United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 1 1 1 CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION

Vol. 156

WASHINGTON, TUESDAY, MAY 18, 2010

No. 75

House of Representatives

The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 6, 2009,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning-hour
debate.

—————

BICYCLING BURNS CALORIES, NOT
FOSSIL FUEL

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
I just returned from a 2-day livability
tour, thanks to the courtesy of my col-
league, Congresswoman ALLYSON Y.
SCHWARTZ, a champion of sustain-
ability. I visited her district in Penn-
sylvania, where she represents parts of
Montgomery County and Philadelphia,
where we saw rural landscapes, small
townships, suburban communities,
dense urban areas, open space, aban-
doned industrial land, and an aging but
vital transit system. Together, they il-
lustrated all the challenges that we
face in our efforts to rebuild and renew
America.

I have a special interest in their ini-
tiative for a trail network, where their
vision and hard work was rewarded by
millions of dollars from the Obama ad-
ministration and the economic Recov-
ery Act to help fill in the gaps of an ex-
citing trail expansion for the two-State
region, including New Jersey.

Amidst impressive progress on Mayor
Michael Nutter’s vision to make Phila-
delphia the greenest city in America,
with innovative water projects, cre-
ative private sector efforts in green de-
velopment, township progress on revi-
talization, and important progress in
open space protection, the bicycle ses-
sion stood out. The increase in rider-

ship in Philadelphia was impressive,
and they have undertaken a spectac-
ular program—in all 172 elementary
schools to train young cyclists and pe-
destrians. It certainly got my atten-
tion. But so did the challenges they
face as cycling advocates. It didn’t ap-
pear as though the regional planning
agency, or PennDOT, placed a high pri-
ority on bicycle safety. I hope I'm
wrong, especially since bike fatalities
doubled last year in Philadelphia, but
it would not be unusual if it didn’t cap-
ture a priority. Nationally, bicycle and
pedestrians represent 15 percent of all
traffic fatalities but only 3 percent of
our spending on safety improvements
and education, about one-fifth of the
proportionate share that would be war-
ranted. It’s especially sad, because the
bike and pedestrian victims are more
likely to be children and the elderly,
more vulnerable populations that
should, if anything, command more of
our attention.

The cycling community is doing its
part to change this unfortunate pat-
tern. As part of its effort to raise
awareness, tomorrow in 49 States and
21 nations, there will be Rides of Si-
lence. There will be 274 silent proces-
sions riding no more than 12 miles an
hour to show respect for the families,
friends and neighbors of 700 cyclists
killed last year in America alone and
as a reminder to law enforcement, to
motorists and government officials of
both the dangers to and the opportuni-
ties for cyclists.

You know, it doesn’t have to be this
dangerous. Facilities, awareness, train-
ing and courtesy can all make cycling
safer. I have seen it firsthand. I rep-
resent Portland, Oregon, the unofficial
American cycling capital. We have had
spectacular increases in bike riding.
It’s doubled in the last 10 years alone,
the highest participation in any major
American city, but the rate of injuries
and death was cut in half.

At a time when more and more
Americans want to burn calories, not

fossil fuel like the oil bubbling out in
the Gulf, when they want to fight con-
gestion, obesity and save money cy-
cling, let’s work not just to make it
convenient and fun but safe, especially
for our children.

This is Bicycle Month. On Friday, we
have Bike to Work Day all across
America. Tomorrow, I hope Americans
will join us in respecting the Rides of
Silence to raise awareness for cycling
safety.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
CAPPS). Pursuant to clause 12(a) of rule
I, the Chair declares the House in re-
cess until 2 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 38
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

———
O 1400

AFTER RECESS

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

———

PRAYER

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

You alone are the Lord our God, Fa-
ther of all, Who is over all and works
through all and is in all. Each of us has
been endowed with great gifts by You,
Almighty God, and we receive these
gifts according to personal measure.

Let us therefore no longer act as
children, wasting time and playing
games with one another for our own
satisfaction. Allow us not to be tossed
about here and there by every kind of
story and rumor born of human trick-
ery, so skilled in half-truths.

Rather, Lord, hold us to that greater
truth founded on a unified assessment
that will provide common ground upon
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which we can stand together and
achieve lasting security; and as a Na-
tion, give You glory both now and for-
ever. Amen.

—————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

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

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. GUTIER-
REZ) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. GUTIERREZ led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

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

————

BP: BANNED PERMANENTLY

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

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, the
initials BP used to stand for British
Petroleum. But now it stands for Bury-
ing People—or Burying Precious nat-
ural resources—under a vast sea of oil.
But here’s what BP, a serial abuser of
our safety, our environment, and our
legal system, should really stand for.
BP: Banned Permanently.

Today, I ask my colleagues to end
any and all Federal oil drilling leases
for BP and begin an immediate civil
and criminal investigation to examine
the existing leases under BP. Almost a
month into one of the worst manmade
environmental and economic disasters,
BP has worked harder to minimize pub-
lic understanding than to minimize de-
struction to the Gulf of Mexico.
There’s plenty of finger-pointing from
BP, their $62 billion in profits, and
their multimillion-dollar team of lob-
byists. What BP should hear from us,
the American people, is simple: BP
stands for Banned Permanently.

I urge my colleagues to join me in de-
manding that Interior Secretary
Salazar tell ‘‘Banned Permanently”
they’ve made their last dollar from the
American people.

———

COURAGEOUS NFIB LAWSUIT

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I applaud the National Fed-
eration of Independent Business, better
known as NFIB, for standing up for
small businesses in the State of South
Carolina, like OCS Doors of Beaufort,
led by Jay Halloway, and the Sunset
Grill of West Columbia, established by
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Betty Jackson. Employees at small
businesses like these all across Amer-
ica are concerned about the impact of
the job-killing mandates of the govern-
ment health care takeover. The NFIB
estimates the takeover will kill 1.6
million jobs. The NFIB stood up for
small business employees last week
when they joined 20 States, including
South Carolina, in a lawsuit to over-
turn this government monstrosity.
There are health care alternatives that
Congress should consider, like the
SWAP Act, which continues to cover
preexisting conditions but will repeal
the tax hikes and unaffordable man-
dates on individuals and small business
owners.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September
11th in the Global War on Terrorism.

——————

GULF OIL SPILL

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, nearly 1
month after the Deepwater Horizon oil
spill began on April 20, oil continues to
flow from the well, poisoning and de-
stroying our water environment. The
rig activities were considered to be a
low-risk drilling exploration. Such a
classification sends chills up my spine,
given the countless riskier drilling
ventures occurring along the coasts of
our great Nation.

While millions of Americans watch
the news and see the destruction of the
gulf coast, the environment, and the
economy of that area, I think of the
thoughtless, baseless, cavalier Repub-
lican energy chant, ‘“‘Drill Baby Drill.”
It echoes in the ears of the American
public and anybody who cares about
the gulf coast of the United States.
“Drill Baby Drill”’ was a simplistic re-
sponse.

We use 25.9 percent of the world’s oil.
We have 2.2 percent of the world’s en-
ergy reserves. You don’t have to be a
math scholar or a Nobel Prize winner
to know that won’t work. You need to
find alternative forms of energy. Use
America’s great research and brain-
power. Harness solar. Harness the wind.
Find new ways to help us with our
problems with energy and not depend
on fossil fuels, not ruin our environ-
ment, and not risk the flora and the
fauna.

Mr. Speaker, we have to find a new
direction to be like America has been
in the past: innovative and creative.

———

CONFRONTING WASHINGTON’S
OUT-OF-CONTROL SPENDING

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, we learned
last week that the Federal Government
ran up an $82.7 billion deficit in April.
That’s the largest April deficit in our
Nation’s history. The Federal Govern-

May 18, 2010

ment is spending Americans’ tax dol-
lars at a record clip, so it’s no surprise
we’re facing this mountain of debt.

But we can fix this problem. House
Republicans have engaged the Amer-
ican people with an innovative online
tool called YouCut. It’s simple. Each
week, we’re giving Americans an op-
portunity to vote on a slate of waste-
ful, outdated, or duplicative Federal
programs to cut from the budget. The
top vote-getter will be offered up by
Republicans for a vote in the House.

So far, hundreds of thousands of con-
cerned citizens from across the country
have voted on the YouCut Web site and
made it clear they’re tired of Washing-
ton’s one-track spending mentality.
YouCut is a first step toward changing
the culture of always spending and
never saving here in Washington. By
itself, it won’t solve the problem. But
it is engaging our constituents in an
important, larger discussion about
reining in our skyrocketing debt and
out-of-control spending.

——————

MEXICAN MILITARY HELICOPTER
INCURSIONS

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, U.S.
Border Patrol agents have spotted yet
another Mexican military helicopter
incursion into Texas. That makes three
times these helicopters have crossed
the border into America this year, that
we know of. On Saturday, another
Mexican military helicopter was in
Texas, hovering near the Roma-Miguel
Aleman International Bridge. Two
other times this year, Mexican heli-
copters were photographed in Starr and
Zapata Counties in Texas.

These military incursions are becom-
ing routine. What are they doing here?
We don’t know. Has our government
protested this violation of inter-
national law? No one is talking. Our
own government seems to be blissfully
silent about these incursions. That’s
why I'm asking Homeland Security
Secretary Napolitano for some an-
swers.

The Federal Government is MIA on
our borders. Our government ought to
spend less time protesting States like
Arizona, trying to protect their citi-
zens from border violence, and start
getting some answers from Mexico
about their military helicopters flying
into the United States.

And that’s just the way it is.

————

PUTTING AMERICANS FIRST

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

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, on the Joe Scarborough Show,
Richard Haass, Chairman of the Coun-
cil on Foreign Relations, said China
had been investing in its economy over
the last 10 years while we have been in-
vesting in Iraq and Afghanistan. Mr.
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Haass proudly described himself as an
elitist. Well, it is elitists like him and
the organization he heads who helped
lead to the rush to an unnecessary war
in Iraq, and continues to push military
and civilian spending in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan that we simply cannot af-
ford. These people apparently are not
happy unless we are spending hundreds
of billions in other countries.

Mr. Haass seemingly did not feel
guilty at all when he said China had in-
vested in its economy while we have
blown a couple of trillion dollars in
Iraq and Afghanistan. Well, it’s long
past time for us to bring our troops and
contractors home and start investing
in our own economy. And it is time for
us to start putting Americans first and
stop spending so much money and
sending so many jobs to other coun-
tries.

———————

NO WORD FROM THE FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT ON THE GULF
COAST OIL SPILL

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, last
week, our committee on Energy and
Commerce, the Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations, held the first
of what is likely to be many hearings
into the events going on in the Gulf of
Mexico. So far, the hearings and inves-
tigation have been decidedly ‘‘asym-
metric.”” My committee demanded and
obtained thousands of pages of docu-
ments and testimony from the four
companies involved in the spill, but
virtually nothing—nothing—from the
administration. In fact, my committee
made no document requests and asked
for no testimony from the administra-
tion.

The Federal role would appear to be
an integral part of this story. We
should have representatives from the
Department of Interior and the Min-
erals Management Service explain why
in March of 2009, in the Initial Explo-
ration Plans for Deepwater Horizon, a
blowout scenario was simply not con-
templated, and why the Department of
Interior did not require a site-specific
oil spill response plan.

We’ve had no word from the Federal
Government and related agencies.
When will the administration begin to
work with Congress, rather than
against Congress and against the
American people?

——

NETWORKS SHOW DOUBLE STAND-
ARD ON SUPREME COURT NOMI-
NEE

(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. Mr. Speaker,
when former President George W. Bush
nominated John Roberts and Samuel
Alito for the Supreme Court, the tele-
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vision networks repeatedly described
them as ‘‘conservative,” and used
terms such as ‘‘bedrock conservative,”
“‘staunch conservative,” and ‘‘ultra-
conservative.” In contrast, the net-
works rarely label President Obama’s
Supreme Court nominee, Elena Kagan,
as ‘“‘liberal,” according to an analysis
by the Media Research Center. In fact,
the networks called Justice Alito ‘‘con-
servative” 10 times more often than
they called Judge Kagan ‘‘liberal”
after their respective nominations, ac-
cording to the MRC.

Perhaps that’s no surprise, consid-
ering the networks’ own political phi-
losophy. These are the same networks
who called Candidate Obama moderate,
even though he had the most liberal
voting record in the entire U.S. Senate.
The networks should give Americans
the facts about Supreme Court nomi-
nees, not practice double standards.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

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

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 17, 2010.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
The Speaker, U.S. 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
May 17, 2010 at 12:16 p.m.:

That the Senate passed with amendments
H.R. 2711.

Appointments:

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
LORRAINE C. MILLER.

———

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.

———
0 1415

ENDANGERED FISH RECOVERY
PROGRAMS IMPROVEMENT ACT
OF 2010

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2288) to amend Public Law
106-392 to maintain annual base fund-
ing for the Upper Colorado and San
Juan fish recovery programs through
fiscal year 2023, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H3489

H.R. 2288

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

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Endangered
Fish Recovery Programs Improvement Act of
2010".

SEC. 2. REAUTHORIZATION OF FISH RECOVERY
PROGRAMS.

Section 3(d)(2) of Public Law 106-392 (114
Stat. 1604 and 1605) is amended by inserting at
the end the following: ‘‘For fiscal years 2012
through 2023, there are hereby authorized to be
appropriated such sums as may be necessary to
provide for the annual base funding for the Re-
covery Implementation Programs above and be-
yond the continued use of power revenues to
fund the operation and maintenance of capital
projects and monitoring.”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. NAPOLITANO) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker,
H.R. 2288, introduced by our colleague
Representative JOHN SALAZAR from
Colorado and seven other colleagues,
would amend Public Law 106-392 to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal years
2012 to 2023 to fund fish recovery pro-
grams in the Upper Colorado and the
San Juan River Basins.

H.R. 2288 will help ensure the contin-
ued delivery of water from Federal
water projects to irrigators and munic-
ipal and industrial contractors
throughout the Upper Colorado River
Basin through fiscal year 2023. More
than 1,500 water projects will continue
to have certainty to move forward,
based on the support and commitments
generated through these recovery pro-
grams.

These recovery programs are nation-
ally recognized examples of diverse
stakeholders coming together to col-
laboratively find solutions without liti-
gation that allow everyone to use the
river systems to promote economic
growth while supporting compliance
with the Endangered Species Act and
the recovery of native fish species
within the Colorado River Basin.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
support the passage of H.R. 2288, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCcCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

This measure offers yet another ex-
ample of how the Endangered Species
Act has put a gun to the head of the
West. The unreasonable effect of this
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law is now impoverishing millions of
people across the country. In California
communities, it has devastated the ag-
ricultural sector of our economy, and
it threatens us all with permanent
water shortages, skyrocketing food
prices, and chronic unemployment.

The measure before us today seeks to
spend roughly $40 million through 2023
for research, management, operation,
and maintenance and other annual
noncapital expenditures in order to
keep ESA litigation at bay in the
Upper Colorado and San Juan River
Basins. It’s cosponsored by Representa-
tives of both parties, not because it
will produce a single drop of additional
water for this region but, rather, be-
cause it will forestall additional end-
less ESA lawsuits.

These programs only exist and only
command bipartisan support because
these steps are mandated by the ESA
under threat of the region losing fur-
ther access to its own water. And at
some point, we’re going to have to con-
sider major changes to the ESA before
it further depresses our economy,
strangles our agriculture, and depletes
our Treasury.

Let me offer one of the examples of
changes that I think needs to be made.
The administration is now pursuing
the deliberate destruction of four per-
fectly good hydroelectric dams on the
Klamath River that generate 155
megawatts of the cleanest and cheapest
electricity on the planet at the cost to
ratepayers and taxpayers of nearly $500
million to tear down. This is to restore
fish habitat for a few hundred salmon.
When I visited the region a few weeks
ago, I asked, If the salmon population
was in decline, why don’t we just build
a fish hatchery? The Macaulay fish
hatchery in Juneau, for example, pro-
duces 170 million salmon every year.
And the answer was, We already have a
fish hatchery below the dams at Iron
Gate, but the Endangered Species Act
doesn’t allow us to count the millions
of fish that it produces. This is insane.

In this case, it’s going to cost us $40
million, according to the CBO, on a
program that lacks explicit goals and
is running outrageous overhead—22
percent in one case. Now, let me em-
phasize this: This program doesn’t even
set specific recovery goals, so there’s
no rational way of judging success or
failure either now or in the future. It is
simply a bureaucratic perpetual spend-
ing machine.

The good news is, this program does
include fish hatcheries, but without
any numerical standard for success,
their production becomes irrelevant to
the program. We’re squandering the
earnings of our citizens on bureau-
cratic paperwork and Rube Goldberg
contraptions with no rational standard
for success instead of investing that
money for new water supplies.

This bill continues a folly that our
Nation and our economy can no longer
afford. I realize that many of the sup-
porters feel that this is the path of
least resistance within the current

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

legal framework in order to continue
to use the water projects that we’ve al-
ready paid for. Well, that may be the
case. But the path of least resistance is
destroying our economy, bankrupting
our country, and perhaps it’s time we
took the path less well traveled, the
path of common sense.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I
won’t go into any other dialogue other
than to yield, for as much time as he
may consume, to the gentleman from
Colorado, Congressman SALAZAR.

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the distinguished chairwoman
of the subcommittee for moving this
important bill forward. I would like to
share with you and my esteemed col-
leagues the importance of the Upper
Colorado River and San Juan River
Basin Endangered Fish Recovery Pro-
gram. This program is a premiere ex-
ample of how to recover endangered
fish species while also providing more
than 3 million acre-feet of water per
year to Federal, tribal, and non-Fed-
eral water projects. It has been cited as
the most successful fish recovery pro-
gram in the United States and is used
as a model for other recovery programs
developed across the country.

Today I am happy to see that the
House is passing H.R. 2288, to ensure
the program can finish the restoration
projects identified for complete suc-
cess. This bill extends the authoriza-
tion of the program until the year 2023.
At that time, the fish species in con-
cern will be fully recovered, and the in-
frastructure will be in place to ensure
continued success. The projects com-
pleted to date on the Upper Colorado
and San Juan River Basins are exam-
ples of outstanding cooperation among
a diverse group of local, State, Federal
Government agencies, environmental
groups, water users, farmers, ranchers,
and utility consumers.

People ask why they’ve never heard
of the recovery program, and that is
because it has been so successful. The
fish identified as being under threat
have been substantially maintained.
This bill is critical for the continued
and final success of the projects nec-
essary for recovery of the endangered
fish.

I would also like to note that when
this program was enacted, it was done
with the understanding that power rev-
enues would be used to pay for the
costs of implementing the two fish re-
covery programs. Due to PAYGO rules,
the legislation now lets the power cus-
tomers only pay a part of the cost of
these programs while national tax-
payers cover the rest. The original pro-
gram was agreed to based upon the un-
derstanding that power customers
would pay for the fish recovery pro-
grams, and I hope that they will work
with the rest of the parties to fulfill
this funding obligation after 2011.

Mr. Speaker, this is a prime example
of how one ounce of prevention is
worth a pound of cure. It is one of the
most successful recovery programs in
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the entire country, and I want to thank
the chairwoman, and I want to thank

Ranking Member McCLINTOCK for
working with us on this legislation.
Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1

thank the gentleman for his kind
words, but I do wonder how he can de-
fine success in a program that has no
standards for success. I also need to
correct him on one other point, and
that is the claim that this will provide
or produce 3 million acre-feet of water.
It does no such thing. All it does is
allow us to continue to use the 3 mil-
lion acre-feet of water that we already
produce and that we have already paid
for without impediments posed by addi-
tional ESA litigation.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. I yield, for as
much time as he may consume, to the
gentleman from Colorado, Congress-
man SALAZAR.

Mr. SALAZAR. I thank the chair-
woman.

I want to remind the ranking mem-
ber that the individual who actually
ran against me who was the Depart-
ment of Natural Resources director,
Greg Walcher, for Colorado was one of
the ones who helped to implement this
program in Colorado, a very strong
supporter. This was done in a bipar-
tisan way, and most recovery programs
are actually starting to be modeled
after the Upper Colorado Fish Recov-
ery Program. This is a way to keep fish
from going on the endangered species
list, and so I am very proud of this pro-
gram.

We do have goals. By the year 2023,
everything should be in place. The in-
frastructure should be in place so that
we can maintain the numbers of the
endangered fish in the Upper Colorado
River and the San Juan.

Mr. MCcCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, 1
readily concede that if you put a gun
to somebody’s head, you can get rea-
sonable people to do unreasonable
things. The ESA is a gun to the head of
the people of the West. It’s time we did
something about that.

