 
shop for the best plan. If you have your 
insurance, you’ll be able to keep it. If 
you’re a small business, you’ll have 
subsidies. As well, yes, we require com-
panies to carry insurance. But I believe 
this is ‘‘the week.’’ It is a good week 
for America to vote for real health care 
reform. 

f 

HEALTH CARE TAKEOVER THIS 
WEEK 

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
Madam Speaker, this weekend I at-
tended several community events 
throughout the Second District, and 
the message I received was clear: scrap 
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this government takeover of health 
care and start working across the aisle 
to create jobs. How many times are the 
American people going to have to re-
ject this health care monstrosity be-
fore the message is finally taken to 
heart? Americans across the country 
are tired of Congress’s misplaced prior-
ities. Tragic unemployment continues 
to cripple many communities. Liberals 
are obsessed with passing a job-killing 
health care takeover. NFIB documents 
1.6 million jobs will be killed by the 
takeover. 

Americans want health care reform, 
but they want Congress to tackle the 
unemployment rate first through job 
creation incentives and then work to-
gether for a bipartisan health care re-
form that increases access and lower 
costs. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

f 

WOFFORD COLLEGE 

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

Mr. INGLIS. Madam Speaker, I rise 
tonight to join a celebration going on 
in Spartanburg, South Carolina, be-
cause the Wofford College Terriers 
have won the Southern Conference 
Tournament Championship last week 
and they have gotten a ticket to the 
NCAA tournament. Led by Southern 
Conference Player of the Year Noah 
Dahlman, Wofford also won the regular 
season this year and then its first ever 
SoCon tournament title last week in 
Charlotte. Winning 13 straight games, 
Wofford will be making its first ever 
appearance in the NCAA tournament 
as the smallest school in the field of 65 
this year, with 1,450 students. While 
the Terriers may be small in size, they 
played big in upset wins against Geor-
gia and South Carolina. 

My congratulations to Wofford head 
coach Mike Young and all the Terrier 
players. I’m with them all the way to 
the final. If they’re against Duke at 
that point—sorry, all bets are off. Until 
then, I’m for the Terriers. 

f 

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 

THE RIGHT OF PRIVACY IS VIO-
LATED BY GOVERNMENT TAKE-
OVER OF HEALTH CARE 

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 new health care bill is an invasion 
of people’s privacy. It’s another reason 
why we should vote it down. The gov-

ernment shouldn’t be sticking its nose 
into people’s medical records. It’s none 
of the government’s business. There’s a 
‘‘health care integrity data bank’’ in 
the bill that gives the Feds access to 
everyone’s medical records. Once the 
government has everybody’s medical 
records, none of that information is se-
cure. Health care information should 
be between the patient and the doc-
tor—and that’s all. Not the patient and 
some yet unnamed, anonymous, unac-
countable Federal bureaucrat. 

Ask Joe the Plumber about govern-
ment bureaucrats keeping personal in-
formation private. Joe was standing 
around in his front yard one day when 
the Presidential candidate walked 
right up to him for a little chat. It 
could have literally happened to any of 
us. Joe asked the candidate a question 
about ‘‘spreading the wealth around.’’ 
Well, some government bureaucrat 
didn’t like his question. She saw it on 
the news. She took it upon herself to 
illegally dig up his tax records and leak 
all that information to the media. 

Giving government bureaucrats ac-
cess to people’s most private health in-
surance gives them opportunity to mis-
use that information, private and inti-
mate information. The right of privacy 
is almost sacred, and this Federal Gov-
ernment grab of health care will elimi-
nate medical privacy. Why do you 
think there are 111 new Federal agen-
cies in this 2,700-page bill? It’s to ad-
minister and snoop around in the med-
ical records of Americans. 

If the government health care bill 
passes, privacy is history. Talk to your 
doctor? The government will know 
about it. You have some type of illness 
or disease? The government will know. 
Feeling a bit depressed after a family 
death and need some medication for 
that depression? Well, the government 
will even know about your mental 
health issues. 

Is this the kind of information that 
should be in the hands of Federal bu-
reaucrats? When you fill out that back-
ground information for your private 
doctor and they ask you all about the 
diseases and illnesses and medical 
problems you have ever had, now that 
formerly confidential information will 
be in the hands of Federal Government 
bureaucrats to use however they want 
to. That should make us all sleep very 
well tonight. Once medical records are 
available to the Feds, every govern-
ment agency will be fighting for the 
right to get their hands on that infor-
mation. That’s the way bureaucrats 
work, especially when every individ-
ual’s health in America becomes a Fed-
eral budget item. 

b 1945 

Every American will be required to 
be a part of the Big Brother health care 
database because everybody will be re-
quired to have government-approved 
health insurance plans. It’s not just 
the medical records that are no longer 
private. Under the government take-
over of health care, they will have a 

plan for the government to have access 
to your banking records as well. The 
law now is that government has no ac-
cess to your finances without a court 
order, but under the new plan, the gov-
ernment will have access to your bank 
accounts to make sure you’re paying 
for that government-mandated health 
care or paying the fine on that failure 
to have insurance. 

This 2,700-page bill gives the Feds the 
authority to automatically debit your 
bank account. Private medical records 
and bank records are none of the gov-
ernment’s business. People won’t talk 
to their doctor about problems any-
more. They’ll know somewhere in the 
deep, dark, dank dungeons of Wash-
ington, D.C., a Federal bureaucrat will 
be reading their medical records and 
their bank statements. 

This is all an invasion of privacy and 
a violation of our Constitution, and 
those who say we can trust the govern-
ment to keep this confidential live in 
an ‘‘Alice in Wonderland’’ existence. 
This whole scheme is a denial of indi-
vidual liberty and an attempt to make 
America another European-style nanny 
state where the people are mere sub-
jects to an oppressive, inefficient Fed-
eral bureaucracy. This health care 
takeover by the Feds is a violation of 
the right of privacy for all Americans. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS 
CRACKDOWN IN AFGHANISTAN 

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. Madam Speaker, for 
8-plus years, we’ve been told that the 
military campaign in Afghanistan is 
about promoting freedom and demo-
cratic values, which is why the latest 
news out of Afghanistan is so dis-
appointing and ironic. The Karzai gov-
ernment, which has proven itself cor-
rupt and ineffective in so many ways, 
is imposing restrictions on media’s 
freedom to cover suicide attacks. Of 
course the government insists, quite 
condescendingly, that this policy is 
simply about keeping journalists safe. 
It reminds me of when you were a kid 
and your parents told you they were 
enforcing some new rule or discipline 
because it was ‘‘for your own good.’’ Of 
course, you thought that they were 
doing it to serve their own interests, 
not yours. But in all seriousness, 
Madam Speaker, that’s what’s going on 
here. 

This is censorship, plain and simple, 
designed to shield all of us from fully 
understanding the horrors and abject 
failures of this war. Sometimes, 
Madam Speaker, propaganda takes the 
form of active misinformation, but 
sometimes, as in this case, the propa-
ganda is in what they don’t tell you. 
Just as the previous Bush administra-
tion didn’t want the coffins of dead 
U.S. soldiers photographed, the Afghan 
Government doesn’t want its people or 
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the world to know that the insurgency 
remains alive and well. They don’t 
want us to know about the violence. 
They don’t want us to know about the 
bloodshed because they don’t want us 
to know that this troop surge is not 
working, that it is emboldening rather 
than crushing Taliban militants. 

And here is the richest irony of all. 
The Taliban, one of the cruelest and 
most repressive regimes Afghanistan or 
the world has ever known, has put out 
a statement tweaking the Afghan Gov-
ernment for an action against the rec-
ognized principles of freedom of speech. 
You know you’ve run afoul of civil lib-
erties when you’ve gotten a rise out of 
the Taliban, which banned everything 
from the Internet to kite flying to 
painted fingernails. 

Madam Speaker, democracy depends 
on the ability of citizens to make 
sound decisions based on open access to 
information. When we crack down on 
freedom of the press, we undermine the 
very foundation of democracy and ev-
erything we’re fighting for in this war. 
This episode is just one more reason 
why we need to bring an end to the 
conflict and adopt an entirely new na-
tional security approach. 

A smart security strategy would re-
place the military surge with a civilian 
surge. It would defeat terrorism by pro-
viding aid and promoting human rights 
instead of sending troops. And smart 
security would also have a strong de-
mocracy-building component to help 
principles like freedom of speech and 
the press to take root in the troubled 
regions of the world. 

We cannot passively accept this deci-
sion by the Karzai government to im-
pose a gag order on the media. I urge 
Secretary of State Clinton and Special 
Envoy Richard Holbrooke to raise this 
issue at the highest levels. At a time 
when Americans are sacrificing so very 
much, when they’re being asked to 
send their sons and daughters to risk 
their lives halfway around the world, 
we owe them nothing less than the un-
varnished truth about this war. Now is 
the moment for more information, not 
less; the bad news as well as the good 
news. 

f 

AFGHANISTAN WAR POWERS 
RESOLUTION 

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, last 
week during the debate on Afghani-
stan, I spoke on the floor. I was in sup-
port of the resolution introduced by 
Mr. KUCINICH, House Resolution 248, 
and I used in my remarks an article 
from Marine Corps Times of November 
2, 2009. It says, ‘‘Caution Killed My 
Son: Marine families blast ‘suicidal’ 
tactics in Afghanistan.’’ Sadly, Retired 
Marine First Sergeant John Bernard 
lost his son Lance Corporal Joshua 
Bernard, 19, who was killed in Afghani-
stan; and from that, his concern was 

that the rules of engagement have 
changed to such a point where our 
military is restricted in certain areas 
of what they can use in the way of de-
fending themselves. 

Well, after I read part of the article 
on the floor, it really got on my mind 
about, you know, what are we doing to 
our military if we’re asking them to go 
to Afghanistan and fight, yet we tell 
them in certain situations, You cannot 
use your weapons? So I asked my staff 
to email a very dear friend of mine who 
is a retired senior military general. I 
wanted him to help me understand the 
rules of engagement. Well, the com-
ments that he sent back really didn’t 
speak to my question of rules of en-
gagement, but I want to share with you 
part of his email back to my staff. 

‘‘As I wrote and mentioned to Con-
gressman Jones before, trying to ‘win’ 
in Afghanistan is a losing proposition. 
You are not dealing with a nation- 
state, nor are you dealing with state 
actors. Afghanistan is a tribal country, 
and we are involved in a tribal warfare. 
Bottom line: as I told Congressman 
Jones before, Afghanistan has been too 
tough a nut to crack for every nation 
that has ever tried to crack it. We need 
to figure out a way to honorably pack 
our bags and get out. It is not in our 
national interest to be there. Al Qaeda 
is the enemy . . . not some tribesmen 
who are loosely affiliated with some-
thing called the Taliban. Al Qaeda does 
not need Afghanistan to attack us. 
They play ‘whack-a-mole’ . . . we beat 
them down in one location and they 
will pop up somewhere else. Case in 
point—Yemen. If we want to fight 
these guys, we need to fight like them. 
Hunter-killer teams supported by air 
and artillery . . . set ourselves up in 
the bad guys’ backyard and hit them 
whenever they show their faces.’’ 

Madam Speaker, before I close, I 
want to say again that I am concerned 
about the issue of rules of engagement. 
I intend to write the chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee and ask for 
hearings, because it’s not fair to send 
our men and women overseas to fight 
for this country and then tell them 
that they’re handcuffed. They can only 
shoot at certain times to defend them-
selves. 

Madam Speaker, with that, before I 
yield back my time, as you know, I 
have signed over 9,000 letters to fami-
lies and extended families who have 
lost loved ones in Afghanistan and Iraq 
because I will go to my grave regret-
ting that I voted to send our troops to 
Iraq. Madam Speaker, I ask God to 
please bless our men and women in uni-
form. I ask God to please bless the fam-
ilies of our men and women in uniform. 
I ask God in his loving arms to hold 
the families who have given a child 
dying for freedom in Afghanistan and 
Iraq. And I will ask God to please bless 
the House and Senate, that we will do 
what is right in the eyes of God. And I 
will ask God to give wisdom, strength, 
and courage to the President of the 
United States, President Obama, that 

he will do what is right in the eyes of 
God. And I will ask three times, God 
please, God please, God please continue 
to bless America. 

f 

THE U.S.-ISRAEL RELATIONSHIP 

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

Mr. ENGEL. Madam Speaker, I rise 
this evening to reaffirm the strength of 
the U.S.-Israel relationship. Both of 
our countries have shared values. Both 
of our countries are democracies. Israel 
is the only democracy in the Middle 
East. I know there have been some dif-
ficulties during the past few days. 

When Vice President BIDEN visited 
Israel, there was an announcement of 
the expansion of a neighborhood in 
North Jerusalem. The timing of that 
announcement was wrong, but I don’t 
think that we should blow the timing 
of that announcement out of propor-
tion. We should not have a dispropor-
tionate response to Israel. We need to 
be careful and measured in our re-
sponse, and I think we all have to take 
a step back. 

The relationship remains rock solid. 
The Obama administration and the ad-
ministration of Prime Minister 
Netanyahu have been cooperating on a 
number of things: containing Iran, the 
Goldstone Report, and making sure 
that Israel retains its qualitative mili-
tary edge in the region. And there has 
been good cooperation between our two 
administrations, the Obama adminis-
tration and the Netanyahu administra-
tion. But to seem to question the very 
nature of the U.S.-Israel relationship 
and to put it in personal terms in a 
very public way will not contribute to 
peace in the Middle East. Rather, it’s 
the contrary. It will cause the Pal-
estinians to dig in their heels, thinking 
that the Americans can just deliver the 
Israelis. 

Last year, when there was public 
pressure being put on Israel not to ex-
pand settlements, there was no simul-
taneous public pressure being put on 
the Palestinians, and we saw that the 
Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas 
just sat back, didn’t make any conces-
sions, didn’t say that he would do any-
thing positively to further peace talks, 
and just thought that the United 
States would wring concessions out of 
Israel. 

The fact of the matter is that the 
Israelis have been welcoming peace 
talks with the Palestinians. The 
Israelis have said they would sit down 
and have face-to-face talks for peace 
with the Palestinians. That’s what you 
do when you have peace. Instead, the 
Palestinians have refused to sit with 
the Israelis, and Senator Mitchell is 
proposing to shuttle back and forth be-
tween the Palestinian side and the 
Israeli side to have negotiations, but 
not direct negotiations. 

We need to be careful. If we criticize 
Israel for doing what we think was 
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wrong, then we need to also criticize 
the Palestinians when they do things 
wrong. Just recently, the Palestinians 
named a square in Ramallah for a ter-
rorist who killed 30-some-odd Israelis. I 
didn’t hear any criticism of the Pales-
tinian side. When the Palestinians dig 
in their heels and say they won’t recog-
nize Israel as a Jewish state, I didn’t 
hear any criticism of Palestinians. 

So all I am saying, Madam Speaker, 
is that we need to not only reaffirm the 
strength of our ties between our two 
countries, but we also need to under-
stand that in a relationship between 
friends, as in family, there will be some 
disagreements. We need to be careful 
about how we voice those disagree-
ments in public. 

Let me say that harsh words are 
never a replacement for working to-
gether, but I think that harsh words 
can sometimes make us understand 
that only by working together can we 
confront the things that we both know 
need to be confronted—the scourge of 
terrorism, the thing that all nations 
understand emanates in the Middle 
East from radical forces, and those are 
the kinds of fights that Israel has 
every single day fighting terrorism. We 
learned about terrorism on this soil on 
9/11. Israel has to deal with it every 
day. 

So let me just say in conclusion that 
I think we need to take a step back. We 
need to reaffirm all the things that 
bring our two countries together. We in 
the United States understand that our 
best friend in the Middle East is Israel, 
and we need to continue with Israel. 
When we have disagreements, we have 
to talk about them, but we have to al-
ways understand that only by working 
together can we have peace in the Mid-
dle East. 

f 

b 2000 

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

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

RULES OF ENGAGEMENT 

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. You know, 
tonight, Madam Speaker, I was going 
to talk about health care. I think that 
subject’s been covered fairly well by 
my predecessors, but I will be talking 
about it later this week, like all my 
colleagues on the Republican side will. 

But what I’d like to talk about is 
what my colleague from North Caro-
lina just talked about a few minutes 
ago, and that’s the rules of engagement 
in the conflict in Afghanistan and Iraq. 

One of the things that really sur-
prised me was that we have three Navy 
SEALs that are being court-martialed 

right now for capturing an al Qaeda 
terrorist in Fallujah, Iraq. And this 
terrorist took four American contrac-
tors, one who was a retired Navy 
SEAL, he tortured them, he killed 
them, dragged their bodies through the 
streets, and then burned their bodies 
and hung them from a bridge. I think 
most people in America, Madam 
Speaker, probably saw that and were 
horrified that someone could be that 
inhumane. 

But this man is an al Qaeda terrorist, 
one of the leaders over there, and we’ve 
been after him for some time. So we 
sent these three Navy SEALs to get 
him, and they did their job. These 
Navy SEALs, and many of the super- 
trained military personnel that we 
have, do an outstanding job in going 
after these people and risk their lives. 
In fact, in Afghanistan, we lost 19 Navy 
SEALs doing their job not too long ago 
when they went after an al Qaeda ter-
rorist. 

In any event, they captured this ter-
rorist, and they brought him back so 
that he could be questioned and dealt 
with. They turned him over to the 
Iraqi military for a couple of days, and 
then he was turned back over to them. 
And then he said that he had been hit 
in the stomach by one of the Navy 
SEALs, and he had a split lip. 

Now, bear in mind that this guy had 
murdered and tortured four American 
contractors and hung their bodies from 
a bridge. And he was complaining be-
cause he was hit in the stomach and 
had a bloody lip. Well, the Navy SEALs 
said that they didn’t do that, and 
there’s several witnesses that said they 
didn’t do that. But one person off in 
the distance said that he saw some 
kind of an altercation. And because of 
that, they’re being court-martialed. 

Now, get this, Madam Speaker. 
They’re being court-martialed for risk-
ing their lives and capturing a terrorist 
who killed and tortured four American 
contractors and who, we believe, was 
involved in beheading some other 
Americans. 

I can’t believe it. I don’t understand 
what the administration and what our 
Defense Department’s doing. We should 
be going after these people, and we 
can’t go after them with kid gloves. We 
can’t keep—we can’t coddling them. 
These people are terrorists. 

And my colleague from North Caro-
lina that talked about the rules of en-
gagement—now in Afghanistan we have 
military personnel over there that are 
told when and how they can shoot at 
the enemy who may be firing at them. 
And I’ve been told that many of the 
Taliban and al Qaeda terrorists over 
there, if they see they’re going to be 
hit or attacked, they’ll drop their guns 
after firing at the American personnel 
and our NATO allies. It’s just crazy. 
You can’t run a war like that. 

And so I’d like to say to the Defense 
Department and to the President of the 
United States, if he were listening—I 
know I can’t talk to him directly be-
cause I can only talk to the House and 

my colleagues. I can’t talk to the peo-
ple of America, even if they might be 
paying attention. But we can’t run a 
war like this. We have to go after the 
terrorists, no holds barred. If we catch 
them and they’re terrorists we should 
bring them to justice or kill them. It’s 
just that simple. 

And we shouldn’t be holding our mili-
tary personnel like these three Navy 
SEALs up to a standard that’s impos-
sible for them to be able to attain. 
They have to do their job. They risk 
their lives. Many of them get killed 
and come back maimed. I’ve been out 
to Walter Reed and to Bethesda, and 
I’ve seen the horrible things that hap-
pen in war and how they lose their 
arms and legs and are maimed for life. 
But they do that to help us maintain 
our freedom and our democracy, our 
Republic. 

And so I hope that somebody in the 
Defense Department may be listening 
and paying attention, Madam Speaker, 
and in the administration. We need to 
take the gloves off of our men and 
women in combat and let them know 
we’re behind them 100 percent. And 
these Navy SEALs should not be court- 
martialed, as is the case right now. 

We have sent 140,000 petitions to the 
Defense Department asking for this 
case to be dropped. I hope it will be 
dropped. But we are not going to let 
this thing go away. We’re going to 
fight for these Navy SEALs until we 
get them exonerated. If anything, they 
should get medals for what they did. 

f 

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

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

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 gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

RESOLUTION CALLING FOR SUP-
PORT OF CUBA’S PRO-DEMOC-
RACY MOVEMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of 
Florida. Madam Speaker, inside the 
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gulag of prisons in the Caribbean to-
talitarian state of the Castro brothers, 
a few days ago six heroes managed to 
get a statement out of one of the pris-
ons, and I’d like to read it at this time. 

‘‘We continue to suffer cruel treat-
ment, inhuman, degrading treatment, 
and even torture in the Communist re-
gime’s prisons. We ask all who support 
Cuba’s freedom to, between March 12 
and March 31, unite in short periods of 
fasting and study of the Bible, demand-
ing the liberation of all political pris-
oners and liberty and democracy in 
Cuba. Please engage in short fasts and 
prayer sessions in your homes, church-
es, or other public gathering places, 
and speak out in articles and con-
ferences to reflect upon and help imple-
ment, through peaceful, just, and patri-
otic means, the long-sought objectives 
of the Cuban people.’’ 

And this statement is from Oscar 
Elias Biscet, Julio Cesar Galvez, Ri-
cardo Gonzalez, Normando Hernandez, 
Regis Iglesias, and Angel Moya. They 
are in the Combinado del Este prison of 
Cuba. This was sent March 3rd. 

The Parliamentary Forum of the 
Community of Democracies was formed 
this last Friday, Madam Speaker, 
under the leadership of Lithuania, that 
is chairing the Community of Democ-
racies, and especially a magnificent 
diplomat, Ambassador Pavilionis. 

Lithuania led the Community of De-
mocracies to form a parliamentary as-
sembly, the Parliamentary Forum, and 
the first meeting was held in Vilnius, 
Lithuania, on Friday. And the first res-
olution by motion of the new president 
of the Parliamentary Forum of the 
Community of Democracies, President 
Zingeris, the first resolution of that 
Parliamentary Forum of the Commu-
nity of Democracies, I’d like to read. 
It’s titled Calling for Support of Cuba’s 
Pro-Democracy Movement. In the con-
vening meeting, the Parliamentary 
Forum of the Community of Democ-
racies, Vilnius, Lithuania, March 12, 
2010: 

‘‘Whereas the pro-democracy move-
ment in Cuba has grown at a rapid pace 
over the last 3 years, and specifically 
expressions of the movement are evi-
dent today in the explosion of bloggers, 
independent journalists and musicians, 
artists, writers, and others who are 
using their talents to denounce the 
atrocities of the dictatorship, all while 
putting forth new ideas for the transi-
tion to democracy; 

‘‘Whereas there are still extraor-
dinary obstacles to overcome such as 
the continued repression by the totali-
tarian dictatorship, extremely limited 
access to the Internet and ’texting’ ca-
pabilities, and a lack of a coherent 
message of solidarity from the inter-
national community; 

‘‘Whereas the dictatorship is fearful 
of the growth of the pro-democracy 
movement; 

‘‘Whereas the message of the move-
ment is coherent and clear in demand-
ing freedom for all Cuban political 
prisoners, beginning with those are 

gravely ill inside the prisons, freedom 
of expression, and fair multiparty elec-
tions with international supervision; 

‘‘Whereas this common position of 
the Cuban pro-democracy movement 
requires recognition, dissemination, 
and solidarity on the part of the inter-
national community; 

‘‘Whereas now more than ever the 
Cuban pro-democracy movement re-
quires that the democratic community 
take concrete steps to demonstrate its 
solidarity; 

‘‘Now, therefore it is resolved by the 
Parliamentary Forum of the Commu-
nity of Democracies that it condemns 
the brutality of the Cuban regime 
against Cuban political prisoners; 

expresses its full support for the 
Cuban pro-democracy movement; 

honors Cuban pro-democracy fighters 
such as the martyr Orlando Zapata 
Tamayo and express its admiration for 
the efforts of other heroes such as Guil-
lermo Farinas; 

calls for the immediate release of all 
Cuban political prisoners and free 
multiparty elections in Cuba; and 

calls on the democratic community 
to take concrete steps in dem-
onstrating their solidarity with the 
Cuban pro-democracy movement by 
providing humanitarian and techno-
logical assistance to the pro-democ-
racy movement, urging foreign diplo-
matic posts in Havana to strengthen 
contacts with pro-democracy activists 
on the island, encouraging foreign dig-
nitaries to visit Cuba for the sole pur-
pose of meeting with pro-democracy 
activists, and looking for opportunities 
to reiterate and support the common 
position of the Cuban pro-democracy 
movement in the international com-
munity.’’ 

This action by the Parliamentary 
Forum of the Community of Democ-
racies deserves commendation. Those 
heroes in the gulag who are suffering 
today are the leaders of Cuba tomor-
row, and they deserve our support. 

f 

THE RULE OF LAW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CARTER) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker, for 
the past, about—I don’t know—12 to 18 
months, I’ve been coming on the floor 
of the House and talking about various 
aspects of the rule of law. The rule of 
law is the underpinning upon which our 
society is built. We’ve talked about 
this over and over. We’ve talked about 
it in terms of ethical issues that per-
tain to people in this House. We’ve 
talked about it in terms of criminal ac-
tions. We’ve talked about it in terms of 
what’s going on with our military. 

You heard some speakers here to-
night raise some issues concerning how 
we fight wars, rules of engagement. All 
of these are rules we set for ourselves 
in some form or fashion. 

Well, I’ve also been on this floor talk-
ing about the fact that political cor-
rectness, in my humble opinion, is be-
coming so rampant in our society that 
we forget the ‘‘why’’ of what we are 
doing because we’re so afraid of offend-
ing someone. 