No one suggests that there’s not an
important mission for the ESA, but it
has gotten completely out of control.
It has breached all bounds of reason
and logic, and it is time that we visited
that issue rather than continue to
squander tens of millions of dollars on
programs like this, whose sole purpose
is simply to keep that ESA litigation
at bay.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. I will yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Colo-
rado.

Mr. SALAZAR. I just wanted to
thank the gentleman for joining us
yesterday in Colorado for a specific
water hearing that the gentlelady held
in Greeley, Colorado, a prime example
of how we can all work together to
make sure that agriculture can main-
tain its water rights. So that is why I
am so supportive of this program.



May 18, 2010

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Does the gentle-
lady have any additional speakers?

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. I have no further
requests for time, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

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

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker,
Congressman SALAZAR was right. We
met yesterday in Greeley, Colorado,
with a lot of stakeholders of the Colo-
rado River Basin who indicated to us
that their economy is at stake. They
professed to us that the Endangered
Species Act actually helped maintain
the quality of the water in the rivers.
So, to me, that’s a further indication of
how important this particular bill is,
to continue the collaboration of all the
entities who would come to the table,
put their differences aside and quit get-
ting into litigation that is more costly
to the taxpayer.

With that, I request that we support
H.R. 2288.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
NAPOLITANO) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2288, as
amended.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

——————

BUFFALO SOLDIERS IN THE
NATIONAL PARKS STUDY ACT

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4491) to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a study of al-
ternatives for commemorating and in-
terpreting the role of the Buffalo Sol-
diers in the early years of the National
Parks, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4491

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Buffalo Sol-
diers in the National Parks Study Act’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) In the late 19th century and early 20th
century, African-American troops who came
to be known as the Buffalo Soldiers served in
many critical roles in the western United
States, including protecting some of the first
National Parks.

(2) Based at the Presidio in San Francisco,
Buffalo Soldiers were assigned to Sequoia
and Yosemite National Parks where they pa-
trolled the backcountry, built trails, stopped
poaching, and otherwise served in the roles
later assumed by National Park rangers.
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(3) The public would benefit from having
opportunities to learn more about the Buf-
falo Soldiers in the National Parks and their
contributions to the management of Na-
tional Parks and the legacy of African-Amer-
icans in the post-Civil War era.

(4) As the centennial of the National Park
Service in 2016 approaches, it is an especially
appropriate time to conduct research and in-
crease public awareness of the stewardship
role the Buffalo Soldiers played in the early
years of the National Parks.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to
authorize a study to determine the most ef-
fective ways to increase understanding and
public awareness of the critical role that the
Buffalo Soldiers played in the early years of
the National Parks.

SEC. 3. STUDY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall conduct a study of alternatives
for commemorating and interpreting the
role of the Buffalo Soldiers in the early years
of the National Parks.

(b) CONTENTS OF STUDY.—The study shall
include—

(1) a historical assessment, based on exten-
sive research, of the Buffalo Soldiers who
served in National Parks in the years prior
to the establishment of the National Park
Service;

(2) an evaluation of the suitability and fea-
sibility of establishing a national historic
trail commemorating the route traveled by
the Buffalo Soldiers from their post in the
Presidio of San Francisco to Sequoia and Yo-
semite National Parks and to any other Na-
tional Parks where they may have served;

(3) the identification of properties that
could meet criteria for listing in the Na-
tional Register of Historic Places or criteria
for designation as National Historic Land-
marks;

(4) an evaluation of appropriate ways to
enhance historical research, education, in-
terpretation, and public awareness of the
story of the Buffalo Soldiers’ stewardship
role in the National Parks, including ways to
link the story to the development of Na-
tional Parks and the story of African-Amer-
ican military service following the Civil
War; and

(5) any other matters that the Secretary of
the Interior deems appropriate for this
study.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after
funds are made available for the study, the
Secretary of the Interior shall submit to the
Committee on Natural Resources of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report containing the study’s findings
and recommendations.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SALAZAR). Pursuant to the rule, the
gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Guam.

GENERAL LEAVE

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

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, H.R.
4491, introduced by Representative
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JACKIE SPEIER of California, would au-
thorize the National Park Service to
conduct a special resource study to de-
termine appropriate and feasible ways
to commemorate the African American
cavalrymen known as the Buffalo Sol-
diers and the important role that they
played in the early years of the na-
tional parks. These soldiers played a
critical role in protecting Yosemite
and Sequoia National Parks and served
as the Nation’s first park rangers.

Under the proposed legislation, the
National Park Service would evaluate
alternatives to commemorate and in-
terpret the roles of the Buffalo Sol-
diers. They would also evaluate the
suitability and feasibility of estab-
lishing a national historic trail along
the route used by the Buffalo Soldiers
from their post in the Presidio of San
Francisco to the Sierra Nevada Moun-
tains.

Representative SPEIER is to be com-
mended for her work to highlight this
important chapter in African American
history and in the history of our na-
tional parks.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4491 received broad
bipartisan support in committee, and I
urge its adoption by the House today.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCcCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, the most
important role of the national parks is
to provide a link to our Nation’s proud
history. I Dbelieve in American
exceptionalism. The story of our Na-
tion is the story of the uniquely Amer-
ican principles enshrined in the Dec-
laration of Independence and how they
shaped and molded what has become
the most successful Republic in the
history of human civilization.

One aspect of that story is exempli-
fied by the Buffalo Soldiers, Americans
of African descent who transcended the
prejudices of the post-Civil War era to
serve as the first peacetime Army units
comprised of African Americans. They
took the heroism and patriotism of the
famous 54th Massachusetts and other
Civil War units and made them into a
proud and permanent fixture within
the American Armed Forces. Their
members included Medal of Honor win-
ner Louis H. Carpenter and Henry O.
Flipper, the first American of African
descent to graduate from West Point.

The Buffalo Soldiers made immeas-
urable contributions to the continental
expansion of our Nation, to the protec-
tion of our first national parks, but
perhaps most important is their im-
mortal contribution to the unification
of our Nation as a free people.

As Shakespeare said, Their story
should the good man teach his son.
This bill would develop a plan to do
precisely that within the national park
system. I urge its adoption.

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

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H.R.
4491, the Buffalo Soldiers in the National
Parks Study Act.
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| commend this legislation which directs the
Secretary of the Interior to study the role the
Buffalo Soldiers played in the development of
the National Park System. It is time more in-
formation comes to light regarding the con-
tributions Buffalo Soldiers made to protect our
National Parks until 1914. Few know the story
of how Buffalo Soldiers once patrolled Yosem-
ite, Sequoia and Kings Canyon parks.

As their service has been nearly forgotten,
| praise this legislation which will ensure their
efforts to our Country are remembered. Buf-
falo Soldiers remain an integral element in
founding our National Parks. These American
soldiers carried out mounted patrol duties in
the Western frontier and were among the first
park rangers and backcountry rangers patrol-
ling parts of the West.

Mr. Speaker, the Buffalo soldiers blazed the
trails and paved the way for what we now call
our National Park System. | urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H. R. 4491,

the Buffalo Soldiers in the National Parks
Study Act.
Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I

again urge Members to support the bill,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4491.

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.

RECOGNIZING 75TH ANNIVERSARY
OF EAST BAY REGIONAL PARK
DISTRICT

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution (H. Con. Res. 211) recognizing
the 75th anniversary of the establish-
ment of the East Bay Regional Park
District in California, and for other
purposes.

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

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:

H. CoN. REs. 211

Whereas, November 6, 2009, will mark the
75th anniversary of the historic passage of a
ballot measure to create the East Bay Re-
gional Park District (referred to in this pre-
amble as the ‘‘District’’) in California’s San
Francisco Bay Area by a convincing ‘‘yes”
vote of a 2% to 1 margin in 1934 during the
height of the Depression;

Whereas with the help of the Civilian Con-
servation Corps, the Works Progress Admin-
istration, and private contractors, the Dis-
trict began putting people to work to estab-
lish the District’s first 3 regional parks—
Tilden, Temescal, and Sibley;

Whereas over the intervening 75 years, the
District has grown to be the largest regional
park agency in the United States with near-
1y 100,000 acres of parklands spread across 65
regional parks and over 1,100 miles of trails
in Alameda and Contra Costa Counties;

Whereas approximately 14,000,000 visitors a
year from throughout the San Francisco Bay
Area and beyond take advantage of the vast
and diverse District parklands and trails;
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Whereas the vision of the District is to pre-
serve the priceless heritage of the region’s
natural and cultural resources, open space,
parks, and trails for the future, and to set
aside park areas for enjoyment and healthful
recreation for current and future genera-
tions;

Whereas the mission of the District is to
acquire, develop, manage, and maintain a
high quality, diverse system of inter-
connected parklands that balances public
usage and education programs with the pro-
tection and preservation of the East Bay’s
most spectacular natural and cultural re-
sources;

Whereas an environmental ethic guides the
District in all that it does;

Whereas in 1988, East Bay voters approved
the passage of Measure AA, a $225,000,000
bond to provide 20 years of funding for re-
gional and local park acquisition and devel-
opment projects;

Whereas in 2008, under the strategic leader-
ship of its Board of Directors and General
Manager Pat O’Brien, East Bay voters ap-
proved passage of the historic Measure WW,
a $500,000,000 renewal of the original Measure
AA bond—the largest regional or local park
bond ever passed in the United States; and

Whereas throughout 2009, the District’s
75th Anniversary will be recognized through
special events and programs: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) recognizes the 75th anniversary of the
establishment of the East Bay Regional Park
District; and

(2) honors the board members, general
managers, and East Bay Regional Park Dis-
trict staff who have dutifully fulfilled the
mission of protecting open space and pro-
viding outdoor recreation opportunities for
generations of families in the East Bay.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) and
the gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that all Members may have 5 legisla-
tive days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the resolution under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as a lifelong citizen of
Contra Costa County in the East Bay of
the San Francisco Bay area, I have wit-
nessed firsthand the East Bay Regional
Park District’s steady drive to protect
open spaces, benefiting millions of East
Bay residents over several generations.
The East Bay Regional Park District is
today the largest regional park agency
in the country.

Over the last 75 years, they have pre-
served nearly 100,000 acres of parkland,
established 65 regional parks, and built
over 1,100 miles of trails. Almost every
weekend, I visit the East Bay Regional
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Parks on one of their trails, one of the
regional park systems, to walk with
my family and enjoy the outdoors in
the parks. Generally it is the Briones
Regional Park that is near my home.

I commend the East Bay Regional
Park District and all of the various
board members throughout the last 75
years on not only reaching this mile-
stone, but the vision that they concep-
tualized many, many years ago to pro-
vide this incredible asset to the resi-
dents of the San Francisco Bay area,
specifically to the East Bay of San
Francisco Bay.

I rise in strong support of this resolu-
tion commending the 75th anniversary
of the East Bay Regional Park Dis-
trict. I want to thank Chairman RA-
HALL, Chairman GRIJALVA, Chair-
woman BORDALLO, and Ranking Mem-
ber BisHOP for their work to bring this
resolution to the floor.

As a resident of this area, and very
often talking to my neighbors and to
people I represent in this area, the
pride that our area has in the East Bay
Regional Parks, the support that the
citizens of this region have given the
park district over the last 75 years is
testament to a well-run system of
parks throughout our area, of rec-
reational facilities, of trails, of support
for families with children, for people
who ride horses, people who ride bikes,
people who run, people who walk, and
accommodating the open spaces and
historical and cultural uses of the
areas within the boundaries of the East
Bay Regional Parks in Alameda and
Contra Costa counties.

I don’t represent this area alone. I
share the representation of the park
district with Congresswoman BARBARA
LEE, Congressman PETE STARK, Con-
gressman JOHN GARAMENDI and Con-
gressman JERRY MCNERNEY, and I
know all of them share the pride that
I do in the East Bay Regional Park
System.

As I stated earlier, the vision that
they have presented to the public and
the support that it has received, and
the cooperation they have received
from farmers, from ranchers, from cit-
ies, from the counties, has just been an
incredible model for other areas that
have to deal with the issues of pre-
serving open space and the competing
uses of that space by various govern-
mental jurisdictions and private land-
owners.

I also want to pay tribute to the
grand old man in implementing this
plan and working with all of the var-
ious landowners and the local jurisdic-
tions and procuring these lands at a
fair price to the taxpayers of our re-
gion, and that is Hewlett Hornbeck,
who for so many years brought about
the implementation of that vision of
the board of directors of the regional
parks.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the East Bay Regional
Park District serves the people of San
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Francisco, and the test of their satis-
faction is the fact that they have con-
tinued to support it with voter-ap-
proved bonds, each vote being a vote of
confidence in its work and each vote
backing that confidence with local
funds.

It used to be that local projects that
benefited local communities were paid
for by those local communities, and
the East Bay Regional Park is an ex-
ample of this bygone era. Today the
Federal Treasury is too often treated
as a grab bag for local projects, lit-
erally robbing St. Petersburg to pay
St. Paul. The success of the East Bay
Regional Park District is a reminder
that the most successful local projects
are those that are paid for with local
funds and superintended by local vot-
ers. It is a reminder that Federalism
works and that we need to return to it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. McCLIN-
TOCK) for his comments, and what he
said is one of the reasons why this park
district has such a high level of support
among its citizens. They voted many
times to tax themselves, knowing this
money was going to be wisely used and
they were going to get a good and a
fair bargain for all parties involved.

At this time, I yield such time as he
may consume to Congressman PETE
STARK, another longtime supporter and
beneficiary of the East Bay Regional
Park system.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the distinguished chairman for recog-
nizing me.

The 75th anniversary of the East Bay
Regional Park District really goes
back to the early grassroots days of ac-
tually the Depression, when people in
our district banded together in that
time to organize and tax themselves to
create this district. These parks are
owned by everyone. In the Great De-
pression, they created the district and
the Civilian Conservation Corps, and
the WPA were the initial workers in
these parks.

It would be remiss for me not to rec-
ognize general manager Pat O’Brien,
who has worked so hard to keep these
parks open. In my district, you can
move from the hills of Freemont to the
crown park in Alameda, to the hills be-
hind Oakland and never be beyond
walking distance of these marvelous
parks. So it is a compliment to the
chairman, and I would like to join with
him in recognizing the importance of
our regional park district, and thank-
ing the local people in hopes that oth-
ers may follow suit.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I thank the gentleman, and I yield my-
self 2 minutes.

Congressman STARK mentioned Pat
O’Brien, and I want to thank him be-
cause he has been such a wonderful
manager of this system, along with his
entire staff, and certainly all of the
volunteers who come to the park,
which number in the thousands, all of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the time to take care of these parks
and make them accessible to the pub-
lic, to host special events. I thank the
magnificent staff, the rangers of the
park system, who live in our commu-
nities and know the people who use the
parks and accommodate them.

It was said at one time, I don’t know
if it is accurate or not, but it was sug-
gested you could get on horseback and
ride for 7 days and never leave the park
and never use the same trails. The park
hosts numerous stables that the pri-
vate sector has outside of the park.
Again, thousands of people a year use
the parks on horseback. It is a great
opportunity for children to be around
horses and see people riding them and
learn about them from their owners.

This is a remarkable community
asset in the midst of one of the most
urban areas in the United States in
terms of density, and clearly highly ap-
preciated by the people. I would hope
that all of my colleagues in Congress
would join us in voting for and sup-
porting the 75th anniversary recogni-
tion of this world class park system of
the East Bay Regional Parks.

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

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of H. Con. Res. 211 to recognize the
75th anniversary of the establishment of the
East Bay Regional Park District in California.

| would also like to thank Representative
GEORGE MILLER for his leadership in intro-
ducing this resolution and for his tireless work
as a representative of California’s 7th Con-
gressional District which neighbors my home,
the 9th Congressional District.

The success of the East Bay Regional
Parks District is rooted in the history of our
own country, and in the belief that during
times of economic and social adversity, invest-
ments in people and environmental preserva-
tion can be instrumental in promoting eco-
nomic recovery while benefiting current and
future generations.

This resolution celebrates the 75th anniver-
sary of the ballot measure to create the East
Bay Regional Parks District, a measure that
passed overwhelmingly during a time of great
economic upheaval in 1934.

With the help of federal public works agen-
cies, and sustained public and private engage-
ment, the Parks District established its first re-
gional parks including Tilden, Sibley, and
Temescal Parks, all in my home District.

Today the East Bay Regional Park District is
the largest local park agency in the United
States and serves a population of 2.5 million
residents along with countless visitors seeking
the unique sights, sounds, and outdoor activi-
ties of the District's parks just a short walk or
drive from the some of the San Francisco Bay
Area’s largest urban centers.

| am so proud of the legacy of the East Bay
Regional Parks District throughout the Cali-
fornia Bay Area and its inspiring illustration of
the need to preserve our recreational and wil-
derness resources across the nation.

| would also like to take a moment to recog-
nize the supporters of the East Bay Regional
Park District, as well as its board members,
general managers, and staff.

Through the hard work of these individuals,
and backed by the unwavering support of local
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residents, the East Bay Regional Park District
remains committed to conserving and expand-
ing park resources for the recreational, edu-
cational, and scenic enjoyment of these open
spaces for generations to come.

With that in mind, | strongly urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution, and in
doing so, join in honoring the East Bay Re-
gional Parks District during this historic com-
memoration of its past, present, and future in
serving millions of residents and visitors in the
California Bay Area.

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in enthusiastic support of House Concurrent
Resolution 211, which honors the board mem-
bers, general managers, and staff of the East
Bay Regional Park District. For 75 years,
these public servants and their predecessors
have admirably preserved the great outdoors
for the Bay Area’s communities and millions of
visitors.

The East Bay Regional Park District has
grown to the largest regional park agency in
the United States, covering nearly 100,000
acres. District employees have admirably pro-
tected the land and native wildlife while pro-
viding invaluable recreational opportunities.
This harmonious interaction is demonstrated
all over the park system. The stewardship of
fisheries allows anglers to catch striped bass,
rainbow trout, and sturgeon. The management
of livestock grazing reduces the threat of fires
and preserves diversity of vegetation. The
conservation of water resources permits swim-
mers to enjoy our lakes and lagoons. The
East Bay Regional Park District also provides
opportunities for archeologists, hikers, sci-
entists, and other recreationalists and stu-
dents.

Bay Area residents recognize that the Park
System has contributed greatly to their living
environment and helped make the region one
of the best places in the country to live. In
1934, 1988, and most recently in 2008, Bay
Area voters extended its funding, maintaining
this natural treasure for the enjoyment of
present and future generations.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, | would like to thank
Congressman GEORGE MILLER for introducing
this Resolution and Chairman NICK RAHALL for
his outstanding leadership of the Natural Re-
sources Committee. From the East Bay to the
East Steps of the Capitol, they have been
good stewards to this country’s natural won-
ders.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution, H. Con. Res. 211.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

HONORING FLOYD DOMINY

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 1327) honoring
the life, achievements, and contribu-
tions of Floyd Dominy.



H3494

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.
The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:
H. RES. 1327

Whereas Floyd Dominy, a legendary Bu-
reau of Reclamation Commissioner dedicated
to building dams that would supply society
with necessary water and emissions-free
power for living and recreation, passed away
on April 20, 2010, at the age of 100;

Whereas Floyd Dominy was born on a farm
in Hastings, Nebraska, on December 24, 1909,
and graduated from the University of Wyo-
ming in 1933;

Whereas Floyd Dominy acquired critical
war materials, helped resolve food shortages,
and served in the U.S. Naval Reserve during
World War II;

Whereas Floyd Dominy joined the Bureau
of Reclamation in 1946 as a specialist respon-
sible for procedures by which newly irrigated
land on public land could be settled by re-
turning war veterans;

Whereas Floyd Dominy later served as the
Associate Commissioner of the Bureau of
Reclamation before being sworn in as Com-
missioner upon appointment by President
Dwight D. Eisenhower;

Whereas Floyd Dominy served in the same
capacity under Presidents John F. Kennedy,
Lyndon Johnson, and Richard Nixon;

Whereas upon his retirement in 1969, Floyd
Dominy was and continues to be the longest
serving Bureau of Reclamation Commis-
sioner;

Whereas Floyd Dominy, during his tenure
as the Commissioner of the Bureau of Rec-
lamation, played a major role in the author-
ization and the construction of numerous
Federal multi-purpose dams and water
projects in the western United States, in-
cluding Glen Canyon, Flaming Gorge, and
Navajo Dams, the Central Arizona Project,
San Luis Unit, and the Trinity Division of
the Central Valley Project;

Whereas many of these projects that Floyd
Dominy played such a role in creating and
constructing continue to be vital to the Na-
tion’s food supply and renewable electricity
generation and attract millions of
recreationalists each year; and

Whereas Floyd Dominy was named one of
the top ten ‘‘Public Works Men of the Year”
in 1966 and was awarded for ‘‘Outstanding
Engineering Achievement in Heavy Con-
struction” in 1974: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives honors the life and accomplishments of
Floyd Dominy, former Bureau of Reclama-
tion Commissioner, for his many contribu-
tions to the Nation’s water and food supply,
recreation, and the environment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. NAPOLITANO) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the resolution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker,
House Resolution 1327 was introduced
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by our colleague, Representative ADRI-
AN SMITH, and myself to honor the
passing of Mr. Floyd Dominy, the man
who was responsible for planning, co-
ordinating, and building many of the
Federal water projects that exist in the
entire Western United States today.
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House Resolution 1327 recognizes the
longest-serving commissioner in the
history of the Bureau of Reclamation,
serving Presidents Eisenhower, Ken-
nedy, Johnson and Nixon. Mr. Dominy,
who, until his death, liked to be re-
ferred to as Mr. Commissioner, rose
from the plains of Nebraska to become
one of the most influential water de-
velopers in the world.

The legacy of Mr. Floyd Dominy im-
pacts nearly every person in the 17
Western States. Water for cities and
agriculture and reservoirs for recre-
ation, along with hydropower from Bu-
reau of Reclamation dams, provided
the West with the ability to grow.

The history of the West was built on
the shoulders of men and women who
saw challenges as opportunities. Floyd
Dominy built the Bureau of Reclama-
tion and its engineers into a world-
class organization that helped the West
and the world develop and manage lim-
ited water resources.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
support the passage of House Resolu-
tion 1327.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution honors
the life, achievements and contribu-
tions of Mr. Floyd Dominy, the long-
est-serving commissioner in the his-
tory of the Bureau of Reclamation.

Our colleague, Congressman ADRIAN
SMITH, has introduced this bipartisan
resolution because Mr. Dominy was a
Nebraskan, having been born on a farm
in the western part of that State. But
while Mr. Dominy hailed from Ne-
braska, his achievements are known
worldwide.

It was that hard scrabble life of eking
out a living on a dry Nebraska farm
that propelled Floyd Dominy into
building the dams and water projects
that have made possible the success of
American agriculture in the western
United States.

During his tenure at the Bureau of
Reclamation, he played a major role in
the authorization and construction of
numerous Federal multi-purpose dams
and water projects in the TUnited
States, including the Glen Canyon Dam
in Arizona, Flaming Gorge Dam in
Utah, the San Luis Unit in Central
California, the Central Arizona Project
and the Trinity Division of the Central
Valley Project in northern California.

To this day, these projects have cre-
ated some of the most productive farm-
land in the world, they have provided
water to a growing population in the
arid West, and they’ve generated clean,
renewable and emissions-free hydro-
power.

May 18, 2010

His contributions to the Nation’s
water, power and food supply, its recre-
ation and its environment stand as
monumental examples of how vision-
aries like Mr. Dominy have made this
country the beacon of freedom and op-
portunity and prosperity. This resolu-
tion honors that legacy.

But more than a legacy, it is a lesson
for our Nation. Floyd Dominy stood as
a giant in an era when the central ob-
jective of our Federal water and power
policy was to provide an abundance of
both. The great dams and hydroelectric
projects of that era, of which Floyd
Dominy was a driving force, produced
the water and electricity that made
possible the prosperity of our Nation.

Imagine an era when water and
power was so cheap that many commu-
nities didn’t even bother to measure
the stuff. But in the 1970s, a radical and
retrograde ideology seeped into our
water and power policy. This ideology
rejected abundance as our principal ob-
jective and replaced it with the ration-
ing of shortages that have been caused
by our abandoning abundance as our
principal objective.

The great Dbuilders like Floyd
Dominy were cast aside and forgotten,
even while we continued to rely on the
great public works that they had pro-
duced. We've now lived a generation
under this ideology and the results,
chronic shortages of water and power,
skyrocketing prices for electricity,
withering agriculture and declining
prosperity.

Floyd Dominy is an American hero.
He deserves so much more than a reso-
lution. But, in a sense, he has it. The
great water and hydroelectric projects
that he produced stand as a monument
to his vision and foresight and dedica-
tion. And they stand as a road map for
this Nation when we finally get serious
about dealing with the chronic short-
ages that the current generation of pol-
icymakers has produced.

I'd urge my colleagues to support
this bipartisan measure.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, in-
deed, Mr. Dominy was a U.S. hero, if
nothing else. He left a great legacy for
the world, not just the United States;
and we’re exceedingly proud. He passed
away 4 months ago at the age of 100
years old plus 4 months. My condo-
lences to his family.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
NAPOLITANO) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 1327.

The question was taken.

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

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

——————

JUVENILE ACCOUNTABILITY
BLOCK GRANTS PROGRAM REAU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2009

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 1514) to amend the Omni-
bus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act
of 1968 to reauthorize the juvenile ac-
countability block grants program
through fiscal year 2014.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1514

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

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Juvenile Ac-
countability Block Grants Program Reau-
thorization Act of 2009,

SEC. 2. REAUTHORIZATION OF JUVENILE AC-
COUNTABILITY BLOCK GRANTS PRO-
GRAM THROUGH FISCAL YEAR 2014.

Part R of title I of the Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C.
3796ee et seq.) is amended—

(1) in section 1801A(a), by striking ‘‘section
1810(b)”’ and inserting ‘‘section 1810(c)’’;

(2) in section 1810(a), by striking 2009
and inserting ‘“2014’; and

(3) in section 1810(b), by inserting ‘‘and
each of the fiscal years 2009 through 2014
after ‘2004,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. ROONEY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this bill reauthorizes
the Juvenile Accountability Block
Grant program for an additional 3
years.

I worked with my Republican col-
leagues in 1997 to develop and pass the
legislation that created this important
initiative. This program directs the De-
partment of Justice to make grants to
States and units of local government
to strengthen their juvenile justice
systems.

The program allows funds to be used
for a broad range of purposes that help
reduce juvenile crime, such as estab-
lishing programs to assess the needs of
juvenile offenders in order to facilitate
provision of comprehensive services;
establishing programs to reduce recidi-
vism amongst juveniles; hiring juvenile
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court judges, court-appointed defenders
and advocates; and developing systems
of graduated sanctions for juvenile of-
fenders.

The Juvenile Accountability Block
Grant has been an important part of
the Federal Government’s funding of
juvenile justice programs. When we
worked together on a bipartisan basis
to develop this program, Members rec-
ognized that success in preventing ju-
venile crime and reducing recidivism
by juvenile offenders requires some-
thing other than tough-sounding slo-
gans and sound bites.

When it comes to dealing with issues
of juvenile justice, we’re fortunate that
there is more and more information
available showing that we mneed to
make sure that we approach this prob-
lem based on evidence, and we Know
that that evidence shows what works
and what doesn’t work.

Those studies show that comprehen-
sive prevention and early intervention
programs directed towards youth at
risk of involvement, or those already
involved in the juvenile justice system,
will significantly reduce crime.

For example, we’ve seen in this pro-
gram that this program has funded a
chemical dependency program in Idaho
serving at-risk youth with mental
health issues and substance abuse and
related offenses.

And in Ohio, the program funded a
system of graduated sanctions that
provided alternatives to secure deten-
tion for pre-adjudicated youth.

These are just two examples of how
the program successfully provides juve-
nile justice professionals with alter-
natives they need so that there is not a
one-size-fits-all system of sanctions,
regardless of the needs and situation of
each juvenile.

We extend and strengthen grants to
ensure more accountability for juve-
nile crime, and so we need to make
sure that these principles are kept in
mind, and we do more to help commu-
nities prevent juvenile crime from oc-
curring in the first place.

I am pleased that this program con-
tinues to have bipartisan support. This
bill is cosponsored by the chairman of
the Judiciary Committee, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS);
the ranking member of the Judiciary
Committee, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SwMmITH); and the Crime Sub-
committee ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT).

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 1514, the
Juvenile Accountability Block Grants
Program Reauthorization Act of 2009. I
am encouraged the Judiciary Com-
mittee has devoted its time and re-
sources to such an important piece of
legislation.

This bipartisan legislation is spon-
sored by Crime Subcommittee chair-
man Mr. BOBBY ScOTT. Other notable
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cosponsors include Judiciary Com-
mittee chairman and ranking member
JOHN CONYERS and LAMAR SMITH, and
Crime Subcommittee ranking member
LOUIE GOHMERT.

Crimes committed by children strike
at the very core of our communities.
Our children are the promise of a bet-
ter and brighter tomorrow and hope for
future generations. Reducing juvenile
crimes and improving the juvenile jus-
tice system is a vital step in preserving
and protecting the future of our chil-
dren.

H.R. 1514 amends the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to
extend through fiscal year 2014 the au-
thorization of appropriations for the
Juvenile Accountability Block Grant
program.

The goal of the Juvenile Account-
ability Block Grant program is to
equip communities with the financial
resources to reduce juvenile delin-
quency and increase the accountability
of juvenile offenders in the justice sys-
tem. The Juvenile Accountability
Block Grant program awards Federal
block grants to the 50 States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia and the five U.S. Ter-
ritories, Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin
Islands, Guam, American Samoa and
the Northern Mariana Islands.

Grants from this program have
helped provide communities with re-
storative justice programs, police and
probation partnerships, drug and teen
courts, and other programs which fa-
cilitate the successful re-entry of juve-
nile offenders from custody back into
the community.

In 2009, the Juvenile Accountability
Block Grant program provided local
communities in my home State of
Florida with over $2 million to assist
them in their efforts to make our fami-
lies and neighborhoods safer. These
Federal grants were used to combat
gang violence, curb juvenile drug use,
and provide mediation services to juve-
nile offenders and their victims.

Meeting the challenge of reducing ju-
venile crime extends beyond the tradi-
tional punitive criminal justice sys-
tem. It requires a comprehensive ap-
proach to ensuring that juveniles not
only receive punishment proportional
to their crime, but also receive the sup-
port that they need to get back on the
right track.

The Juvenile Accountability Block
Grant program is an essential tool for
the States and communities across the
Nation. I support the reauthorization
of this program and urge my colleagues
to support this legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for his support.
I urge colleagues to support this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1514.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.
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Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———
O 1500

NATIONAL MISSING CHILDREN’S
DAY

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and agree
to the resolution (H. Res. 1325) recog-
nizing National Missing Children’s
Day, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1325

Whereas, May 25, 2010, will be the 28th Na-
tional Missing Children’s Day;

Whereas National Missing Children’s Day
honors the obligation of the United States to
locate and recover missing children by
prompting parents, guardians, and other
trusted adult role models to make child safe-
ty an utmost priority;

Whereas in the United States nearly 800,000
children are reported missing a year, more
than 58,000 children are abducted by non-
family members, and more than 2,000 chil-
dren are reported missing every day;

Whereas efforts of Congress to provide re-
sources, training, and technical assistance
have increased the capabilities of State and
local law enforcement to find children and to
return them home safely;

Whereas the 1979 disappearance of 6-year-
old Etan Patz served as the impetus for the
creation of National Missing Children’s Day,
first proclaimed in 1983; and

Whereas Etan’s photograph was distributed
throughout the United States and appeared
in media globally, and the powerful image
came to represent the anguish of thousands
of searching families: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) recognizes National Missing Children’s
Day and encourages all people in the United
States to join together to plan events in
communities across the United States to
raise public awareness of law enforcement
and the issue of missing children and the
need to address the national problem of
missing children;

(2) recognizes that one of the most impor-
tant tools for law enforcement to use in the
case of a missing child is an up-to-date, good
quality photograph of the child and urges all
parents and guardians to follow the impor-
tant precaution of maintaining such a photo-
graph;

(3) recognizes the vital role of law enforce-
ment and the criminal justice system in pre-
venting kidnappings and abduction of chil-
dren while also leading efforts to locate
missing children; and

(4) acknowledges that National Missing
Children’s Day should remind people in the
United States not to forget the children who
are still missing and not to waver in the ef-
forts of law enforcement to reunite such
children with their families.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. ROONEY) each
will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the resolution
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution recog-
nizes Tuesday, May 25, as National
Missing Children’s Day. We hope this
resolution will continue to raise public
awareness about the problem of miss-
ing and abducted children. I therefore
thank the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
ROONEY) and his colleague from Florida
(Mr. HASTINGS) for introducing this res-
olution.

May 25, 1979, was the day that 6-year-
old Etan Patz disappeared from New
York City while he was on his way to
school. The media attention and mas-
sive search efforts that followed his
disappearance focused the Nation’s at-
tention on the problem of child abduc-
tion.

Two years later, in July 1981, 6-year-
old Adam Walsh disappeared from a
Florida shopping mall. His parents,
John and Reve Walsh, turned to law
enforcement to find their son. They
quickly realized that there was no co-
ordinated effort between Federal,
State, and local law enforcement agen-
cies in the search for their son. And to
make the situation even more difficult,
in 1981, there were no organizations to
assist them in their search.

The momentum for a national move-
ment to keep children safe from preda-
tors and coordinate efforts by law en-
forcement to search for missing chil-
dren began with the disappearance of
these two children. As a result of this
movement, the National Center for
Missing & Exploited Children was es-
tablished in 1984. Over the past 25
years, the National Center has assisted
law enforcement with more than 165,000
missing child cases, resulting in the re-
covery of more than 151,000 children.

Although the National Center has
done a remarkable job in helping to
find missing children and raising pub-
lic awareness about the problem of
child abduction and exploitation, the
Department of Justice reports that far
too many children still go missing
every year. We hope that on May 25,
the National Missing Children’s Day,
we hope that on that date everyone’s
thoughts will be with the families who
have missing children and that we will
rededicate our efforts to protecting our
children from predators.

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

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.
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Mr. Speaker, I support House Resolu-
tion 1325, which I sponsored to recog-
nize National Missing Children’s Day.
This simple but important resolution
recognizes May 25, 2010, as the 28th Na-
tional Missing Children’s Day. The
Federal Government first recognized
this day in 1983, when President Ronald
Reagan proclaimed May 25 as National
Missing Children’s Day.

The National Center for Missing &
Exploited Children tells us that the
proclamation followed a series of high-
profile missing children cases that
drew newspaper headlines across the
country. The first involved the dis-
appearance of Etan Patz from a New
York City street on his way to school
on May 25, 1979. Etan’s father, a profes-
sional photographer, disseminated
black-and-white photographs of Etan
in an effort to find him. The massive
search and media attention that fol-
lowed focused the Nation’s attention
on the problem of child abduction and
the lack of coordinated plans to ad-
dress it.

The second incident was the missing
and murdered child tragedy in Atlanta,
Georgia. During this episode, the bod-
ies of 29 young boys and girls were dis-
covered over a 3-year period in the late
1970s and early 1980s. A suspect was
identified and convicted in 1981, and
now he is serving a life sentence in
prison.

Also in 1981, in my home State of
Florida, 6-year-old Adam Walsh dis-
appeared from a local shopping mall.
His parents, John and Reve Walsh,
turned to law enforcement agencies to
help find their son. To their disappoint-
ment, there was little coordinated ef-
fort among law enforcement officials
to search for Adam on a State or na-
tional level.

These tragedies led to the recogni-
tion of the dearth of coordination
among Federal, State, and local law
enforcement agencies, and the lack of a
national response system to help our
families search for missing children.
Since that time, our country has made
great strides in this area.

National Missing Children’s Day
serves as an annual reminder to the
Nation to renew efforts to reunite
missing children and their families and
make child protection a national pri-
ority. As the resolution notes, National
Missing Children’s Day is a reminder to
all parents and guardians to take and
keep high-quality photographs of their
children for use in case of emergency.
We should also use this day to remind
all Americans of the importance of
paying close attention to the posters
and photographs of missing children.

The resolution also recognizes the
vital role of law enforcement officials
in preventing kidnappings and abduc-
tions of children, while also leading ef-
forts to locate the missing. This resolu-
tion should remind people across the
country not to forget the children that
are still missing and not to waver in
the efforts to reunite these children
with their families.
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I support this resolution and urge my
colleagues to adopt it.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield as
much time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE), a
member of the Judiciary Committee.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, as a
former prosecutor and a judge in
Texas, and now the founder and co-
chair, along with my friend JIMm COSTA
from California, of the Congressional
Victims’ Rights Caucus, I rise in strong
support of this resolution which seeks
to honor May 25 as National Missing
Children’s Day.

This day is the anniversary of the
disappearance of 6-year-old Etan Patz.
The momentum that began with the
disappearance of Etan and many chil-
dren that followed him ultimately led
to the national movement that we now
have today.

As my friend from Florida men-
tioned, the other notorious case was
the disappearance of Adam Walsh when
he was 6, when he was with his mother
at a shopping mall and then kidnapped,
and later he was found in the Gulf of
Mexico. His father, John Walsh, be-
cause of the incident that happened
against his son, started the program
“America’s Most Wanted” on tele-
vision that sought to capture criminals
throughout the United States, a pro-
gram that has been very successful.

In 1983, President Reagan proclaimed
May 25 as National Missing Children’s
Day. This day serves as a reminder to
parents to have high-quality photo-
graphs of their kids handy, and a re-
minder to us in Congress that the safe-
ty of those children should be a na-
tional priority of all Members of Con-
gress.

Every year thousands of children are
reported missing. While progress has
been made in linking Federal and State
law enforcement efforts, these numbers
remind us that we must always be vigi-
lant in our efforts to reunite missing
children with their families and, of
course, to step up our prosecution of
those that harm them and to make
child protection a national priority.

I am thankful for the work of the Na-
tional Center for Missing & Exploited
Children. The Center provides a na-
tional hub and clearinghouse of infor-
mation about missing children, and
their efforts have been great, leading
to the capture and prosecution of hun-
dreds of predators and also the recov-
ery of numerous children.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution in honor
of National Missing Children’s Day is
also a timely one. In 2005, we had a
string of notorious kidnappings of chil-
dren throughout the country that were
sexually assaulted and then murdered.
One of those young victims was Jessica
Lunsford, another child from Florida,
who at the age of 9 was asleep in her
own bed in her own room, and she was
kidnapped in the middle of the night by
an individual by the name of John
Couey, a sexual predator from the
State of Georgia. He committed several
crimes against her and eventually bur-
ied that young lady alive.
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Because of her and other children
that year, the Adam Walsh Child Safe-
ty Act was passed by this Congress and
signed into law, an effort to help track
sexual predators when they cross State
lines. Just yesterday, the Supreme
Court of the United States upheld a
provision of the Adam Walsh Child
Safety Act when the Supreme Court
ruled that sex offenders can be held be-
hind bars indefinitely if officials deter-
mine them to be sexually dangerous to
the community.

Mr. Speaker, sexual predators are
among the most dangerous people on
Earth to our children. And by uphold-
ing this ruling, the Supreme Court has
reinforced the role of the Federal Gov-
ernment in protecting children from
those who wish to constantly do them
harm.

I want to thank my friend from Flor-
ida (Mr. ROONEY) for bringing this leg-
islation to the floor, and I urge my col-
leagues to give it their full-hearted
support.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I continue to reserve.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield as much time as he may
consume to the gentleman from my
State of Florida (Mr. MICA).

Mr. MICA. Might I first inquire as to
the remaining time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida has 13% minutes.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, first of all, I
want to thank Mr. ROONEY for intro-
ducing this resolution. I urge my col-
leagues to support the resolution. I
thank you for remembering today the
missing children’s law that was passed
some 28 years ago.

It’s hard to believe time passes by,
and sometimes some of the details of
how laws or important changes in our
legal system and our approach to
issues 1like missing children, how
things happen. I thought it would be
good to come out to the floor this
afternoon, and I again thank you for
paying attention to the missing chil-
dren law. Again, hard to believe that
it’s almost three decades since it’s
passed. I heard some of the speakers
speak about the law, and I think it’s
important as we remember today, as
we recognize the missing children’s law
and this anniversary, how it all came
about.

If you are here long enough in Con-
gress, you find that certain people get
dedicated to a proposition or to an ef-
fort or a cause and they spearhead that
cause. In 1981, I had the great honor to
be selected as chief of staff for United
States Senator Paula Hawkins. She
was probably the first woman elected
to the United States Senate in her own
right. She had no husband or family
ties. She was just popularly elected to
the U.S. Senate. She had a different set
of agendas, and it was wonderful to
work with her and learn from her. I
knew her as a very determined woman
who shook up the Public Service Com-
mission. Everything she got ahold of
she went after sort of like one of those
pit bull dogs.
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As chief of staff, I remember calls
from a gentleman by the name of John
Walsh, who had lost his son, and he and
his wife Reve were very distraught try-
ing to find that child. Senator Hawkins
became aware of their plight, and she
took ahold of that issue and their
search for their lost missing son,
Adam, and she never stopped. I heard
other references to children that were
lost or murdered before that, but I can
tell you, there would not be today or
not have been in 1982 a law passed re-
lating to missing children if it weren’t
for Senator Hawkins.