I am from central Texas. My district 
includes the largest military facility, 
as far as soldiers are concerned, on the 
face of the globe, Fort Hood, Texas. I 
think everybody, those of us from cen-
tral Texas, we know Fort Hood, and 
when we hear Fort Hood we have a lot 
of great thoughts about the great sol-
diers out there, we have great thoughts 
about the great commanders that serve 
at Fort Hood, about the awesome ac-
complishments of the soldiers that 
have passed through Fort Hood for gen-
erations, fighting our Nation’s battles 
on every shore you can imagine and all 
over this country, dating back to the 
Civil War. 

Fort Hood doesn’t date back to the 
Civil War, but Fort Hood is named 
after a Civil War soldier. We are proud 
of Fort Hood. 

But, unfortunately, because of some-
thing that happened this year, Fort 
Hood will also be identified always in 
the minds of American citizens as a 
place where a terrorist stabbed people 
in the back by walking down the line of 
soldiers and shooting soldiers just 
standing in line, either checking in 
from going to war or checking out, get-
ting ready to go to war. They were not 
armed. They were not doing anything 
more than what’s required of them by 
the Army to process into or out of the 
facility. 

And yet, a man who’s now—we call 
him the accused, but over 200 people 
witnessed Mr. Hasan go on a shooting 
rampage, killing soldiers who were 
doing nothing more than standing in 
line, or processing another soldier. 
These were not people that were at war 
or were armed to defend themselves. 
Had they been armed to defend them-
selves, Mr. Hasan wouldn’t have gotten 
over more than maybe one shot before 
he would have died, because these were 
professional soldiers who knew exactly 
how to take care of business. 

But they were not armed. And, in 
fact, they were in a safe place. That’s 
the sad thing. They were in a safe 
place, a place where they should have 
been safe or where they thought they 
were safe, and where maybe never 
again they will think that they are 
safe because of what happened that 
day. 

b 2015 

Now, this was not some terrorist that 
sneaked into our country. This was a 
man that had joined the United States 
Army and, through the goodness of the 
American citizen and the American 
taxpayer, received a medical degree 
with a psychiatric specialty; and all of 
this was paid for by the United States 
Army. He did his medical school, his 
residency, his post-residency training 
and his residency for psychiatry all 
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while working for the U.S. Army and 
all paid for by the United States Gov-
ernment. He was an American citizen. 

And yet homemade jihadism, we’re 
now calling it, and some of that has 
been in the news this week, caused this 
man to go out and murder 13 people 
and one unborn child and wound or in-
jure 43 additional people. There’s one 
soldier right now—I won’t mention his 
name but if he’s watching he’ll know 
who I’m talking about—he’s sitting in 
a hospital in South Austin, he was shot 
multiple times, he’s had a plate put in 
his head and it was rejected and he’s 
going to have another plate put in his 
head. When I talked to his father, his 
father said: Two deployments. We 
prayed and worried our son all the way 
through two deployments. He came out 
with not a scratch. He’s at home where 
he should be safe and this animal killed 
him; almost killed him. He’s surviving 
through his heart being big and being 
tough and having a family and an 
Army that supports him. 

This young man had been so success-
ful in his last deployment that they 
were sending him to Officer Candidate 
School. He was not even stationed at 
Fort Hood. He was just transitioning 
through there to Officer Candidate 
School when he was shot. He still hopes 
to be an officer in the United States 
Army, and we are very hopeful that he 
will be, but he’s a seriously wounded 
soldier. But he’s going to make it and 
hopefully he’ll get back in the Army 
that he loves. 

And this is this domestic terrorist 
who decided he would take it upon 
himself to start a fight, right there at 
Fort Hood. Not a real fight, a one-sided 
fight, where he was the only guy with 
a gun. He had two of them. And he got 
to selectively shoot who he wanted to 
shoot, and he shot men and women in 
uniform. I don’t know about you, but I 
think this was just another theater of 
war, a war that we’ve been fighting in 
Iraq and a war that we’ve been fighting 
in Afghanistan, against these terrorists 
who indiscriminately think that they 
have the right to kill in the name of 
whatever cause they call it. Some 
would say they are religious fanatics. 
Others would say they are jihadists and 
they have some kind of fanatical fol-
lowing. Whatever it may be. This is 
who we’ve been at war with now for 10 
or 12 years. 

And as we were told when it all start-
ed, it’s going to be a long fight, maybe 
the longest in the history of the Repub-
lic. And it’s approaching that now. I 
think these kids, these young men and 
women, were killed on the battlefield 
of Fort Hood, and that’s why I’ve intro-
duced a piece of legislation to have 
them get the kind of benefits of people 
who get killed in combat or wounded in 
combat get, and that is that if there 
are medals to be awarded, they should 
get a medal; if they are wounded, they 
should get a Purple Heart. 

I’ve already heard a story of a ser-
geant who was there with several of his 
troops. The sergeant was shot four 

times and as the man lowered the pis-
tol to fire the fifth time, one of his en-
listed men, thinking he couldn’t take 
anymore, jumped in between the shoot-
er and the sergeant to protect his ser-
geant and took the three other rounds 
that were fired. Had that taken place 
on the battlefield, I’m sure that would 
be something that would be heroism in 
the line of fire, and I think that young 
man should be awarded something like 
the Bronze Star, the Silver Star, some-
thing like that. I don’t know. I’m not 
saying what medal, but he ought to get 
a medal for it. And if there are families 
from this combat experience who ei-
ther lost a loved one or were injured 
from this battle at Fort Hood, I think 
they ought to get the extended combat 
benefits that we give to our soldiers 
when we send them into harm’s way on 
a battlefield. And I think the American 
people, if they heard about that, would 
think, sure they ought to get that; that 
this was just another battle. 

Because, remember, the testimony 
will be when this trial comes out, be-
cause I’ve talked to a lot of these sol-
diers that were there, that he was 
shooting soldiers. If he hit any civil-
ians, it’s just because he missed. But 
he was walking down the line shooting 
soldiers. He was declaring war on the 
American soldier. 

I wanted to talk tonight about Fort 
Hood and what’s going on there, the 
fact that we’ve got a report out that 
doesn’t even mention radical jihadists 
or mention even the name of the shoot-
er, and I’m afraid it was done because 
somebody was afraid they were going 
to step on somebody’s toes. I’ve had 
some tell me they did it because they 
wanted to protect the prosecution of 
this man. Being a judge who tried cases 
in his courtroom for 20 years, includ-
ing, I believe, five or six capital murder 
cases, I can assure you that if you can’t 
prove a case with 200 eyewitnesses, 
you’ve got a serious problem with your 
lawyers. So I don’t hesitate to say 
what I think about this thing because I 
think it was wrong for them not to re-
port accurately who the person was 
and what he did. 

I am joined by a good friend of mine 
who is a former Federal prosecutor, 
MIKE MCCAUL. He’s my friend, my col-
league from Texas, my neighbor, right 
down the road. I’m glad he’s come to 
join us, and I will yield to my friend 
from Texas whatever time he wishes to 
consume. 

Mr. MCCAUL. I thank the gentleman 
from Texas and your hosting this lead-
ership hour and your great leadership 
on this issue. You and I see this the 
same way. You were a judge. I was a 
Federal prosecutor. We respect the rule 
of law, but we respect the truth. We 
call it like it is. We call it like we see 
it. That’s what Texans do. And the way 
I see it is this matter has been swept 
under the rug; we’re not calling it what 
it is. 

You and I, I think, were some of the 
first two Members of Congress to stand 
up and say, you know what, that was 

an act of terrorism that occurred the 
other day at Fort Hood. That was an 
act of a terrorist. Not some criminal 
defendant. This was an act of ter-
rorism. You stood up, in representing 
Fort Hood in your usual way, and said 
that’s what it was and I stood up and 
said the same. And it took months be-
fore the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity came before our committee and fi-
nally acknowledged what we had said 
all along and that this was truly an act 
of terrorism. 

I want to congratulate you for your 
bill, which essentially acknowledges it 
for what it was, and that was an act of 
war on U.S. soil, combat, recognizing 
the victims and their families, giving 
them the combat pay that they de-
serve. You and I were at the ceremony, 
the memorial service, one of the most 
dramatic memorial services I think 
I’ve ever attended. I know the gen-
tleman feels the same way. 

I just wanted to hold up a picture of 
that tragic day, where we had 13 pairs 
of combat boots, 13 rifles with 13 hel-
mets honoring the dead and, of course, 
one unborn child; 43 injured, two of 
those injured standing next to me in 
this photograph. I asked them the 
question, because they are the best evi-
dence, what happened that day? They 
were shot by him. What did he say to 
you? And these two said: Congressman, 
he said ‘‘Allahu Akbar.’’ He screamed 
‘‘Allahu Akbar’’ as he gunned down my 
colleagues in cold blood, as he wounded 
43 soldiers on the base, the largest 
military installation in the country. 

And who is this man? I met with Gen-
eral Cone at the ceremony and I said, 
Would you have liked to have known 
that a major on your base was making 
communications with the top al Qaeda 
operative? 

Sure I would have. 
What happened that day? The Joint 

Terrorism Task Force who I used to 
work with when I was a prosecutor had 
that evidence; a Department of Defense 
representative on the JTTF had that 
evidence; but for a variety of reasons— 
and I’ve questioned witnesses on this— 
did not want to share that with the 
commander of Fort Hood; for a variety 
of reasons. But for God’s sake at least 
let the commanding officer know that 
he’s got a major—this is not some ordi-
nary event—a major on his base talk-
ing to an al Qaeda operative in Yemen, 
a man who it has come to our atten-
tion in a big way recently with the 
Christmas bomber, the same radical 
cleric who talked to the Christmas 
bomber. 

But who is Mr. Hasan? And thank 
God he’s a terrorist that is going to 
face a military tribunal. Well, he was 
born of Jordanian immigrants. Each of 
these, as the case unfolded, if you will, 
raised a flag as to who is this man. We 
talk a lot about connecting the dots, 
but these were dots that popped up 
that were failed to be acted upon. Why 
weren’t these dots acted upon? 

A man who said his allegiance was to 
the Koran, not the Constitution. 
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A man who described the war on ter-

rorism as a war against Islam, accord-
ing to a doctor who was in a graduate 
program with him. 

A man who argued that Muslims are 
being targeted by U.S. anti-terror cam-
paigns. A former classmate said of Mr. 
Hasan, he was very vocal about the 
war; very up-front about being a Mus-
lim first and an American second. 

And if that’s politically incorrect for 
me to say that, all I’m saying here in 
this Chamber is the truth. You take it 
for what it is. 

He was also concerned that Muslims 
in the military were being persecuted. 
On his business cards—this is all the 
evidence of this man—his business card 
said Soldier of Allah. We know that the 
morning of the shooting he wore tradi-
tional Pakistani garb at the 7-Eleven 
that morning. He was known to wear 
that off-duty. Certainly there are reli-
gious protections in this country for 
that. 

But all these flags put together 
shows us an individual who was pre-
senting a threat to the soldiers. We 
know al Qaeda has targeted military 
installations. We know they targeted 
Fort Dix. The question that General 
Cone asked me was, We just don’t know 
how many more Hasans are out there. 
How many more Hasans are out there 
who are a direct threat to our military 
installations? The cleric in Yemen ba-
sically said that Hasan trusted him and 
praised him as a hero after the shoot-
ing. ‘‘God is great,’’ that’s what he 
screamed when he shot those men in 
cold blood. I can’t think of anything 
more sickening to my heart as a God- 
fearing man, a Christian, or anybody 
who believes in God, to believe in a God 
where you could say, ‘‘God is great’’ as 
you’re killing somebody. That’s a per-
verted, twisted religion. That is what 
we are dealing with. 

I have asked the Homeland Security 
Committee through letters. I am rank-
ing on the Homeland Security Intel-
ligence Subcommittee. I asked Chair-
woman JANE HARMAN to hold hearings 
on this. We asked BENNIE THOMPSON, 
the majority chairman of the Home-
land Security Committee, to hold hear-
ings on this matter, because the Amer-
ican people are entitled to know what 
happened that day. And yet we got a 
report, a report that really didn’t say a 
whole lot, a report that was so politi-
cally correct, it didn’t even mention 
radical Islam. Well, in my view, that’s 
what this war is all about that we’re in 
right now, is a war against the extrem-
ists, against a radical, perverted teach-
ing of Islam that says it’s okay to kill 
in the name of Allah. The day we rec-
ognize that in this country, I think is 
the day we’re going to be a lot safer. 

I have a lot more to say, but I know 
the gentleman probably has some com-
ments, but I do want to thank you for 
being one of the first ones to step out 
of the box and say this was an act of 
terrorism. I’m glad that NAPOLITANO 
has come around to that same conclu-
sion. And I want to thank you also for 

your steadfast support for our troops. 
You represent a base that has more sol-
diers than any in the world, and I know 
how proud you are of them and how 
well you represent them, and I want to 
personally thank you for that. 

b 2030 

Mr. CARTER. I thank my friend, Mr. 
MCCAUL, for those kind words. And 
let’s look at this exhibit we have got 
here. Congressman MCCAUL, you have 
touched on a lot of these things. But 
you know, it was said by Mr. Nidal 
Hasan that he felt that he was being 
persecuted by people. And I have an old 
Gulf War colonel who said, You know, 
the Army must have changed a whole 
lot since I left the Army, because I 
never did know any enlisted men that 
would persecute a major in the United 
States Army. It makes to sense what 
he says, that enlisted men were perse-
cuting a major. It makes no sense. 

But the first question you need to 
ask yourself is how does a man who has 
shown the signs of radical Islamic be-
havior on multiple occasions, who has 
acted erratically for months before the 
attack and, I would argue and the evi-
dence will show, actually for years be-
fore the attack—in fact, one of our 
Members of this House has talked to a 
doctor who went through medical 
school with him and said he was doing 
this in medical school, which is long 
before this period of time. And he pro-
moted radical Islamic views at Walter 
Reed Hospital. He exchanged emails 
with this al-Aulaqi character, this rad-
ical imam character. How does a guy 
do those things and get promoted to 
major? He didn’t start out in the Army 
as a major. He got promoted to major. 
He got moved down the line. 

Well, I am going to tell you. And this 
is only my opinion, but it is based upon 
some experience I have had in my life. 
I tried a case one time back in the 
eighties that involved a nurse. And in 
our case she was accused of killing a 
baby while giving it its injections for 
typhoid-tetanus at a doctor’s office and 
intentionally killing that baby. And 
there was an awful lot of evidence that 
while working in an intensive care neo-
natal unit in San Antonio, a lot of 
other babies died very mysteriously on 
her watch. And unless I am mistaken, 
she got life imprisonment and she is 
still there. 

But what is interesting is the system 
she was working in, when they started 
seeing unusual behavior, rather than 
doing something about it for fear of of-
fending someone, they just rec-
ommended her for another job. And 
this pediatrician who was operating in 
Kerrville had asked whether this nurse 
would be a good nurse to go to work for 
them. And she got glowing reports 
from people who were looking at 
records and saying something is wrong 
when this lady is on duty. 

You ask why would people do that? 
Well, because people have gotten to 
where we are so afraid of stepping on 
somebody’s toes or offending someone 

because of their class, sexual classifica-
tion, whatever it may be, that we don’t 
just speak the truth. Something smells 
here. Something’s bad. This doesn’t 
make sense. We need to ask questions 
about this. We can’t have a society like 
this. We have to be able, when we see 
something that looks wrong, to say 
that is wrong. 

That is why I have got a bill that I 
introduced and will be working on it 
even further, the Military Whistle-
blower Protection Act. We have whis-
tleblower protection which is very ef-
fective in the United States in many 
categories. And one of the things that 
happens in the military is your 
progress report; how you are doing in 
your job in the military is very impor-
tant to whether you are going to be 
promoted to the next rank. And if you 
don’t get promoted in the military, 
your days in the military are num-
bered. So you need to be promoted. 

Many people fear to speak out in 
something like this for fear that some-
one might think they are exhibiting 
some sort of prejudice or prejudicial 
behavior which would go on their 
record and maybe prevent them from 
being advanced in the military even 
though everything else says they 
should be advanced. So they fear 
speaking out for fear of retribution. 
And they have made movies about 
whistleblowers. People know that in 
our society today the guy that steps up 
and says something and gets fired be-
cause he said it has a protection under 
the law called the whistleblower act. 
So I have asked us to look at granting 
to the Members of Congress the right 
to create a whistleblower act and doing 
it to protect our soldiers. 

So we have got a whistleblower act 
that basically says that servicemem-
bers can report unusual, bizarre behav-
ior by other members, whether they be 
equal rank or other rank, without fear 
of retribution, and especially as it re-
lates to radical Islamic threats, as we 
saw in this case. 

Mr. MCCAUL mentioned one of the 
things that we need somebody in the 
Department of Defense to say is that 
this involved a radical Islamic ter-
rorist event. I have had my differences 
with Ms. Napolitano, but I will give her 
credit: when she was asked both in Mr. 
MCCAUL’s committee and in the Appro-
priations Subcommittee of Homeland 
Security, she made the statement that 
this was a violent Islamic terrorist act 
that took place at Fort Hood. She had 
the courage to call it what it is. 

It is time for the Defense Department 
to call it what it is, to recognize these 
were men and women put in harm’s 
way because they were serving in the 
United States Army in the presence of 
an enemy combatant with a gun. And 
that is why they should get the kind of 
benefits, including medals that should 
be awarded for heroism, if they deserve 
them and they earned them. So I com-
mend Secretary Napolitano for being a 
person who speaks the truth. 

Mr. MCCAUL. If the gentleman would 
yield. 
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Mr. CARTER. Yes, I will yield. 
Mr. MCCAUL. It was refreshing to see 

that. And I don’t always agree with her 
either, but she had the courage to call 
it like it is, like you and I called it for 
quite some time. The sad thing is there 
are 13 dead, one unborn, and 43 wound-
ed because people didn’t have the guts 
to stand up and call it what it was. You 
know, the day that happened it seemed 
to me there was a systematic process 
of trying to—like you said, I was a 
prosecutor too. If you can’t win this 
case, you know, you need to get out of 
the business. The sweeping under the 
rug and not wanting to hold hearings 
on this issue and not willing to brief 
us. 

We finally got a briefing on this just 
a couple of weeks ago for the first 
time. And you saw the impact this ad-
ministration was trying to have on this 
whole thing that no, this wasn’t—you 
know, we can’t really call it what it is 
because we don’t want to offend any-
body. Well, that is the same type of at-
titude that led to this monster killing 
13 people to begin with. 

It was when all these red flags popped 
up and these dots, if you will, when 
they popped up, no one had the guts to 
act on it. And they want to sweep it 
under the rug, and they swept his pro-
motion. They promoted him, even 
though all this was out there, swept it 
under the rug. And now even after the 
tragic events that happened that day, 
there is an attempt, in my view, to try 
to sweep all this under the rug and try-
ing to move forward. 

You know, this is one example of 
many things that have happened this 
past year. I always said that they like 
to attack a President in the first year 
of office, al Qaeda. They did it with Bill 
Clinton, ’93 World Trade Center. They 
did it with George W. Bush with 9/11. 
And I predicted that this was going to 
happen under this President’s watch 
this year. And not only did this hap-
pen, but we had the same radical cleric 
tied to the Christmas bomber. Fortu-
nately, Mr. Hasan will face a military 
tribunal. The Christmas bomber, on 
the other hand, will not. 

We had several events over the last 
year of threats to the United States 
and multiple attempted terrorist at-
tacks on the United States of America. 
And I think it is high time we recog-
nize it and see it for what it is to bet-
ter protect the American people and 
our military bases that we know are 
being targeted right now. The idea that 
the Joint Terrorism Task Force and, 
again, these are friends of mine, that 
they had this information and they 
didn’t—I understand compromising in-
vestigations. But you could at least let 
the general at the base know that he 
has an individual, a major, in his outfit 
talking to a top al Qaeda recruiter, and 
you may just want to put him under 
observation. You don’t have to ques-
tion him, you don’t have to dig into his 
files, you don’t have to put him on 
alert that we are looking at him; but 
you may want to kind of just monitor 

his actions because there is some rad-
ical stuff going on, and potentially he 
could be a threat. 

This man did not believe in the mis-
sion. The irony of Mr. Hasan is he was 
the man trained and paid for by the 
taxpayer in the United States Army to 
counsel people coming back from the 
theater of war, and he didn’t believe in 
the mission. I can only imagine what 
kind of counseling he was giving to 
these troops coming back from the war 
theaters that you and I have been to in 
Iraq and Afghanistan and what he was 
telling them when he himself didn’t be-
lieve in the mission they were sent to 
do. That is the absurd irony of Mr. 
Hasan. 

And, again, as General Cone asked, 
how many more Hasans are out there? 
I think we have a duty in the Congress. 
I think the Department of Defense has 
a duty. I hope the Webster report will 
uncover more of this. But we have a 
duty to better protect our soldiers not 
only abroad, but right here in the 
United States. And that is the great, 
awful tragic event of what happened 
was that it happened on American soil 
and it happened in their home. That is 
just not supposed to occur in this coun-
try. 

It needs to be taken seriously. It 
shouldn’t be swept under the rug. And 
I think we should continue to do this 
and continue to ask the majority to 
hold hearings on this. And you know, 
as Secretary Napolitano admitted, it 
was a violent Islamic terrorist attack. 
I think the Department of Defense 
needs to come forward with that as 
well, and I think we have an obligation 
to the American people not to sweep 
this under the rug, to prevent future 
actions from occurring. Our oversight 
responsibilities under the Constitution 
I take very seriously, and we have a 
duty here in the Congress to hold those 
hearings and get to the bottom of this 
case so we can stop it in the future. 

I went down to Guantanamo after the 
President decided to close it down, and 
I saw Khalid Sheikh Mohammed. And 
it was during prayer hour. And he was 
laying on his rug, bowing to Mecca. 
And it was one of the most chilling 
things I have ever seen in my life. A 
man responsible for killing 3,000 Amer-
icans, and the idea that we are going to 
bring him into the United States. And 
look, I am a Federal prosecutor. The 
Southern District of New York is one 
of the best U.S. Attorney’s offices in 
the country. But are we going to treat 
these people as criminal defendants or 
enemy combatants? Are we going to 
say that this is a war or a criminal 
prosecution? 

It seems to me that we are slipping 
back into the Clinton years, where we 
really looked at these as really just il-
legal criminal prosecution, not an act 
of warfare perpetrated against the 
United States of America. It seems to 
me, particularly with the top 16 al 
Qaeda operatives, many of whom were 
responsible for 9/11, that was an act of 
warfare, and it should be treated as 
such. 

b 2045 
Mr. CARTER. This exhibit right here 

has a picture actually of the Pentagon 
right after it was hit. We have this dis-
played here because in talking about 
the receiving of medals by our soldiers 
at Fort Hood and getting the kind of 
benefits that you get from being in 
combat, we awarded the people killed 
and injured by the plane that flew into 
the Pentagon with exactly those bene-
fits. And I am told by members of the 
Armed Services Committee that it was 
done without an act of Congress; al-
though, I will ask for this Congress to 
act. 

I have also written a letter to Sec-
retary Gates asking him for the same 
administrative remedy for these cas-
ualties of the war on terror on Amer-
ican soil. We gave it to them. It was a 
horrendous act. That picture, and 
other pictures from that time, should 
be cemented in our memory forever. 
Whether you kill 3,000 or whether you 
kill 14 and injure 43, these are still 
American people who lost their lives at 
the hands of terrorists in the middle of 
the war on terror, a war on radical Is-
lamic jihadism. It’s time for us to step 
up to the plate for these people and do 
this for them. 

Mr. MCCAUL. If the gentleman would 
yield, I was proud to be a cosponsor of 
your bill. I hope we see it pass in short 
order. 

I agree with you. That was an attack 
on American soil by the terrorists. Ac-
cording to the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, so was Fort Hood, and Amer-
ican soldiers were killed. So how can 
we differentiate between the Pentagon 
and Fort Hood? Both are symbols of 
military might and power in the 
United States. I think it is fitting to 
the families. I would hope the majority 
would see it the same way, that this 
was an act of terror perpetrated on 
American soldiers and on a symbol of 
military might and power, and give 
them the just compensation that they 
gave the victims of 9/11 and the Pen-
tagon. 

I can think of no reason why that 
legislation should be blocked by the 
majority. 

Mr. CARTER. Let me state that 
many Members of both sides of the 
aisle have joined in cosponsoring this 
bill. I think when we get through some 
of this other business that is taking 
forever around here we might get down 
to something like this. I agree with 
you. This was supposed to be an over-
sight Congress, and I think in many 
ways, there is a valid attempt to try to 
be an oversight Congress. 

Nothing is more important for over-
sight than an issue like this, and that 
is, just what happened and how it hap-
pened. And you say, Well, okay, people 
were killed. It has got bigger ramifica-
tions than that. That is what is so hard 
to understand. This was a man wearing 
the same uniform of the people he shot. 

I want to share a story, and I have 
shared it before on the floor of the 
House. The day after all this took 
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place, I was at Fort Hood. I was out at 
Darnall Hospital where there were 
wounded out there who had been trans-
ported both there and all over our dis-
trict. Our community, from all the way 
down into Williamson County, Bell 
County, and Coryell County, the whole 
surrounding area just united behind 
the medical community, behind this 
terrible act and gave the very best 
medical care available anywhere for 
these people. 

I was talking to a nurse, and she said 
when she was deployed to Afghanistan, 
she worked in a hospital with Aus-
tralians. And she got an email from an 
Australian nurse the morning I visited 
Fort Hood, which was the day after the 
shooting, and in that email the lady 
said, you know, Soldiers in the Aus-
tralian army are starting to question 
and asking this question of mental 
health professionals in our army al-
ready today: If the Americans can’t 
trust the people in their uniform, can 
we trust the people in our uniform? 

Now, remember, if you’re in the mili-
tary and you’re a soldier, we like to 
say we depend on each other in this 
place. But when they say they depend 
on each other, they mean they put 
their life in the hands of the man be-
hind them and the man on either side 
of them and the man in front of them, 
and they in turn have those people’s 
lives in their hands. The military func-
tions by knowing that each can do 
their job and trusting the other one to 
do it. 

And so there is something that 
strikes in the psyche of a soldier when 
a fellow soldier publicly executes 13 
people and ultimately results in the 
death of an unborn child, 14 deaths, 
wearing the same uniform as the peo-
ple who were shot, and so it strikes to 
the soul of a soldier. We are doing our 
very best and I would say doing a good 
job of overcoming that. These are aw-
fully, awfully talented young men and 
women in the army, but it’s still there. 
It’s still creating distrust, driving a 
wedge in our military, and, arguably, 
it’s as effective a strike as you can 
have if you cause folks to distrust. So 
this has big scope. In truth of fact, 
what will we think if somebody we 
trusted to have our backs started 
shooting people in this place? We would 
wonder who we could trust. 

Mr. MCCAUL. I agree. I think this is, 
in some ways, worse than 9/11 because, 
there, the enemy was foreign, radical 
Islamic terrorists. In this case, these 
soldiers are saluting their colleagues 
who lost their lives, who were killed by 
a major in the U.S. Army who was 
wearing the very same military uni-
form that they are. And the idea that 
he could betray his soldiers like this, 
and not only betray, but kill them, 
that’s what I think makes it so very, 
very hard to accept. 

Aulaqi, the Yemeni cleric, said that 
Hasan trusted him. The radical cleric 
said that Hasan trusted him. Unfortu-
nately, the Army trusted Mr. Hasan 
and promoted him through the ranks. 

Because of political correctness, he was 
never called out for his behavior, which 
we know was a problem. We know the 
flags were raised. I’m not making this 
stuff up. He had business cards that 
said ‘‘soldier of Allah,’’ the jihadist 
line he used when he killed them in 
cold blood, talking about the war on 
terrorism is a war against Islam. It 
just makes you wonder how could we 
have promoted someone in the United 
States Army and the United States 
military with these types of flags going 
up? He said his allegiance was to the 
Koran and not the Constitution. 

Judge, you are absolutely right. The 
morale, which is so important in a 
time of war that we are in, is critical 
here. And if we can’t act upon cases 
like this in the United States Army in 
the United States out of fear that we 
won’t be politically correct and we 
may hurt someone’s feelings, where 
have we gone in this country? We can’t 
call it out like it is and say it for what 
it is, that this man did not love his 
country, that he had more loyalty to 
radical Islam, and that is precisely why 
he killed those 13 soldiers that day. 

Mr. CARTER. I will make another ar-
gument besides that, and then I’m 
going to let my good friend Mr. KING 
from Iowa talk a little bit. 

I would also argue that the way this 
thing has been treated, I would say 
with kid gloves, makes the next home-
grown terrorist, of which we have seen, 
what, two or three in the last 2 weeks 
up here, Jihad Jane and I think there 
is another one now, Jihad Jenny or 
somebody, these women who are Amer-
ican citizens who are now promoting 
jihadist terrorism, and the underwear 
bomber on Christmas Day. So these 
people, I think, by looking at the soft 
kid gloves activity of a murderer on a 
military base, I think it encourages 
them to get involved in this stuff. If 
they have got a screw loose, which 
most of these people do, I think it just 
encourages them. 

Mr. MCCAUL. I point to the same 
radical cleric who praised Mr. Hasan’s 
actions and called him a hero is the 
same radical cleric who is behind the 
Christmas bomber. This is no coinci-
dence here. It is connecting back to a 
radical al Qaeda operative out of 
Yemen. Why in the world General Cone 
didn’t know about this, a major on his 
base, is really beyond me. And that’s 
what we have got to fix looking for-
ward with the JTTFs and with the De-
partment of Defense. 

We have talked to them about the 
Christmas bomber. But how many 
Christmas bombers are out there? How 
many more people is the radical cleric 
Aulaqi influencing? Jihad Jane and 
others, they all go to these Web sites. 
And not only do we have to deal with 
the al Qaeda operatives overseas, but 
this kind of act inspires them, and the 
fact that we could have let this happen 
inspires them. And then how many 
more radical homegrown terrorists are 
potentially out there in the United 
States? 

We know that the radical cleric has 
now said just one man, one incident. 
They are decentralizing. They are say-
ing one man can carry out, take a gun, 
take an explosive device. That is in a 
very radical departure from how al 
Qaeda had worked in the past, and it is 
coming from the same individual who 
is tied to Mr. Hasan and the Christmas 
bomber, and we better wake up to that. 

Mr. CARTER. Let me say as a com-
ment that I have huge respect for Gen-
eral Cone and the outstanding job he 
did with the situation that happened at 
Fort Hood. And this is the same man 
who was preparing to deploy three 
corps to Afghanistan to start the very 
serious business of pulling American 
soldiers out of that combat zone. With 
that on his plate, this fellow in his lap, 
I think he did an outstanding job of 
handling it. And by the way, he still, 
on time, deployed the third corps to 
Iraq, and he is right now, today, over 
there doing our bidding and our job of 
pulling down, making elections work, 
and pulling down the forces for the 
taking out of 50,000-plus soldiers in Au-
gust. He is a great American and an 
outstanding soldier. 

I want to yield to Mr. KING from Iowa 
however much time he wants to take 
to talk about these issues of radical Is-
lamic jihadism and not letting polit-
ical correctness silence our mouths. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the Judge 
from Texas for yielding and my friend 
from Texas for being here to lead on 
this Special Order tonight, and you es-
pecially felt it more than anyone else 
outside of Texas, the pain of the 14 that 
were murdered by Major Hasan. And 
the question arises that we need to 
face, and it is something we talked 
around a little bit here, and I don’t be-
lieve we talked about it directly, and 
that is the issue of profiling. What is it 
about people that makes us think we 
should be a little more suspicious of 
them than somebody else? 

I grew up in a law enforcement fam-
ily, and a couple of things never oc-
curred to the law enforcement ex-
tended family that I grew up in. One of 
them was to ignore the law or the rule 
of law, and another one would be to ig-
nore the very evidence in front of your 
eyes. The good thing about police work 
and investigation is you see things 
that are out of order, you notice those, 
turn your focus on that and wonder 
why it is out of order. And the in-
stincts and the training, which is 
profiling to one fashion or another, 
causes the law enforcement resources 
to be used in a far more effective fash-
ion, and time after time, crimes are 
solved because there have been police 
officers that understood the anomalies 
in the people. 

I’m opposed to using law enforcement 
to go out and target people because of 
race, religion, or ethnicity. But when 
it’s before your very eyes, and when 
you see people going in and out of the 
airports and who has been blowing up 
our planes and who has been hijacking 
us, that is young Muslim men. And so 
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I would suggest that, instead of spread- 
eagle searching the 80-year-old Nor-
wegian grandmother with blues eyes 
and white hair, we ought to turn our 
focus in a higher percentage on the 
people that fit the profile of the kind 
that are likely to bomb us. 

Now, it’s unfortunate that there are 
a lot of innocent people that would fit 
that profile, but it’s far more unfortu-
nate if we waste our resources search-
ing people that have no history and 
then their profile doesn’t fit anyone 
that would be bombing an airline. And 
that is just simple common sense, and 
it is good police work. But we are so 
politically correct in this country, we 
wallow in self-guilt in America. We go 
back and look at ourselves and figure 
out, somebody once pointed the finger 
and said, Well, you’re bigoted and rac-
ist, so, therefore, we have to bend over 
backwards to demonstrate we will do 
all kinds of foolish expenditures of our 
taxpayer dollars to avoid anybody 
being able to point statistically to the 
focus of resources where the resources 
should be focused. 

And I don’t suggest, Madam Speaker, 
that we ought to simply profile and put 
all of our efforts into one particular 
profile; I just suggest that we score 
them according to a weight system and 
turn our focus on those in proportion 
to the degree of the score. That makes 
sense. And I would assume that that 
would have been the thing we would 
have done after September 11, but in 
reality, no. We are a nation with self- 
guilt. 

b 2100 

Another component of this would be 
Major Hasan. The question that came 
out was, whatever happened that he 
got radicalized? We use the term ‘‘got 
radicalized’’ as if it somehow is not 
their fault; we allowed an environment 
or nurtured an environment. Every in-
dividual that attacks people and kills 
them is responsible for their own ac-
tions. And if the radicalization does 
take place, it is by their will and by 
the will of people like Awlaki. 

We are also so politically correct 
that we won’t go in and listen to the 
radicalization taking place. We won’t 
tape the sermons in the mosque. We 
simply wait for something bad to hap-
pen and, therefore, nobody can point 
their finger to us and accuse us of 
being politically incorrect. Of course, 
they point their finger at me every day 
as politically incorrect, Madam Speak-
er. 

I think this Nation needs to utilize 
their resources, utilize them wisely, 
and do so in a fashion that is clearly 
for the purposes of enforcing the law 
and protecting the safety of the Amer-
ican people. 

We should look into the psychology 
of the Army—and I have an Army tie 
on today, you might notice—that they 
need to also understand that they have 
the ability to speak up and keep an eye 
out for the kind of people that would 
come and kill us, the people that be-

lieve their path to salvation is in kill-
ing Jews, Christians, and capitalists, in 
that order. And if they can get a 
twofer, they are happy. They believe 
that is the eternal bliss for them if 
they can get that done. I say there is a 
place for them in the next life, and it is 
not where they think. 

I yield back to the judge from Texas, 
and thank him for indulging me. 

Mr. CARTER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

I think the most important thing we 
ought to do as Americans is be willing 
to stand up for what is right. And if it 
means that someone might get their 
feelings hurt, I don’t have a problem 
with that. 

I am not for dragnets. I am not for 
going out and shaking up communities 
like used to happen in the olden days, 
older than me anyway. In fact, there 
used to be a television show called 
‘‘Dragnet’’ and a radio show called 
‘‘Dragnet.’’ Those are wrong, and we 
aren’t talking about that. But we are 
talking about using good intelligence. 
And if we are going to kill our intel-
ligence and not look at things because 
we are afraid we are going to hurt 
somebody’s feelings, then we are going 
to get hit again. And if we get hit 
again, we are going to be standing 
around still asking the same questions 
we are asking here tonight: Why? What 
happened? Why did this happen? Why 
didn’t we know? As my friend Mr. 
MCCAUL had been saying, we had the 
information to ask the question. Some-
body should have asked it. That is the 
key. 

Mr. MCCAUL. If the gentleman would 
yield. We had the information in both 
the Hasan case and the Christmas 
bomber. I made all the points about the 
Hasan case, all the flags that popped 
up, a failure to act upon those red 
flags. 

Indeed, in the Christmas bomber case 
you had a State Department cable 
coming out that warned the father had 
come in warning that his son was in 
touch with Islamic extremists in 
Yemen. Yet, when I asked the Under 
Secretary of the State Department, 
Mr. Kennedy, in God’s name when he 
found that out, why didn’t he revoke 
his visa, his response was, You know, a 
lot of people come into embassies and a 
lot of people give us tips, and they are 
not all credible. And I said, Well, this 
was not some anonymous source com-
ing in, it was his father. 

Meanwhile, in the intelligence com-
munity there is specific threat infor-
mation coming in about this indi-
vidual. The State Department has got 
the cable, the intelligence community 
has got the threat information. It is 
not put together. Both sides could have 
acted on it. The intelligence commu-
nity could have asked the State De-
partment, Does this guy have a pass-
port? Does he have a visa? Can we re-
voke that? And the same with the 
State Department. Yet, that doesn’t 
happen. 

We need to move forward to make 
sure the Christmas bomber never hap-

pens again, and to make sure, with all 
the evidence coming in with Mr. Hasan, 
to make sure that with individuals like 
this the evidence isn’t swept under the 
rug out of political correctness. 

Mr. CARTER. Reclaiming my time. 
Mr. KING made the comment about 
crazy conservatives, so let’s look at 
some crazy conservatives that made 
the same statements we are asking. 

I wouldn’t classify Time magazine as 
one of the great conservative maga-
zines of the 21st century, but here is an 
article from Time magazine asking the 
same question: ‘‘The Fort Hood Report: 
Why No Mention of Islam?’’ 

Here is another, I would say, not very 
conservative organization, The San 
Francisco Chronicle, asking the same 
question: ‘‘Political Correctness on 
Fort Hood at Pentagon’’ 

I think that you cross all boundaries 
here when you start getting down to 
the logical things we ought to be doing 
to fight people trying to kill us. I 
mean, it doesn’t take a genius to say, 
Daddy says he is crazy, and he may do 
something crazy. And when you get re-
ports that this guy is out there talking 
to this guy over in Yemen, these things 
start to fit together. Maybe you ought 
to check him when he hits the airport 
or before he takes off from either Brus-
sels or Amsterdam. Fortunately, he 
had a misfire and it didn’t work. But 
he could have killed all the people on 
the airplane, hurt a whole lot of people 
on the ground in Detroit. Detroit has 
enough problems right now without 
having somebody blowing up an air-
plane over their city, and God bless 
them. 

Mr. MCCAUL. If the gentleman will 
yield. It was preventable. There is a lot 
of information coming in, and we have 
a lot of good men and women working 
counterterrorism. They have got a 
tough job. There is a lot of information 
coming in. But we had these two major 
focal points that just were never acted 
upon and never put together in the 
Christmas bomber case. And Mr. 
Hasan, my God, how many points of 
error popping up on him? How many 
red flags are popping up? 

And why weren’t they acted upon? I 
think it goes back to your original 
point: We didn’t want to hurt some-
one’s feelings. 

And do you know what? We see this 
in the Federal Government. They 
would rather just kind of promote and 
move on somebody rather than have to 
deal with the problem. Gee, we have 
someone who is making these radical 
statements, but I would rather not deal 
with the problem. Let’s just push them 
along in the system. Let’s transfer him 
from Walter Reed, where he was a 
major problem—we know that, poor 
performance evaluations—to one of the 
largest military installations in the 
country, and let’s promote him to 
major in spite of the fact all these 
points of evidence were out on him. I 
think that is the real tragedy. 

I know my good friend from Texas 
has probably one of the most difficult 
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jobs out of any Member in this body, 
and that is because you have more sol-
diers in your district than any other, 
and you are the one who has to comfort 
them, as we all do, but you, many more 
times than any other Member, have to 
comfort the loved ones whose son or 
daughter has been killed in a time of 
war. I know you personally have com-
forted the families of the victims here 
and Fort Hood, and the biggest tragedy 
is that it could have been prevented. 

With that, I yield back. 
Mr. CARTER. We are about to run 

out of time for this evening. Once 
again, we are talking about the rules 
we make for ourselves and how we 
should apply them. I think it is hon-
estly said here that let’s don’t be so po-
litically correct that we oversee ills 
that may fall upon our society. That is 
why we make rules. That is why we 
have laws and order in our society, so 
we can protect our citizens, whether 
they be civilian or in the military. 

It has been a great evening, and I 
thank my friends Mr. MCCAUL and Mr. 
KING for being here to join me in this 
conversation. I am going to thank the 
House for allowing me to continue to 
talk about issues that relate to rules or 
to the law. 

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

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate notifies the House that 
the Senate shall convene as a Court of 
Impeachment at 2:00 p.m., on Wednes-
day, March 17, 2010, for the purpose of 
receiving the Managers on the part of 
the House in the matter of the Im-
peachment proceedings against G. 
Thomas Porteous, Jr., Judge of the 
United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Louisiana. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to Executive Order 12131, as 
amended and extended, the Chair re-
appoints and appoints the following 
Members to the President’s Export 
Council: 

Reappointment: 
The Senator from Michigan (Ms. 

STABENOW). 
The Senator from Ohio (Mr. BROWN). 
Appointment: 
The Senator from Oregon (Mr. 

WYDEN) vice the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. DORGAN). 

f 

MORE GOVERNMENT WON’T WORK 

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, today I had 
the great pleasure of holding a town 
hall meeting in one of the towns in the 
Fifth District in North Carolina, 
Statesville, North Carolina. 

I didn’t count the number of folks 
there, and I haven’t had a chance to 

ask my staff exactly how many were 
there, but I think probably about 175 
people were there. 

We let these folks put in questions or 
their names into a box, and we pull 
their names out randomly and let them 
speak about the health care bill. This 
was a health care town hall. And to a 
person who spoke, and there were prob-
ably about a dozen who had a chance to 
speak for about 2 minutes, and I an-
swered their questions, they all are 
very upset about what is going on here 
in Congress. They are upset about 
many, many things, but they are par-
ticularly upset about this government 
takeover of our health care system, 
and they just don’t understand why the 
folks in the majority continue to push 
this issue knowing that the majority of 
the people in this country are very 
much opposed to it. 

They very much are concerned about 
what they have heard and read about 
the way this is going to be pushed 
through this week. They hate it when 
bills are put together that aren’t ger-
mane to each other or that aren’t re-
lated. They heard about the education 
bill being put on the health care bill, 
and they are very concerned about 
that. They just don’t like that. 

They said over and over again they 
know that the government does not do 
things more efficiently and effectively 
than the private sector. One business-
man talked about how he has been 
struggling for the last year. He has 
used up all his savings, all his equity in 
the last year to keep his business going 
because the economy is so bad, and he 
wants to know, where is that stimulus 
that he thought that we were getting? 

So it was a great town hall, because 
they talked about what was on their 
mind and got a chance to ask me ques-
tions. 

When I told them about the plan to 
do this reconciliation bill, where the 
folks on the majority side are going to 
go from passing bills without reading 
them to passing bills without voting 
for them, they understood what a 
threat that is to our entire way of life. 
They understand that that is a threat 
to the rule of law, and they are very 
much concerned about that. 

I told them of the President meeting 
with us at our retreat and saying, You 
know, I was wrong when I said over and 
over again that you can keep your 
health insurance if you like it. But, he 
said, I made a mistake by saying that, 
because some cats and dogs got into 
that Senate bill that we weren’t plan-
ning to get into that bill. But we are 
going to take care of that. 

But guess what. That is not going to 
get taken care of. And the President, I 
understand, made that comment again 
this week, saying out on the stump, If 
you like your plan you can keep it— 
when he told the Republicans at our re-
treat that is absolutely not true. 

We have a major problem, Mr. Speak-
er, in this country. We have people try-
ing to establish a takeover of our lives 
from birth to death. They want the 

government to run our lives and to 
make all of our decisions for us. 

I have an article, Mr. Speaker, from 
The Washington Times, Wednesday, 
January 20, 2010, that says ‘‘More Gov-
ernment Won’t Work.’’ 
[From the Washington Times, Jan. 20, 2010] 
EDITORIAL: MORE GOVERNMENT WON’T WORK 
Government is bigger than ever and con-

trols more aspects of American life than at 
any time in U.S. history. Last year, the fed-
eral government ate $3.52 trillion out of a 
$13.2 trillion economy. With the current tra-
jectory of big government under the Demo-
crats, the federal bureaucracy will devour as 
much as 50 percent of this nation’s economic 
activity by midcentury. To illustrate how 
wasteful that is, take a look at the empty 
space above this editorial. That’s what gov-
ernment creates—nothing. 

A basic problem with a future dominated 
by ever-expanding government is that bu-
reaucracies are hobbled by waste, fraud and 
abuse. Government simply does not work 
well. Freedom works, but the more govern-
ment that exists, the less freedom we have. 
Under President Obama and the Democratic 
Congress, the United States is heading in the 
wrong direction. The big spenders are on a 
joy ride, and we’re stuck in the back seat on 
the road to dramatically less freedom. 

The main battleground of the war between 
freedom and government is the marketplace. 
Markets work for a simple reason: They give 
people choice. Consumers know what they 
want, and businesses try to figure out how to 
produce and deliver the goods and services 
the best way, considering price, quality and 
service. Only the best firms survive. 

Today is the first anniversary of the start 
of Mr. Obama’s term in the Oval Office. For 
the past year, Americans have been told that 
government is smarter than private industry 
and that more government intervention is 
needed to fix problems in the market. Cen-
tral to this agenda is the canard that private 
for-profit companies have to charge higher 
prices than nonprofits to recoup enough to 
earn profits, thus making for-profit firms 
less competitive. This explanation is wrong-
headed because it ignores that profits give 
an incentive to lower costs and improve 
quality. The greater the incentive to reduce 
costs, the less waste there is. That is why, 
despite all the tax advantages given to non-
profits, the economy is dominated by for- 
profit firms. 

Politicians and bureaucrats in Washington 
don’t know what individual consumers want 
and certainly shouldn’t be the ones to decide 
what individuals need. If the government de-
cides everything, elections will determine 
what businesses can produce and what op-
tions consumers will have. In a healthy mar-
ket system, consumers wouldn’t have to per-
suade their neighbors to use the ballot box 
to determine what type of toys, computers, 
books, houses or cars they can buy. Those 
products will be produced as long as the 
value consumers get is greater than the 
costs of producing them. The government 
should stay out of the way of these inher-
ently private everyday decisions. 

A common justification for government 
intervention is based on the notion that indi-
viduals and firms don’t bear the full costs 
and benefits of their actions and that taxes 
and regulations are needed to correct the im-
balance. The debate over global warming is 
an example of this idea. Climate-change ac-
tivists argue that markets don’t take into 
account damage purportedly caused by car-
bon dioxide. Yet even if they were right that 
carbon emissions cause global warming 
(which is unlikely), there are many stum-
bling blocks that prevent effective govern-
ment intervention. First, there is the pure 
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numbers-crunching aspect: Government 
must figure out how much to tax carbon 
emissions to alter behavior, which is a dif-
ficult and error-plagued challenge. Other 
than taking wealth out of private hands, all 
the negative impact of higher taxation is 
rarely clear, and it’s a fair question whether 
the outcome is likely to cause more damage 
than the original problem. 

Second, politics is a dirty business. Special 
interests twist programs into dole-outs for 
favored groups. Political machinations are 
behind every dollar of federal spending, and 
the interest of the taxpayer usually doesn’t 
have a seat at the table when the spoils are 
divvied up. Consider all the special favors to 
unions and particular constituencies in ev-
erything from last year’s $787 billion stim-
ulus package to the Democrats’ government 
health care bills. So much of federal spend-
ing amounts to nothing more than a big 
slush fund. 

Regulations are the second edge on the 
knife government uses to cut the heart out 
of private initiative. Bureaucratic red tape 
ties up markets with little consideration 
about its impact. Take the health care de-
bate. Amidst government’s attempt to take 
over health care, politicians are telling 
American families that the suits in Wash-
ington know how to run health care at a 
lower cost and with better quality than what 
is currently being produced. If that were 
true, government wouldn’t need to pass a 
regulation. If Democratic ideas had any 
merit, companies would pay Mr. Obama, 
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Senate Ma-
jority Leader Harry Reid for advice to help 
provide customers a better product at a 
lower price. Democrats wouldn’t have to 
scheme behind closed doors to figure out how 
to ram through legislation to force Ameri-
cans to accept a system they don’t want. 

This gets to the heart of the matter. Mar-
kets are fundamentally different from gov-
ernment programs in that market trans-
actions are voluntary. Government’s main 
tool is coercion. Consumers don’t buy a prod-
uct unless they think it makes them better 
off. Firms don’t sell a product unless they 
think they can make profits. Telling people 
what to do doesn’t make them want to do it 
or like doing it. There’s no question which 
way works best. Countries with the most 
market-based economies have enjoyed the 
largest growth in wealth. The innovations 
generated in these places benefit the entire 
world. Messing with the market-based model 
slows the pace of progress for our children 
and grandchildren. 

The massive ‘‘tea party’’ protests all 
across the land reveal how outraged Ameri-
cans are by the direction of government. 
President Obama and Democrats in Congress 
are making government bigger than ever be-
cause they think bureaucracies make smart-
er decisions than individuals and the govern-
ment is better than private business. But 
taxpayers aren’t hitting the streets for so- 
called smarter or better government—they 
want less government. A lot less. A new Con-
gress will be seated a year from now. Hope-
fully that will bring real change to the na-
tion’s capital. 

The Senate bill that the House is 
about to pass this week under a very, 
very, shaky rule is going to let people 
vote on the rule and then say the bill is 
passed. It has major problems with it. 
It is not addressing the cost of insur-
ance and health care. It has a tax on 
hiring low-income workers. It funds 
abortions. It has the Cornhusker kick-
back, the Louisiana purchase, the 
Gatorade. It has a new Federal man-
date to buy insurance. There is a pen-

alty enforced by the IRS that is going 
to require an additional 40,000 IRS 
agents if we don’t buy insurance. And 
there will be a job-killing 8 percent tax 
on employers who don’t offer govern-
ment-approved health insurance. This 
is wrong, Mr. Speaker. 

The people in my district want jobs. 
They want to be able to work. And 
they want to see our country continue 
to operate the way it always has, under 
the rule of law, not with the majority 
abusing the rules. They want us to do 
the right kind of thing here. 

What do Republicans support? We 
want legislation that will reduce the 
cost of health care. We want to force 
insurance companies to compete with 
each other across State lines and let 
people buy insurance across State lines 
if they choose. We want to cover pre-
existing conditions. We want medical 
liability reform, which would save tens 
of billions of dollars each year. And we 
want to expand health savings ac-
counts, which put Americans in charge 
of their health care and their health 
dollars. We can do that, Mr. Speaker. 