I distinctly remember one policy
meeting we had with the newly elected
Senator, and she had some interesting
advisers. One is well known, a national
adviser, Charlie Black, a good friend of
mine. Another one is a friend and polit-
ical consultant many of you have heard
of, Dick Morris. We were in a meeting
room in her Senate office in the dis-
trict in Winter Park, Florida, after
Adam was missing, and John and Mrs.
Walsh had asked the Senator to help
find their son.

And they sat in this policy meeting,
and at the time they talked about na-
tional issues, Social Security, national
defense, and what the Senator’s prior-
ities should be. And I will never forget
at that meeting, Senator Hawkins
interjected after each national issue at
that time was brought up, ‘““And we
have to do something about missing
children.” Time and time again she
brought it up, and she never stopped
after that until she passed the law. She
guided it through the Senate, through
this body, and made it become law be-
cause of her determination to make
certain, and I remember her saying
this, and I want this in the RECORD, ‘‘If
we can find a missing refrigerator or
we can find a missing automobile, why
shouldn’t we be able to have a law that
helped us find missing children?”’

And so it was her determination that
made this law possible some 28 years
ago. It was her determination that
helped to create the Center for Missing
& Exploited Children.
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She doesn’t hear this praise because
she passed away last December. And
during her many testimonials and obit-
uaries, it was written she was the au-
thor of the Missing Children’s Law in
1982 that President Reagan signed into
law. And that, my friends, my col-
leagues, is the rest of the story.

This law from three decades, nearly
three decades later, is a result of a very
determined woman who thought chil-
dren should be a national priority and
we should have a law that assisted
when a child is lost and a national cen-
ter to carry on that work. They’ve
done a great job.

John Walsh and his wife have turned
unbelievable human tragedy into some-
thing positive in their effort. The loss
of Adam, a great, great loss. You can’t
imagine parents losing their child. And
I was with the Walshes in New York
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City when they were notified of their
child’s remains being found. It’s some-
thing you cannot even possibly imag-
ine as a parent.

But, again, out of that tragedy came
a law that’s helped us find, reclaim,
and account for thousands, literally
thousands of missing children.

So, as you pass this resolution today,
I commend you. I urge my colleagues
to adopt it and just wanted to provide
a little background for the history and
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of how this law
came about.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. I reserve my
time.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I am prepared to
close.

I support this important resolution
to recognize National Missing Chil-
dren’s Day. I want to thank Mr. SCOTT,
our chairman Mr. CONYERS who’s here
today, Mr. MicA, Mr. PoE. And I urge
the rest of my colleagues to support
this resolution.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I would like to thank all of our col-
leagues who’ve made comments today,
particularly the gentleman from Flor-
ida for his leadership on this legisla-
tion and the leadership of the Judici-
ary Committee. I thank them for their
concern and leadership on the issue of
missing children.

I urge my colleagues to support the
resolution, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1325, as amended.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

————

HONORING THE LIFE OF LENA
HORNE

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 1362) celebrating the
life and achievements of Lena Mary
Calhoun Horne and honoring her for
her triumphs against racial discrimina-
tion and her steadfast commitment to
the civil rights of all people.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1362

Whereas Lena Mary Calhoun Horne was a
trail-blazing performing artist whose life ex-
emplified her commitment to social justice,
peace, and civil rights;
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Whereas Ms. Horne was born in Brooklyn,
New York on June 30, 1917, and joined the
chorus of the famed Cotton Club in Harlem
at the age of 16 and debuted on Broadway one
year later in the musical ‘“Dance With Your
Gods’ (1934);

Whereas during the 1940s, Ms. Horne was
one of the first African American women to
perform with a white band ensemble, the
first black performer to play the Copacabana
nightclub, and among the first African
Americans to sign a long-term Hollywood
film studio contract, garnering her roles in a
host of films, including ‘“‘Thousands Cheer”’
(1943), “‘Broadway Rhythm” (1944), ‘‘Two
Girls and a Sailor’ (1944), ‘‘Ziegfeld Follies™
(1946);

Whereas her rendition of the title song to
the 1943 film ‘‘Stormy Weather’” became a
major hit and among her signature pieces,
which also included ‘“Deed I Do, ‘“‘As Long
As I Live”, and Cole Porter’s ‘“‘Just One of
Those Things’’;

Whereas Ms. Horne recorded prolifically
into the 1990s and the record ‘‘Lena Horne at
the Waldorf-Astoria’ became the best-selling
album by a female singer in RCA Victor’s
history;

Whereas Ms. Horne earned four Grammy
Awards during the course of her career, in-
cluding the Recording Academy’s Lifetime
Achievement Award in 1989, a National Asso-
ciation for the Advancement of Colored Peo-
ple Image Award in 1999, and a Kennedy Cen-
ter Honor in 1984;

Whereas Ms. Horne appeared extensively
on television, including specials with Harry
Belafonte, Tony Bennett, numerous musical
reviews and variety shows, and appearances
on programs like ‘‘Sesame Street’’ and ‘‘The
Cosby Show’’;

Whereas she was nominated for her first
Tony Award in 1957 for her role in the musi-
cal ‘“‘Jamaica’, and her 1981 one-woman
Broadway show, ‘“Lena Horne: The Lady and
Her Music”, earned her a Tony Award, a
Grammy Award, and ran for more than 300
performances;

Whereas despite Ms. Horne’s pioneering
contract with MGM studios, she was never
featured in a leading role during the 1940s
and 50s because her films had to be reedited
for theaters in Southern States that pro-
scribed films with black performers;

Whereas Ms. Horne was outspoken in her
fight for racial equality;

Whereas during World War II, she used her
own money to travel and entertain the
troops;

Whereas while Ms. Horne performed at
Army camps for the U.S.0., she became an
outspoken critic of the treatment of African
American servicemen and refused to sing be-
fore segregated audiences and at venues in
which German Prisoners of War were seated
in front of black soldiers;

Whereas during the late 1940s, Ms. Horne
sued a number of restaurants and theaters
for racial discrimination;

Whereas Ms. Horne was only two years old
when her grandmother, suffragette, and civil
rights activist Cora Calhoun enrolled her as
a member of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People, and she
worked for years with the Delta Sigma
Theta sorority and the Urban League;

Whereas she participated in numerous civil
rights rallies and demonstrations—marching
with Medgar Evers in Mississippi, per-
forming at rallies throughout the Nation for
the National Council of Negro Women, and
taking part in the March on Washington in
August 1963 at which the Rev. Martin Luther
King, Jr., delivered his ‘I Have a Dream”
speech;

Whereas her commitment to civil rights
and political views may have resulted in her
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appearance on Hollywood ‘‘blacklists” dur-
ing the 1950s;

Whereas Ms. Horne worked with Eleanor
Roosevelt to pass antilynching legislation;

Whereas with her wide musical range and
consummate professionalism, she rose be-
yond Hollywood’s stereotypical portrayals of
African American as maids, butlers, and Af-
rican natives; and

Whereas her poise, grace, and courage
paved the way for generations of women and
African Americans: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives celebrates the life and achievements of
Lena Mary Calhoun Horne and honors her for
her triumphs against racial discrimination
and her steadfast commitment to the civil
rights of all people.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
that all Members have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CONYERS. I yield myself as
much time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, Lena Horne has now
left us, but she has been known around
the world as an outstanding actress,
singer, and civil rights advocate. And
this resolution honors her pioneering
success, her unwavering commitment
to advancing the civil rights and
human rights of all people.

She went on to break numerous ra-
cial barriers as a beautiful, talented,
gifted artist, and there are very few
people who don’t remember her. She re-
ceived four Grammy awards, a Tony
award, the highest honor—the National
Association for the Advancement of
Colored People’s Image award, in 1984
the Kennedy Center Honor, and she was
a star at MGM studios. She used her
own resources to travel during World
War II to entertain troops. She did
refuse at that time to sing before any
segregated audiences.

She marched with Medgar Evers in
Mississippi, and she was honored to
know and work with Eleanor Roo-
sevelt.

What a legend, what a life, and what
a great contribution to this country
she made.

Mr. Speaker, on May 9, the actress and civil
rights advocate Lena Mary Calhoun Horne
passed away at the age of 92. Today the
House considers a resolution to honor her pio-
neering success and her unwavering commit-
ment to advancing the civil rights of all people.

Born in Brooklyn in 1917, Ms. Horne began
her prolific career at Harlem’s famed Cotton
Club at the age of 16 as a chorus-singer, and
debuted on Broadway just a year later in the
1934 musical Dance With Your Gods.

She would go on to break numerous racial
barriers in the 1940s American entertainment
industry—including being the first African
American woman to perform with a white band



May 18, 2010

ensemble, and among the first to sign a long-
term Hollywood film studio contract.

Ms. Horne’s films gained her national and
international acclaim—her performance of the
titte song to the 1943 film Stormy Weather is
still the standard rendition.

Ms. Horne won numerous accolades during
her career, among them:

Four Grammy Awards, including the Re-
cording Academy’s Lifetime Achievement
Award in 1989;

A Tony Award for her one-woman show,
Lena Horne: The Lady and Her Music;

A National Association for the Advancement
of Colored People (NAACP) Image Award in
1999; and

A Kennedy Center Honor in 1984.

But her success did not come without trial—
Ms. Horne, like a generation of African Amer-
ican performers, had to overcome the enter-
tainment industry’s entrenched race-based dis-
crimination.

Despite her groundbreaking contract with
MGM studios, Ms. Horne was never featured
in a leading role during the 1940s and 50s be-
cause her films had to be re-edited for thea-
ters in the segregated southern States.

Her outspoken political views may also have
landed her on Hollywood “blacklists” in the
1950s, further hindering her film and recording
career.

Ms. Horne used her own money to travel
during World War |l to entertain the troops,
and while she performed at Army camps with
the U.S.0., she became an outspoken critic of
how the military treated its black servicemen.

She refused to sing before segregated audi-
ences, or groups in which German prisoners
of war were seated in front of black American
soldiers.

During the 1940s, she sued a number of
restaurants and theaters for racial discrimina-
tion, and she participated in numerous civil
rights rallies and demonstrations.

She marched with Medgar Evers in Mis-
sissippi, performed at rallies throughout the
country for the National Council of Negro
Women, and took part in the March on Wash-
ington in August 1963 at which the Rev. Mar-
tin Luther King, Jr., delivered his “I Have a
Dream” speech.

She also worked with Eleanor Roosevelt to
pass anti-lynching legislation.

Her courageous commitment to civil rights
perhaps began as a toddler, when her grand-
mother—the suffragette and civil rights advo-
cate Cora Calhoun—enrolled her as an
NAACP member at the age of 2.

Actively recording and speaking into her
80s, she will forever be remembered as a con-
summate professional and trailblazer.

She helped to usher in the end of Holly-
wood’s derogatory portrayals of African Ameri-
cans as servants and African natives, and she
did so with unwavering poise and grace.

She led the way for generations of women
and African Americans, and | urge my col-
leagues to support this important resolution to
recognize her achievements.

I reserve my time.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I support House Resolu-
tion 1362 commemorating the life of
Lena Horne who died earlier this
month on Sunday, May 9, 2010.

Ms. Horne’s many performances as a
singer, dancer, and actress enriched
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countless lives and influenced the his-
tory of jazz, pop, Broadway musicals,
films, and television. She also contrib-
uted in significant ways to the civil
rights movement, as Mr. CONYERS just
stated.

Ms. Horne was born in Brooklyn, New
York, in 1917. Her father left the family
when she was 3 and her mother was a
traveling actress. At the age of 5, she
was sent to live in Georgia with her
grandparents. After returning to New
York, she joined the chorus at the
famed Cotton Club in Harlem in 1933.
In the late 1930s and the early 1940s, she
was primarily a nightclub performer,
but she also appeared in a few low-
budget movies and was the featured vo-
calist on NBC’s popular jazz series
“The Chamber Music Society of Lower
Basin Street.”

During a nightclub performance in
Hollywood in 1943, she gained the at-
tention of some local talent scouts for
the movies. She became the first black
performer to sign a long-term contract
with a major Hollywood studio. She
performed in a number of movie musi-
cals throughout the 1940s, including
the MGM musical ‘“‘Cabin in the Sky.”

From the late 1950s through the 1960s,
Ms. Horne appeared on many television
variety shows, including ‘“The Ed Sul-
livan Show” and ‘‘The Dean Martin
Show.” In the 1970s and 1980s, she con-
tinued to perform in television shows,
including appearances on ‘‘The Muppet
Show,” ‘‘Sesame Street,”” and ‘The
Cosby Show.”

In 1981, she received a special Tony
award for a one-woman Broadway
show, ‘‘Lena Horne: The Lady and Her
Music,”” which ran for more than 300
performances on Broadway. She also
received two Grammy awards for the
cast recording of her show.

Ms. Horne again won Grammy
awards in 1989 honoring her lifetime
achievement, and in 1995, when she was
almost 80, for best jazz vocal perform-
ance.

Throughout her illustrious career,
Ms. Horne found time and energy to de-
vote to the civil rights movement. In
1963, she spoke and performed on behalf
of the NAACP and the National Coun-
cil of Negro Women at the famous
March on Washington.

I support this resolution’s commemo-
ration of Lena Horne’s many contribu-
tions to music, television, theater, and
civil rights. She brought grace and gra-
ciousness to every aspect of her work,
and I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to DANNY DAVIS, our dear friend from
Chicago, Illinois, as much time as he
may consume.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
first of all, I want to thank Chairman
CONYERS for yielding time, and I also
want to thank him for his historical
memories of the life of Lena Horne.
Some people were fortunate to read
about her, but I believe that Chairman
CONYERS is old enough to remember
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her during her heyday. As a matter of
fact, I am also. And I never shall forget
my sister and I having the opportunity
to go and watch ‘““‘Cabin in the Sky”’
when we were little kids. As a matter
of fact, Chris and I talked about that
experience with each other all the way
up until the time that she died a few
years ago. I mean, for us, that was the
most memorable thing that we had
ever seen, that we had ever done, that
we had ever been able to do.

We didn’t know much about civil
rights at that time. As a matter of
fact, I guess we were a little young to
know much about civil rights. But we
did know that we just revered this
lady, Lena Horne. And then later on as
we got older, we were able to appre-
ciate her in different kinds of roles as
not only an entertainer, not only a
great performer, but also one who had
a tremendous amount of spirit in rela-
tionship to what it is that she taught.
She taught that you really didn’t have
to take certain kinds of roles if you
didn’t want them and if you didn’t see
yourself that way; that it didn’t matter
what anybody called you; that what
really mattered was what you an-
swered to.

And so Lena Horne, who was ageless,
priceless—we never knew what her age
was because we could never tell. When
she was 60, I guess she might have
looked like she was 30, maybe 25. So
somehow or another, she found the
fountain of youth. But she contributed
greatly to the development of this
country and to the world in which we
live.

So again, I want to thank Chairman
CONYERS for introducing this resolu-
tion, along with Representative
CLARKE and other cosponsors.

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

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H. Res. 1362, Celebrating the Life
and Achievements of Lena Mary Calhoun
Horne.

| want to first thank my friend, mentor, and
co-author, Chairman JOHN CONYERS, Jr. work-
ing with me to craft this resolution and for
bringing it to the floor for a vote.

| am here today to pay tribute to one of
Brooklyn’s most treasured gifts to American
arts, culture, and civil society. On May 9,
2010, Hollywood actress, jazz singer, and civil
rights activist Lena Horne passed away at the
age of 92.

Ms. Horne was a trail-blazing performing
artist whose life exemplified her commitment
to social justice, peace, and civil rights. Born
and raised in Brooklyn, Ms. Horne made her
debut performance in the famous Cotton Club
in Harlem at the age of 16, propelling her into
a thriving career that took her from Broadway
to Hollywood.

A major contributor to the arts, Ms. Horne’s
legacy as a Broadway star, movie star, and
Grammy-award winning recording artist will
never be forgotten. Her long career was punc-
tuated by a number of notable firsts and in-
dustry accolades. She was the first African-
American woman to perform with a white band
ensemble, the first black performer to play the
Copacabana nightclub, and among the first Af-
rican Americans to sign a long-term Hollywood
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film studio contract. Industry recognized her
talents with four Grammy Awards, the Record-
ing Academy Lifetime Achievement Award, a
Tony Award, and a Kennedy Center Honor.

A member of the NAACP since the age of
two, Ms. Horne was an avid supporter of the
civil rights movement. She participated in nu-
merous civil rights rallies and demonstrations,
including the March on Washington in August
1963. Joining Eleanor Roosevelt, Ms. Horne
worked to pass anti-lynching legislation.

A major supporter of the troops, during
World War Il, Ms. Horne initially toured with
the USO performers. After criticizing the treat-
ment of African-American troops, Ms. Horne
refused to perform for a segregated military
audience. When her studio pulled Horne off
the tour as a response to her act of defiance,
she ultimately used her own money to finance
trips to perform at Army camps. | admire her
dedication to honoring our troops.

Ms. Horne left behind a legacy that has for-
ever changed the opportunities available for
female African-American performers. But even
more important, Ms. Horne is a role model for
young women of every race who are brave
enough to follow their dreams or speak out
against injustice.

One of Brooklyn’s finest, Lena Horne will be
truly missed, but her legacy will forever remain
in our memory, like a sweet . . . sweet . . .
melody.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, we have
no further requests for speakers. I
know that there will be many Members
that will be inserting their own state-
ments in the RECORD.

I yield back the balance of my time
as well.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1362.

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. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

————
O 1530
FEDERAL JUDICIARY ADMINIS-
TRATIVE IMPROVEMENTS ACT
OF 2010

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (S. 1782) to provide im-
provements for the operations of the
Federal courts, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 1782

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Federal Ju-
diciary Administrative Improvements Act of
2010,
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SEC. 2. SENIOR JUDGE GOVERNANCE CORREC-
TION.

Section 631(a) of title 28, United States
Code, is amended in the first sentence by
striking ‘‘(including any judge in regular ac-
tive service and any judge who has retired
from regular active service under section
371(b) of this title, when designated and as-
signed to the court to which such judge was
appointed)’’.

SEC. 3. REVISION OF STATUTORY DESCRIPTION
OF THE DISTRICT OF NORTH DA-
KOTA.

Chapter 5 of title 28, United States Code, is
amended by striking section 114 and insert-
ing the following:

“§114. North Dakota

“North Dakota constitutes one judicial
district.

‘‘Court shall be held at Bismarck, Fargo,
Grand Forks, and Minot.”’.

SEC. 4. SEPARATION OF THE JUDGMENT AND
STATEMENT OF REASONS FORMS.

Section 356563(c)(2) of title 18, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the written
order of judgment and commitment’ and in-
serting ‘‘a statement of reasons form issued
under section 994(w)(1)(B) of title 28”.

SEC. 5. PRETRIAL SERVICES FUNCTIONS FOR JU-
VENILES.

Section 3154 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (14) as para-
graph (15); and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (13) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(14) Perform, in a manner appropriate for
juveniles, any of the functions identified in
this section with respect to juveniles await-
ing adjudication, trial, or disposition under
chapter 403 of this title who are not de-
tained.”.

SEC. 6. STATISTICAL REPORTING SCHEDULE FOR
CRIMINAL WIRETAP ORDERS.

Section 25619 of title 18, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“Within
thirty days after the expiration of an order
(or each extension thereof) entered under
section 2518, or the denial of an order approv-
ing an interception, the issuing or denying
judge” and inserting ‘“‘In January of each
year, any judge who has issued an order (or
an extension thereof) under section 2518 that
expired during the preceding year, or who
has denied approval of an interception dur-
ing that year,’’;

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘“‘In Janu-
ary of each year’ and inserting ‘‘In March of
each year’’; and

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking “In April
of each year’” and inserting ‘‘In June of each
year’’.

SEC. 7. THRESHOLDS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RE-
VIEW OF OTHER THAN COUNSEL
CASE COMPENSATION.