We passed a bill the other day in a bi-
partisan fashion, a 11⁄2 page bill taking 
away the antitrust exemption for in-
surance companies. Folks on the other 
side said we couldn’t do it, but we can. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back. 
f 

b 2115 

JOB CREATION IN THE AFRICAN 
AMERICAN COMMUNITY 

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. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. FUDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert materials related to the topic of 
this Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Ms. FUDGE. Thank you. The Con-

gressional Black Caucus is proud to an-
chor this hour on job creation in the 
African American community. Cur-
rently, the CBC is chaired by the Hon-
orable BARBARA LEE from the Ninth 
Congressional District of California. 
My name is Congresswoman MARCIA 
FUDGE, representing the 11th Congres-
sional District of Ohio, and I anchor 
this hour. 

Mr. Speaker, I would now like to 
yield to our chairwoman, the Honor-
able BARBARA LEE. 

Ms. LEE of California. First, let me 
take this moment to thank Congress-
woman FUDGE again for the Special 
Order tonight, for your leadership, and 
for bringing to the Congress, really, 
the understanding of what unemploy-
ment is, given the unemployment rates 

in your district, given what has taken 
place in Ohio in terms of the recession. 
Your leadership and your commitment 
to turn the economy around is remark-
able. We can learn a lot by what you 
have done in Ohio. So thank you again. 

As Chair of the Congressional Black 
Caucus, I rise this evening to con-
tinuing to sound the alarm about the 
need to create jobs in America, par-
ticularly for the chronically unem-
ployed who are disproportionately suf-
fering the brunt of this economic crisis 
and, who, as a result, are in desperate 
need of targeted, concrete, and mean-
ingful relief. 

Last week, members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus met with Presi-
dent Obama at the White House to dis-
cuss our job creation agenda. It was a 
candid, constructive, and substantive 
conversation which the CBC had with 
the President. We reviewed our prior-
ities to create jobs, especially for the 
chronically unemployed. 

We understand very well that Presi-
dent Obama inherited an economy on 
the brink of collapse and all that he 
and his administration have done in 
working with Congress to hold it to-
gether. It has certainly been remark-
able, and we commend the administra-
tion for their efforts. The recovery, 
however, from this economic crisis has 
been uneven, at best, and there is a 
long way to go to put people back to 
work. 

The impact of unemployment fore-
closures and the housing crisis are par-
ticularly extreme among African 
Americans and Latinos. People are des-
perate, as Congresswoman FUDGE 
knows in Ohio. As we try to create 
jobs, States are laying off people in 
order to balance their budgets. Cali-
fornia has cut $20 billion out of our 
budget. Virginia will pass a State budg-
et with $4 billion in cuts. If you ex-
trapolate this nationally, we are talk-
ing about $200 billion State budget cuts 
nationwide, after about $350 billion last 
year. So we need the $200 billion this 
year just to break even. 

Our Congressional Black Caucus 
member, Congressman BOBBY SCOTT, 
who’s on the Budget Committee, con-
tinues to remind us of these very glar-
ing numbers and how we need a major 
jobs initiative just to break even. 
That’s why the CBC has been and re-
mains laser focused on helping people 
who are chronically unemployed and 
on direct job creation. 

On Wednesday morning, the CBC will 
host a hearing focused on job creation. 
The event is called: ‘‘Out of Work but 
Not Out of Hope: Addressing the Crisis 
of the Chronically Unemployed.’’ This 
will be held on March 17 from 9 to 11 in 
room 2237 of the Rayburn House Office 
Building on Capitol Hill. The hearing 
will focus on data that suggests the 
chronically unemployed include Afri-
can Americans and other communities 
of color with unemployment rates sig-
nificantly higher than the national av-
erage. Youth and adult workers also 
are in need of enhanced education and 
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training, and those who have lost their 
jobs as a result of the weakened econ-
omy and who have been unemployed 
for at least 6 months. Wednesday’s 
hearing is part of a 5-week campaign 
launched by the Congressional Black 
Caucus at the beginning of this month 
to seek policy solutions for the chron-
ically unemployed. Our aim is to en-
gage our leadership and our coalition 
partners in a strategy to put America 
back to work. 

We are all aware of the staggering 
high unemployment rates facing our 
communities. In February, the rate of 
unemployment for African Americans 
was 15.8 percent, compared with 12.4 
percent for Latinos and 8.8 percent for 
whites. This is according to the Bureau 
of Labor and Statistics’ March 5, 2010 
report. 

But the job problem goes deeper for 
many of our constituents and commu-
nities because African Americans are 
not only unemployed in higher num-
bers but also stay unemployed signifi-
cantly longer. Of the people who have 
been unemployed for over 6 months, 
20.3 percent are African American. For 
those unemployed for a year or more, 
22.1 percent are African American. The 
median duration of unemployment was 
23.8 weeks for African Americans, and 
18.4 weeks for our national average. 

These figures underscore the urgent 
need to target job creation efforts for 
those communities hardest hit by the 
recession. This has nothing to do with 
directing resources based on race. This 
has to do with directing resources 
based on need, based on unemployment 
statistics, and based on where the un-
employed live. These stories illustrate 
the reality that many of our commu-
nities have been disproportionately hit 
by this recession. That’s why we must 
simply prioritize and deliver, and 
that’s what we talked with the Presi-
dent about. We said specifically we 
must focus on chronic unemployment. 
We must have direct and targeted job 
creation, which can make a real and 
significant impact quickly for every-
one. 

For instance, given the unemploy-
ment rate of approximately 10 percent, 
that’s 15 million people, one percentage 
point of the total number of unem-
ployed is about 1.5 million. At $50,000 
per job, $75 billion would hire 1.5 mil-
lion workers and reduce the unemploy-
ment rate by one percentage point. For 
$300 billion we should be able to hire 6 
million workers and reduce the unem-
ployment rate by four percentage 
points below what would have been 
without any investment at all. 

But it’s not just enough to create 
jobs. We must ensure that we include 
all of our communities in that effort by 
targeting high areas of poverty, unem-
ployment, and the chronically unem-
ployed. Summer jobs for young people 
must be part of our direct job creation 
efforts. We all know that many of our 
young people have to help pay the rent 
and help buy food because their parents 
are unemployed. 

We must also invest in infrastructure 
spending; but when we do so, we must 
ensure a path to apprenticeship and 
pre-apprenticeship opportunities in any 
transportation and infrastructure in-
vestments, otherwise we’re going to 
leave communities and millions of peo-
ple behind. 

Finally, we must ensure that con-
tracting and procurement opportuni-
ties for minority and disadvantaged 
businesses are included and that exist-
ing provisions in transportation and in 
other areas are enforced. According to 
the Kirwan Institute for the Study of 
Race and Ethnicity, which recently re-
leased its report on the impact of the 
Recovery Act, black businesses only re-
ceived 1.1 percent and Latino busi-
nesses only 1.6 percent of all federally 
contracted ARRA funds. 

So in closing, Mr. Speaker, members 
of the Congressional Black Caucus are 
committed to continue to work with 
congressional leaders and President 
Obama to fix our economy and create 
jobs to address the true depth, mind 
you the true depth, of this recession. 
There’s no question that by working 
together we can make a real difference 
in the lives of all Americans. So as we 
work to turn the economy around and 
create jobs, the Congressional Black 
Caucus will continue to fight to make 
sure that no one is left behind. That is 
our moral responsibility as the con-
science of the Congress. 

Thank you again, Congresswoman 
FUDGE. Let me thank Congressman 
EMANUEL CLEAVER who has led our 
Jobs and Economic Recovery Task 
Force since last January and has done 
a marvelous job in doing that and get-
ting us to this point. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you. I want to 
thank you as well, Madam Chair, just 
for keeping our caucus focused on jobs 
and poverty and, of course, pushing for 
the fundamental fairness we all deserve 
and what is expected of all of us in this 
House. I thank you for your work and 
for your leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to my 
friend, Mr. CLEAVER, the Representa-
tive from Missouri. 

Mr. CLEAVER. 
Mr. CLEAVER. Thank you, Ms. 

FUDGE. Thank you for getting this hour 
tonight for us to talk about one of the 
most significant issues facing the 
American public. And I would also like 
to thank Oakland’s BARBARA LEE for 
her leadership. She has been myopic in 
making sure that not only the Black 
Caucus, but none of the caucuses nor 
the Democratic Caucus stray too far 
from the main theme that we have 
been pushing, which is that we need 
jobs, and we need them now. 

Mr. Speaker, there’s little question 
that the economists believe that the 
U.S. economy is in fact in a recovery 
mode. There are signs all around that 
we are coming out of the recession, but 
the recession continues to take its toll 
on the American public. We know that 
jobs always lag in the recovery. In fact, 
if you look at some of the Wall Street 

banks, you will find that many of them 
actually are showing huge profits, 
some of the top 10 banks—actually, the 
top 25 banks, some of whom received 
money from the taxpayers to help bail 
them out. 

And so the question today, when we 
still have an anemic economy, is: 
Who’s going to bail out the American 
public? Well, what we do know is that 
the jobless rate is now still hovering at 
about 10 percent. And if you break it 
down, as did our Chair, BARBARA LEE, 
you will find out that many African 
Americans are the ones who are suf-
fering. Why is that? Well, it’s kind of 
simple. The weak labor markets in our 
country are in areas where we gen-
erally have high black populations. 
South Carolina is one. Michigan is the 
other. African Americans migrated to 
Michigan to work in the automobile in-
dustry. African Americans have been in 
South Carolina almost since 1619, when 
we came to this land. And so it is 
somewhat misleading to believe that 
we can address this issue of unemploy-
ment without some special emphasis 
on what’s happening to African Ameri-
cans who are also unemployed. 

When you just look at the statistics, 
the economists say that we need to cre-
ate 100,000 jobs a month just to absorb 
the new people coming into the job 
market. We are not creating jobs. In 
fact, we have not created the kinds of 
jobs that we need for the last three 
decades. We have not been able to gen-
erate a hundred thousand jobs a 
month. 

I think the President was wise when 
he submitted to Congress the stimulus 
package. I think Congress was wise, or 
at least we were wise, to vote for it. 
Because inside this stimulus package is 
at least the opportunity for jobs for all 
people, but it provides minorities with 
a unique opportunity to connect with 
what I believe and what many others 
believe to be the next job creator, and 
that is in the field of energy. 

We have significant dollars placed in 
the Department of Energy, where men 
and women who are citizens of our 
country can in fact seek new opportu-
nities in that field. For example, I am 
convinced that in the days to come, 
men and women will call people to 
come out to do weatherization in their 
homes like they call a plumber today. 
People will call a weatherization spe-
cialist, who comes out, he surveys the 
place, he finds where there’s a leak, 
where there’s an energy leak, and they 
will seal it up. That’s an entirely new 
arena—a whole new job area that we 
have not had before. 

But it’s also important to keep in 
mind that technology is eliminating 
jobs even as we try and produce them. 
I used to tell my staff members how 
frustrated I was when I go to the air-
port, as we all do twice a week, and 
look at the kiosk which all of the air-
lines now have, and the clerks behind 
the counter will direct you to the 
kiosk. I told my staff, I said, Do you 
realize what’s happening? The people 
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who are directing us to use the kiosk 
to get our ticket are also eliminating 
their jobs. 

It’s just a matter of time, Mr. Speak-
er, before we’re going to go to airports 
that are not going to be ‘‘peopled’’ by 
the ticket clerks, as we see today. And 
everybody will simply go use a credit 
card or some special card and they will 
be able to get their tickets. For most 
of the Members of Congress, most of us 
go to the airport with our tickets in 
hand anyway, because you can now get 
your ticket printed on the computer. 
So I think we’re eliminating jobs and 
there’s a need for us to do something, 
and do something significant. 

Now there are those who are saying, 
Look, the job market will take care of 
itself. The markets will always engage 
in self-correction. That is what has 
gotten us into the economic collapse 
that we have experienced over the last 
year and a half, is waiting for the mar-
kets to do the right thing and waiting 
for some of the institutions that were 
able to function without strong regula-
tions to do the right thing. They did 
not. And they hurt us. And we were 
hurt perhaps more than any other 
group. 

b 2130 

So what I think we are going to have 
to do is do a jobs bill, a serious jobs 
bill. And by the way, I was delighted 
that in our meeting with the President 
last week that he said to us that he 
strongly supports a summer youth jobs 
program. I thought that was the most 
significant thing that came out of the 
meeting. Why? Because in about 8 
weeks, schools will turn out all over 
the United States. Everywhere in this 
country kids will be going home, and 
these kids this summer will be going 
home unemployed to unemployed par-
ents. 

Now, it does not take a physicist or a 
nuclear scientist to look at that situa-
tion and see that it is going to be cha-
otic at the very least, and so we need a 
summer youth jobs bill, and we need it 
now. We need it quickly so that the bu-
reaucrats can have things in place by 
the time school is out, so that there 
won’t be a long period of time during 
which kids are just aimlessly walking 
up and down the streets. Because we all 
have been kids, and we all know that 
we were not at our highest level of 
thoughtfulness and can do dumb things 
at that age. So I’m thinking that it 
might be helpful if we move that sum-
mer youth jobs program to the fore-
front. 

And I am not, Mr. Speaker, con-
vinced that we don’t need something 
else. I don’t think we need another $876 
billion stimulus, but I do believe that 
we’ve got to do something that would 
create jobs directly. And Paul 
Krugman, the economist who also is a 
columnist in The New York Times, has 
suggested—and I agree—that perhaps 
we need to think about the fact that 
the United States Government can cre-
ate jobs that people can actually use. 

I’m not suggesting that we need to ap-
prove money at the level that we did 
for the WPA during the Great Depres-
sion, from 1929 through the thirties, 
but I am saying that there can be some 
kind of direct jobs program put in 
place that will enable folks to get jobs 
quickly. If we don’t, we’re going to find 
that this job market is going to con-
tinue to hemorrhage. 

When you think about the fact, as 
Congresswoman LEE mentioned earlier, 
that the States are laying off employ-
ees, cities are laying off employees, by 
the time we find employment for those 
government workers on the local level 
who lost their jobs to get some kind of 
job, we still have not done much, be-
cause we haven’t dealt with the people 
who have been on the unemployment 
rolls. 

In my committee last week, Ms. 
FUDGE, we had a person who testified 
before the Select Committee on Energy 
Independence and Global Warming who 
said that he was opposed to giving em-
ployment insurance. He also went on 
further to say that if you give unem-
ployment insurance, it will make peo-
ple lazy. Now, somebody like me who 
spent time growing up in public hous-
ing and heard people saying that wel-
fare people love to have babies so they 
could get another $100 a month is al-
most laughable, but it is also believed 
by many. So we need to keep in mind 
that there will always be push-back 
against what we are trying to do. 

But the American public needs to go 
to work, right now start going to work. 
And most economists believe that un-
employment will continue at at least 8 
percent or higher into 2012. We can’t af-
ford to have that size of our population 
without employment. It is dehuman-
izing when you can’t take care of your-
self, and we’re going to find more and 
more people doing what I have seen in 
Kansas City at the church my son pas-
tors, where middle class people, people 
who were in the U.S. middle class, are 
now unemployed. We have had Ph.D.’s 
coming to my office, trying to get an 
internship just so they can get in and 
hopefully get a job. So when people 
say, Well, there are jobs out there for 
everybody; they just need to go and get 
them, that’s absolutely ludicrous. It is 
ridiculous, and it plays the American 
public as fools, because there are real 
human beings with real families who 
are losing their homes. 

What people don’t realize is, when 
you lose your job, you can’t make your 
mortgage payment. If you can’t make 
your mortgage payment, you lose your 
home. If you lose your home, your 
credit is ruined. You can’t buy a car. 
You can’t hardly buy anything. Even 
today, with an 800 credit score, you are 
barely going to be able to buy a new 
car. So I think we are having a recov-
ery, but the recovery is not strong 
enough, and it’s not moving quickly 
enough. 

So, Congresswoman FUDGE, I appre-
ciate the fact that this issue—through 
you getting this before the American 

public tonight—is going to resonate 
with a lot of people who are unem-
ployed, but it will also resonate, I 
hope, with men and women of goodwill 
who believe that the American public 
must always take care of the American 
public. 

Ms. FUDGE. I want to thank my 
friend, Mr. Speaker, for just saying to 
us in a clear and concise way that it is 
time to be honest about where we find 
ourselves as a Nation, and that it is 
important that people be given an op-
portunity, just an opportunity—not a 
handout, an opportunity—to find work 
because, if we don’t, we will have more 
problems than we can ever imagine. 
Not only does it take a toll on the wal-
let and on your home, but on your 
physical and on your mental health. So 
I certainly do hope that we will take 
heed to the things that were said by 
our Chair tonight as well as by Rep-
resentative CLEAVER and start to move 
in a direction that is going to posi-
tively impact the people of this coun-
try. I thank you both for being with me 
tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, the CBC believes that 
stable employment at a fair wage is a 
fundamental right for all Americans. 
In times of economic weakness, such as 
this recession, government should em-
power our Nation’s workforce by pro-
viding training and placement opportu-
nities for dislocated workers. During 
the month of March, the CBC will en-
gage in a 5-week campaign to seek pol-
icy solutions for the chronically unem-
ployed, engaging President Obama, 
Congress, and the coalition partners in 
a strategy to put Americans back to 
work. 

The chronically unemployed are not 
counted by labor statistics, Mr. Speak-
er. They are not counted in the Work-
force Investment Act, which is de-
signed to get people back to work. Con-
gress inadvertently sent them a mes-
sage that they don’t count. But they do 
count, and they want to work. 

The CBC’s agenda, Opportunities for 
All—Pathways Out of Poverty focuses 
on six areas: education for low-income 
communities, increasing the reach of 
economic security, eliminating health 
disparities, providing affordable hous-
ing options, reforming our judicial sys-
tem to break the cradle-to-prison pipe-
line, and addressing global poverty. 
During tonight’s Special Order, Chair-
woman LEE discussed with you some of 
the progress we’ve made in our efforts 
in this endeavor. If you wish to receive 
additional information or ask for up-
dates, you can email the Congressional 
Black Caucus at congressional black 
caucus@mail.house.gov. 

I want to just talk a bit about some 
of the things that you’ve heard tonight 
but maybe in a different way. We know 
that national unemployment is some-
where around 9.7 percent. There are 
currently 15 million people seeking em-
ployment in this Nation, up from 7.5 
million in December of 2007. There are 
2.5 million people out of work, and 9 
million are employed only part time 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 03:21 Mar 16, 2010 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K15MR7.062 H15MRPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1426 March 15, 2010 
rather than the full-time employment 
they prefer and need. With the unem-
ployment rate at 9.7 percent, U.S. labor 
market conditions are certainly grim. 
We all, I think, can agree with that. 

The unemployed who have been out 
of work and searching for a new job for 
at least 6 months remains at a record 
high, at or above 27 percent, and hit-
ting a record 41 percent in January of 
this year. If we examine unemployment 
rates by demographic information, you 
will see proof of the inequality of 
which we speak tonight. While all 
major groups have experienced sub-
stantial layoffs during this downturn, 
communities of color, particularly Af-
rican Americans and Hispanic Ameri-
cans, are experiencing the worst of 
these job losses. 

According to the Department of 
Labor, although the national unem-
ployment rate was 9.7 in February, the 
rate for African Americans was 15.8 and 
the rate for Hispanics was 12.4. Not 
only is the unemployment rate for Af-
rican Americans nearly twice that of 
Caucasians, the gap in some important 
demographics has widened rapidly over 
the past 14 months. Over those months, 
the unemployment rate for Caucasian 
college graduates under 24 years of age 
grew by about 20 percent. The rate for 
African Americans in the same demo-
graphics grew by almost twice that 
much. 

Data from the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics indicates that the gap in unem-
ployment rates for communities of 
color is widening. As a result, minority 
children and families are entering pov-
erty at an increasingly alarming rate. 
More than 24 percent of African Ameri-
cans live below the poverty level and 
are 55 percent more likely to be unem-
ployed than other Americans. 

As then-Candidate Obama said in a 
speech during the Democratic primary, 
‘‘Race is an issue that I believe this 
Nation cannot afford to ignore right 
now.’’ In a speech to the Hispanic Cau-
cus Institute earlier this year, Presi-
dent Obama said that when unemploy-
ment reaches over 10 percent among 
Hispanics, that was not just a problem 
for them, it was a problem for the Na-
tion. We believe it is the same for Afri-
can Americans. The Congressional 
Black Caucus, in its continued role as 
the conscience of the Congress, has a 
moral obligation to address inequality 
and injustice as never before in our his-
tory. 

And I have been joined by my col-
league and my dear friend from Min-
nesota (Mr. ELLISON). How are you, sir? 

Mr. ELLISON. Doing all right. If the 
gentlelady will yield, let me just point 
out that the gentlelady coming down 
here Monday after Monday, speaking 
to the Nation about the agenda of the 
Congressional Black Caucus, is so mer-
itorious. I salute you. Thank you. 

But I just want to say that, look, 
jobs are an essential component of a 
good quality of life; and lack of a job 
not only means you don’t have any 
money, it means that your life is not 

ordered well. It means that you are liv-
ing a life where you want respect, you 
want to be productive, you want to 
make something, create something and 
put some value into the world, but yet, 
because you don’t have that employ-
ment opportunity, you’re denied that. 

When we talk about a direct creation 
of jobs, yes, we’re talking about stimu-
lating demand; we’re talking about 
putting money and food on the table, 
but we’re talking about giving people a 
sense of value, of worth, a sense of pur-
pose. And you know what? That’s one 
of the best things you can do for any-
one. 

This is absolutely true, that in the 
black community, unemployment lev-
els are elevated three times the na-
tional rate. And as the gentlelady from 
Ohio pointed out, President Obama’s 
right when he says that making sure 
that the black, brown, and people of 
color throughout America are working 
is good for the whole country, because 
if people of color have money, they 
spend it. Where do they spend it? In the 
economy. And if somebody spends 
money, then that means that some-
body’s making money. And if some-
body’s making money, that company 
can use that money to then hire some-
body else. So this circular inter-
connected nature of the economy tells 
us that opportunity for one means op-
portunity for all. 

I just want to yield back to the gen-
tlelady because I just want to thank 
you again. I’m going to stick with you, 
but I want you to know that I want to 
commend you for your service and your 
fidelity and your persistence and your 
commitment. 

Ms. FUDGE. I thank you so much. 
I just want to say that in addition to 

some of the things that you said is that 
I see our job as making sure that we 
protect all Americans. That includes 
us. I see our job as a Congress, as a gov-
ernmental body, to protect the people 
who sent us here. I believe the job of 
government is to serve its people; and 
until we do that, we’ve not done an ef-
fective job. So that is why it is so im-
portant that we continue on this path 
to make sure that all Americans who 
want a job, who need a job, have the 
opportunity to find a job. 

I mean, certainly we’re not going to 
ever create the kinds of jobs that many 
of us had as we were growing up. I 
mean, our parents had jobs they kept 
for 30 years. They’ve got good retire-
ments. They still can afford to pay 
their bills. Those days may be gone for 
many people in this country, but I 
think it is our responsibility to make 
sure that people can provide for their 
families, that people can live in a de-
cent home. I think the bare necessities 
are something that we should guar-
antee that all Americans can receive. 

b 2145 

Mr. ELLISON. Well, if the gentlelady 
would yield back, I would say that, you 
know, the days of high wage, the high- 
wage sector can come back if we have 

a national commitment to manufac-
turing, and we don’t take the position 
that manufacturing is something that 
happens overseas or something that 
your father or grandfather did. 

Manufacturing is what young people 
today can do. We can make the wind-
mills. We can make the solar genera-
tors. We can do retrofitting on build-
ings and manufacture the tools to 
make them more efficient. We’ve got 
to just be a little bit more creative. We 
can make cars in Ohio and in Michigan 
and Minnesota and all over this coun-
try in a way that is fuel efficient so 
consumers want them. We can do these 
things. 

As a matter of fact, the American 
automakers are late to the game, but 
they’ve started to make fuel efficient 
cars. We need to make sure they con-
tinue to do that. 

I yield back to the gentlelady. 
Ms. FUDGE. The one thing that you 

said that is just so very true—if at 
some point we don’t start to make 
things in this Nation again, we are 
never going to dig ourselves out of this 
hole. I mean, you talk about the mid-
dle class. I’m from Ohio that has been 
hit especially hard, one of the biggest 
manufacturing States in the United 
States. We made our living making 
cars, clothes, widgets, whatever they 
were; we made a living manufacturing. 

But what has happened over the last 
few years? I mean, we’ve lost more 
than 60 percent of our manufacturing. 
And a lot of it did go overseas—there’s 
absolutely no doubt about that. And 
then the other thing is it became more 
high tech, and so people were not then 
retrained to maintain those positions. 
A lot of it became automated, and so 
they downsized. But we have taken sig-
nificant losses. In our State alone we 
lost more than 200,000 manufacturing 
jobs over the last 2 years. So we have 
to find a way to get those people back 
into the work force. 

I yield. 
Mr. ELLISON. Well, the gentlelady is 

right. I mean the fact is the high-wage 
sector has been the manufacturing sec-
tor historically. And there’s really no 
reason that America cannot make 
great things. Like I said, the solar pan-
els, the windmills, the things that—the 
fuel efficient vehicles. There’s all kinds 
of things in the tech area. We need 
training, and we need the government 
to invest in an industrial policy, a 
manufacturing policy that says, hey, 
you know what? We’re going to make 
sure America makes things. Let’s get 
the label ‘‘Made in America’’ stamped 
on some stuff again, just like it used to 
be. It can be. 

And let me just tell you. We need to 
address manufacturing policy. We need 
to address trade policy. But this time 
around, when we rededicate ourselves 
to manufacturing, let’s not say that 
it’s only for some; let’s say it’s for all. 
Let’s not say it’s green for some; it’s 
green for all. Let’s not say that the 
manufacturing renewal is for one 
group, one segment of the community; 
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let’s say it’s for all segments of the 
community. And let’s invest in making 
things again in Ohio, in Minnesota, in 
Michigan, in Florida, and Texas, and 
all over this country. 

And let’s also say that we can work 
in our educational system where we 
can make manufacturing and cre-
ativity a value system all over again. 
So see, this thing is connected to how 
we educate our youngsters. We’ve got 
to say, you know, STEM—science, 
technology, you know, math, and we’ve 
got to get into the schools, and we’ve 
got to make sure that that curriculum 
is available for all the kids. 

Ms. FUDGE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLISON. Absolutely. 
Ms. FUDGE. I think you just really 

hit the nail on the head. We have to, at 
some point, prepare our young people 
for a job once they leave high school. 
All children are not going to college. 
We have to prepare young people to be 
able to do something when they leave 
high school because really all college 
does is prepare you to work anyway. So 
we need to prepare all young people to 
work as soon as they leave high school. 
And the only way to do that is to start 
to train them in the new green tech-
nologies, in the weatherization pro-
grams that we’ve put out there, to put 
them in positions where they can sit at 
a computer and do manufacturing jobs, 
where they can assist people who need 
help, maybe if it’s just training them 
to do other things. 

We can put in windows. We can build 
homes. We can do so many things. But 
young people have never been geared in 
a direction to think about work after 
high school. We just keep talking 
about college. 

And I think college is important. I 
am a very, very strong proponent of 
education, and I am passionate about 
education. But the reality of our lives 
is that less—that fewer young people, 
especially young people of color, are 
going to college. And if this trend con-
tinues with their parents unemployed, 
with them not being able to find jobs 
themselves, then that number is going 
to continue to decrease. So we do have 
to address that in a very, very, serious 
way and in a very timely manner. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentlelady 
would yield back, I’d also say, you 
know, America’s crumbling. You know, 
in Minnesota, August 1, 2007, we had a 
bridge collapse. I–35 collapsed. It went 
over the Mississippi River, and it fell 
into that river. We lost 13 Minnesotans. 
They lost their lives. And 65 people— 
no, 100 people—had back injuries as 
they fell 65 feet. 

You know what? I bet you in Ohio 
and Minnesota and Michigan we’ve got 
more potholes than we can shake a 
stick at. We need—our buildings are 
crumbling, our infrastructure is crum-
bling. We need to put broadband all 
over this country. We need to rebuild 
in America. It’s not like there’s not 
enough work to do. It’s not like, oh 
well, everything’s done and nothing 

needs to be maintained or made. We 
need to rebuild America. There’s 
enough work to be done; we’ve just got 
to get about doing it. 

And so I just want to point out, you 
know. Don’t be thinking that there’s 
not work in America, you know. We’ve 
got work to be done here. 

And you know what? I just want to 
draw another point out, Mr. Speaker, 
and the gentlelady from Ohio. You 
know, the fact is I was walking along 
the Cedar Lake in Minneapolis, and if 
you’re not from the Twin Cities you 
may not know about Cedar Lake. It’s 
the land of 10,000 lakes. We’ve got lakes 
everywhere. You can hardly walk any-
where without stepping in one of them. 

And I was walking along a trail at 
Cedar Lake, and I sat down at a picnic 
table, and it was a sturdy table. And I 
sat there, and I ate some chicken or 
something. But when I got up I saw a 
little plate on that table and it said, 
WPA 1934. That table was made by an-
other generation when Americans were 
out of work, Americans of all colors. 

This time we’ve got Americans out of 
work again. And at that time, that 
generation responded to the needs of 
employment and to the needs of the 
country to be built up, and we can’t do 
any less in this day and in this time 
and in this age. We need a WPA-style, 
CCC camp. We need direct government 
job creation to help work ourselves up 
out of this recession. 

And let me tell you, when the econ-
omy finally turns around, we’re going 
to have some picnic tables that people 
in 2050 are going to be sitting on. We’re 
going to have some trails that people 
in 2050 are walking on. We’re going to, 
you know, have some bike paths that 
people are on. We’re going to have 
some stronger bridges. We’re going to 
have some broadband cable laid so peo-
ple can talk all over this country and 
be on the computer. 

So I yield back to the gentlelady. 
This is a vision we need to pursue 

Ms. FUDGE. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. Let me just take that 
WPA one step further. I happen to have 
given a speech in Memphis, Tennessee, 
on Saturday, and had found out that 
over the 8 years WPA was in existence 
in the State of Tennessee, more than 
240,000 people were hired. Those people 
built the stadium, the zoo, the juvenile 
center. I mean, there is so much that 
still exists. 

And I also want to take the training 
part one step further. We’re going to 
have to do more targeted training. I 
come from an area that, in my opinion, 
has the best health care in the world. 
But there is a shortage of nurses; there 
is a shortage of primary care physi-
cians; there is a shortage of techni-
cians. There is a shortage of people to 
just—orderlies, cooks, I mean, every-
thing that you can think of that goes 
into a hospital or a community center, 
there is a shortage. 

We have community colleges. We 
have some of the best educational in-
stitutions. Why are we not focusing 

more on filling in for the shortages 
that we need? Because the jobs are 
there for them to take. 

That’s what we need to be focusing 
on as opposed to some of the things 
that, in my opinion, are not going to be 
especially helpful. I certainly believe 
any skill you have can help. But if we 
know jobs are available in the health 
professions, then we need to be focus-
ing on health professions. If we know 
the jobs are available in steel, which 
we don’t have a lot of anymore, but we 
still do have some of those things, let’s 
train in those areas because I think 
we’ve got the training money. 

We put all this training money into 
the Recovery Act. Let’s make sure that 
once we spend it, the outcome is going 
to be what we want it to be. 

I yield. 
Mr. ELLISON. Well, I thank the gen-

tlelady for yielding. I’m glad you men-
tioned steel. Now you know there is no 
reason in the world we can’t make 
more steel in America. In Minnesota 
we make steel. We’ve got taconite 
mines in Minnesota. It’s in an area 
called the Iron Range, and we make 
steel. And you know what? We make 
some of the highest quality steel in the 
world. And if you really want to make 
something that’s going to have to last 
and the steel that’s going to have a lot 
of integrity, this is the place you want 
to get the steel from. 

Yet, we’re making bridges and roads 
all over this country importing the 
steel from other places. Let’s make the 
steel here. Let’s adjust our trade policy 
to make sure we’ve got a fair, even, 
level playing field 

Ms. FUDGE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, ma’am. Yield 
back. 

Ms. FUDGE. You’ve talked about in-
frastructure twice, and I think it’s so 
significant, because one of the things 
that we know we need across this Na-
tion is to shore up our infrastructure. 
We know we need to do it. 

We need more apprenticeship pro-
grams for young people to learn how to 
build roads and bridges. We need more 
apprenticeship programs to teach peo-
ple how to paint bridges, to repair 
bridges, or to lay asphalt and concrete 
and steel and rebar, whatever it is that 
we need to do. That is happening all 
across this country. And we need to 
make sure that there are programs in 
place for young people to learn how to 
do those jobs because they are well- 
paying jobs. They are jobs that they 
will have for a lifetime because there’s 
always, as you say, from our commu-
nities, we’re always going to be fixing 
roads, and we’re always going to be fix-
ing bridges. 

And so I think it’s really important 
that we start to try to say to these 
people that it’s important that this be 
an opening for young people to get into 
these trades. 

I yield back to the gentleman. 
Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentlelady 

yield for a question? 
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Ms. FUDGE. Yes, I yield. 
Mr. ELLISON. Do you think that the 

Congressional Black Caucus has a vi-
sion for America to put America back 
to work? And do you think that con-
stituents of all colors, all faiths, all 
cultures, can be trained to do the work 
that needs to be done to rebuild Amer-
ica? 

Ms. FUDGE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, ma’am 
Ms. FUDGE. Without question. There 

is no doubt in my mind that if the plan 
we have presented, not only to the 
President, but to other Members of this 
body, to other institutions and agen-
cies that we have worked with and col-
laborated with, we have come up with 
something that I think is a can’t-miss, 
and I do, in fact, believe that it is time 
for our plan to be reviewed and to be 
moved forward. I mean, we have a good 
plan. We can put people back to work. 
And I just hope that others, our col-
leagues, will join with us in making 
sure we do that 

Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentlelady 
yield for another question? 

Ms. FUDGE. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. ELLISON. So the plan that the 
Congressional Black Caucus is offering, 
it’s not just a plan for African Ameri-
cans; it’s a plan for the whole country, 
is that right? 

I yield to the gentlelady. 
Ms. FUDGE. Absolutely, you’re right. 

And I thank you for yielding. The only 
thing that I would say about this plan 
is that this plan not only talks about 
how we get all Americans back to 
work, but it also says to us, how do we 
get those people who have been unem-
ployed for so long or those people who 
are in such pockets of poverty that 
they don’t have the same opportuni-
ties, how do we lift them to the same 
level as all the others? 

Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentlelady 
yield back? 

Ms. FUDGE. I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. ELLISON. So that kind of vision, 
that is the kind of thing that we need 
more of around here. The Black Caucus 
does believe, you know, that we—that 
opportunity doesn’t know a color, 
doesn’t know a culture, doesn’t know a 
faith, that we all have to do better 
when we all do better, and that we, 
America, must make sure that we’re 
tapping the talents of everyone, wheth-
er that person is an African American 
person, living in the inner city, or a 
rural area, or a suburb, or any person, 
that we can’t leave our talent behind. 

We don’t know where the answer to 
curing cancer is. It might be locked up 
in the mind of a little Black girl in 
Cleveland somewhere, and she just 
needs some development of her talents. 
Does the Black Caucus believe that’s 
true? 

Ms. FUDGE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, ma’am. 
Ms. FUDGE. In this global economy 

in which we live, we need every single 

American to bring that which they are 
good at, that which they have trained 
for, worked for, that which they know, 
because if we don’t, then we are going 
to start to find ourselves not being the 
number one Nation in the world any-
more. We’re not going to be the Nation 
that brings forth all of the new tech-
nology, all of the new research, all of 
the new things that we know are going 
to move and drive this country. So I 
think it is imperative that every single 
individual, and we know every indi-
vidual has worth, but we certainly need 
to say to them, whatever it is that you 
can do, we need it as a Nation. That is 
what’s going to make us strong. That 
is what keeps the chain strong. I think 
that we are in a place where we just 
must continue to work with every sin-
gle person in this Nation. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentlelady 
would yield. I just want to offer the 
idea that, you know, so tonight we are 
talking, it’s the Congressional Black 
Caucus hour, we’re talking about jobs 
for Americans. We’ve talked about in-
frastructure. We’ve talked about manu-
facturing. We’ve talked about the need 
to address trade policy. We’ve talked 
about a progressive vision that the 
Congressional Black Caucus is offering 
for America to address joblessness, but 
also long-term joblessness. 

But also, I think we should make a 
mention that we’re relying on our 
small business and entrepreneurs to 
help get into this fight and get people 
employed again as well. And that’s why 
I was very pleased to hear certain 
members of the Congressional Black 
Caucus raise an issue with the Presi-
dent regarding streamlining and loos-
ening up the SBA to make sure, be-
cause if we can get the small busi-
nesses into this, they’re going to hire 
quicker than some of these big busi-
nesses are. 

b 2200 

A lot of big businesses, when they 
hire somebody they are going to just 
give the people they already have over-
time. And they are going to give the 
people they already have, make them 
work more hours often. And that is 
why we often see employment as a lag-
ging indicator even when the GDP is 
improving. 

But if we can get the small busi-
nesses to get some loans, that might be 
something that can really spark up the 
economy. So I was very pleased to hear 
Chairman BENNIE THOMPSON make this 
point, because I think small business 
development has got to be a key strat-
egy we pursue in getting America back 
to work. 

I would yield to the gentlelady. 
Ms. FUDGE. You are absolutely 

right. But the one thing we have to 
stress is that small business growth, 
that is where most of our people are 
employed. We know how important it 
is, but it has to be fair. We have to do 
it fairly. 

For those people who might be 
watching us for the first time, do un-

derstand that we don’t represent just 
African Americans. We don’t represent 
just minorities. There are very few of 
us in this entire caucus that represent 
just African Americans. I don’t know 
of any. So no one should feel that we 
are excluding any other group of peo-
ple. We want all of our people in need 
to be served by what we do. 

So it is important that we talk about 
small businesses, that we talk about 
contractors and how they are handled 
and treated in this country, minority 
and non-minority. We talk about 
women-owned businesses. We are advo-
cating for all of them to be treated 
fairly and equally as we dole out the 
resources that we think are going to 
help bring this country back. So I 
thank you for mentioning that, be-
cause we do represent so many people. 
We represent all people. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentlelady 
would yield, I only have about 10.2 per-
cent of my constituents who are Afri-
can American. I would say clearly 80 
percent of my constituents are white. 
We have a diverse community. We have 
new Americans, we have Latinos, we 
have different people from Russia com-
ing into our community. We welcome 
them. The Black Caucus is made up of 
African American members. This is 
rooted in the 1960s. But the truth is 
there are a lot of people who are white 
in the U.S. Congress who represent a 
great deal more black people than I do. 

So we always have a focus on what is 
good for the whole country, what is 
good for America, persistently unem-
ployed. But it is also true that our 
country does have a particular history 
as it relates to opportunity. And when 
we work for opportunity for all people, 
it enhances America, makes America 
better, and also helps people who have 
been on the more challenged end of the 
lack of opportunity. So this is some-
thing that we stand up for. 

I yield to the gentlelady. 
Ms. FUDGE. Thank you. I am very 

proud to say that I probably represent 
one of the most diverse districts in this 
House, and I am very proud of that. 
What I know, though, is that the peo-
ple who have the least are the people 
who need me the most. So I do focus 
more on the poor, I focus on children in 
need, I focus on the hungry. But so do 
all of the other people in my district, 
which makes me so proud. When you 
look at how we pull together to try to 
help the neediest people, all of us as a 
district, that is what has so impressed 
me about all of the people that I serve. 
So we all, I think, really understand 
the necessity of pulling up and helping 
our neighbor. And I am very proud that 
I represent people such as that. 

I yield back. 
Mr. ELLISON. The gentlelady is 

right. We have dynamic districts. You 
know, we have got a lot of smart peo-
ple in the districts we represent, good 
ideas coming from all places all the 
time. 

In fact, even this morning I was 
lucky enough to talk to some people 
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representing the business community, 
listening to some of their good ideas. 
They were telling me some of their 
views about how we might be able to 
generate some employment. And, actu-
ally, these are folks who work in small 
businesses, but also some Fortune 500 
companies. All of them, I am proud to 
say, want to help deal with this job gap 
we have. 

One of them pointed out and said, 
look, you know, we used to say that 5 
percent unemployment was a natural 
rate of unemployment. But, in fact, 
some economists say it is going to be 7 
percent unemployment is going to be 
the natural rate of unemployment. It 
would be a shame if we tolerate that. 
We need to be the people who fight that 
and say, look, we are trying to get 
every American who wants to work a 
job. 

Let me yield back to the gentlelady. 
And I see we are joined by one of my 
favorites. 

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you for yielding. 
I am going to make this comment, and 
then I am going to yield to our col-
league from Texas. 

I do want to say that certainly there 
is some recovery going on in this coun-
try. We just don’t want for people who 
need it the most to be left out of it. 

And I thank you so much, Represent-
ative ELLISON, for sharing this time 
with me. I am always impressed by 
your passion. I am always impressed by 
your ability to articulate your posi-
tion. And I thank you so much. 

Mr. Speaker, I would now yield to my 
colleague from Texas, the gentlelady 
from Texas, Ms. SHEILA JACKSON LEE. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank 
the Congresswoman from Ohio. And I 
rushed back because I was listening to 
you and this debate on the floor of the 
House. Let me bring you greetings 
from NBC-LEO, which is the compo-
nent of the National Black Caucus of 
Local Elected Officials, city council 
members and many mayors. And I 
mentioned you and Congresswoman 
BARBARA LEE, who I know was already 
on the floor, and Congressman EMAN-
UEL CLEAVER and others that came. 

Let me add to the cry and the des-
perate need for work for the chron-
ically unemployed. This is a time when 
we must focus on this effort. I met 
with my local governmental agency 
that receives Federal funding, and they 
are begging not only for the chron-
ically unemployed, which they are fa-
miliar with, but summer youth jobs. 
And this is the work of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus, to focus on those 
who have been left along the wayside. 

We are grateful for the leadership of 
this President that understands the 
value and importance of making sure 
that everyone has a job. I stopped call-
ing the Recovery Act ‘‘stimulus.’’ I call 
it an investment, an investment in peo-
ple. I don’t let anyone tag me with a 
stimulus bill. Stimulating. It is invest-
ing. It is building roads and bridges. It 
is putting people back to work. 

We want to make sure that those 
people who have been unemployed for a 

long period of time, who still have 
hope, who still have abilities to be able 
to work, want to make sure that those 
who have paid their time, who are re-
habilitated, who have families, who 
may have had a, if you will, a start 
that wasn’t the best start, may have 
deviated from the straight road but are 
now trying to ensure that their fami-
lies are taken care of, ex-felons, should 
be able to have training. 

We want to work with unions to en-
sure that they open vastly the opportu-
nities for people to be trained in ap-
prenticeships. And we want to make 
sure that small and minority busi-
nesses, who in fact are the backbone of 
this economy in terms of employment, 
get the opportunity through our trans-
portation infrastructure rebuild to be 
able to both participate in the contrac-
tual process of rebuild and then at the 
same time go into our communities 
and build. 

I want to say also that the faith com-
munity can be a real partner to us. 
They can be the sources of recruit-
ment. I have spoken to my pastors in 
my own congressional district. They 
are eager to work with us to provide 
resources and sites and populations of 
those who can be employed. 

This is a crucial effort that the Con-
gressional Black Caucus is initiating, 
our day on Wednesday when we will be 
speaking, in essence, truth to power, 
where we will be talking about the 
chronically unemployed, summer 
youth jobs, and public jobs. Maybe we 
cannot do the WPA as we did in World 
War II, but we can have a focus to en-
sure that there is an opportunity for 
every single American to have a job. 

And I would say in closing that the 
challenge is not hard, because we are 
talking about census tracts. And cen-
sus tracts have people from all walks of 
life. They are Caucasian, they are 
Latino, they are African American, 
they are Asian. We are talking about 
going into the census tracts that are 
documented as impoverished. We want 
to get those people who want to work, 
who can work. 

If we lift their boat, if we provide 
them with the opportunity for income, 
they are renting, they are buying, they 
are circulating the dollar inside our 
community. If we give small businesses 
the opportunity, they are growing, 
they are multiplying, and they are 
placed inside those communities. And 
if we give the summer youth job pro-
gram the boost that it needs to have, 
what an amazing opportunity to get 
young people not only to be committed 
to work and understand what work is, 
but to be able to invest in the commu-
nity, to be able to buy school supplies, 
school uniforms, and also to be able to 
help their family. 

I think that this effort is long over-
due. I look forward to working with 
President Obama and the Congres-
sional Black Caucus. I want to thank 
the chairwoman, BARBARA LEE. I want 
to thank Congresswoman FUDGE and 
the economic task force, which I am 
proud to be working with. 

And, finally, what I would say is I am 
going to speak about them later on 
this week, but Jack Yates won the 
State championship for basketball, and 
they are rated as the number one high 
school basketball team in the Nation. 
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I only cite them to say that our 
young people are not our yesterdays. 
They are not our todays. Excuse me, 
they are not our future. They are our 
todays. And as they play sports and 
they are academically geared as we 
want them to do, let’s give them an op-
portunity to work and to invest in 
themselves and to help them go for-
ward in their college education. 

I’m excited about what we are doing. 
It is something that cannot be left 
along the wayside. We cannot forget 
those who have been forgotten for too 
long. I believe that our theme should 
be the chronically unemployed not yes-
terday, and not even in the future, but 
today. We must answer the question to 
provide opportunities for them. 

Ms. FUDGE. I thank you so much 
again for joining me. It is always a 
pleasure to have your insight. You are 
just so very good at making the Amer-
ican people understand what the situa-
tion is and how we might correct it. 
And I thank you, as always, for helping 
me to formulate some of the ideas that 
I have as well. 

And I do want to reinforce some-
thing, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague 
said, and that is, we have to really pay 
some particular interest and concern 
to ex-felons and unskilled workers, be-
cause they are the ones who are, right 
now, at the bottom of the barrel. And 
we have to find a way, indeed, to get 
them gainful employment and to just 
make them feel useful to society again 
as well as to provide for their families. 
I think it’s so important. I thank you 
for raising that. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I want 
to quickly make two points. The com-
munity college system we have heard 
now is expanding because everyone 
wants an opportunity to be there and 
be trained. I hope that we will be able 
to have, in our package, the unem-
ployed who are getting unemployment, 
keeping their unemployment but get-
ting a scholarship to be trained which 
helps their income and, therefore, does 
not deprive of them that unemploy-
ment while they are getting a stipend 
to go to school. And I also hope that in 
the Houston community—I’m sorry. 
Let me cite the Houston community 
college system that I have on my mind. 
They do a great job, but that in our 
community college system, that those 
ex-felons that we have just spoken 
about can also be trained and be given 
opportunities. Let’s not close any door 
to the chronically unemployed. 

Ms. FUDGE. And it is one of the 
things we discussed with the President, 
how do we make sure that ex-felons in 
particular are included in programs 
that we are funding throughout our 
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States. So I think it is very, very im-
portant that we bring that to the at-
tention of the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank you for, 
again, allowing me to anchor this hour. 
It has, as always, been an interesting 
discussion amongst my colleagues 
about how we do the work we do, how 
we continue to be the conscience of the 
Congresses. I thank you so much. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, there are at least 13 private 
companies in the $1 billion revenue bracket 
and 19 companies listed in Fortune 500 in 
North Texas. Dallas is also known as the Sil-
icon Prairie of the United States and is proud 
to house the largest hi-tech employment cen-
ters in the nation. 

The 30th Congressional District in Texas, 
where I represent, concentrates on elec-
tronics, hi-tech industries, manufacturing, and 
has a very large concentration of global head-
quarters. 

However, current global economic trends 
force large high tech companies to lay off their 
workforce and it is apparent the industry has 
no immediate plans to rehire. 

I do believe job creation will occur through 
small businesses. Small businesses, infra-
structure, and clean energy are areas in which 
we can put Americans to work while putting 
our nation on a sturdier economic footing. The 
foundation for sustained economic growth 
must be our continuing focus and our ultimate 
goal which includes capitol lines of credit for 
small businesses. It continues to concern me 
that banks are currently not lending. 

(a) Establish public interest free loans for 
small IT companies to get new products on 
the market. Loan time should be in the range 
of 7 to 10 years; 

(b) Encourage banks to be more generous 
reworking home loans to prevent more fore-
closures; 

(c) Because our economic future depends 
on a financial system that encourages sound 
investments, honest dealings, and long-term 
growth, I believe jobs can be available if small 
businesses can get help. Small IT companies 
can be leaders in achieving electronic medical 
records; 

(d) And because our economic future de-
pends on our leadership in small business we 
can help them create jobs and employ more 
people through enhancing their abilities to lead 
in the installation of energy saving windows, 
weatherization, water-saving plumbing, etc. I 
am encouraged that the current administra-
tion’s policies will help investing in basic and 
applied research, as well as to create the in-
centives to build a new clean energy econ-
omy. 

As one of the Senior Members in the U.S. 
Congress, I will work with the administration 
and my colleagues in the House to make sure 
that the reauthorization of the Workforce In-
vestment Act (WIA) occurs in this Congress. 
The Workforce Investment Act addresses re-
training and training issues. I believe in work 
force training through local government or 
community colleges so opportunities can be 
fairly practiced. 

Ms. FUDGE. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

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 half the re-
maining time until midnight. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate being recognized here on the 
floor of the House. I came to the floor 
tonight, Mr. Speaker, to address you 
and hopefully the American people lis-
tening in. We will give some more 
thought to what is going on in this 
country. 

There are many people across Amer-
ica that are having trouble sleeping to-
night and last night and they will to-
morrow night and the next night and 
the next night because they see what is 
happening to our country. They are 
watching the deals that are being 
made. They have got to guess what 
they are because, yes, they are back 
behind closed doors, and they are more 
creative than ever before. 

Even though the President believed 
that it was incumbent upon him to at 
least go through the demonstration of 
discussions on C–SPAN and having bi-
partisan discussions which took place 
here in this city at the Blair House on 
February 25, it didn’t absolve the fact 
that intensively the weekend before 
and probably while the discussions 
were taking place and certainly inten-
sively after, there had been all kinds of 
backroom bargaining and deals that 
have been taking place. Not that we 
have to do all the legislation out in the 
open. This is just the point the Presi-
dent made, Mr. Speaker. 

The American people are watching 
what is happening to our liberty. They 
are laying awake at night. They are 
talking with each other at work, at 
play, and not quite over the backyard 
fence where I live, but further south, 
yes, it is warm enough for that. They 
are wondering how it is that the Amer-
ican people have done everything that 
they know how to do that is legal and 
proper to redress their grievances with 
the United States Congress, and still 
this Congress’ hearts are hardened. 
Still this Congress doesn’t hear the 
message that has been sent by the 
American people. 

Over and over again, it goes clear 
back to the beginning of August of last 
year, right after cap-and-tax passed 
this House, a bill that was not read by 
anybody and a bill that didn’t exist 
when it was debated on the floor, voted 
on on the floor. And when the House of 
Representatives, for the first time that 
I know, messaged a bill that didn’t 
exist to the United States Senate, 
right after that—I should pause for a 
moment, Mr. Speaker, and let that 
soak in—this House passed a huge 
bill—cap-and-trade they call it, cap- 
and-tax I call it—right before we left 
for the August break, a bill that didn’t 
exist, that was messaged to the United 
States Senate; a bill that didn’t exist 
messaged to the United States Senate, 
and then, Mr. Speaker, the debate over 
this national health care act began in 
earnest. 