Section 3006A of title 18, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (e)—

(A) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), in the second sen-
tence, by striking ‘$5600’ and inserting
€“$800°’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘$500"’
and inserting ‘$800°’; and

(B) in paragraph (3), in the first sentence,
by striking ¢‘$1,600”’ and inserting ‘‘$2,400"’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘() The dollar amounts provided in para-
graphs (2) and (3) shall be adjusted simulta-
neously by an amount, rounded to the near-
est multiple of $100, equal to the percentage
of the cumulative adjustments taking effect
under section 5303 of title 5 in the rates of
pay under the General Schedule since the
date the dollar amounts provided in para-
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graphs (2) and (3), respectively, were last en-
acted or adjusted by statute.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. ROONEY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on the bill under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Judiciary
Administrative Improvements Act of
2010 makes a number of changes to in-
crease the efficiency and effectiveness
of the Federal courts. The House
passed a substantially similar version
of this legislation last October.

H.R. 3632, which I introduced, was co-
sponsored by Chairman JOHN CONYERS,
Ranking Member LAMAR SMITH, and
Ranking Member HOWARD COBLE of the
Subcommittee on Courts and Competi-
tion Policy, which I also chair.

S. 1782 would make a number of mod-
est changes to the law and to the ad-
ministrative operations of the Federal
judiciary.

First, it will fix a minor conflict in
the law and make clear that senior
judges with a reduced workload are
permitted to participate in the selec-
tion of magistrate judges.

Second, the bill incorporates a pro-
posal supported by my friend and col-
league from North Dakota, EARL PoM-
EROY, to place North Dakota in a single
judicial district. This will allow for a
more even distribution of the work-
loads of the Federal courts in North
Dakota.

Third, the bill makes some minor ad-
justments for criminal matters. It re-
quires separating the Statement of
Reason from other information relat-
ing to the case, enabling confidential
information to be more carefully con-
trolled and protected.

The bill also clarifies the scope and
authority of Federal Pretrial Service
officers to supervise and assist juve-
niles awaiting delinquency disposition
in Federal court as an alternative to
incarceration.

Further, the bill adjusts the deadline
for both State and Federal judges to
file their wiretap totals with the Ad-
ministrative Office of the Courts so
that the annual wiretap report to Con-
gress is accurate and does not later re-
quire a later addendum.

Finally, the bill increases the statu-
tory amount that can be paid for ex-
perts without requiring approval by
the chief judge. This raises the current
threshold to accurately reflect the im-
pact of inflation.
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While I strongly support passage of
the Senate bill, I note that some provi-
sions in the House bill are not included
in this bill.

For example, the House bill would
have adjusted the disability require-
ment and cost-of-living annuities of
four territorial judges, thereby reduc-
ing existing inequities between them
and other term judges such as mag-
istrate and bankruptcy judges.

The House bill would have changed
the annual lead limit for the judicial
branch and adjusted the pay scale.

Finally, the House bill would have al-
lowed four Federal Judicial Center Di-
vision directors to receive a salary
commensurate with their responsibil-
ities and on par with similar AO per-
sonnel.

I intend to introduce new legislation
that will include these provisions from
my version of the Federal Judiciary
Administrative Improvements Act, but
let me be clear that passage of the leg-
islation before us today is an impor-
tant step to improving our Federal ju-
diciary and helping it function in the
most efficient way. This legislation is
bipartisan and noncontroversial. It
passed the Senate under unanimous
consent and has the full backing of the
Judicial Conference. I ask my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this
important legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of S. 1782 is
to implement noncontroversial admin-
istrative provisions that the Judicial
Conference and the House Judiciary
Committee believe are necessary to im-
prove the operations of the Federal ju-
diciary and provide justice for the
American people. The bill retains most
of the content of H.R. 3632, which we
passed in October of 2009.

The Judicial Conference is the pol-
icymaking body of the Federal judici-
ary and through its committee system
evaluates court operations. The con-
ference endorses all the provisions in
this bill.

S. 1782 affects a wide range of judicial
branch programs and operations, in-
cluding those pertaining to financial
administration, process improvements,
and personnel administration. The bill
incorporates five separate items.

First, it clarifies that senior judges
must satisfy minimum work thresholds
to participate in court government
matters, including the selection of
magistrates.

Second, the bill eliminates the ref-
erences to divisions and counties in the
statutory description of the Judicial
District of North Dakota, which en-
ables the court to better distribute the
workload between two active district
judges and reduce travel for litigants
in the northern central area of the dis-
trict.

Third, it authorizes the Statement of
Reasons that judges must issue upon
sentencing to be filed separately with
the court. Current law requires that
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the statement be bundled with other
information in the case distributed to
the Sentencing Commission, where it
can be difficult to maintain a seal re-
lated to confidential information.

Fourth, it specifies that the Federal
Pretrial Service officers can provide
the same services to juveniles as they
do for adult offenders, such as drug
treatment.

And, finally, it applies an infla-
tionary index to the threshold amount
requiring approval by the chief judge of
reimbursements for the cost of hiring
expert witnesses and conducting inves-
tigation for indigent defendants.

The dollar thresholds are statutorily
fixed and erode over time. This means
chief justices must devote greater time
approving what are otherwise not gen-
uine high-dollar requests.

Mr. Speaker, S. 1782 is necessary to
improve the functioning of the TU.S.
courts, which will ultimately benefit
the American people. This is a non-
controversial bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHN-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, S. 1782.

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.

———

EXPRESSING CONDOLENCES FOR
CHATHAM COUNTY COURTHOUSE
FIRE

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 1364)
honoring the historic and community
significance of the Chatham County
Courthouse and expressing condolences
to Chatham County and the town of
Pittsboro for the fire damage sustained
by the courthouse on March 25, 2010.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1364

Whereas on March 5, 1881, the General As-
sembly of North Carolina approved legisla-
tion allowing the Board of Justices of Chat-
ham County to replace the existing
architecturally unsound Chatham County
courthouse with a new facility and provided
the county with construction bonds of up to
$12,000;

Whereas Thomas B. Womack designed the
plans for the Chatham County Courthouse,
and J. Bynum and William Lord London of
Pittsboro, North Carolina, were awarded the
construction contract;

Whereas on September 1, 1881, members of
Columbus Lodge 102 laid the cornerstone of
the new courthouse in Pittsboro, and on July
4, 1882, the new courthouse was completed;

Whereas the Chatham County Courthouse
is a three-story brick structure with a two-
story classical portico topped by a distin-
guishing three-stage cupola;
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Whereas county courthouses are focal
points of justice and the rule of law in com-
munities across the country, and the Chat-
ham County Courthouse serves as the cen-
tral landmark of Pittsboro and Chatham
County;

Whereas the historic Chatham County
Courthouse was partially destroyed by a
tragic fire that broke out on March 25, 2010,
at approximately 4:15 p.m;

Whereas firefighters, led by Chatham
Country Fire Marshal Thomas Bender, cou-
rageously fought the blaze and protected sur-
rounding buildings from damage;

Whereas government officials of the North
Carolina Administrative Office of the Courts,
Chatham County, and the town of Pittsboro
have worked tirelessly to ensure the con-
tinuity of judicial operations in Chatham
County and to develop a plan to restore the
courthouse; and

Whereas the North Carolina court system,
Chatham County, and the town of Pittsboro
experienced a significant and tragic loss as a
result of the March 25, 2010 fire: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) expresses condolences to the North
Carolina court system, Chatham County, and
the town of Pittsboro for the tragic loss of
the Chatham County Courthouse;

(2) commends the heroic actions of the
Chatham County firefighters and first re-
sponders who worked tirelessly to combat
the Courthouse fire, minimize the damage to
the Courthouse and the historic materials
contained therein, and protect the public;

(3) recognizes the community significance
of the Courthouse as a cornerstone of justice
and the rule of law in Chatham County; and

(4) recognizes the impact that more than a
century of landmark court decisions has
made on the judicial system of the Town of
Pittsboro, Chatham County, and North Caro-
lina.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. ROONEY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the reso-
lution under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution honors
the Chatham County Courthouse in
Pittsboro, North Carolina. This his-
toric courthouse was recently de-
stroyed by a fire on March 25, 2010. It
took more than 100 courageous fire-
fighters to put out the blaze.

The town of Pittsboro, population
around 3,000, has many important his-
torical attractions. These include nu-
merous 19th century buildings, an old-
fashioned soda shop on the main street,
and a number of antique stores. And
for over 100 years, Chatham County
Courthouse stood in the middle of
town.

The courthouse was originally built
in 1881 and was restored in 1991 to its
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original appearance. Local residents
regarded the courthouse as the heart of
the county and as a symbol of their
community.

This resolution expresses our condo-
lences to the town of Pittsboro and all
of Chatham County, North Carolina,
for their loss of this historic and sig-
nificant building, and I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I support House Resolu-
tion 1364. This resolution honors the
historic and community significance of
the Chatham County Courthouse and
expresses condolences to Chatham
County and the town of Pittsboro for
the fire damage sustained by the court-
house on March 25, 2010.

The cornerstone of the Chatham
County Courthouse was laid in 1881.
The courthouse was completed in 1882.
For nearly 130 years, justice and the
rule of law preserved this three-story
brick courthouse. It stood as the cen-
tral landmark and community gath-
ering-place for Pittsboro and Chatham
County. It helped form the identity and
independence of the people of Chatham
County.

On March 25, 2010, the Chatham
County Courthouse was partially de-
stroyed by a tragic fire. Firefighters
and emergency responders fought cou-
rageously to save the structure and the
historic archives within it. They also
protected the public and surrounding
buildings from damage.

State, county, and city officials have
since worked to ensure that the admin-
istration of justice continues in Chat-
ham County. They also plan to restore
the courthouse.

This resolution expresses condolences
to the people of Chatham County and
the town of Pittsboro for their historic
loss. The resolution commends the he-
roic work of the firefighters and first
responders, and it recognizes the sig-
nificance of the courthouse to the com-
munity and to the administration of
justice for more than a century. I urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting
this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. PRICE) for such time as
he may consume.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague for
yielding and rise in support of H. Res.
1364, recognizing and remembering the
Chatham County Courthouse in Pitts-
boro, North Carolina.

At 4:15 p.m. on March 25 of this year,
the upper portion of the courthouse
caught fire. The blaze eventually de-
stroyed much of the building, taking
with it over 130 years of history and a
source of pride and appreciation for
Chatham County residents and visi-
tors.

The county the courthouse serves is
divided between the Second and Fourth
Congressional Districts, and I am
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pleased to join my colleague, Rep-
resentative BoB ETHERIDGE, and other
North Carolina colleagues today in la-
menting the serious damage to this
landmark structure.

The Chatham County Courthouse
dates back to September 1, 1881, when
members of the Columbus Lodge 102
laid its cornerstone at the historic
town center of Pittsboro. The building,
which is known for its two-story clas-
sical portico, topped by a three-stage
cupola, was designed by Thomas B.
Womack, following the passage of leg-
islation in the North Carolina General
Assembly to provide the county with
construction bonds of up to $12,000.

The building was completed less than
1 year later, on Independence Day of
1882, and has served ever since as a
landmark to visitors and residents
alike and a symbol of constancy to the
broader community.

Although the building will be rebuilt
in time and many of the records lost
will be recreated, I grieve with the
Chatham County community today for
the loss of this courthouse. County
courthouses are the cornerstones of
justice and the rule of law in our com-
munities; but we know they attain a
greater significance, a significance
larger than their day-to-day role.

I also would like to recognize the
local first responders who responded to
the fire for their heroic action in con-
trolling the blaze and ensuring the
safety of court personnel. Thanks to
their efforts and a working fire alarm
system, there were no injuries or fa-
talities as a result of this fire.

I also commend the North Carolina
Administrative Office of the Courts and
the Chatham County and town of Pitts-
boro governments, which have worked
tirelessly to ensure the continuity of
judicial operations and to develop a
plan to restore the courthouse.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
league, Mr. ETHERIDGE, who represents
the town of Pittsboro and the majority
of Chatham County in Congress, for his
leadership on this resolution. I join
with him in extending condolences to
the community and expressing our
hope and expectation that efforts to re-
build the portions of the building that
were destroyed and to restore the ar-
chives will be swift and successful.
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Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHN-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution, H. Res.
1364.

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. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I object to the vote on the ground
that a quorum is not present and make
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the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

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.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

——————

KATIE SEPICH ENHANCED DNA
COLLECTION ACT OF 2010

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 4614) to amend part
E of title I of the Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to pro-
vide for incentive payments under the
Edward Byrne Memorial Justice As-
sistance Grant program for States to
implement minimum and enhanced
DNA collection processes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4614

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Katie Sepich
Enhanced DNA Collection Act of 2010°.

SEC. 2. INCENTIVE PAYMENTS UNDER THE
BYRNE GRANTS PROGRAM FOR
STATES TO IMPLEMENT MINIMUM
AND ENHANCED DNA COLLECTION
PROCESSES.

Section 505 of title I of the Omnibus Crime
Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 3755) is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘(i) PAYMENT INCENTIVES FOR STATES TO
IMPLEMENT MINIMUM AND ENHANCED DNA
COLLECTION PROCESSES.—

‘(1) PAYMENT INCENTIVES.—

“(A) BONUS FOR MINIMUM DNA COLLECTION
PROCESS.—Subject to subparagraph (B), in
the case of a State that receives funds for a
fiscal year (beginning with fiscal year 2011)
under this subpart and has implemented a
minimum DNA collection process and uses
such process for such year, the amount of
funds that would otherwise be allocated
under this subpart to such State for such fis-
cal year shall be increased by 5 percent.

‘(B) BONUS FOR ENHANCED DNA COLLECTION
PROCESS.—In the case of a State that re-
ceives funds for a fiscal year (beginning with
fiscal year 2011) under this subpart and has
implemented an enhanced DNA collection
process and uses such process for such year,
the amount of funds that would otherwise be
allocated under this subpart to such State
for such fiscal year shall be increased by 10
percent.

‘(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section:

“(A) MINIMUM DNA COLLECTION PROCESS.—
The term ‘minimum DNA collection process’
means, with respect to a State, a process
under which the Combined DNA Index Sys-
tem (CODIS) of the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation is searched at least one time against
samples from the following individuals who
are at least 18 years of age:

‘(i) Such individuals who are arrested for,
charged with, or indicted for a criminal of-
fense under State law that consists of mur-
der or voluntary manslaughter or any at-
tempt to commit murder or voluntary man-
slaughter.

‘“(ii) Such individuals who are arrested for,
charged with, or indicted for a criminal of-
fense under State law that has an element
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involving a sexual act or sexual contact with
another and that is punishable by imprison-
ment for more than 5 years, or an attempt to
commit such an offense.

‘“(iii) Such individuals who are arrested
for, charged with, or indicted for a criminal
offense under State law that has an element
of kidnaping or abduction punishable by im-
prisonment for 5 years or more.

‘(B) ENHANCED DNA COLLECTION PROCESS.—
The term ‘enhanced DNA collection process’
means, with respect to a State, a process
under which the State provides for the col-
lection, for purposes of inclusion in the Com-
bined DNA Index System (CODIS) of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation, of DNA samples
from the following individuals who are at
least 18 years of age:

‘(i) Such individuals who are arrested for
or charged with a criminal offense under
State law that consists of murder or vol-
untary manslaughter or any attempt to com-
mit murder or voluntary manslaughter.

‘‘(ii) Such individuals who are arrested for
or charged with a criminal offense under
State law that has an element involving a
sexual act or sexual contact with another
and that is punishable by imprisonment for
more than 1 year, or an attempt to commit
such an offense.

‘“(iii) Such individuals who are arrested for
or charged with a criminal offense under
State law that consists of a specified offense
against a minor (as defined in section 111(7)
of the Sex Offender Registration and Notifi-
cation Act (42 U.S.C. 16911(7)), or an attempt
to commit such an offense.

“(iv) Such individuals who are arrested for
or charged with a criminal offense under
State law that consists of burglary or any
attempt to commit burglary.

‘(v) Such individuals who are arrested for
or charged with a criminal offense under
State law that consists of aggravated as-
sault.

‘(3) EXPUNGEMENT OF PROFILES.—The
expungement requirements under section
210304(d) of the DNA Identification Act of
1994 (42 U.S.C. 14132(d)) shall apply to any
samples collected pursuant to this sub-
section for purposes of inclusion in the Com-
bined DNA Index System (CODIS) of the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation.

‘“(4) REPORTS.—The Attorney General shall
submit to the Committee of the Judiciary of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee of the Judiciary of the Senate an an-
nual report (which shall be made publicly
available) that—

“(A) lists the States,
volved—

‘(i) which have (and those States which
have not) implemented a minimum DNA col-
lection process and use such process; and

‘(ii) which have (and those States which
have not) implemented an enhanced DNA
collection process and use such process;

‘“(B) describes the increases granted to
States under paragraph (1) for the year in-
volved and the amounts that States not re-
ceiving an increase under such paragraph
would have received if such States had a
minimum or enhanced DNA collection proc-
ess; and

“(C) includes statistics, with respect to the
year involved, regarding the benefits to law
enforcement resulting from the implementa-
tion of minimum and enhanced DNA collec-
tion processes, including the number of
matches made due to the inclusion of ar-
restee profiles under such a process.

““(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this subsection for each of the fis-
cal years 2011 through 2015, in addition to
funds made available under section 508, such
sums as may be necessary, but not to exceed
the amount that is 10 percent of the total

for the year in-
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amount appropriated pursuant to such sec-
tion for such fiscal year.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. ROONEY) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Katie Sepich En-
hanced DNA Collection Act of 2010,
otherwise known as Katie’s Law, will
help prevent violent crime, help exon-
erate the innocent, give our police ac-
cess to cutting-edge forensic tech-
niques, and reduce the cost of criminal
investigations. More importantly,
Katie’s Law will help victims of violent
crime and their families get answers
and the closure that they need.

Katie’s Law encourages the States to
adopt effective DNA collection proce-
dures. States that meet the minimum
standards set by the bill are entitled to
a b percent bonus in Byrne/JAG funding
for State and local law enforcement.
States that adopt the enhanced stand-
ards are entitled to a 10 percent bonus.
These funds are in addition to funds
awarded through Byrne/JAG. States
that do not adopt collection procedures
that meet the new Federal standards
are not penalized in any way. Katie’s
Law also directs the Attorney General
to report to Congress once a year on
the progress made by the States in
adopting new collection procedures.

Katie’s Law is named for Katie
Sepich, who is remembered as a vibrant
young woman and a graduate student
at New Mexico State University. In the
summer of 2003, Katie was brutally
raped and murdered just outside her
home. Katie’s parents, Jayann and
Dave Sepich, waited for 3 long years as
the investigation continued, without
producing any strong leads. In Janu-
ary, 2006, thanks to the efforts of the
Sepich family, the New Mexico State
legislature passed a measure to require
the collection of DNA evidence in the
investigation of certain felonies.
Months later, investigators linked a
DNA sample from Katie’s attacker to a
sample taken from a repeat violent of-
fender who had been in and out of po-
lice custody for years. Confronted with
the evidence, the suspect pled guilty to
the crime and is now serving 69 years
in prison without parole.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the law en-
forcement officers who solved this
crime. But consider the fact that
Katie’s assailant was arrested for ag-
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gravated burglary just weeks after at-
tacking Katie. If a DNA sample from
that individual had matched evidence
from the crime scene, the case might
have been solved years earlier; police
officers could have saved thousands of
dollars and hundreds of man hours; and
Katie’s family might not have spent 3
painful years in investigatory limbo.

Katie’s Law provides the resources
necessary to solve crimes sooner. This
measure passed the House with over-
whelming support last Congress, and
has cosponsors from both sides of the
aisle. I commend my colleagues, HARRY
TEAGUE and ADAM SCHIFF, for their
tireless work on this issue.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 4614.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4614, which I am proud to be a cospon-
sor of. The Katie Sepich Enhanced
DNA Collection Act authorizes incen-
tive grants to States that implement
programs to collect DNA samples from
felony arrestees. DNA arrestee pro-
grams provide an important law en-
forcement tool to identify the per-
petrators of open and unsolved cases.
DNA arrestee programs can also pre-
vent crime by linking suspects to
crimes and locking them up before
they have a chance to strike again.

Katie Sepich’s case clearly dem-
onstrates the value of collecting DNA
from felony arrestees. Just 3 months
after brutally raping and murdering
Katie in 2003, Gabriel Avilla committed
an aggravated burglary for which he
was convicted in 2004, absconded from
his sentencing, and was apprehended
again in 2005. His DNA was finally
taken and matched to Katie’s case—a
match that could have been obtained
just 3 months after Katie’s murder,
saving valuable law enforcement re-
sources and providing some closure to
Katie’s families and friends.