Now, the American people are appre-
hensive about this. They love our lib-

erty, they love our Constitution, and 
they love our freedoms, as do I. And 
here is how this unfolded. 

We had a Democrat Presidential pri-
mary that was the challenge between 
Barrack Obama and Hillary Clinton. 
Hillary Clinton, 15 years earlier, had 
produced a legislation. A lot of that 
was done behind closed doors and in 
backroom bargaining sessions, but at 
least they had the boldness to intro-
duce a bill, a bill that went up on the 
flowchart, a flow that I still have 
somewhere in my archives. It scared 
the living daylights out of me, growth 
of government. But it was single-payer, 
socialized medicine, HillaryCare, re-
jected in this Congress 15 years ago, 
reared its ugly head in the Presidential 
primary on the Democrat side in 2007 
and 2008. The challenge between Hil-
lary Clinton and Barack Obama 
brought the focus on reforming health 
care before the Presidential race. 

Now, this is how these things happen. 
First, some experts out there go out 
and identify a problem, and then they 
get the media to pick up the problem. 
And then the political class begins to 
churn that problem and raise it to the 
level where, after a while, people hear 
it every day and they think, We must 
do something. We must do something. 

We got here because that contest in 
the Democrat primary side brought 
forward the health care issue as one of 
the top issues. Whether it was that im-
portant compared to our other prior-
ities like war or a collapsing economy, 
I would say this is not the time. But 
Barack Obama believed he had a man-
date as elected President. And as a can-
didate and early on as a President, 
Barack Obama, Mr. Speaker, consist-
ently made the statement that he is for 
a single-payer plan. ‘‘Single-payer 
plan’’ is code language for socialized 
medicine, for government pays every-
thing, government writes all the rules, 
government writes all the checks, gov-
ernment decides who works and who 
doesn’t. 

I have seen some of this language 
that has emerged that has been filed in 
this Congress clear back as early as 
1981 that said we should establish a na-
tional health care service and every-
body working in health care will be ei-
ther a salaried or an hourly employee. 
That means if you are a brain surgeon, 
you don’t get to charge for your serv-
ice. The government writes you a 
check once a month and you go operate 
on as many brains as you are given to 
operate on by the government. That is 
single payer. That is Canadian style. 
It’s German style. It’s British style. 
It’s European Union style. 

We know that Canadian style isn’t 
something all the Canadians want to 
live with. As a matter of fact, the Pre-
mier of Newfoundland and Labrador, 
his name is Danny Williams, a little 
over a month ago needed some heart 
surgery. And if he had submitted to the 
heart surgery that would have been 
available to him under the health care 
program in Canada, they would have 
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had to have gone in and split his ster-
num to do the surgery. 
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So there is a long recovery process to 
stitch that sternum back together, and 
it is painful. But the specialist in 
Mount Sinai Hospital in Miami had a 
procedure where they could go in under 
the arm, separate the ribs, and do the 
surgery. The recovery is a lot quicker. 

So what does the wealthy prime min-
ister of Newfoundland and Labrador 
do? He walked away from the Canadian 
system, flew down to Miami, and paid 
for his surgery out of his pocket. Now, 
that is Canadian access to American 
health care. 

No one who has been proposing this 
idea of socialized medicine has told us 
where we are going to go for our health 
care if we morph into the Canadian, 
German, European Union, United King-
dom model. No one who is proposing 
this socialized medicine, government- 
managed everything, has pointed to a 
single nation that has produced a 
model of health care insurance and de-
livery system that they would point to 
and say, We want to emulate that. We 
want to model that. No. 

Of all the experimenting that has 
been going on in the world, the experi-
ments haven’t worked out for the rest 
of the world, Mr. Speaker. I happen to 
have an example of how poorly those 
experiments have worked out in the 
world. 

This would be the survival rate chart 
comparing the countries by color. If 
you look at the blue, the mauve, I 
guess that would be, and then the yel-
low and the light blue, it goes this way, 
left to right, generally: United States, 
then Canada in the reddish, Europe in 
the yellow, and then England in the 
lighter blue or the green. 

Here are the types of cancer and the 
survival rates: Prostate cancer, United 
States, 91.90, call that 92 percent, sur-
vival rate for prostate cancer, as com-
pared to, going down the list: Canada is 
not as good, 85 percent; Europe, 57 per-
cent; and England, 50 percent, 51 per-
cent. That is prostate. Clearly better 
than anybody else. 

Breast cancer. The United States 
above everybody else. The slope is the 
same, although the competition is 
pretty close between us and Canada. 

Then you underline all men’s cancer 
lumped in together: Americans, 66 per-
cent survival rate; and then on down to 
53 percent for Canada; 47 percent for 
Europe; and 44 percent for England. 

A little bit different configuration 
here for all women’s cancer, but still 
the United States’ survival rate is bet-
ter. 

These are the outcomes that we get. 
The innovations that Americans are 
providing, by the way, are being uti-
lized in these countries. They just 
aren’t utilizing them as effectively as 
we are here in the United States, and 
they certainly aren’t innovating like 
we are here in the United States, Mr. 
Speaker. 

So President Obama believed that he 
had a mandate to produce a single- 
payer plan that emulated one of these 
systems that clearly, by survival rates, 
are failures. 

We have the best health care delivery 
system in the world. We have the best 
outcomes in the world. And, yes, we 
are spending a lot of money. We are a 
nation that makes a lot of money. We 
are apparently willing to pay that. 

So the President made this argu-
ment: The economy is collapsing, and 
we have to fix the economy. 

President Obama again, Mr. Speaker: 
We can’t fix the economy without first 
fixing health care, because health care 
costs too much money. 

So the President’s solution is throw 
another $2.5 trillion at a government 
takeover of health care. Spending too 
much money, you solve the problem by 
spending a lot more money. Now, that 
doesn’t pass the third-grade logic test, 
but somehow that argument just drifts 
off into the distance, and we operate on 
that premise as if it were a premise 
that was stable and built on some kind 
of logic. Well, it is not. 

The second argument the President 
made is that we need more competition 
in health insurance companies. Now, he 
didn’t get it done over there, but the 
President wants to establish an extra 
health insurance company that is the 
Federal Government. 

So you won’t hear this number very 
often. It’s certainly not something that 
would ever come out of the White 
House, the number of health insurance 
companies there are in the United 
States: 1,300 health insurance compa-
nies in the United States. Now, we 
can’t buy from all of them because 
some of them are health insurance 
companies within the States that mar-
ket to the residents within those 
States because they are prohibited 
from selling insurance outside of State 
lines. 

For example, a young 25-year-old 
man in reasonably good health in New 
Jersey would be paying $6,000 a year for 
a health insurance policy, where if he 
were in Kentucky he could buy a simi-
lar but not identical policy for around 
$1,000 a year. If you let that young man 
in New Jersey buy his insurance from 
Kentucky, I guarantee you he is going 
to buy the Kentucky insurance, the 
cheaper insurance. 

The President, though, his solution is 
to create another health insurance 
company so we could have 1,301 health 
insurance companies. Just one of them 
would be the Federal Government. And 
of the 100,000 possible health insurance 
varieties to choose from, the Presi-
dent’s company would produce, pick 
your number, 10 or 15 policies. So we 
would add a little bit to the number of 
choices we have there, but not to the 
competition. 

Meanwhile, the most expensive, un-
necessary thing we have is the lawsuit 
abuse in health care and the defensive 
medicine that necessarily must be part 
of it. If you look at the numbers on the 

range, they go down to as low as 5.5 
percent of overall health care costs are 
attributed to lawsuit abuse, much of it 
going into the pockets of the trial law-
yers, and that number goes on up to 35 
percent or so. 

The dollar figure that I would anchor 
to is health insurance underwriters’ 
number: 8.5 percent of overall health 
care costs. That is $207 billion a year 
unnecessarily being wasted, a lot into 
the pockets of the trial lawyers, a lot 
being spent on defensive medicine. 
Some goes to plaintiffs. That is $207 
billion a year. The Government Reform 
Committee produced a report that 
showed it was at $210 billion a year, but 
those numbers go on up to $650 billion 
a year. So there is a range. 

I will just take us back down to $207 
billion. That is a number that I think 
is entirely defensible and very conserv-
ative. And if you calculate that for the 
duration of the bill, Mr. Speaker, that 
is $2 trillion over the course of this 
bill. 

So the President is going to solve a 
problem of spending too much money 
by spending more, and he is going to 
solve the problem of not having enough 
competition in health insurance by cre-
ating a Federal health insurance com-
pany and regulating all the other in-
surance companies. Now, if they regu-
late the other insurance companies the 
way they are regulating Toyota right 
now, you can see how they can compete 
in the marketplace. 

Mr. Speaker, that is the framework 
of how we got here, and it is based on 
two flawed premises: One, we spend too 
much money, and the solution is to 
spend a lot more; and the other is, we 
don’t have enough competition in the 
health insurance industry, so the solu-
tion is to create a Federal health insur-
ance company. 

The solution is: Allow people to buy 
health insurance across State lines; fix 
the lawsuit abuse, reform the lawsuit 
abuse; and, provide for full deduct-
ibility for everybody’s health insur-
ance. 

I would be so happy to yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
THOMPSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. I 
thank my good friend from Iowa for 
hosting this Special Order tonight at a 
late hour, but it is important. It is im-
portant that we use every hour this 
week to stop what really is just a ter-
rible attack upon the health care of 
this country. 

When I came here 15 months ago, I 
came out of health care, 28 years work-
ing in nonprofit community health 
care, serving people that were facing 
life-changing disease and disability. I 
came here with a commitment that 
there were some things we could do to 
improve the system we have, and I 
have that same commitment today. 
But I came here with almost 30 years of 
experience, 30 years of pride in the 
health care system that we have, how 
we meet the needs of the people that 
have needs, and people with varying 
amounts of means as well. 
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There are many processes we have 

just in my congressional district. We 
have almost two-dozen rural hospitals. 
We also have other great facilities such 
as federally qualified medical centers 
that meet people’s needs that frankly 
don’t have a lot of means and don’t 
have a lot of money to put towards 
health care, but they have access to 
quality health care. 

And that is one of the things that 
disturbed me since this debate began, 
because the President and the Speaker 
have made this debate about access to 
health insurance. That is the wrong de-
bate, absolutely the wrong debate. We 
should be talking about and should 
have been talking about from day one 
access to quality health care. That is 
what Americans want. That is what 
Republicans are committed to. Those 
are the proposals that we put forward 
back in July. 

My good friend said a very important 
word when it comes to health care in 
this country and serving our citizens, 
and that is ‘‘innovation.’’ The United 
States of America is a country of inno-
vation when it comes to health care. 
The system we have allows us to find 
procedures, treatments, medications, 
even just medical equipment, new in-
novations that frankly help those sur-
vival rates that you referred to, many 
of those that contributed to those 
higher survival rates for cancer in the 
United States of America, innovations 
in health and recovery that, once we 
help people survive, help people to re-
habilitate, to recover, to get back to 
the things that they did in their lives, 
to be able to return to work and return 
to a productive life, which is what ev-
erybody strives to do. 

My background actually was specifi-
cally rehabilitation, durable medical 
equipment, wonderful innovations that 
help people live and age with dignity, 
help people stay in their own home set-
tings so that they don’t have to go into 
any kind of an institutional setting. 
That innovation only comes from the 
health system that we have. 
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There are four principles I’ve led my 
life by as a health care professional and 
have guided me in this debate in 15 
months, and that is that we need to do 
everything possible to, first of all, 
lower the cost of health care for every 
American. We need to strive to in-
crease the access to quality health care 
for all. We need to improve on the qual-
ity and the innovation that we’ve en-
joyed in this country, but we can do 
better. And the fourth principle for me 
is to strengthen that decisionmaking 
relationship between the patient and 
the physician, not allowing the govern-
ment or a bureaucrat to insert them-
selves in that decisionmaking process. 

Yet, as I look at what was the Pelosi 
health care bill and what I look at now 
as the Senate health care bill, I see, as 
I tear that apart, and not as a Repub-
lican, not as a partisan, but as someone 
who spent their lifetime dedicated to 

providing health care services and 
meeting the needs of people facing life- 
changing disease and disability, my 
evaluation, assessment is these bills 
make all four dimensions of health 
care worse. 

They drive up costs. We can talk 
more on that as we go on this evening. 
It really will limit access. It will serve 
to decrease quality in the long run. 
And certainly it will kill innovation, 
which has been just one of the bright 
spots of this health care system in this 
country. Frankly, it provides a wedge— 
and that’s a government or bureaucrat 
between the patient and physician in 
terms of decisionmaking. 

I yield back. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 

time and thanking the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, we have talked these dif-
ferent pieces over. I just reiterate this: 
that the principles you laid out—lower 
the cost, provide for access to good 
care, improve the quality, and 
strengthen the doctor-patient relation-
ship rather than intercede in the doc-
tor-patient relationship, which is what 
is going on—all of these discussions 
that we’re making, and they claim that 
there is a bipartisan bill out here. 

It’s pretty interesting. Some lan-
guage—the shell bill—apparently has 
gone to the Rules Committee and they 
have debated and reported a rule out of 
the Rules Committee that’s designed to 
be the reconciliation language. But the 
substance of this reconciliation appar-
ently isn’t in the bill. Seems to be only 
a couple of pieces about that bill, a 
shell bill, and then basically it’s pieces 
of H.R. 3200 that the House has passed 
that would be inserted supposedly as 
amendments. 

Well, it would be passed as reconcili-
ation language that would become 
amendments to the Senate bill and also 
an attachment of student loan provi-
sions in there. So it finalizes the com-
plete government takeover of the stu-
dent loan program. What student loans 
have to do with health care, what a 
takeover of our health care by the Fed-
eral Government have to do with stu-
dent loans might just be what qualifies 
a piece of legislation before the United 
States Senate down the hallway to 
meet the standards of reconciliation 
for the Parliamentarian so that this 
fantastic bait-and-switch can take 
place. 

Here are the circumstances, Mr. 
Speaker: the House has gone through 
great pains to pass a bill, and it was 
very, very close. Well, the Senate 
wouldn’t take up the House bill. The 
Senate took up the Senate bill. The 
House bill passed here November 7, 11 
o’clock at night, on a Saturday night. 
Unusual for this House to be in session 
at a time like that. But even more un-
usual was the United States Senate 
passing their version of a health care 
bill. That was on Christmas Eve morn-
ing. They stayed in session on Christ-
mas Eve morning and passed a bill with 
60 votes. That 60 votes was required to 
break the filibuster. 

And so we’re in a circumstance today 
where the Senate can’t pass their own 
version of the bill today because of the 
vacancy that was created by the death 
of Senator Kennedy, and was replaced 
by an appointment and then by a spe-
cial election on January 19. They elect-
ed SCOTT BROWN. They know SCOTT 
BROWN is a ‘‘no’’ vote on the Senate 
version of the bill. He has said so. 

So here’s the unique circumstance: 
the Senate can’t even pass their own 
version of the bill today. They can run 
that bill back across the Senate, and it 
would fail. The Senate wouldn’t pass 
the House version of the bill either. 
And so the House is being asked to pass 
the Senate version of the bill—the Sen-
ate version they can’t today, remem-
ber, Mr. Speaker. The House is being 
asked to pass that even though the 
House rejects it—pass it on faith—so 
that this reconciliation package, this 
shell bill that PAUL RYAN called a Tro-
jan horse, can be brought here to the 
floor of the House and be passed, be 
sent over to the Senate, where the Par-
liamentarian could rule on whether it 
would be able to take it up and pass it 
on a simple majority to circumvent the 
filibuster in the Senate. 

This is unprecedented. Others will 
say this has happened some 21 times in 
history—not in a government takeover 
of our health care, not in something as 
personal and private as this is. This is 
unprecedented. Then you have the 
Slaughter rule. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 

Well, if the gentleman will yield, you 
have been here obviously serving the 
American people a lot more years than 
I have, but I have a question in this 
process. Obviously, we’re supposed to— 
and I expect Friday night or Saturday 
we will see the Senate bill. It will be 
shoved at us, and we will be forced to 
take a vote on that. It will be a vote 
that we’re supposed to take with a 
promise, under reconciliation, that all 
the very terribly flawed parts of this 
bill will be fixed under reconciliation. 

My question is: Relying on your ex-
perience, what if reconciliation—if we 
take this and my Democratic col-
leagues pass the Senate bill, which 
they don’t like, but they do it under a 
false promise that it will be fixed in 
reconciliation, what happens if rec-
onciliation never occurs? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Then I think the 
gentleman does know what happens. If 
reconciliation doesn’t occur, the Presi-
dent will sign the Senate version of the 
bill that would have been passed by the 
House by hook or shenanigan, and that 
would become law. And it would be the 
law of the land. The law of the land 
would be the ‘‘Cornhusker Kickback,’’ 
the ‘‘Louisiana Purchase,’’ the ‘‘Flor-
ida Gatorade,’’ which exempts Florida 
from Medicare Advantage cuts. It 
would include also billions of dollars 
for medical health clinics in the State 
of Vermont to satisfy the Senator from 
Vermont and six or seven other special 
deals, along with language that would 
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fund abortion and also language that 
would fund illegals. That’s in the Sen-
ate bill, all of that. 

There’s some margins there where 
it’s not as egregious, the House version 
versus Senate, but Stupak language— 
BART STUPAK, as has been reported in 
the news, he has been advised that 
there will be no negotiations on that 
piece, that the Senate version of the 
bill that funds abortion is what they’re 
going to stick with here in the House. 
And so they’ll be forced to put up a 
vote ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no.’’ That’s what hap-
pens. 

This is on the cusp of becoming the 
law of the land. And the effort to 
produce this House version of the fix, 
which, by the way, I reject it all in any 
combination, it’s just the idea of cir-
cumventing the rules and trying to 
pass something through. They’re actu-
ally trying to amend a bill that is not 
law and then the promise becomes 
maybe a signed letter from 51 Senators 
that says that they will vote for a rec-
onciliation package that will amend 
the bill after the fact. 

The Founding Fathers never envi-
sioned that there would be legislation 
that passed both Houses of this Cham-
ber that neither House would accept. 
This House won’t accept the Senate 
version on its face. They will only deal 
with it if there is a reconciliation 
promise. The Senate can’t pass their 
own version of the bill today. They 
don’t have the votes to do it. They just 
had the votes while they had another 
Massachusetts vote. Now there’s been a 
special election. The American people 
have spoken. 

A piece of legislation that neither 
body can pass could very well become 
law in the next week. This city needs 
to fill up with people tomorrow. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. GOHMERT. I appreciate my 

friend yielding. You make great points. 
This is unprecedented, what is going 
on—to have the leaders in Congress and 
in the White House trying to ram 
through a health care bill that the ma-
jority, not just barely over 50 percent 
like the President won with, but way 
over 60 percent of Americans do not 
want this bill passed. Yet they’re forc-
ing it through. You wonder, why would 
someone work so hard to push through 
a bill that they know is grossly un-
popular. Even if you think it’s so gross-
ly unpopular, why wouldn’t you want 
to back up and start over? 

b 2240 

There are a number of things that 
have been said that are not true about 
the Senate bill. Now, you could be cyn-
ical like some people and say, Well, I 
think they’re lying. They’re dishonest. 

I wouldn’t say that. I think they’re 
just completely ignorant. And we all 
have areas of ignorance where there 
are things we don’t know. But I think 
that just like with the crap-and-trade 
bill, we had people come down here and 
say, This bill will not cost a single job. 
Well, that told you immediately that 

they had not read the bill, because to-
ward the back of the bill, there was a 
fund created, and it said that the fund 
was explicitly for those who lost their 
jobs. So we know that there is a vast 
ignorance by people who don’t read the 
bills that they come down here to talk 
about. 

Now, speaking of ignorance, we have 
David Axelrod down here. I see you 
have his quote there: The law of the 
land right now—this is what he said 
Sunday. I heard him say this. He seems 
like a really decent guy, so I’m sure 
that he didn’t intend to deceive, but he 
said? The law of the land right now is 
that Federal funds should not be used 
for abortion services. There’s nothing 
in the proposal that he’s—Obama’s ad-
vanced. There’s nothing in what would 
be approved by the Congress that 
would upset the existing status quo. 

And I appreciate my friend for yield-
ing because there are three things 
about this bill that allow for the Fed-
eral funding of abortion and, in fact, 
can require it. 

Number one, until now, all plans reg-
ulated by the Office of Personnel Man-
agement have been required to exclude 
nonfederally covered abortions. So the 
Senate bill allows all but one of the 
federally subsidized health care plans 
in each area to cover abortion. They’ll 
say, Now, you may have one plan that 
doesn’t take care of people like it 
needs to. We’ll offer one plan over here 
that probably nobody’s going to want 
to buy that will not cover abortions, 
but the plans that may well be what 
most people need will cover abortions. 
So if you want to buy the plan that 
you’re going to need, then you’re going 
to have to cover abortions. That’s one 
thing that’s very clear. So that’s one 
way. 

A second way under the Senate bill, 
it authorizes and appropriates billions 
of dollars in new funding outside the 
scope of the appropriations bills cov-
ered by the Hyde amendment. And the 
billions of dollars that are here—this is 
under section 10503, Community Health 
Centers and the National Health Serv-
ice Corps. Well, I don’t want to make 
the President look bad, so I will call it 
‘‘corpse’’ also. The Service Corps 
Funds, subsection B funding, it’s au-
thorized to be appropriated, and it is 
appropriated out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated to 
the CHC fund—that’s Community 
Health Center fund. And then sub-
section 1 of that to be transferred to 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to provide enhanced funding 
for the Community Health Center pro-
gram; $700,000 for fiscal year 2011, $800 
million for fiscal year 2012, $1 billion 
for fiscal year 2013, $1.6 billion for fis-
cal year 2014, and $2.9 billion for fiscal 
year 2015. 

Now, the reason that’s significant is 
that the Hyde amendment, which is ex-
isting law, only pertains to money ap-
propriated—actually, appropriated in 
the Labor and HHS bill. This money is 
not being appropriated in the labor and 

HHS bill. It is not covered by the Hyde 
amendment, and that’s why I’m sure 
that it’s got to be ignorance instead of 
the lie that David Axelrod is dem-
onstrating. He probably doesn’t realize 
that the Henry Hyde amendment only 
pertains to money appropriated 
through Labor and HHS. This is sepa-
rate money that is not restricted, and 
so it can go to community health cen-
ters to provide abortions. That is al-
lowed under this bill, and people need 
to understand that. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. If the gentleman 
will briefly yield, is that out of the 
House or Senate version, Mr. GOHMERT? 

Mr. GOHMERT. This is the Senate 
bill. This is the one that the House is 
expected to vote on this week, maybe 
Saturday. This is the bill that the 
House is going to vote on. So anybody 
that comes in here and thinks—or has 
been sold a bill of goods, because so 
often if you don’t read the bill and you 
allow somebody to tell you who you 
think may have read the bill that, Oh, 
no, no, no. That’s not—Oh, no, it 
doesn’t change existing law, they just 
don’t know. It does change existing 
law. You just have to read it and un-
derstand the implication of the Hyde 
amendment, what’s covered and, you 
know, the implication here. 

But there’s another thing, too. Sec-
tion 1303 of the Senate bill that we’re 
expected to vote on only limits the di-
rect use of Federal tax credit to fund 
abortion coverage. The credit still 
could be used to pay premiums for 
health care plans that allow abortions. 
So the Federal tax law, the Federal tax 
dollars, through their credits, are 
going to fund health care plans that 
allow abortion. That’s a third way that 
the Senate bill that we’re going to sup-
posedly vote on the end of this week 
will fund abortions. 

Now I know there are people in this 
body who think that’s a great thing, to 
fund abortions with Federal funds. Oth-
ers, like me and my friends here, be-
lieve that it is not appropriate to take 
money away from people who know in 
their hearts it’s murder to kill an un-
born child and make them take their 
tax dollars and pay for abortion. That’s 
been the law of the land for over 30 
years, and it is changed dramatically 
by the Senate bill. And people just 
need to understand, if they’re going to 
vote for this bill or they’re going to 
vote for a rule if it’s self-effectuating, 
then they are going to vote for and 
bring into effect a dramatic change to 
the law on Federal funding of abor-
tions. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time and posing a question back to the 
gentleman from Texas, having read 
through this language in the Senate 
version of the bill and done this anal-
ysis that you have so well delivered 
here on the floor, can you imagine that 
this would just be an innocent mistake 
created by the drafters? 

Mr. GOHMERT. Well, I can imagine 
that it’s an innocent mistake by those 
who are talking about the bill. I do not 
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believe it’s an innocent mistake by 
those who’ve drafted this bill. It’s un-
fortunate that we don’t know who they 
are. We were not privy to those private 
sessions that were not under C–SPAN 
cameras, that were not covered—or re-
porters were not allowed. Nobody was 
allowed to see. Certainly there were no 
Republican in the House or Senate that 
were allowed in there when this stuff 
was drafted. 

So, yes, I think it can be an innocent 
mistake, and I believe it is by many 
who don’t realize what this does. But 
to answer the gentleman’s question, 
it’s certainly not innocent by those 
who’ve drafted this to spend billions in 
tax dollars of tax money that can fund 
abortion. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, and I’m posing another question 
to the gentleman from Texas, the 
judge, and that is, was there an oppor-
tunity—would there be an opportunity 
for any Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives to offer an amendment to 
fix those provisions so that abortion is 
not funded under the Senate language 
of the bill? 

Mr. GOHMERT. My understanding is 
we’re not going to be given that oppor-
tunity to amend the bill here in the 
House. The House will have to pass the 
bill exactly as the Senate did. And ac-
tually, there was an effort in the Sen-
ate to amend the bill to put Stupak- 
type language in there, and they voted 
it down. Now, why would anybody in 
the Senate fight that kind of battle 
and work so hard to try to get that 
kind of Stupak language in the Senate 
bill and go to all the grueling fight 
that they had to try to get it in there 
if it was unnecessary? 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Well, I believe that some of our col-
leagues across the aisle are probably 
looking to vote for this Senate bill 
that may even agree with us on abor-
tion and how wrong that is to publicly 
fund, let alone to complete procedure 
under the promise—the promise it will 
be fixed through a reconciliation bill. 
And I just want to talk a little bit 
more about what the probability of 
that is. 

We’re going to be relying on the Sen-
ate to bring a bill to us, to pass a rec-
onciliation bill to make these fixes 
that they’re putting together, these 
sweeteners, these promises. Now, to 
the best of my knowledge right now, 
we’ve passed a number of bills in this 
Chamber in the past 15 months, and by 
my calculations, we’ve sent over 200 
bills to the Senate that are just lin-
gering in the Senate. They haven’t 
taken action on them. So if there’s 200 
bills there already that they haven’t 
taken action on, what is the prob-
ability, what is the chance that they’ll 
actually do a reconciliation bill that 
would make these fixes? 

b 2250 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Well, reclaiming 
my time, I think we should spend a lit-
tle time on the Slaughter rule. And be-

fore I go to that, I want to make the 
point that, Mr. Speaker, I anticipate 
there will be a lot of Americans in 
Washington, D.C., tomorrow. I believe 
there are a lot of Americans that have 
come in tonight to be here to stand up 
for their liberty and stand up for their 
freedom, stand up for their Constitu-
tion. They’ve done this on 9/12, and 
April 15, and November 5, and Novem-
ber 7, and again in December on the 
Senate side. And then they went to 
Massachusetts, where we received an 
intervention in Massachusetts. And 
now it’s up, again, to the American 
people to defend our freedom and our 
liberty and protect our health care. 

But one of the other maneuvers that 
is not off the table yet, and the major-
ity leader last Friday talked around it 
every way, every way except taking it 
off the table, and that is the Slaughter 
rule, named for the Chair of the Rules 
Committee, who proposes that, rather 
than requiring Democrats who don’t 
want to vote for the Senate version of 
the bill to vote for it, vote it up or 
down—they’re afraid it would fail. I 
don’t think they’re worried about mak-
ing them vote for it. I think they’re 
afraid it would fail. Her proposal is 
that they would just bring a rule that 
would deem that the Senate bill had 
been before the House and been passed. 
So they wouldn’t ever have to vote on 
the Senate bill. They would just pass a 
rule that would deem that it had been 
passed by the House, so there’d never 
be a recorded vote here in the House on 
the Senate version of the bill; and that 
way they could get it off the decks and 
over to the President’s desk where he 
is salivating to sign anything that says 
national health care. 

We have another expert on the floor 
tonight, another Texan. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Will the gentleman 
yield for just a moment? 

Mr. KING of Iowa. And I’m going to 
go to the first Texan right before I 
quickly yield to Dr. BURGESS, but Mr. 
GOHMERT, Judge GOHMERT. 

Mr. GOHMERT. I appreciate that. 
And my friend, Dr. BURGESS, has done 
probably more work in the area of 
health care reform and potential legis-
lation than anybody I know of in the 
House. And so, it’d be great to hear 
from him tonight. 

But I think it was critical, and it is 
critical for people to understand, who 
are really wrestling with whether or 
not they can satisfy their conscience 
and their concern over Federal tax dol-
lars being pried out of people’s hands 
to fund abortions against their will. 
It’s important that those people under-
stand that David Axelrod—apparently, 
we’re told he’s an honorable man, so 
are they all, so are they all honorable 
men—but that he apparently was igno-
rant of the law of which he spoke be-
cause he’s just wrong, completely, on 
three counts. And so if anybody’s try-
ing to salve their conscience over Fed-
eral funding of abortion, they need to 
understand there are three ways that 
Federal funding will pay for abortions 

if this Senate bill is passed. And I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time and thanking the gentleman from 
Texas, and yielding to Dr. BURGESS 
from Texas—who has constantly been 
pounding against this socialized medi-
cine plan, has a meeting in the morn-
ing at 8:00, again to put some more 
light on the subject matter—as much 
time as he may consume, the gen-
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. BURGESS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. I actually came 
down to talk about some polling data 
that was in the Wall Street Journal 
today. You know, you talk about the 
Slaughter rule. And one of the talking 
pundits on television tonight, Hardball, 
at the end of that program, the moder-
ator, the host said, it is only right that 
Congress allow an up-or-down vote on 
this health care bill. And he called on 
Republicans to stop obstructing. 

Let me remind everyone: Republicans 
are opposed to this bill, but Repub-
licans lack the numbers to obstruct 
much of anything right now. So it is an 
internal fight in the Democratic Cau-
cus that is obstructing this bill; it is 
not House Republicans. 

True, it is a bad bill. We all oppose it, 
as we should. But it is that internal 
fight on the Democratic side. 

Now, an up-or-down vote to me would 
mean that there’d be an up-or-down 
vote on some bill, not an up-or-down 
vote on a rule that deems passage of a 
bill that was passed by the Senate on 
Christmas Eve. Up-or-down vote means 
an up-or-down vote on an actual piece 
of legislation that has been filed with 
one of the clerks of either of the bod-
ies. 

And I know I need to address my re-
marks to the Speaker. Mr. Speaker, if 
I would just ask, if you haven’t thrown 
away your Wall Street Journal from 
today, you might want to take a look 
at it. There is some very interesting in-
formation in here, some polling data by 
Heather Higgins and Kellyanne 
Conway. Kellyanne Conway has spoken 
to many groups up here on the Hill 
many times. Their group is the polling 
company on behalf of the Independent 
Women’s Voice. Twelve hundred people 
were polled in 35 Congressional dis-
tricts; 20 previously had voted ‘‘yes’’ 
for the health care bill, 15 had voted 
‘‘no.’’ But the survey shows aston-
ishing intensity and sharp opposition, 
far more than the national polls re-
flect. For 82 percent of those surveyed, 
the health care bill is either the top or 
one of the top issues for deciding who 
to support for Congress next November. 
Seven in 10 would vote against a House 
Member who votes for the Senate 
health care bill with its special inter-
est provisions. That includes 45 percent 
of self-identified Democrats, 75 percent 
of independents, 88 percent of Repub-
licans, which you would expect. Almost 
half of the Democrats would not re-
elect a Democratic Member who voted 
for the Senate bill. 

Reconciliation poses its own set of 
problems. People see through that. 
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That is a parliamentary trick. Yeah, if 
you can have an up-or-down vote, let’s 
have an up-or-down vote on a bill, not 
on a procedural motion. 

But here was the part that really 
struck me. When they looked at var-
ious demographic groups, men and 
women, young and old, people who had 
voted for JOHN MCCAIN, people who had 
voted for Barack Obama, across all de-
mographic groups, they described dra-
matic pluralities that say that if the 
legislation doesn’t pass, they will be 
relieved. 

Well, I would submit that with 
what’s left of this week and what’s left 
of this bill, whether it’s a long hard 
slog or what, we have a chance to pro-
vide the relief to millions of Americans 
by killing this bill and stopping it in 
its tracks. 

We can talk a good story about re-
pealing the bill if it passes. The time 
for action is now. The action is to kill 
the bill. And I yield back to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas for coming down and laying this 
part out and making it clear. To me, 
it’s just breathtaking to think that the 
Rules Committee, up on the third floor, 
the hole in the wall committee, the 
people that rarely have a reporter in 
the room, and only once in the 7 years 
that I’ve been in this Congress has 
there been a television camera in the 
room, the people that conduct them-
selves as if they are operating out of 
the sight or the scrutiny of the public, 
would be the ones that would cook up 
the idea that they could bring a rule to 
the floor that would deem that the 
House had passed a Senate bill and 
dodge the idea of the vote. 

And I want to make this point over 
again. We are in this circumstance now 
where the Speaker, Mr. Speaker, the 
Speaker of the House, seems to be com-
pelled to bring a Senate version of the 
bill to the floor of the House, a bill 
that could not pass the Senate today, a 
bill that would not pass the House 
today on its own merits, and in order 
to get a bill to the President’s desk 
that they could chase with amend-
ments to fix the bill—according to 
them, fix it. I don’t think it actually 
improves it; it just makes it so that 
they can get the votes done. It’s called 
reconciliation. And they don’t even 
want to face that first vote of the Sen-
ate version of the bill. 

It is completely ironic that the 
House has to pass the Senate version of 
the bill that the Senate couldn’t pass 
because the Senate won’t pass the 
House version of the bill, but the House 
won’t vote on the Senate version of the 
bill that they have to pass that the 
Senate can’t pass so they’ll pass a rule 
instead that deems that the bill, the 
Senate bill, has passed the House. 
That’s what’s up. 

Now, I hope that’s really clear, Mr. 
Speaker, because I believe I said it pre-
cisely and exactly right. That’s what’s 
going on this Congress. No wonder peo-

ple are revolted by the business that is 
going on here. 

And I don’t think that we actually 
addressed the situation on how—I 
think Mr. GOHMERT did a good job of 
showing us how abortion is funded 
under this. But I don’t think we’ve ad-
dressed this very well at all tonight, on 
how either version of the bill, the one 
that, if we get one, we’re most likely to 
end up with, is the Senate version, 
funds illegals in this process. And the 
President has said, and many of his 
mouthpieces at the White House have 
said, the President won’t support a bill 
that funds illegals. Well, both versions, 
the House and Senate bill, do that. The 
Senate bill has tighter language than 
the House bill. But this language that 
protected the American taxpayers’ as-
sets from going to benefits to illegals 
was in the Medicaid legislation that 
existed for years and years. And 2 years 
ago, when the changes were forced 
through this House for SCHIP, the so-
cialized, Clinton-style Hillarycare for 
children and their parents, that piece 
of legislation lowered the standards for 
Medicaid so that the proof of citizen-
ship that did require a birth certificate 
and supporting documents, to keep it 
simple, was no longer required, and all 
that was required of an applicant for 
Medicaid then was to attest to a nine- 
digit number, presumably a Social Se-
curity number. 

b 2300 
That is essentially the standard that 

is in the Senate, the standard that is in 
the House. It lowers the standard to 
the point where fraud is anticipated to 
the point where the Congressional 
Budget Office’s calculations produce 
that it will open up health care bene-
fits to as many as 6.1 million illegals. 
That is CBO’s number. That is a num-
ber that is calculated from their esti-
mates, not exactly their number. It is 
not mine. 

That is where we stand with this leg-
islation that funds abortion—not so 
much the House version of the bill, we 
are not going to get that language— 
and legislation that funds illegals, leg-
islation that takes away our very free-
dom and liberty, that nationalizes our 
bodies, that tells everybody in America 
the Federal Government can tell you 
how your health care is going to be 
managed, that you will buy a health 
insurance policy, what type of care it 
will be, what tests will be provided, and 
what will not be provided. 

This is a great theft of American lib-
erty. And never before in the history of 
this country has the Federal Govern-
ment produced or approved a product 
that they required every American to 
own or buy, let alone the transfer of 
wealth of taxing people and putting re-
fundable tax credits in the hands of 
some people to buy insurance, while we 
expand the Medicaid rolls and tax oth-
ers for their insurance policies so that 
we can afford to pay others to buy in-
surance. 

And the next argument that will be 
of the next generation if this happens 

in Congress will be the argument that 
will come from this side of the aisle, 
and it will be, gosh, hand-wringers, we 
are spending so much money on admin-
istration writing out checks to people 
to buy their own health insurance pol-
icy, why do they need to have a policy? 
Why don’t we just provide them free 
health care? And then we can bypass 
all of this insurance business that is 
going on and put our money directly 
into the health care, because they 
won’t have enough money to provide 
the care because of the costs that are 
being driven up. That is the next gen-
eration of this debate. 

I am watching the clock; I think we 
are down to about 31⁄2 minutes left. But 
I want to yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for any concluding re-
marks he might have. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. I 
appreciate my good friend yielding. 

I appreciate Dr. BURGESS sharing 
those Wall Street Journal statistics. 
There was one just a few weeks prior, a 
CNN poll that showed that 79 percent 
of independents say start over. Stop 
the bill that is going on now. That is 
independents, 79 percent of them. 

I was visiting a hospital earlier 
today, and I talked with everyone. As I 
talked with the staff, I went with the 
physicians, the nurses, the therapists, 
the secretaries; that was the same mes-
sage they gave me. And these are folks 
that understand health care. They live 
it every day, long days in health care. 
And they said stop the madness, stop 
this bill, and start over. 

And I talked with patients, I talked 
with family members, and I talked 
with just visitors. It was kind of inter-
esting. They had no idea who I was. 
And I was riding in the elevator with a 
couple folks, and you can tell what is 
on their mind. They looked at me and 
they said, What are those people in 
Washington doing to our health care? 
They get it. The people at home get it. 
We need to stop and do the right 
things. 

I just throw in here in terms of the 
unintended consequences here, one of 
my first principles was to decrease 
costs for all Americans. And you men-
tioned tort reform. Even the President 
has acknowledged for those folks who 
buy their insurance individually, non- 
group, you know, he has come out and 
said this is going to drive their pre-
miums up 10 to 13 percent. Ten to 13 
percent. That is exactly opposite of 
what we should be doing. 

I appreciate you leading this tonight. 
I yield back. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, I thank the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas for any concluding 
remarks he might have. 

Mr. BURGESS. I think it is impor-
tant for people to remember that what 
we are doing right now has nothing to 
do with health care, has nothing to do 
with health care policy. This is all 
about pure political power and solidi-
fying a hold on political power for the 
next 2 or 3 generations. 
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This bill will be impossible to undo 

once it is passed. We need to step up 
and do our duty, stop this bill, then fix 
the things the American people want 
us to fix. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Reclaiming my 
time, purely political about expanding 
the dependency class because the de-
pendency class expands the political 
power of the left in America at the ex-
pense of our freedom and at the ex-
pense of our liberty, never to be gotten 
back again. 

I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for your 
indulgence tonight, and my colleagues 
for joining me. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. RYAN) is recognized for the re-
maining time until midnight. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I appreciate the opportunity here to 
respond to some of the criticisms that 
have been made here, unjust as they 
seem to be to me, and try to straighten 
the record out just a little bit. 

It is our belief on this side of the 
aisle that the United States Govern-
ment and the government of many of 
our States have a moral mission to 
protect our citizens, a moral mission to 
empower our citizens, and a moral mis-
sion to improve the lives of many of 
our citizens. The issue of health care 
reform to us on this side of the aisle is 
a moral issue, and it is an economic 
issue. 

When we see throughout our country 
the level of abuse that has been put 
upon the people of this country 
through the insurance system, that, 
my friends, that, Mr. Speaker, is a 
moral issue. Nobody is saying that this 
health care reform bill is a perfect bill. 
Nobody says that it is going to be a 
panacea, that it is going to fix all of 
our problems in this country. But this 
is a major step forward for our coun-
try. And we have as a country a moral 
obligation to stand up between what 
the insurance industry is doing to the 
American people, somebody has to in-
tervene. And there is nobody left be-
cause average people who are in Ohio 
or Iowa or some of these other States 
have no recourse. They cannot battle 
the insurance industry. 

This has been going on for years and 
years and years, where the insurance 
industry kicks people off the rolls 
when they need coverage or when they 
get sick, when they deny people cov-
erage because they have a preexisting 
condition; and so they therefore can’t 
get any insurance at all. And they have 
created a system here over the past few 
years, past 5, 10 years where we see 20, 
30, 40, 50 percent increases in health 
care costs for individuals and small 
businesses, and large businesses in 
many instances and the government. 

So we have a situation where we are 
that far from addressing one of the 

great moral issues of our time. And we 
are that far from addressing an eco-
nomic issue that will continue to 
strangle the economy of the United 
States of America if we fail to act. 

Now, I think it is very convenient for 
our friends on the other side of the 
aisle and those in the insurance indus-
try to say let’s start again. Let’s start 
all over. Let’s start from scratch. Well, 
if the insurance industry wants to go 
back and revoke 10 years of increases 
that they have bestowed upon the 
American people, if they want to start 
over, then maybe we will start over. If 
they want to eliminate all of the in-
creases that they put on the American 
people, eliminate them all. Let’s go 
back to 1995 or 1994 rates, or even just 
cost of living from 1994 or 1995 when we 
tried to do this the last time. Why 
don’t the insurance companies start 
over, Mr. Speaker, and go back and 
erase their increases that they put on 
the American people. Then we may 
consider starting over. 

Now, for those people, Mr. Speaker, 
who have been listening to this debate, 
they need to recognize that maybe this 
process isn’t pretty, and maybe we 
could have done a better job explaining 
what is going on. And many people, 
and our friends on the other side were 
talking about polls, and at the same 
time would lament the fact that we are 
governing by polls. 

So when you look at what has hap-
pened over the course of the past few 
years and what has happened to aver-
age people—I want to find the poll that 
we had here when you pull out the 
issues from the poll. So the general 
consensus is, do you want the health 
care? And they hear on the news, Mr. 
Speaker, about different things that 
are going on and they say, well, it 
doesn’t sound like such a good idea. 

b 2310 

But then when you pull out specific 
provisions of this bill, of this health 
care reform proposal, most of those 
issues, most of those reforms poll at 60, 
70, or 80 percent support. 

Are you for getting rid of preexisting 
conditions and allowing insurance com-
panies to not cover you because you 
have a preexisting condition? Sixty- 
seven percent of the American people 
support that. 

Do you support eliminating lifetime 
caps so that when you get sick and you 
really need the insurance, you can get 
it? Sixty to 70 percent of the American 
people support that. 

Do you support not being able to 
deny every child in the United States 
of America because of a preexisting 
condition? Seventy, 80 percent of the 
American people support that. 

Do you support giving small busi-
nesses tax credits to cover their work-
ers? Significant support for that. 

So we are moving forward with a pro-
posal that addresses the major needs of 
the American people. 

When you ask seniors, are you for 
closing the doughnut hole? More than a 

majority of seniors say, Yes, that is 
something that what we want included 
in the health reform proposal. And it is 
included in here. And many of these re-
forms will go in effect within the next 
year. 

And so when we pass this, Mr. Speak-
er, and our friends campaign in Novem-
ber about repealing this, they are going 
to have to go to all the moms and dads 
in the country and say, No, you know 
how your child, if they get sick or you 
want to get insurance, they can’t be 
denied because of a preexisting condi-
tion, they want to run a campaign say-
ing, No, we want to repeal that. Our 
friends on the other side of the aisle, 
when we say, You can’t be denied cov-
erage for a preexisting condition, they 
are going to want to run a campaign 
saying, No, we want to repeal that. 
When we close the doughnut hole and 
start moving in the direction of fully 
closing the doughnut hole that the Re-
publican Party put in here when they 
passed the prescription drug bill that 
they didn’t pay for, we had to borrow 
money from China to pay for it, and it 
has a doughnut hole in it, and we at-
tempt to close it, our friends on the 
other side of the aisle are going to run 
a campaign in November saying, We 
want to repeal the closure of the 
doughnut hole. 

Those are the issues that are in here, 
that are in this reform proposal, and 
these are the issues that are going to 
bring some justice to the health care 
industry in the United States of Amer-
ica. 

This isn’t about whether the govern-
ment is going to run health care or the 
insurance industry is going to run 
health care. This is about whether doc-
tors can make decisions. And our 
friends on the other side want to talk 
about life and liberty. Let’s talk about 
life and liberty. Let’s have this debate. 

You want to talk about freedom? 
How free are you when you are sick 
and you can’t afford health insurance? 
You can’t get out of bed to go to work. 
You have to give up your job because 
you don’t have health insurance. How 
free are you? I cannot be convinced 
that the Founders of this great country 
thought that freedom is somehow the 
government not protecting individual 
citizens from underhanded practices 
from a corporation. I can’t believe it. 

I believe that the definition of free-
dom is about being healthy and empow-
ered in 2010 in America. And if there is 
a corporation or an industry that is 
limiting your freedom by their under-
handed practices, then the government 
has a moral responsibility to intervene 
and to protect the individual citizen 
and protect the rights of the individual 
citizen. Let’s have this debate all day 
long, Mr. Speaker, telling me some 
boogie man is being created here that 
is going to come in to Washington, D.C. 

My one friend said nationalizing our 
bodies. One of our friends on the other 
side said that this was about national-
izing our bodies. What? Talk about fear 
mongering, Mr. Speaker. Nationalizing 
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our bodies? This is about protecting in-
dividuals in the United States of Amer-
ica who can’t protect themselves, and 
the government has a moral obligation 
to do it. If it is a foreign terrorist, 
moral obligation to do it. If it is crime 
in the streets and our cities, moral ob-
ligation to do it. If it is an unruly in-
dustry that has underhanded business 
practices, moral obligation to stop it. 
That is what we have here. That is why 
we are here. That is how this country 
was founded, to protect the individual 
freedoms. 

To say to small business people, You 
have to go out into the shark-infested 
waters to try to get health insurance 
and have 40, 50, 60 percent increases 
and do nothing about it because of 
some warped concept of freedom that is 
made up, how free is that business per-
son who takes money continually out 
of wages, out of capital investments 
into their factories, into their machine 
shops, into their businesses, into their 
technology, into training their work-
ers? They are not free to make good 
business decisions. They probably have 
all kinds of good ideas about what kind 
of investments they would rather be 
making than paying to some health in-
surance company that doesn’t give us 
value added. 

You want to help manufacturing in 
the United States of America? Help fix 
some of the health care burdens that 
our manufacturers are plagued with 
day in and day out. And how many fac-
tories were shuttered because they 
couldn’t make the capital investments 
because they had to put so much 
money into health care? How many? 

We have seen the decline in manufac-
turing over the last 10 or 20 years. We 
have seen stagnant wages over the last 
10 or 20 years because businesses had to 
absorb health care costs while simulta-
neously trying to compete with China 
and India and manufacturing all over 
the globe. And our friends on the other 
side want to start all over. And they 
want to tell all these people who are 
getting denied because they have a pre-
existing condition we need to start all 
over and wait another hundred years to 
do it, or at least another 15 years, the 
last time someone had the courage like 
President Clinton had to try to do this. 

We have an obligation to fix these 
problems. We didn’t get sent here to 
take polls. We were sent here to do the 
right thing. And it is my hope that this 
week—you know, it was great today. 
We were in Cleveland with the Presi-
dent. And he was in the middle of his 
speech, and he said something like, 
What we need, or, We need, and there 
was a pause. And a woman shouted out, 
‘‘We need courage.’’ 

We need courage. That is what people 
are feeling. They feel like there’s no 
one there to help them. They get stuck 
in situations where they don’t have 
anywhere to turn. And imagine the 
United States Government passing a 
law that says, when you get sick, you 
can’t get kicked off your insurance. 

b 2320 
That is what is in this bill. That is 

why, when you look at the lists of 
faith-based organizations who are sup-
porting this bill—Sojourners, Network, 
Catholic organizations, Evangelicals 
for Social Action, Jim Wallis at So-
journers, Catholics in Alliance for the 
Common Good, New Evangelical Part-
nership for the Common Good, former 
Associate General Secretary for U.S. 
Conference of Catholic Bishops, Sisters 
of Mercy of the Americas. Boston Col-
lege professors, University of Dayton 
professors, Marquette University pro-
fessors. On and on and on and on. 

Then, this weekend a huge endorse-
ment for this bill. As my friends on the 
other side were talking about the abor-
tion issue, 25 pro-life Catholic and 
evangelical leaders have endorsed this 
bill, and this weekend the Catholic 
Hospital Associations endorsed this 
bill. Do you think the Catholic Hos-
pital Associations of America would 
endorse this bill if this was a pro-abor-
tion bill? This is the pro-life bill. This 
may be the most pro-life bill that has 
passed this House in 20 years. 

How do we define life? How many 
people die too early because they are 
sick and they can’t get the proper 
care? How many people have a reduced 
quality of life because they can’t get 
proper health care? Aren’t those pro- 
life issues? They most certainly are. 
And to have the Catholic Hospital As-
sociation endorsing this bill, and then 
to come out and fearmonger, Mr. 
Speaker, on the abortion issue is 
wrong. It is wrong. Twenty-five pro-life 
Catholic and evangelical leaders, 
strong, nationally recognized endorsing 
this bill, because this is a pro-life bill, 
and we should support it as a pro-life 
bill. 

We talk a lot about freedom, too. 
How many people in America today are 
out there locked in a job that they 
probably don’t like all that well, that 
they probably would rather go work 
somewhere else or maybe, even better, 
start their own business? But they 
can’t leave their current employment 
because they know if they go out into 
the free market and they try to get 
their own insurance, that they won’t 
get covered because maybe they have a 
preexisting condition or maybe their 
spouse has a preexisting condition or 
maybe one of their kids has a pre-
existing condition. 

So our friends on the other side say, 
Start over. Don’t do that, don’t give 
that person who got an idea and wants 
to start a business in America and take 
a chance—don’t help them. 

Are we providing the kind of environ-
ment for someone to express, have the 
freedom to express their energy and 
their talents in America? No. We are 
limiting it if we don’t fix this health 
care system. We are limiting it. We 
have a moral obligation as a country to 
allow each and every individual in this 
country to express their talents and 
their skills in this country. We have 
the opportunity here in the next week 

or so to make this happen. We have 
never been so close, extending insur-
ance to 30 million Americans who cur-
rently don’t have it. 