New Mexico’s DNA arrestee law was
passed in 2006. Twenty-one other States
now have similar laws, including my
home State of Florida. Florida’s DNA
arrestee program solved a 25-year-old
murder when the suspect was arrested
last May—and his DNA collected—on
felony drug charges. In New York, DNA
collected following a drunk-driving ar-
rest linked a suspect to three rape/
homicides dating back over 20 years.

By collecting DNA samples from
arrestees and uploading them into a
national DNA data base, or CODIS,
States can empower police and pros-
ecutors not only to solve cold cases but
hopefully apprehend violent criminals
before more innocent people are vic-
timized and precious lives are lost.
H.R. 4614 provides incentive grants to
States that implement and use DNA
arrestee programs.

The amended version of this bill be-
fore us today makes several important
improvements to the bill. First, it re-
moves the provision that would have
penalized States that do not have ar-
restee programs by deducting 5 percent
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of their Federal grant money. Second,
it creates a two-tiered system for in-
centive grant awards based upon
whether the State has a “minimum’ or
‘““enhanced’ arrestee program, which I
hope will provide greater flexibility to
States receiving those grants. Third,
the amended bill places a cap on the
authorization level, limiting it to 10
percent of the amount appropriated for
the Byrne/JAG grant program.

I support these improvements to the
bill. However, I also recognize there are
other areas where the bill could also be
improved. A significant hurdle to
States implementing DNA arrestee
programs is the cost. In Georgia, for in-
stance, where legislation was intro-
duced earlier this year to require DNA
collection from arrestees, it would cost
as much as $7 million a year to operate
the program. Unfortunately, Georgia
will not be eligible for an incentive
grant under H.R. 4614 until it fully im-
plements a DNA arrestee process. A
possible solution would be to allow
States, such as Georgia, to use grant
funding to implement their DNA ar-
restee law, where the costs are argu-
ably their highest.

In addition, H.R. 4614 awards incen-
tive grants to States with DNA ar-
restee programs not just once, but year
after year after year. Perhaps the em-
phasis should be on those States that
have not yet enacted or implemented a
DNA arrestee program. Because this
grant increase is compulsory under
this bill, the Justice Department will
be required to administer the addi-
tional bonus to States even if Congress
does not appropriate additional funds
for the program. There is concern that
this may ultimately result in depleting
Byrne/JAG funds from certain States,
thus creating a penalty to States with-
out the DNA arrestee law. I hope to
work with all concerned parties and re-
solve the lingering issues as this legis-
lation moves forward.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I now yield such time as he may
consume to the sponsor of this bill, the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
TEAGUE).

Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the Katie Sepich
Enhanced DNA Collection Act, or
Katie’s Law. First of all, I want to
thank my colleagues, Representative
SCHIFF and Representative REICHERT,
for all their hard work on this impor-
tant piece of legislation. Most of all, I
want to thank Jayann and Dave
Sepich, constituents of mine from
Carlsbad, New Mexico, for bringing this
important issue to my attention and
for crusading tirelessly to help pass ar-
restee DNA laws nationwide.

This bill is named for their daughter,
Katie Sepich, who was brutally raped
and murdered in Las Cruces, New Mex-
ico, in 2003, at the age of 22. Jayann
and Dave have bravely taken this dev-
astating and horrific experience that
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most people, including myself, could
never imagine, and have turned it into
something that will save lives and help
families across the country. If this law
had been on the books in New Mexico
at the time of Katie’s murder, her case
would have been solved 3 months after
her death when her killer was arrested
for breaking into the home of two
women after watching them through a
window. Instead, Katie’s killer was not
identified until over 3 years after her
murder and was left to roam the
streets for much of that time.

Since Katie’s murder in 2003, New
Mexico has passed a State law allowing
law enforcement to collect DNA from
those arrested for certain felonies.
Twenty-two other States as well as the
Federal Government have passed simi-
lar laws. I have introduced my version
of Katie’s Law at the Federal level to
make sure that this life-saving law
that is in effect in my home State of
New Mexico and 22 others is the stand-
ard for every State.

The Katie’s Law I have introduced
will incentivize States to, at the very
least, match certain arrestees to the
national DNA bank, the Combined
DNA Information System, or CODIS,
by providing the States that comply
with a b5-percent increase in their
Byrne/JAG funds. There is no require-
ment for retention of the DNA record
after it is checked against CODIS.
Katie’s Law will also further
incentivize those States which not only
match arrestees but also contribute to
the CODIS with a 10-percent increase
in Byrne/JAG funds. Not only do these
incentives encourage States to imple-
ment arrestee DNA laws, but they pro-
vide much needed support to local law
enforcement as they work to keep our
streets safe.

DNA has rightly been called the fin-
gerprint of the 21st century. By simply
swabbing a person’s cheek and then
coding junk DNA with only 13 indica-
tors, law enforcement can accurately
identify perpetrators of a crime with-
out regard to race or criminal history.
This practice protects the privacy of
arrestees, since any identifying infor-
mation, such as genetic predisposition
to disease, is not coded for use by law
enforcement. In addition, my bill con-
tains an expungement clause to make
sure there is a way for DNA to be re-
moved from CODIS should a person not
be convicted of the crime for which
they were arrested.

The full potential of DNA as a crime-
solving tool cannot be realized if we’re
not collecting DNA from those
arrestees for certain violent crimes.
Statistics show that 70 percent of
America’s crimes are committed by 6
percent of America’s criminals. This
means many of those who have com-
mitted some of the most heinous
crimes in our society are repeat offend-
ers.
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One study conducted in Chicago
tracked the known criminal activity of
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eight individuals and determined that
60 violent crimes, including 53 murders,
would have been prevented if the eight
individuals’ DNA had been taken on
their first felony arrest. Similarly, a
serial killer and rapist from California
named Chester Turner raped and mur-
dered at least 12 women between 1987
and 1998, during which time he was also
arrested a total of 18 times. Had Turner
been swabbed for DNA when he was ar-
rested on January 26, 1987, he would
have been linked to his first victim,
and 11 women would still be alive
today. These women are not just names
in a police report. They are real people
with aspirations, with families, with
husbands, with people who love them,
and they didn’t have to die. Worse still,
an innocent man named David Jones
was wrongfully convicted of three of
the Turner murders and served 11 years
in prison before he was finally ab-
solved.

Considering the potential for false
identification and the number of repeat
offenders in our criminal justice sys-
tem, it’s only common sense that if
someone is arrested for a crime like
rape, murder, or kidnapping, we make
sure we identify them fully before we
release them back onto the streets. We
use fingerprints for this very purpose,
and we should use the modern equiva-
lent, junk DNA.

Katie’s Law simply allows law en-
forcement to treat DNA evidence left
at the scene of a crime as they do fin-
gerprints. The fact is that the science
has advanced, and we should allow law
enforcement to use all of the tech-
nology available to them, including the
fingerprints of the 21st century, to re-
duce expensive and unjust false convic-
tions, bring closure to victims by solv-
ing cold cases, better identify crimi-
nals, and keep those who commit vio-
lent crime from walking the streets.

Jayann and Dave have experienced
something that no parent should ever
have to, the loss of a child. We have the
power through advanced DNA collec-
tion to make one less parent grieve for
a child, one less husband grieve for a
wife, or one less child lose a parent.

I ask that you support this legisla-
tion.

Mr. ROONEY. Madam Speaker, I
yield as much time as he may consume
to the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. REICHERT), a former sheriff and
cosponsor of this legislation.

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

Madam Speaker, I am proud to rise
today to join with Mr. TEAGUE and Mr.
ScHIFF to fight for Katie’s Law. Think
about what I just said, ‘‘Katie’s Law.”
We have a bill named after a young
lady, a 22-year-old woman whose life
was ripped away from her, so we name
a law, and her name will live on. Katie
Sepich from Carlsbad, New Mexico, 22
years old. Her life was ripped away
from her by a monster.

I think most Members of Congress
know that I had a full career as a po-
lice officer, a sheriff’s deputy, SWAT
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commander, homicide detective, hos-
tage negotiator, a street cop for 33
years, and finally as the sheriff before
I left the Sheriff’s Office. I know first-
hand what DNA does.

In 1982, I was a 3l-year-old homicide
detective standing by the riverside,
collecting the bodies of three young
women, 16 years old, dead. No DNA
then. All we had was blood-typing. We
were fortunate, though, that we had
some bodily samples that we could
take that we froze and we saved for 19
years. In 1987, the team of detectives
that were together on that case had an
opportunity to search the home of a
suspect and take body fluids from him.
He chewed on a piece of gauze. We put
it in a test tube, and we froze that. In
1987, ““CSI” of course had not been
heard of, but we were still using
science—entomology, biology, archae-
ology, forensic pathology, et cetera. No
computers. No DNA. Still blood-typing.

In 1998-99, the first DNA science be-
came known to law enforcement, so we
sent our sample to the only two labs
that were dealing with DNA at that
time. They said, Your samples were too
fragile, too small. We might destroy
them if we tested them further, so
come back in a couple of years. In 2001,
we submitted the samples, and we
came back with a DNA match on three
of the bodies. With that DNA match,
out of 40,000 tip sheets, 10,000 items of
evidence, we solved 48 murders. We
closed 50 cases. He pled guilty to 48
murders because of DNA.

I can’t tell you how important
Katie’s Law is to saving lives. That
person who committed these 48 crimes
and many, many more took the deaths
of these young women, ended their
lives tragically and ruined the lives of
their families for the rest of their lives.
There can never be closure for those
families and never be closure for their
friends. There can only be answers to
questions, Who Kkilled my daughter?
Who took her life and why? That’s
what DNA does. But it also protects
the innocent, as most of you know.
There have been some over the past
several years that have actually been
released from prison because they
found the guilty person.

So there are all kinds of reasons why
this law needs to be passed today, and
I hope every Member votes ‘‘yes’ to
pass Katie’s Law in honor of the trag-
edy, the loss of Katie’s life, and in
honor of all those who have been taken
S0 senselessly.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, may I inquire as to how many
further speakers the floor manager has
remaining?

Mr. ROONEY. Madam Speaker, 1
have no further speakers.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield for as much time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. SCHIFF).

Mr. SCHIFF. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

DNA is perhaps the most powerful
and most reliable tool at the disposal
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of criminal investigators today. As a
former Federal prosecutor during the
early days of the DNA revolution, I
have seen firsthand the power of DNA
to prove the guilt or innocence of a
suspect.

In 2008, I proposed an amendment to
the Debbie Smith Act reauthorization
that would have put in place a 10 per-
cent bonus in Byrne/JAG grants for
States to collect DNA profiles from
anyone arrested for certain serious
felonies. It passed the House with a
strong bipartisan vote, but the clock
ran out in the Senate. I could not be
more pleased that Congressman HARRY
TEAGUE has taken up the banner on
this issue. I hope this year we can fi-
nally get it across the finish line.

You have heard the tragic story of
Katie Sepich, for whom this bill is
named. Katie was a bright, vivacious
22-year-old from New Mexico who was
murdered in 2003. Police were able to
extract the DNA profile of her attacker
from beneath Katie’s fingernails, but
they got no match to anyone in the of-
fender database. When they finally did
get a hit on the attacker’s DNA, they
discovered that the murderer had been
arrested repeatedly for burglaries after
2003, but because he was never con-
victed, he was not required to submit a
DNA sample for the database. Had New
Mexico had arrestee testing at the
time, Katie’s killer would have been
taken off the streets years earlier.

There are 23 States, including my
home State of California, that have
now adopted DNA collection upon ar-
rest or indictment for at least some
violent felonies. By doing so, these
States increase the power of the na-
tional database to solve crimes. The
bonus in Federal law enforcement
grants provided by Katie’s Law will en-
courage additional States to adopt ar-
restee testing law. The legislation pre-
serves civil liberties protections by re-
quiring the FBI and the States to ex-
punge the DNA of suspects who are ac-
quitted.

We know the power of this tech-
nology. We also know the cost of delay,
the cost of an inadequate database, and
it is simply this: that as we wait to run
these samples or if we miss the oppor-
tunity to test the samples of those ar-
rested for violent felonies, we know
with a virtual statistical certainty
that people we could take off the
street, people that have committed
rape or committed murder, will, in the
interim between the time we do take
the sample of the arrestee or between
the time we do erase the backlog, will
go on to murder others, to rape others.
And what a tragedy it is when we have
this tool not to utilize it to its full ex-
tent.

I want to thank my colleagues for
their leadership on this issue. HARRY
TEAGUE has been a great champion.
Congressman REICHERT has been a
great champion, and we are indebted to
their leadership on this. This legisla-
tion is the product of years of work and
debate in Congress. It will help law en-
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forcement use DNA to solve crimes,
and it will keep in place existing civil
liberties protections. So hats off to
Representatives TEAGUE and REICHERT
for their leadership on this issue and to
Chairman CONYERS and to Chairman
ScoTT for their support as well. I urge
its adoption.

Mr. ROONEY. Madam Speaker, I
want to personally thank Mr. TEAGUE
from New Mexico and Mr. REICHERT
from Washington for their leadership
on this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. Lo-
RETTA SANCHEZ of California). The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHN-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 4614, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. ROONEY. 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.

——————

MICHAEL C. ROTHBERG POST
OFFICE

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 5099) to designate
the facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 15 South Main
Street in Sharon, Massachusetts, as
the ‘“Michael C. Rothberg Post Office”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5099

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

SECTION 1. MICHAEL C. ROTHBERG POST OF-
FICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 15
South Main Street in Sharon, Massachu-
setts, shall be known and designated as the
““Michael C. Rothberg Post Office”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—Any references 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 ‘‘Michael C. Rothberg
Post Office”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I now yield myself such time as I
may consume.

On behalf of the House Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform, I
rise in support of H.R. 5099. This meas-
ure designates the United States postal
building located at 15 South Main
Street in Sharon, Massachusetts, as
the Michael C. Rothberg Post Office
Building.

Michael Rothberg was a victim of the
September 11 terrorist attacks on the
World Trade Center in New York City,
New York. He worked for Cantor Fitz-
gerald as a director of program trading.
Described by those who knew him as
analytical and independent, he had a
knack for the high technology used in
bond trading, yet he was still able to
clearly explain complicated concepts
to his clients. Michael liked to be the
leader of a team. He enjoyed the auton-
omy and the freedom to make one’s
own decisions. He even encouraged his
subordinates—‘‘his colleagues,”” as he
called them—to have similar aspira-
tions.

Michael Rothberg was a member of
the Sharon High School class of 1980
and a graduate of McGill University.
He was a very active supporter of the
Dana-Farber Institute’s Jimmy Fund,
the Multiple Sclerosis Foundation, and
Mutual Funds Against Cancer.

He is survived by his parents, Iris and
Jay Rothberg, as well as his sister,
Rhonda.
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The Michael C. Rothberg Memorial
Scholarship fund was set up for stu-
dents from Sharon High School. The
Michael C. Rothberg Memorial Race is
also held every year in Michael’s
honor.

H.R. 5099 was introduced by our col-
league, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK) on April 21, 2010. The
measure was referred to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform,
which ordered it reported by unani-
mous consent on May 6, 2010.

The measure has the support of the
entire New York House delegation. I
thank the gentleman from Massachu-
setts for introducing this measure. 1
also would like to thank Chairman
TowNs and Ranking Member ISSA for
their support for the bill. I urge my
colleagues to support this measure.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 5099 designating the facil-
ity of the United States Postal Service
located at 15 South Main Street in
Sharon, Massachusetts, as the Michael
C. Rothberg Post Office.

A native of Sharon, Massachusetts,
Michael graduated from Sharon High
School and went on to receive his bach-
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elor’s and master’s degrees from McGill
University.

His family and friends described him
as kind, generous and selfless. It was
Michael who encouraged and financed
his sister, Rhonda, to start her own
business. Michael was known to work
hard, excelling in his position on Wall
Street, rising to the 104th floor of the
World Trade Center, where he worked
for Cantor Fitzgerald. He made friends
with many of the clients and associates
he worked with, helping them both in
and out of the office.

His mother Iris tells of a time a
friend found out she had cancer, and
Michael immediately went to his staff
and raised money for the Jimmy Fund.
She also tells of a time a client needed
surgery, and Michael sent a car for her
and waited during the procedure to
take her home.

On September 11, 2001, the United
States was attacked by radical Islamic
jihadists, those against what America
considers good and just. Behind the
devastating number of deaths were the
individuals, each having family and
friends they left behind. One of these
victims was Michael C. Rothberg. He
was 39 years old.

To honor Michael’s dedication to his
community, The Michael C. Rothberg
September 11th Memorial Scholarship
was organized by former classmates,
friends, and family. The scholarship is
awarded to students at Sharon High
School who show qualities of academic
integrity, ethical commitment, and
service to the community.

Today we honor Michael, whose short
life was dedicated selflessly to his
friends and family. To celebrate and
preserve his legacy, I ask all Members
to join in supporting H.R. 5099.

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

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Madam
Speaker, | appreciate the prompt action of the
committee in processing this bill. Michael
Rothberg was one of the talented young
Americans who was one of the victims of the
mass murder by bloodthirsty terrorists on Sep-
tember 11th. Mr. Rothberg was one of those
killed by these vicious thugs in their attack on
the World Trade Center.

Understandably, his family, who is proud of
him and of the high regard he was held in the
town in which he had lived, asked that | act to
have the town’s post office named for him. It
was a request that was enthusiastically sup-
ported by the government of the town, not sur-
prisingly, because it is a community that takes
its civic responsibilities seriously and elects
and appoints people to town offices who are
thoughtful, compassionate, and effective.

Mr. Rothberg was born in Sharon and grad-
uated from Sharon High School. He then went
on to earn his Bachelors and Masters degrees
in math and computer science from McGill
University in Montreal. He went to work for
Kanter Fitzgerald whose offices were on the
104th floor of the World Trade Center, and on
September 11th, he was tragically killed in his
office.

Michael Rothberg was both a very success-
ful professional and a man of great generosity,
and while he was working in New York, he re-
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membered his Massachusetts roots in his gen-
erous support of important medically-related
charities, for example the Dana Farber Cancer
Institute’s Jimmy Fund. He was also a strong
supporter of the Multiple Sclerosis Foundation
and Mutual Funds against Cancer.

His family has established the Michael C.
Rothberg Memorial Scholarship, and his fellow
Sharonites have generously contributed to it in
his memory in a number of ways.

Madam Speaker, | appreciate the chance to
join Michael Rothberg’s family and the town of
Sharon in memorializing an able, generous
man who is sorely missed, and we all take this
occasion of course to reaffirm our resolve to
do everything that we can to protect all of us
against a repeat of this tragedy.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to join me in
support of this measure, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAvis) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5099.

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. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, 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.

———
CONGRATULATING PHIL
MICKELSON ON WINNING 2010

MASTERS GOLF TOURNAMENT

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 1256)
congratulating Phil Mickelson on win-
ning the 2010 Masters golf tournament.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1256

Whereas, on April 11, 2010, Phil Mickelson
won the Masters golf tournament for the
third time at the Augusta National Golf
Course in Augusta, Georgia;

Whereas the Augusta National Golf Course
was established in 1933;

Whereas the Masters was started by
Clifford Roberts and Robert Tyre ‘‘Bobby’’
Jones, Jr., who designed the Augusta Na-
tional Golf Course with course architect
Alister MacKenzie;

Whereas the Augusta National Golf Course
has hosted the Masters since 1934;

Whereas the Masters is one of the 4 major
championships in professional golf;

Whereas past Masters champions include
some of the greatest players in golf history,
such as Walter Hagen, Ben Hogan, Arnold
Palmer, Gary Player, Byron Nelson, Jack
Nicklaus, Gene Sarazen, Sam Snead, Tom
Watson, and Tiger Woods;

Whereas Phil Mickelson shot a final round
67 for a T72-hole total of 16 under par, 3
strokes better than any other competitor;

Whereas Phil Mickelson brings great pride
and honor to his family and friends through
the tremendous skill, patience, and deter-
mination he displayed in victory;
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Whereas Phil Mickelson has won 4 major
championships, including the Masters 3
times, and a total of 38 events on the PGA
Tour; and

Whereas the Phil and Amy Mickelson
Foundation, through involvement with Start
Smart, the Mickelson ExxonMobil Teachers
Academy, and other causes, have supported a
variety of youth and family initiatives: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives congratulates Phil Mickelson on the
outstanding accomplishment of winning the
2010 Masters golf tournament.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise to congratulate professional
golfer Phil Mickelson on his stunning
victory in the 2010 Masters Golf Tour-
nament.

On April 11, 2010, in Augusta, Geor-
gia, golfer Phil Mickelson sank his last
birdie of the game to clinch his third
Masters Golf Tournament victory. This
was his fourth career championship
victory. He finished with the score of 16
under par, the best score in a Masters
Tournament since 2001. I would also
like to recognize the courage and the
tenacity of two extraordinary women
who were at Mr. Mickelson’s side dur-
ing his great victory: Amy Mickelson,
his wife; and Mary Mickelson, his
mother. Both recently have been diag-
nosed with breast cancer. The
Mickelson family has shown amazing
bravery in the face of these difficult
circumstances. We wish them the very
best in the challenges that lie ahead,
and let us keep them in our thoughts
and prayers.

H. Res. 1256 was introduced by our
colleague, the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. BROUN), on April 15, 2010, and was
referred to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform. The com-
mittee reported the measure by unani-
mous consent on May 6, 2010. The meas-
ure enjoys the support of over 70 Mem-
bers of the House. I want to thank the
gentleman from Georgia for intro-
ducing this measure. I would also like
to thank Chairman ToOwNS and Rank-
ing Member IssA for their support of
the resolution. I ask my colleagues to
join me in congratulating Mr.
Mickelson on his success in the tour-
nament by supporting this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.
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I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 1256, which congratulates Phil
Mickelson on winning the 2010 Masters
Golf Tournament in Augusta, Georgia.
His strong performance in the tour-
nament and his exemplary community
involvement throughout his career is
an example not only for millions of
golf fans, but for all Americans.

Mickelson’s victory was his third
Masters title and his fourth major
championship of his stellar career. De-
spite the loud buzz surrounding this
year’s tournament, Mickelson quietly
and consistently played each hole very
well. He did not shoot above par on a
single hole in the final round and won
the tournament by three strokes.
ESPN wrote that ‘‘the signature mo-
ment came on the 13th, a hole
Mickelson has dominated like no other
at Augusta. With a 2-shot lead, he was
stuck between two Georgia pines and
had just over 200 yards to the hole. He
never considered anything but a shot
at the green.”

Mickelson took the risky shot, and
as he said, ‘it came off perfect.”
Mickelson ended the day by hitting a
birdie on the 18th hole to increase his
lead to 3. Even though Mickelson has
40 other tournament wins, this Masters
victory may have meant the most to
him because of all he has been through
in the last year. Both his wife and
mother were diagnosed with cancer in
the past year.

The Masters was the first tour-
nament that Amy, his wife, was able to
attend in months since she was diag-
nosed with breast cancer almost a year
ago. Amy had been unable to attend
the tournament during the first few
rounds and was so tired she did not
think that she could attend on Sunday
to watch the final round. However, she
found the strength to go to the 18th
hole and watch her husband win. All of
the fans at the tournament and golf
fans around the world cheered as
Mickelson embraced his wife. It was a
very touching moment. Afterwards
Mickelson said, “‘In the last year, we’ve
been through a lot, and it’s been tough.
And to be on the other end and feel this
kind of jubilation is incredible.” What
a gentleman, what a role model is Phil
Mickelson.

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this resolution that
recognizes Phil Mickelson’s perform-
ance and great character during this
Masters Tournament and also Augusta
National for hosting another out-
standing tournament.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I again urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting this measure, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAvIs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1256.

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

Mr. SALAZAR. 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.

———

NATIONAL TEACHER DAY

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 403) ex-
pressing the sense of the House of Rep-
resentatives that there should be es-
tablished a National Teacher Day to
honor and celebrate teachers in the
United States, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 403

Whereas the education of children in the
United States is the foundation of the future
success of the United States;

Whereas education is critical for the cre-
ation of an innovative workforce and for in-
creasing the global competitiveness of the
United States;

Whereas teachers help students cultivate
the knowledge and principles necessary to be
successful in life;

Whereas teachers are held to high expecta-
tions;

Whereas teachers help instill civic respon-
sibility among students in the United States;

Whereas teachers deserve annual national
recognition for their knowledge, selfless
dedication to their profession, compassion,
and sacrifice; and

Whereas the Tuesday of the first full week
of May of each year is an appropriate day for
the establishment of National Teacher Day:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Teacher Day; and

(2) calls upon the people of the United
States to observe such a day with appro-
priate ceremonies, programs, and activities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H. Res. 403, a resolution that supports
the goals and ideals of National Teach-
er Day to honor and celebrate teachers
in the United States of America.
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Every day in schools across the coun-
try, teachers work tirelessly to educate
our country’s most precious resource,
our children. Oftentimes they work
long hours under difficult conditions
and don’t receive the recognition and
appreciation they deserve. The least we
can do is designate a day where the
teachers of America know that they
are appreciated and that they are in
our thoughts.
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Most of us can think back to that
one special teacher who influenced us
or changed our lives: the math teacher
that took extra time out of their over-
loaded schedule to help us understand
that one difficult algebra problem; the
Spanish teacher who stayed late to
help us with verb conjugations before
the big test, or the history teacher who
made the American Revolution come
alive off the page of a textbook.

Teachers are the glue that holds our
education system together. They en-
sure that our young people become suc-
cessful adults by providing the knowl-
edge and skills for them to thrive, even
if some of our children don’t realize it
at the time. Teachers help our children
find their way along the path to adult-
hood, teaching more than facts and fig-
ures, but life lessons as well.

I often remember and often talk
about my favorite teacher, a woman,
Ms. Beadie King, who taught in a one-
room school that I attended as a young
person. Ms. Beadie taught 8 grades plus
what we called the little primer and
the big primer, all at the same time.
And oftentimes today, when I talk, I
use pithy sayings and comments. Most
of those I remember from Ms. Beadie,
who would often use these little illus-
trations to try and teach us how to be-
have.

For example, she used to tell us that
a wise old owl sat on an oak. The more
he heard, the less he spoke. The more
he spoke, the less he heard. Now I want
you boys to be like that wise old bird.
And of course, if we didn’t comply, she
had other methods and techniques that
she would use to get her message
across.

And to this very day—that’s been a
long, long time ago—I never forget
poems that she taught us because by
the time I graduated high school, she
had become the English teacher and
the literature teacher.

And she taught without thinking
about her compensation. As a matter
of fact, some days she would walk in
the rain, 6 to 8 miles herself, to get to
school. Other times, if the weather was
just too inclement, her husband would
drive her in his wagon. Now, of course,
lots of people can’t remember times
like those, but that was sometime ago.

We still have many dedicated teach-
ers all over America, teachers who give
of themselves in such a way that oth-
ers can experience and have the oppor-
tunities to grow and develop to become
whatever it is that their talents, ambi-
tion, hard work combine to make
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them. That is the role of teachers.
That is the promise of America.

And so we salute teachers on this
day. I believe that they are the salt of
the Earth, the pillars of the universe,
the individuals upon whose shoulders
the rest of society stands.

And so I urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 403, express-
ing the sense that the House of Rep-
resentatives should establish a Na-
tional Teachers Day to honor and cele-
brate teachers in the United States.

Every day thousands of men and
women in this country wake up in the
morning with a tremendous responsi-
bility, the stressful and sometimes
daunting task of educating our Na-
tion’s youth. We entrust these special
people with our most precious gift, our
children.

Education requires commitment and
hard work from both students and
teachers. Most of us can point to the
one or two special educators, as Mr.
DAVIS was just talking about his teach-
er, whose impact allowed us to get to
where we are today.

Teachers have guided children
throughout history instilling principles
of good citizenship, hard work and the
reward of doing one’s personal best.
Across all borders and around the
world, teachers are a key factor in en-
gaging the minds of their students and
imparting knowledge for a lifetime.

Through their dedication and passion
for service, teachers bridge the gap be-
tween the resources available and the
vital need for a strong education. They
provide the tools necessary for success,
and their sacrifice deserves national
recognition.

Madam Speaker, I ask all Members
to join me in supporting this resolu-
tion.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I might
consume.

Madam Speaker, this resolution was
introduced by our colleague, the gen-
tleman from Florida, Representative
RON KLEIN, on April 22, 2010, and was
referred to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform. The com-
mittee reported the measure by unani-
mous consent on May 6, 2010. The meas-
ure enjoys the support of over 70 Mem-
bers of the House, and so I thank the
Member from Florida for introducing
this measure. And I'd also like to
thank Chairman TOWNS and Ranking
Member ISsA for their support. I urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting
our Nation’s teachers by voting in
favor of this measure.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, teachers around
this country are overworked; they’re
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underpaid. They have the future of our
Nation in their hands, and they deserve
the recognition that this resolution so
duly gives them. And I urge support of
this resolution.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, to close, we have noted lately
strong conversation about perhaps
some school districts having to lay off
teachers, not having all of the re-
sources that are needed or the re-
sources that are necessary to Kkeep
them engaged and Kkeep them em-
ployed.

I urge my colleagues, not only to
support this resolution, but I urge this
Congress, I urge State legislatures, 1
urge State officials and Federal offi-
cials and local officials all across the
country to make absolutely certain
that we find the resources necessary to
make our education system the very
best in the world and to live up to the
idea that our teachers deserve all of
the support we could possibly provide.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Would the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I just want to
associate myself with the gentleman’s
remarks. He’s absolutely right. We
need to focus on teachers, not adminis-
trators and a lot of the auxiliary peo-
ple who are in the educational system
today. Teachers should be the primary
focus.

In my State of Georgia, we're laying
off teachers, and it’s a crying shame.
Teachers don’t get the recognition that
they deserve. They don’t get the pay
that they deserve. They’re hamstrung
by red tape and paperwork. They’re
struggling very hard to impart an edu-
cation to the youth of our Nation.
Many of these teachers have to come
out of their own pocket to pay for sup-
plies for kids in their own room, and
that’s a crying shame. It should not be
that way.

This is just a simple token, but I
hope a tremendous token, to honor the
teachers that affect all of us and affect
the Nation’s future. And so I wanted to
associate myself with Mr. DAVIS’ words
because he’s very, very correct in what
he said. These people need the much
deserved recognition that this resolu-
tion gives them. And I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I want to
thank the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. BROUN) very much for his com-
ments, and I join with him.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
Davis) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 403, as amended.

The question was taken.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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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.

———
AMERICAN CRAFT BEER WEEK

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 1297)
supporting the goals and ideals of
American Craft Beer Week.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1297

Whereas American Craft Beer Week is an-
nually celebrated in breweries, restaurants,
and beer stores by craft brewers and home
brewers nationwide;

Whereas in 2010, American Craft Beer Week
is celebrated from May 17 to May 23;

Whereas craft brewers operate smaller
breweries, each producing less than 2,000,000
barrels per year, and produce high-quality
beers using traditional brewing techniques;

Whereas more than 1,500 craft breweries
are in business across the United States;

Whereas in 2009, 110 new breweries opened,
creating jobs and improving economies in
communities across the United States;

Whereas in 2009, American craft breweries
produced more than 9,000,000 barrels of beer,
which was 500,000 more barrels than in 2008;

Whereas American craft brewers export
more than 1,300,000 gallons of beer abroad
and are creating new markets and new inter-
national opportunities each year;

Whereas American craft brewers employ
nearly 100,000 full- and part-time workers
and generate more than $3,000,000,000 in
wages and benefits;

Whereas American craft brewers support
American agriculture by purchasing barley,
malt, and hops grown, processed, and distrib-
uted in the United States;

Whereas American craft brewers increase
awareness of the differences in the flavor,
aroma, color, alcohol content, body, and
other complex variables of beer, as well as
historic brewing traditions dating back to
colonial America;

Whereas American craft brewers champion
the message of responsible enjoyment to
their customers and work with their commu-
nities to prevent alcohol abuse and underage
drinking;

Whereas American craft brewers are fre-
quently involved in 1local communities
through philanthropy, volunteerism, and
sponsorship of community events;

Whereas craft brewing harnesses the inno-
vative spirit of the United States, creating
new and unique styles of beers that consist-
ently win international quality and taste
awards; and

Whereas increased Federal and State sup-
port of craft brewing is important to fos-
tering growth of an American industry that
creates jobs, greatly benefits the economy,
and brings international accolades to Amer-
ican small businesses: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Amer-
ican Craft Beer Week, as founded by the
Brewers Association;

(2) recognizes the significant contributions
of craft brewers to the economy of the
United States; and

(3) encourages beer-lovers of the United
States to celebrate American Craft Beer
Week through events at microbreweries,
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brewpubs, and beer stores across the United
States to appreciate the accomplishments of
craft brewers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from II-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I might
consume.

Madam Speaker, on behalf of the
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, I'm pleased to present H.
Res. 1297 for consideration. This meas-
ure supports the goals and ideas of
American Craft Beer Week.

H. Res. 1297 was introduced by our
colleague, the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado, Representative BETSY MARKEY,
on April 22, 2010. It was referred to the
Committee on Government Reform,
which ordered it reported favorably by
unanimous consent on May 6, 2010. The
measure enjoys the support of over 60
Members of the House.

Madam Speaker, American craft
brewers make up a small but fast grow-
ing part of the American beer industry,
creating a wide variety of beers of
many different flavors, colors, aromas,
and alcohol strengths. Many commer-
cial craft brewers began as hobbyists,
learning about beer by brewing at
home. The trade of craft brewing dates
back to colonial America, and even
George Washington and Thomas Jeffer-
son were known to have produced their
own beer.

There are now more than 1,500 craft
breweries across the United States.
They employ over 100,000 full- and part-
time employees and generate over $3
billion in wages and benefits annually.
Their industry supports American agri-
culture by purchasing ingredients
grown, processed, and distributed right
here in the United States. They make
up only a small percentage of the Na-
tion’s beer industry, about 6.9 percent
of the sales share in dollars, but craft
brewers are growing rapidly in sales
and market share, with a 10.3 increase
in sales last year, despite a recession.
They are a shining example of inde-
pendent American businesses reaching
great levels of success by creating and
selling unique, high-quality products.

This industry does much more than
simply good business. Craft brewers are
often fixtures in local communities,
participating in community events and
philanthropic works. They promote re-
sponsible alcohol consumption and
raise awareness of the dangers of alco-
hol abuse.
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And so, Madam Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman from Colorado (Ms. MAR-
KEY) for introducing this measure. And
I also thank Chairman TOWNS and
Ranking Member ISSA for their support
for the bill.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
commending our country’s craft brew-
ers by supporting this measure.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 1297, recog-
nizing and supporting the goals and
ideals of American Craft Beer Week.
The small and independent American
craft brewing industry is making an in-
creasingly valuable and substantial
contribution to the American econ-
omy. Currently, the industry provides
an estimated 100,000 jobs, and craft
breweries are located in every State of
the Union.

Not only are craft brewers respon-
sible for providing a variety of quality,
local jobs, they are responsible for the
increased enjoyment and pleasure of
craft beers, while customers discover
the intricacies of aroma, color, body,
and other variables in the beverage
that makes it pleasurable to drink.
These craft breweries also support
American agriculture through pur-
chases of barley, malt, and hops grown,
processed, and distributed in the
United States.

In addition, craft brewers are in the
forefront of educating people about re-
sponsible drinking and the prevention
of alcohol abuse, as well as supporting
programs created to prevent underage
drinking. If Benjamin Franklin were
with us today, perhaps he would revise
his famous statement where he said,
“Beer is living proof that God loved us
and wants us to be happy.” He might
preface it with the words, ‘“‘American
craft.”

I ask my colleagues to support this
fine example of American entrepre-
neurship, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, it looks like George Washington,
Thomas Jefferson, Ben Franklin all
had something in common in addition
to being the Founders of our country.
They also liked their beer.

Ms. MARKEY of Colorado. Madam Speaker,
| rise today to ask my colleagues to join me
in celebrating American Craft Beer Week, May
17 through May 23, 2010. This is a week to
celebrate the many accomplishments of craft
brewers and home brewers across the nation.

After Prohibition destroyed local and re-
gional breweries around the United States, it
took approximately half a century before the
American craft beer industry grew to offer so
many distinct beer brands and styles. Until this
resurgence, beer lovers had few options to
choose from and even fewer options when
looking for American-made beer.

Today, American Craft Brewers are brewing
smaller batches of quality beers using tradi-
tional methods but innovative recipes. Craft
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brewers in this country create ales, lagers,
and porters rivaling the best from around the
world. American craft beers have won many
international taste and quality competitions. |
even know of one small brewer in my district
whose fastest growing export market is Bel-
gium, a nation well known for its own beer.

Colorado’s Front Range is home to six of
the country’s 50 largest brewers, a concentra-
tion of quality brewers that has led some to
dub the area the Napa Valley of Beer. These
small businesses have created brands well
known nationwide and highly sought after by
beer lovers across the globe.

In addition to creating quality beers, it is im-
portant to remember what craft brewers do for
our communities. Craft brewers work with part-
ners to promote the safe consumption of their
products. Many are involved in philanthropic
activities, helping to improve the communities
around them. Further, many are pioneers in
the use of alternative energy and other sus-
tainable practices in their businesses, prac-
tices that are unique for a product otherwise
manufactured in large industrial breweries.

In celebration of the many contributions
made by these small businesses, American
Craft Beer Week is a wonderful time to bring
more focus to the craft brewing industry.
Across the nation, celebrations of this week
are taking place in breweries, brewpubs, ale-
houses, and homes.

To sum up the importance of America’s craft
brewers, | think it best to quote a few lines
from the Brewers Association’s Declaration of
Beer Independence:

“I declare that these are historic times for
beer, with today’s beer lover having inalien-
able rights, among these life, liberty, and the
pursuit of hops and malt fermented from the
finest of U.S. small and independent craft
brewers with more than 1400 of them brewing
today . . .”

“I declare American craft brewers provide
flavorful and diverse American-made beers in
more than 100 distinct styles that have made
the United States the envy of every beer-
drinking nation for the quality and variety of
beers brewed. | declare that beer made by
American craft brewers helps to reduce de-
pendence on imported products and therefore
contributes to balanced trade, and . . .”

“. . . the makers of these beers produce li-
bations of substance and soul that are sincere
and authentic, and the enjoyment of them is
about savoring the gastronomic qualities in-
cluding flavor, aroma, body, and mouthfeel,
while practicing responsible appreciation.”

| encourage my colleagues to support this
resolution celebrating May 17 through 23 as
American Craft Beer Week and | encourage
responsible beer lovers everywhere to enjoy
one of the thousands of craft beers brewed
across the United States.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
America has a long and rich tradition with
beer. Many of America’s Founding Fathers—
including Sam Adams, Thomas Jefferson,
Benjamin Franklin, George Washington, and
James Madison—who attempted to establish a
“Secretary of Beer” as part of the new na-
tion—were all avid small brewers. Thomas
Jefferson built a brewery in his kitchen at
Monticello and Benjamin Franklin famously
wrote that “Beer is proof that God loves us
and wants us to be happy.”

| have the distinction of serving as a rep-
resentative from the state of Oregon, which is
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one of the most enlightened states when it
comes to beer. Oregon craft beer represents
3.8 percent of the total volume of beer brewed
in the U.S.

Oregon is the second largest producer of
hops in the country and the birthplace of the
Willamette hop, giving us the IPA and now,
the Cascade IPA. The city | represent, Port-
land, has 33 breweries, more per capita than
any city in the world. These breweries provide
an economic boost of over $2.3 billion to the
region, promote local agriculture and provide
opportunities for social interaction within the
community.

Most importantly, the craft brew industry is
an engine of job creation. America has over
1500 small brewers. The small brewers in my
state employ more than 4,700 individuals
while struggling with the higher costs for pro-
duction, raw materials, and packaging than
their larger and in many cases foreign owned
competitors. They also operate in one of the
most highly regulated business sectors. In
spite of this, they are important economic gen-
erators in their local communities, avid pro-
moters of our agricultural economy, and tire-
less in communicating the history and tradi-
tions of brewing and the message of respon-
sible enjoyment of their craft made lagers and
ales.