A lot of people say, too, as we talk 
about this bill that they don’t want to 
pay for these 30 million people. It is 
important that we recognize that we 
all are already paying for these people 
who don’t have health insurance. 

You see, our friends on the other 
side—and I sat here and I watched 
them, and I listened very carefully, and 
they were picking these fringe issues to 
try to incite. They were talking about 
abortion, which, okay, I am sure they 
believe strongly in that. I do as well. I 
have a pro-life voting record. But when 
you have the Catholic Health Associa-
tion and you have 25 national Catholic 
and evangelical leaders supporting this 
bill, it becomes very difficult to scare 
the American people about that issue. 

They don’t want to talk about pre-
existing conditions. They don’t want to 
talk about making sure kids don’t get 
denied. They don’t want to talk about 
tax cuts, tax credits for small busi-
nesses to provide health care insur-
ance. Of course not. They don’t want to 
talk about how the Democrats are 
going to close the doughnut hole. They 
don’t want to talk about how seniors 
will not have to pay for any preventa-
tive care at all in Medicare. They don’t 
want to talk about how this bill is def-
icit neutral, how it actually reduces 
the deficit. They don’t want to talk 
about how this bill extends the life 
span of the Medicare program. They 
don’t want to talk about any of that 
stuff. And it goes back to the original 
memo that one of their top pollsters 
gave them in the spring that said: Do 
not let Obama pass health care reform. 
Do not let him. You will be in the mi-
nority for a long time. And so they will 
do anything they can, anything in 
their power to try to prevent this 
President from passing health care leg-
islation. 

It is good to know, Mr. Speaker, be-
cause they are rooting against the 
President. They are rooting against the 
President. If the President fails, we all 
fail. He has extended his hand, taken 
all of the Republican ideas, put many 
of them into the health care reform 
proposal, and there still are Repub-
licans who won’t vote for it. Just like 
in the stimulus package, we had to put 
$300 billion in tax cuts in the stimulus 
bill because that is what the Repub-
licans wanted, and we didn’t get any 
Republican votes, because there is no 
benefit for the Republican side to sup-
port the President, to support the 
American people, because politics has 
gotten in the way. 

So we have all of these issues that 
are going to go into effect within the 
year. Within the year small business 
tax credits, up to 35 percent of pre-
miums, will be immediately available 
to firms that choose to offer coverage, 
closing the part D doughnut hole. Im-
mediate help for the uninsured now to 
create an interim high-risk pool. End 
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rescissions so insurers can’t drop peo-
ple from coverage when they get sick. 
No discrimination against children 
with preexisting conditions. Are you 
going to vote against that? Go ahead. 

Extends coverage for young people up 
to their 26th birthday, so all the young 
people in our country will now be able 
to stay on their parents’ insurance 
until they are 26 years old. So if you 
want to go to grad school, you will be 
able to stay on your parents’ health in-
surance. Times are tough now. You 
may not be able to find work, or at 
least find work with some decent 
health care. You can stay on your par-
ents’ insurance until you are 26 years 
old. 

Bans lifetime limits on coverage. 
Bans restrictive annual limits on cov-
erage. Free preventative care under 
Medicare. This is a reform proposal 
that we should have passed 30 years 
ago. Those are the moral issues. But 
the economic issues are just as pro-
found, just as great. 

Small businesses have seen a 126 per-
cent increase over the last 5 or 6 years, 
and the projections as we move forward 
are even higher for families and small 
businesses: Up, up, up, and away will 
their health care costs go if we do 
nothing. 

And, as we said, they want us to start 
over. How about the insurance compa-
nies start over? How about the insur-
ance companies repeal 10 years of in-
creases and they start over? Maybe 
that would be fair. Wouldn’t that be 
nice? We want to start all over in this 
country, come together and figure 
something out. Repeal 10 years of your 
health care increases. Free preventa-
tive care under all the new health care 
plans, new independent appeals proc-
ess. Help for early retirees, which is 
something that is huge, I know, in 
Ohio. Creates a temporary reinsurance 
program until the exchange is avail-
able to help offset the cost of expensive 
health claims for employers that pro-
vide health benefits for retirees age 55 
to 64. Billions of dollars for community 
health clinics, and it increases the 
number of primary care doctors by 
making huge investments, making sure 
that we get that done. 

The Republicans didn’t do anything 
to address any of these issues for 10 
years. Now, all of a sudden, they are 
late to the game, and they still won’t 
support it. They say, Well, we are for 
repealing preexisting conditions. They 
are not going to vote for this bill. We 
are for tax credits for small businesses. 
They are not going to vote for this bill. 
We are for closing the doughnut hole. 
They are not going to vote for this bill. 
We are against preexisting conditions, 
making sure that any child doesn’t get 
denied coverage because of a pre-
existing condition. They are going to 
vote against this bill. We are for chil-
dren allowed to stay on their parents’ 
insurance until they are 26. They are 
going to vote against this bill. 

b 2330 
We’re for increased competition. 

They’re going to vote against this bill, 
because they’ve been told by the people 
who guide their political decisions, 
their pollsters, the cottage industry in 
Washington that tells political parties 
what to do, they have been told, Do not 
let the Democrats succeed in this. And 
we have asked time and time and time 
again for their suggestions. The Presi-
dent has taken many of them, imple-
mented them into this bill, and they 
keep moving the yardstick further and 
further down because they don’t want 
to support this because their political 
leadership, their pollsters, their lob-
byist friends say we can’t do it. We 
can’t let them get a win. 

And it’s not about the Democrats 
winning. This is about the people in 
our districts who are getting hurt; that 
are getting hurt by the current prac-
tices. And when you see the number of 
faith-based organizations supporting 
this legislation—Evangelical, Catholic, 
Jewish, Muslim, Buddhists, I mean, the 
spectrum of faith-based organizations 
in the United States of America are 
supporting this. And they all say, Is it 
perfect? No. Of course not. This is a 
body made of human beings who are 
flawed and make mistakes. But this is 
a tremendous step forward in our coun-
try—monumental, historic. 

I’m proud to be here today. I’m proud 
to support this bill. I’m going to be 
even prouder after it passes and we can 
point to X, Y, and Z, as I am tonight, 
exactly what is in here and exactly 
what the benefits are. I’ll be honest 
with you: I’m excited to run a cam-
paign in November talking about this. 
I want to see the campaign where all of 
the stuff that I just listed is the debate 
in the fall. And our friends on the other 
side and our TEA Party folks who 
haven’t done anything in 10 years to 
try to address any of these problems 
are going to want to repeal a ban on 
preexisting conditions for kids—chil-
dren; a ban on preexisting conditions 
for adults, saying that you shouldn’t be 
able to stay on your parents’ health in-
surance until you’re 26. They’re going 
to run a campaign saying that we 
should expand the doughnut hole in-
stead of closing the doughnut hole, 
which is what we’re doing in here. 
They’re going to run a campaign say-
ing that we want to repeal the tax cuts 
that we have given to small businesses 
to try to make this happen. We want to 
repeal the subsidies that people are 
going to get to help them pay for insur-
ance. 

It’s going to be a heck of a campaign. 
And they’re going to scream socialism 
like they have been doing for 7 years. 
They screamed about it. 

This is the same party, Mr. Speaker, 
that just a few years ago, when I first 
got in the Congress, the early part of 
this first decade, wanted to privatize 
Social Security. You don’t hear any-
body here saying they want to get rid 
of Medicare. I remember, we sat on this 
floor, Congresswoman WASSERMAN 

SCHULTZ, KENDRICK MEEK, and myself. 
Started when we first got in Congress. 
The first issue we were addressing was 
President Bush’s idea to privatize So-
cial Security. 

Now, imagine a year and a half ago if 
you had dumped your 401(k) or your 
Social Security was looking like your 
401(k) and you had nothing to draw 
upon. That’s the kind of vision we’re 
getting from the other side of the aisle. 
We’re talking about tax cuts for small 
businesses and individuals so that em-
ployers can provide health care and 
jobs. That’s what this is about. Our 
friends on the other side did not act. 
They led to what is happening here 
today, and we have got the con-
sequences of their inaction that we’re 
forced to deal with today. 

We have got a lot of issues to talk 
about. This is not going to be the last 
time we’re on the floor. We’re going to 
be here all week talking about these 
issues. But, again, our government has 
a moral mission, a moral responsibility 
to protect our citizens and to empower 
our citizens. This health care reform 
bill is about protecting our citizens. 
It’s not about government-run; it’s not 
about insurance-run. That’s a false de-
bate. This is about making sure that 
doctors and patients and families make 
their own health care decisions. That’s 
what this is about. 

This is about making sure that sen-
iors have an extended Medicare pro-
gram by making sure we rid it of 
waste, fraud, and abuse. This is making 
sure that our seniors have prescription 
drug programs. This is making sure 
that our government protects individ-
uals from the practices of the insur-
ance company, being denied a pre-
existing condition; that we protect our 
citizens from, when they get sick, their 
insurance company says to them, We 
can’t cover you any more. That’s what 
this reform bill is about. And those 
protections will empower and stimu-
late and allow the American people to 
express their talents in the market-
place. 

How many business people are going 
to have more money in their pocket to 
reinvest back into their business, into 
the technology, into the capital im-
provements? How many families are 
going to have more money to send 
their kids to college, to go on a family 
vacation, to make sure their kids can 
go to graduate school? How many peo-
ple who are locked into jobs now and 
fear starting their own business are out 
there? We don’t know. It’s a hard thing 
to quantify. But there are thousands of 
them. Who’s the next Bill Gates who 
has a spouse that maybe has a pre-
existing condition so they’re stuck in a 
cubicle somewhere and can’t start 
their own business? How many children 
in our country have been denied health 
insurance because they have a pre-
existing condition? How many people 
are in a hospital right now, right now, 
because they didn’t get the proper 
health care that they needed? And so 
their problems, their issues, their 
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health concerns got worse and they 
ended up in the hospital. 

We have a moral obligation to step 
up to bat and to make this happen. 
This reform bill is a good piece of legis-
lation. And I recognize that there are 
some outlets, some people who want to 
maybe not be quite as straightforward 
with the facts that are presented here 
in this bill, and they want to touch 
upon those same issues of abortion and 
immigration, all the issues that have 
been addressed in this bill. When you 
have 25 national pro-life Catholics and 
Evangelicals organizations endorsing 
this bill, when you have the Catholic 
Hospital Association endorsing this 
bill, you can honestly say that the 
abortion issue has been taken care of 
and that this is a pro-life bill. Because 
the idea of pro-life is very broad and 
should have a very broad interpreta-
tion. Quality of life, shortened life 
spans, those are pro-life issues. Short-
ened and reduced quality because they 
don’t have the proper health care, 
those are pro-life issues. 

Freedom to invest in your business, 
start your own business, those are 
issues that our Founding Fathers 
talked about a great deal. 

b 2340 
So we do have a moral obligation to 

pass this piece of legislation. When we 
pull out all of the parts of this bill, you 
will see that the American people sup-
port this. And the American people 
want this legislation. Here it is. I will 
read them real quickly. They would be 
more likely to support the reform if it 
has tax credits—these are all issues 
that are in here—if it has tax credits to 
small businesses, 73 percent more like-
ly to support; if it has insurance ex-
changes, 67 percent more likely to sup-
port; if you can keep what you have, 
which is exactly how this is set up, 66 
percent more likely to support the re-
form; if you ban preexisting conditions 
and denials, 63 percent; Medicaid ex-
pansion, 62 percent; dependent cov-
erage through 26 years old, 60 percent; 
close the Medicare doughnut hole, 60 
percent; subsidy assistance to individ-
uals, 57 percent. These are all things 
that are in the bill. These are all 
things that are in the bill and are all 
the reasons why we need to pass it. 

This is a basic human rights issue. 
This will be the most significant pro- 
life piece of legislation that has passed 
this House in a long, long time. This 
will be the most historic piece of legis-
lation that has passed this House in a 
long, long time. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois (at the request 

of Mr. HOYER) for today. 
Mr. BACA (at the request of Mr. 

HOYER) for March 12 on account of 
business in the district. 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida (at the request 
of Mr. BOEHNER) for today on account 
of illness caused by food poisoning. 

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 Ms. WOOLSEY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. ENGEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. POE of Texas) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, 
March 22. 

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, March 22. 
Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida 

for 5 minutes, today and March 16, 17, 
and 18. 

Mrs. CAPITO, for 5 minutes, March 16. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at 11 o’clock and 41 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, March 16, 2010, at 10:30 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: 

6584. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting Final Commission’s final rule — 
Final Model Privacy Form Under the 
Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act [Release Nos.: 34- 
61003, IA-2950, IC-28997; File No. S7-09-07] 
(RIN: 3235-AJO6) received February 17, 2010, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

6585. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations 
[Docket ID: FEMA-2008-0020] received Feb-
ruary 5, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

6586. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et ID: FEMA-2009-0020; Internal Agency 
Docket No. FEMA-8105] received February 
19, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

6587. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Changes In Flood Elevation Determinations 
[Docket ID: FEMA-2008-0020] received Feb-
ruary 19, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

6588. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations 
[Docket No.: FEMA-2008-0020] received Feb-
ruary 19, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

6589. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et ID: FEMA-2008-0020; Internal Agency 
Docket No. FEMA-8107] received February 
19, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

6590. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations 
[Docket ID: FEMA-2010-0003] received March 
8, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

6591. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et ID: FEMA-2010-0003; Internal Agency 
Docket No. FEMA-8119] received March 8, 
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

6592. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility for 
Failure To Maintain Adequate Floodplain 
Management Regulations [Docket ID: 
FEMA-2010-0003; Internal Agency Docket No. 
FEMA-8117] received March 8, 2010, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

6593. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et ID: FEMA-2010-0003; Internal Agency 
Docket No. FEMA-8115] received March 8, 
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

6594. A letter from the Chief Counsel, 
FEMA, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Suspension of Community Eligibility [Dock-
et ID: FEMA-2008-0020; Internal Agency 
Docket No. FEMA-8103] received February 
19, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

6595. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission’s final rule — Commission 
Guidance Regarding Disclosure Related to 
Climate Change [Release Nos.: 33-9106; 34- 
61469; FR-82] received February 17, 2010, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

6596. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Corporation For National and Community 
Service, transmitting the Corporation’s final 
rule — Serve America Act Amendments to 
the National and Community Service Act of 
1990 and the Domestic Volunteer Service Act 
of 1973 (RIN: 3045-AA50) received February 22, 
2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

6597. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule — 
Benefits Payable in Terminated Single-Em-
ployer Plans; Interest Assumptions for Val-
uing and Paying Benefits received February 
17, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

6598. A letter from the Senior Legal Advi-
sor/Chief, Wireless Telecommunications Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
MARITEL, INC. and MOBEX NETWORK 
SERVICES, LLC Petitions for Rule Making 
to Amend the Commission’s Rules to Provide 
Additional Flexibility for AMTS and VHF 
Public Coast Station Licensees [WT Docket 
No. 04-257] received February 17, 2010, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 
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6599. A letter from the Director, Inter-

national Cooperation, Department of De-
fense, transmitting Pursuant to Section 27(f) 
of the Arms Export Control Act and Section 
1(f) of Executive Order 11958, Transmittal No. 
01-10 informing of an intent to sign a Memo-
randum of Understanding with Australia; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

6600. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary For Export Administration, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Revisions to License 
Exception GOV to Provide Authorization for 
Exports and Reexports of Commodities for 
Use on International Space Station (ISS) 
[Docket No.: 0812241645-91422-01] (RIN: 0694- 
AE52) received February 5, 2010, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

6601. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser 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. 

6602. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting correspondence from Speaker 
Ahmed Fathy Sorour of the Egyptian Peo-
ple’s Assembly; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

6603. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Election Commission, transmitting in ac-
cordance with Section 647(b) of Title VI of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, FY 
2004, Pub. L. 108-199, the Commission’s Re-
port to Congress on FY 2009 Competitive 
Sourcing Efforts; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

6604. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s Alternative Fuel Vehi-
cle program report for FY 2009; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

6605. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s Annual Report on the Admin-
istration of the Government in the Sunshine 
Act for Calendar Year 2009; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

6606. A letter from the President and Chief 
Executive Officer, Little League Baseball, 
transmitting the Annual Report of Little 
League Baseball, Incorporated for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2009, pursuant to 
36 U.S.C. 1084(b); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

6607. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Sec-
tion 1256 Contracts Marked to Market (Rev. 
Rul. 2010-3) received March 4, 2010, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

6608. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Up-
date for Weighted Average Interest Rates, 
Yield Curves, and Segment Rates [Notice 
2010-20] received February 17, 2010, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

6609. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule 
— Examination of returns and claims for re-
fund, credit, or abatement; determination of 
correct tax liability (Rev. Proc. 2010-18) Feb-
ruary 17, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

6610. A letter from the Chief, Publications 
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service, 
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Ex-

amination of returns and claims for refund, 
credit, or abatement; determination of cor-
rect tax liability (Rev. Proc. 2010-17) received 
February 18, 2010, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

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 Ms. CLARKE (for herself, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, and Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California): 

H.R. 4842. A bill to authorize appropria-
tions for the Directorate of Science and 
Technology of the Department of Homeland 
Security for fiscal years 2011 and 2012, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security. 

By Mr. MINNICK (for himself and Mr. 
SIMPSON): 

H.R. 4843. A bill to amend title 32, United 
States Code, to authorize the Secretary of 
Defense to cover a larger share of expenses 
under the National Guard Youth Challenge 
Program in the case of a State program dur-
ing its first three years of operation; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY (for himself and 
Mr. STUPAK): 

H.R. 4844. A bill to ensure that amounts 
credited to the Harbor Maintenance Trust 
Fund are used for harbor maintenance; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committee 
on Rules, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: 
H.R. 4845. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to provide housing loan bene-
fits for children of members of the Armed 
Forces and veterans who die from service- 
connected disabilities; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York (for 
herself, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Ms. RICHARDSON, and Ms. 
BORDALLO): 

H.R. 4846. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services to conduct 
programs to screen adolescents, and educate 
health professionals, with respect to bleeding 
disorders; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 4847. A bill to provide for the estab-

lishment of the National Volcano Early 
Warning and Monitoring System; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 4848. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to reduce the rate of tax on 
corporations that make certain education 
contributions; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BOUCHER (for himself, Mr. 
WOLF, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr. 
FORBES, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 
PERRIELLO, and Mr. WITTMAN): 

H. Res. 1182. A resolution congratulating 
Radford University on the 100th anniversary 
of the university; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself and Mr. 
COOPER): 

H. Res. 1183. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
public debt as a share of gross domestic prod-
uct should be stabilized at not more than 60 

percent by 2018; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, 
244. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 

of the House of Representatives of the State 
of South Dakota, relative to House Concur-
rent Resolution No. 1008 urging the Congress 
to oppose current energy and climate legisla-
tion; jointly to the Committees on Energy 
and Commerce, Foreign Affairs, Financial 
Services, Science and Technology, Education 
and Labor, Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, Natural Resources, Ways and Means, 
and Agriculture. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 39: Mr. DOGGETT and Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 40: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. 
H.R. 205: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H.R. 208: Mr. KING of Iowa and Mr. 

MCHENRY. 
H.R. 426: Mr. REHBERG. 
H.R. 460: Mr. ROSS. 
H.R. 476: Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 510: Mr. HEINRICH. 
H.R. 690: Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. CLEAVER, and 

Mr. CHILDERS. 
H.R. 959: Mr. FOSTER, Mr. KRATOVIL, Mr. 

ADLER of New Jersey, Ms. MARKEY of Colo-
rado, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. PETERS, Mr. MURPHY 
of New York, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. DONNELLY of 
Indiana, Ms. GIFFORDS, Mr. KAGEN, Mr. 
ARCURI, Mr. MINNICK, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. WIL-
SON of Ohio, Mr. EHLERS, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. 
LANCE, Mr. UPTON, and Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1074: Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. BLUNT, and 
Mr. BOUCHER. 

H.R. 1175: Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. 
H.R. 1230: Mr. MAFFEI. 
H.R. 1310: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 1362: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. 
H.R. 1384: Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1431: Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 1443: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. FIL-

NER, and Ms. PINGREE of Maine. 
H.R. 1478: Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 1549: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 1744: Mr. LUCAS, Mr. KIND, Mr. 

CHILDERS, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. 
OLSON, Mr. GUTHRIE, and Mr. LATHAM. 

H.R. 2000: Mr. INSLEE and Ms. WATERS. 
H.R. 2067: Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut and 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 2105: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. COLE, 

and Mr. LEE of New York. 
H.R. 2119: Mr. TIAHRT. 
H.R. 2149: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 2251: Mr. POSEY. 
H.R. 2377: Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, Mr. 

SOUDER, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 2378: Mr. DENT. 
H.R. 2421: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona. 
H.R. 2672: Mr. KISSELL. 
H.R. 2746: Ms. FUDGE, Mr. GARAMENDI, and 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 2859: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 2866: Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 3077: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mrs. CAPPS. 
H.R. 3125: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 3286: Mr. LYNCH, Mr. KING of New 

York, Mr. FILNER, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. CARNEY, and Mr. KAGEN. 

H.R. 3315: Ms. HIRONO and Mr. ELLISON. 
H.R. 3328: Ms. FUDGE. 
H.R. 3438: Mr. FLEMING and Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 3577: Mr. TAYLOR. 
H.R. 3656: Mr. SOUDER. 
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H.R. 3670: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 3671: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 3712: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 

ISSA, Mr. MINNICK, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, and 
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. 

H.R. 3734: Ms. WOOLSEY. 
H.R. 3765: Mr. KING of Iowa. 
H.R. 3787: Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 3790: Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, 

and Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 3974: Ms. SPEIER, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. 

SCHIFF, and Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 3989: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 3995: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 

Texas and Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 4021: Mr. MOORE of Kansas, Mr. HARE, 

Ms. LEE of California, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, and Ms. WOOLSEY. 

H.R. 4051: Mr. MICHAUD and Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE of Florida. 

H.R. 4068: Mr. TANNER. 
H.R. 4109: Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 4128: Mr. MILLER of North Carolina 

and Mr. NADLER of New York. 
H.R. 4147: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 4214: Mr. BECERRA, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. 

ESHOO, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. 
HERGER, Mr. HONDA, Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of 
California, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. MCKEON, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
ROYCE, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. THOMPSON of 
California. 

H.R. 4241: Mr. TONKO and Mr. WAMP. 
H.R. 4324: Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jersey and 

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. 
H.R. 4374: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 4393: Mr. LEE of New York and Mr. 

PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 4400: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 4403: Mr. TAYLOR. 
H.R. 4463: Mr. HERGER. 
H.R. 4502: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 4530: Mr. CLEAVER and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 4564: Mr. KAGEN. 
H.R. 4592: Mr. LUJÁN. 
H.R. 4598: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. 

GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 4616: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. 

RICHARDSON, and Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. 
H.R. 4677: Mr. WATT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 

GUTIERREZ, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. 

LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Mr. MAFFEI, 
and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. 

H.R. 4689: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, 
Mr. FILNER, Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, and Mr. 
CARNEY. 

H.R. 4692: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 4710: Mrs. DAHLKEMPER and Mr. 

CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 4722: Mr. MARKEY of Massachusetts, 

Mr. SIRES, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Ms. GIF-
FORDS, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 

H.R. 4733: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. 
BERKLEY, Ms. SHEA-PORTER, and Mr. COHEN. 

H.R. 4755: Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 4806: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 4807: Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Ms. 

FOXX, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 4812: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 

COHEN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. 
NORTON, Ms. FUDGE, and Mr. MEEKS of New 
York. 

H.R. 4825: Mr. HODES and Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 4833: Mr. POLIS. 
H. Con. Res. 244: Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. ROE of 

Tennessee, Mr. TIM MURPHY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida, Mr. HARPER, Mr. KING-
STON, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. WHITFIELD, 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, 
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. MACK, 
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. LINDER, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. BOUSTANY, 
Mr. CAMPBELL, and Mr. BURGESS. 

H. Res. 22: Mr. ENGEL and Ms. KILROY. 
H. Res. 173: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H. Res. 213: Mr. CONYERS, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 

Ms. KAPTUR, and Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. 
H. Res. 252: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-

fornia and Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
H. Res. 516: Mr. BARTLETT. 
H. Res. 763: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H. Res. 947: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and Mr. 

KENNEDY. 
H. Res. 977: Mr. STEARNS. 
H. Res. 988: Mr. STEARNS. 
H. Res. 1040: Mr. ISSA. 
H. Res. 1060: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 
H. Res. 1099: Mr. WAMP. 
H. Res. 1116: Mr. SOUDER and Ms. TSONGAS. 

H. Res. 1139: Mr. FLEMING, Mrs. LUMMIS, 
Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. 
OLSON. 

H. Res. 1141: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. 
ZOE LOFGREN of California, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN, Mr. CON-
YERS, and Mr. HONDA. 

H. Res. 1148: Mr. MORAN of Virginia and Mr. 
SCHRADER. 

H. Res. 1157: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Ms. 
MATSUI. 

H. Res. 1158: Mr. LATOURETTE, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, and Mr. REYES. 

H. Res. 1174: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. BRALEY of 
Iowa, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. DAVIS 
of Illinois, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. HALL of New 
York, Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, Mr. KILDEE, 
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. NADLER of New York, Mr. 
PAYNE, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. 
SUTTON, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. WATERS, Mr. 
WATT, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WEINER, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. 
COOPER, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. 
SARBANES, and Mr. TONKO. 

H. Res. 1181: Mr. CANTOR and Mr. BURTON of 
Indiana. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H. Res. 1177: Mr. SIMPSON. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
110. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 

Wilton Manors City Commission, Florida, 
relative to Resolution No. 3508 congratu-
lating the President on his award of the 
Noble Peace Prize; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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