I would be remiss if | did not use this time
to urge my colleagues to join the Congres-
sional Small Brewers Caucus. The caucus
meets regularly to not only celebrate the craft
beer industry, but to educate our colleagues
on the regulatory challenges these vital small
businesses face every day.

| want to thank my colleagues for bringing
this resolution to the floor and urge their sup-
port of the resolution and of the craft brewers
in their district.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. I urge support
of this resolution and yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAvVIis) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1297.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

HONORING ROBERT KELLY
SLATER ON SURFING ACHIEVE-
MENTS

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 792)
honoring Robert Kelly Slater for his
outstanding and unprecedented
achievements in the world of surfing
and for being an ambassador of the
sport and excellent role model, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 792

Whereas Robert Kelly Slater was born on
February 11, 1972, in Cocoa Beach, Florida;

Whereas Kelly Slater learned to surf in
Cocoa Beach, Florida, with his brothers,
Sean and Stephen;
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Whereas Kelly Slater was a perennial ama-
teur champion in the 1980s, winning 6 East-
ern Surfing Association titles and 4 national
titles;

Whereas, in 1992, at the age of 20, Kelly
Slater was the youngest surfer to win the As-
sociation of Surfing Professionals World
Championship;

Whereas, between 1992 and 2008, Kelly
Slater was a 6-time winner of the Billabong
Pipeline Masters, a competition held annu-
ally for the 45 top-ranked surfers by the As-
sociation of Surfing Professionals at the
Banzai Pipeline in Oahu, Hawaii;

Whereas, between 1994 and 1998, Kelly
Slater won 5 consecutive Association of Surf-
ing Professionals titles;

Whereas, in 1995 and 1998, Kelly Slater won
the Triple Crown of Surfing, the Reef Hawai-
ian Pro at Haleiwa Ali’i Beach Park, the
O’Neill World Cup of Surfing at Sunset
Beach, and the Billabong Pipeline Masters at
the Banzai Pipeline;

Whereas Kelly Slater was inducted into the
Surfers Hall of Fame in 2002;

Whereas, in 2002, Kelly Slater won the
Quicksilver in Memory of Eddie Aikau at
Waimea Bay in Oahu, Hawaii, a competition
that occurs only when waves reach a min-
imum height of 20 feet;

Whereas Kelly Slater was the 1st surfer
ever to be awarded 2 perfect scores in the
final heat of the Billabong Tahiti Pro Con-
test under the Association of Surfing Profes-
sionals 2-wave scoring system;

Whereas Kelly Slater won an Association
of Surfing Professionals World Title in 2005,
7 years after his previous win in 1998;

Whereas, in 2007, Kelly Slater started the
Kelly Slater Foundation to raise awareness
and financial support for socially and envi-
ronmentally conscious charities;

Whereas, in 2008, at the age of 36, Kelly
Slater was the oldest surfer to win an Asso-
ciation of Surfing Professionals World Cham-
pionship;

Whereas, in 2010, Kelly Slater won the Rip
Curl Pro Bell Championship, making him a
4-time winner of this 49-year-old inter-
national surfing championship held in Aus-
tralia;

Whereas Kelly Slater has 39 World Cham-
pionship Tour victories;

Whereas Kelly Slater holds 9 Association
of Surfing Professionals World Champion-
ships, a record number; and

Whereas Kelly Slater is surfing’s all-time
leader in career event wins: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives recognizes and honors Robert Kelly
Slater for winning the 2010 Rip Curl Pro Bell
Championship and for his other outstanding
achievements in the world of surfing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. DAVIS) and the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BROUN) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair now recognizes the gen-
tleman from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.
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Madam Speaker, on behalf of the
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, I am pleased to present
H. Res. 792 for consideration. This reso-
lution honors Robert Kelly Slater for
his outstanding achievements in the
world of surfing.

H. Res. 792 was introduced by our col-
league, the gentleman from Florida,
Representative BILL POSEY, on October
1, 2009. It was referred to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government
Reform, which ordered it to be reported
favorably by unanimous consent on
May 6, 2010. This measure enjoys the
support of 60 cosponsors.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Slater has ac-
complished a great deal in the world of
amateur and professional surfing. As a
teenager, he won six Eastern Surfing
Association titles and four national ti-
tles. At the age of 20, he was the young-
est surfer to win the Association of
Surfing Professionals World Champion-
ship. He has won that title nine times
in his career, another record. This
year, he won the Rip Curl Pro Bell
Championship for the fourth time,
earning him yet another international
title.

He is, in fact, the all-time leader in
career event wins, but his accomplish-
ments are not limited to tackling big
waves. In 2007, he founded the Kelly
Slater Foundation, an organization
dedicated to raise awareness and finan-
cial support for a number of environ-
mental and other charities.

Madam Speaker, Mr. Slater has
achieved much in the world of profes-
sional surfing. Today we have the op-
portunity to congratulate him for his
successes and to commend him for his
charitable works. I thank the gen-
tleman from Florida for introducing
this measure, and I also thank Chair-
man TOWNS and Ranking Member ISSA
for their support for the bill.

I urge my colleagues to support its
passage and reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 792, honoring
Robert Kelly Slater for his outstanding
and unprecedented achievements in the
world of surfing.

A native of Cocoa Beach, Florida,
Kelly Slater has been a dominant surf-
er since first learning how to surf dur-
ing his childhood. As an amateur surf-
er, he quickly entered the spotlight,
winning six BEastern Surfing Associa-
tion and four national titles.

In the 1990s, he was already a house-
hold name. In 1992, he won his first As-
sociation of Surfing Professionals
World Championship when he was only
20 years of age, making him the young-
est person ever to win the title. From
1994 to 1998, Slater continued to rack
up world titles. He won the world
championship title five times in a row,
for a combined nine championships. He
has won more championships than any
other surfer. In 2002, he became a mem-
ber of the Surfers Hall of Fame.
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In addition to his success in surfing
competitions, Slater has appeared in
commercials and television shows, as
well as having a wide variety of surfing
sponsorships. Throughout his entire ca-
reer, Kelly Slater has continued to
make surfing more popular as more
people across the globe become aware
of his expertise in the sport. He also
created the Kelly Slater Foundation to
raise money for major charities, such
as the Cystic Fibrosis Foundation and
the World Skin Cancer Foundation.

Madam Speaker, Kelly Slater has
continued to excite surfers across the
entire country and the world. I ask my
colleagues to support this resolution to
honor Kelly Slater’s work.

Madam Speaker, I yield as much
time as he may consume to my distin-
guished colleague from Florida (Mr.
POSEY), the sponsor of this resolution.

Mr. POSEY. I thank the gentleman
from Georgia for yielding.

Madam Speaker, I rise also to honor
the surfing achievements of Kelly
Slater. He is the dominant world cham-
pion of surfing. Last month, he became
the Rip Curl Pro Bell Champion for the
fourth time, adding to the 42 inter-
national championships he has won. He
is unmatched, unparalleled in the
world of surfing. Obviously, he is an in-
spiration to many.

Robert Kelly Slater grew up in Cocoa
Beach, Florida, born there on February
11, 1972. He learned to surf on Cocoa
Beach with his brothers Sean and Ste-
phen. He routinely won amateur cham-
pionships in the eighties, and six East-
ern Surfing Association championships
and four national titles.

In 1992, at the age of 20, Kelly Slater
was the youngest surfer ever to win the
Association of Surfing Professionals
World Championship. He is a six-time
winner of the Billabong Pipeline Mas-
ters. That’s 1992 to 2008. The Billabong
Pipeline Masters is a competition held
annually at the Bonzai Pipeline in
Oahu, Hawaii. Forty-five of the top-
ranked surfers ranked by the Associa-
tion of Surfing Professionals compete.
Again, Kelly Slater’s achievements
there are unprecedented.

He won five consecutive Association
of Surfing Professionals titles between
1994 and 1998. In 1995 and 1998, Kelly
Slater won the surfing triple crown:
the Reef Hawaiian Pro at Haleiwa Ali’i
Beach Park, the O’Neill World Cup of
Surfing at Sunset Beach, and the
Billabong Pipeline Masters at the
Bonzai Pipeline. In 2002, he won the
Quicksilver, in memory of Eddie
Aikau, at Waimea Bay in Oahu, Ha-
waii. Competition occurs there only
when the surfing conditions have waves
that are at least 20 feet high. He was
the first surfer ever to be awarded two
perfect scores under the Association of
Surfing Professionals two-wave scoring
system, awarded in the final heat of
the Billabong Tahiti Pro Contest.

In 2005, Kelly Slater won an Associa-
tion of Surfing Professionals World
Title 7 years after his previous win in
1998. In 2008, he was the oldest surfer,
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at age 36, to win the Association of
Surfing Professionals World Champion-
ship title. Kelly Slater has 39 Cham-
pionship Tour victories. He holds the
most Association of Surfing Profes-
sionals World Championships ever, a
total of nine. He is surfing’s all-time
leader in career event wins and was in-
ducted into the Surfing Hall of Fame in
2002.

As was mentioned, he has established
the Kelly Slater Foundation. He did
that in 2007. Its purpose is to raise
money and awareness for existing so-
cial causes, as were previously men-
tioned, and also environmentally con-
scious charities.

Just a few words about Florida surf-
ing. Florida has 1,350 miles of coastline
suitable for surfing. Forty percent of
east coast surfing occurs in Florida.
There are over a dozen popular surfing
areas in Florida’s 15th Congressional
District. Ron Jon Surf Shop was
opened in Cocoa Beach by Ron
DiMenna in 1963. Now there are three
such stores in Florida, South Carolina,
and Canada. The Cocoa Beach location
is the largest surfing store in the
world.

Kelly Slater is Florida’s first surfing
champion and, obviously, one of the
greatest surfers of all time.

For those who may not be familiar
with surfing as an industry, it is an im-
portant part of our economy. Accord-
ing to SIMA, that’s the Surf Industry
Manufacturers Association, even dur-
ing recession and economic challenges,
the surf industry remains resilient. It
had $7.22 billion in sales in 2008 and
considerable growth over the past sev-
eral years. In 2009, Ron Jon Surf Shop
in Cocoa Beach was named one of the
25 Best Independent Retailers by Busi-
ness Week. Ron Jon employs 500 people
and has over $50 million in annual reve-
nues.

In conclusion, I state again that
Kelly Slater’s achievements are un-
precedented. In passing this resolution,
we are acknowledging his many won-
derful achievements.

I want to again thank MAZIE HIRONO
of Hawaii and over 60 other cosponsors
that we have for participating in this
resolution, and I urge my colleagues,
each and every one, to support its pas-
sage.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, I want to thank Representative
Posey for bringing surfing and for
bringing Mr. Slater to our attention.
Both are just unbelievable.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam Speak-
er, it’s been a pleasure sharing the
floor with the gentleman from Georgia
this afternoon, Representative BROUN.
I want to thank him for his comments
and urge passage of this resolution, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
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DAvIs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 792, as amended.

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

The title was amended so as to read:
“Resolution recognizing and honoring
Robert Kelly Slater for winning the
2010 Rip Curl Pro Bell Championship
and for his other outstanding achieve-
ments in the world of surfing.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 p.m.), the House
stood in recess until approximately 6:30
p.m. today.

————
[ 1833

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HEINRICH) at 6 o’clock
and 33 minutes p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 2288, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 4614, by the yeas and nays;

H. Res. 1327, by the yeas and nays.

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

———

ENDANGERED FISH RECOVERY
PROGRAMS IMPROVEMENT ACT
OF 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2288, as amended, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
NAPOLITANO) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2288, as
amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 264, nays
122, not voting 44, as follows:

[Roll No. 273]

YEAS—264
Ackerman Arcuri Baldwin
Adler (NJ) Baca Barrow
Altmire Bachus Bean
Andrews Baird Berkley

Berman
Berry

Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Buchanan
Butterfield
Capito

Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castle

Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers

Chu

Clarke

Clay

Cleaver
Clyburn
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Dayvis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent

Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel

Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr

Fattah
Filner
Fortenberry
Foster

Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Green, Al
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare

Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilirakis
Blackburn
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack

Heinrich
Heller
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lummis
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye

NAYS—122

Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
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Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (MI)
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Simpson
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (MS)
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Wu
Yarmuth

Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Carter
Cassidy
Coble
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Davis (KY)
Dreier
Duncan
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Emerson Lewis (CA) Rehberg
Fallin Linder Roe (TN)
Fleming Lucas Rogers (AL)
Forbes Luetkemeyer Rogers (KY)
Foxx Lungren, Daniel  Ronhrabacher
Franks (AZ) E. Rooney
Gallegly Mack Roskam
Garrett (NJ) Marchant Royce
Gingrey (GA) McCarthy (CA) Ryan (WI)
Gohmert MecClintock Scalise
Goodlatte McHenry .
Granger McKeon Schmidt
Graves Mica Schock
Griffith Miller (FL) Sensenbrenner
Guthrie Miller (MI) Sessions
Hall (TX) Miller, Gary Shadegg
Harper Moran (KS) Shimkus
Hensarling Murphy (NY) Stearns
Herger Murphy, Tim Sullivan
Hunter Myrick Thompson (PA)
Issa Neugebauer Thornberry
Jenkins Nunes Tiahrt
Johnson, Sam Olson Upton
Jordan (OH) Owens Westmoreland
King (IA) Paulsen Whitfield
King (NY) Pence :
Kingston Petri \xiltst%rlla(nSC)
Kline (MN) Pitts Wolf
Lamborn Poe (TX) Young (FL)
Latta Radanovich g

NOT VOTING—44
Bachmann Green, Gene Price (GA)
Barrett (SC) Grijalva Putnam
Becerra Gutierrez Rahall
Bilbray Hinchey Rothman (NJ)
Blunt Hoekstra Rush
Boozman Holden Sestak
Brady (PA) Inglis Shuster
Costa Jackson Lee Sires
Culberson (TX) Souder
Davis (AL) Kirk Thompson (CA)
Diaz-Balart, M. Manzullo Towns
Dicks McCaul Van Hollen
Flake Melancon Wamp
Gerlach Paul Woolsey
Grayson Platts Young (AK)

0O 1902

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia changed his
vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

Messrs. BISHOP of Utah and SKEL-
TON changed their vote from ‘‘nay” to
“yea.”

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

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

KATIE SEPICH ENHANCED DNA
COLLECTION ACT OF 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 4614, as amended, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHN-
SON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 4614, as amend-
ed.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 357, nays 32,
not voting 41, as follows:

[Roll No. 274]

YEAS—357
Ackerman Andrews Baird
Aderholt Arcuri Baldwin
Adler (NJ) Austria Barrow
Alexander Baca Bartlett
Altmire Bachus Bean
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Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boustany
Boyd
Braley (IA)
Bright
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Cohen
Cole
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Frank (MA)

Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
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
Lujan
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch

Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
MecClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
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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)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Radanovich
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sessions
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Simpson

Skelton Teague Wasserman
Slaughter Terry Schultz
Smith (NE) Thompson (MS) Waters
Smith (NJ) Thompson (PA) Watson
Sm@th (TX) T@ahrlt Watt
Smith (WA) T%berl Waxman
Snyder T?erney Weiner
Spape Titus Welch
Speier Tonko Whitfield
Spratt Tsongas .
Stark Turner W}lson (OH)
Stearns Upton Wittman
Stupak Van Hollen Wolf
Sullivan Velazquez Woolsey
Sutton Visclosky Wu
Tanner Walden Yarmuth
Taylor Walz Young (FL)
NAYS—32

AKkin Garrett (NJ) Marchant
Barton (TX) Gohmert Miller (FL)
Blackburn Harper Neugebauer
Brady (TX) Hensarling Pence
Broun (GA) Hoekstra Poe (TX)
Campbell Johnson, Sam Sensenbrenner
Coffman (CO) qudan (OH) Shadegg
Conaway Kingston Thornberry
Duncan Lambo_r n Westmoreland
Foxx Lummis Wilson (SC)
Franks (AZ) Mack

NOT VOTING—41
Bachmann Gerlach Platts
Barrett (SC) Gordon (TN) Price (GA)
Becerra Grayson Putnam
Bilbray Grijalva Rahall
Blunt Hinchey Rothman (NJ)
Boozman Holden Rush
Boucher Inglis Sestak
Brady (PA) Jackson Lee Shuster
Costa (TX) Sires
Culberson Johnson (GA) Souder
Davis (AL) Kirk Thompson (CA)
Diaz-Balart, M. Manzullo Towns
Dicks McCaul Wamp
Flake Paul Young (AK)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes in
which to record their vote.

0 1910

Mr. CANTOR changed his vote from
“nay’”’ to ‘‘yea.”

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

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

HONORING FLOYD DOMINY

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. 1327, 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 California (Mrs.
NAPOLITANO) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 1327.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 390, nays 0,
not voting 40, as follows:

[Roll No. 275]

YEAS—390
Ackerman Alexander Austria
Aderholt Altmire Baca
Adler (NJ) Andrews Bachus
Akin Arcuri Baird

Baldwin
Barrow
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bean
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Biggert
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
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
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson

Engel

Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin

Farr

Fattah
Filner
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins

Hill

Himes
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Hoekstra
Holt

Honda

Hoyer
Hunter
Inslee

Israel

Issa

Jackson (IL)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
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
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Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
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)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (NC)
Quigley
Radanovich
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
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Rohrabacher Shea-Porter Titus
Rooney Sherman Tonko
Ros-Lehtinen Shimkus Tsongas
Roskam Shuler Turner
Ross Simpson Upton
Roybal-Allard Skelton Van Hollen
Royce Slaughter Velazquez
Ruppersberger Smith (NE) Visclosky
Ryan (OH) Smith (NJ) Walden
Ryan (WI) Smith (TX) Walz
S@lazar Smith (WA) Wasserman
Sanchez, Linda Snyder Schultz
T. Space Wat
Sanchez, Loretta Speier WZ t:gi
Sarbanes Spratt Watt
Scalise Stearns
Schakowsky Stupak Wa?iman
Schauer Sullivan Weiner
Schiff Sutton Welch
Schmidt Tanner We§tmore1and
Schock Taylor Whitfield
Schrader Teague Wilson (OH)
Schwartz Terry Wilson (SC)
Scott (GA) Thompson (MS)  Wittman
Scott (VA) Thompson (PA) Wolf
Sensenbrenner Thornberry Woolsey
Serrano Tiahrt Wu
Sessions Tiberi Yarmuth
Shadegg Tierney Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—40
Bachmann Gerlach Putnam
Barrett (SC) Grayson Rahall
Becerra Grijalva Rothman (NJ)
Bilbray Hinchey Rush
Bilirakis Holden Sestak
Blunt Inglis Shuster
Boozman Jackson Lee Sires
Brady (PA) (TX)
Costa Kirk 22;11(«11?
Culberson Manzullo Thompson (CA)
Davis (AL) McCaul
Diaz-Balart, M.  Paul Towns
Dicks Platts Wamp
Flake Price (GA) Young (AK)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes in
which to record their vote.
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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.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 5015

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to be re-
moved as a cosponsor of H.R. 5015.

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

There was no objection.

———

PERMISSION FOR MEMBER TO BE
CONSIDERED AS FIRST SPONSOR
OF H.R. 1508

Mr. NADLER of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
I may hereafter be considered as the
first sponsor of H.R. 1508, a bill origi-
nally introduced by Representative
Wexler of Florida, for the purposes of
adding cosponsors and requesting
reprintings pursuant to clause 7 of rule
XII.

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

There was no objection.
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JOSHUA’S HEART FOUNDATION

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to recognize two out-
standing constituents from my district
in South Florida: Claudia McLean and
her 9-year-old son Joshua Williams who
founded Joshua’s Heart Foundation 4
years ago.

Next month, Joshua and Claudia will
be honored by the Sodexo Foundation
at its annual dinner right here in
Washington, DC.

The Joshua Heart Foundation’s mis-
sion is to work toward ending global
hunger as part of an overall commu-
nity effort. Once a month, Joshua’s or-
ganization distributes food, in addition
to feeding the homeless every week.
They deliver food to the sick, the el-
derly and the helpless. Currently, food
is provided for over 100 homeless people
and about 450 families on a monthly
basis.

Claudia and Joshua, I would like to
commend you for your service to our
community and indeed our Nation.
Thank you for your dedication and
your commitment to improving the
lives of South Floridians in need.

———

PROTECTING THE INNOVATION
AND JOBS IN THE MEDICAL DE-
VICE INDUSTRY

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

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, the
medical device industry is a Minneso-
tan and American success story. The
innovation it fosters means longer
lives, healthier patients, good-paying
jobs, and economic growth.

Just this morning, I attended a town
hall meeting in Minnesota with the
new head of the FDA’s Center for De-
vices and Radiological Health, Dr. Jef-
frey Shuren. Dr. Shuren and his team
were in town to hear from device man-
ufacturers, doctors and patients. I ap-
plaud his willingness and his team’s
willingness to listen.

As the FDA looks to the future, it is
critical that it strikes the right bal-
ance—protecting patients from harm
while not hindering the availability of
lifesaving innovations. An uncertain,
unpredictable approval process for de-
vices could absolutely reduce options
for patients down the road. We need to
keep the innovation here. We need to
keep the jobs here. We need to keep the
technology and the patient care here in
the United States. That’s why we need
an effective process that protects pa-
tients while fostering the innovation
and economic growth that this indus-
try provides.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
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uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

USE MORE STICKS, FEWER
CARROTS WITH 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. Mr. Speaker, last
week’s state visit did absolutely noth-
ing to ease serious concerns about the
leadership of Afghanistan President
Hamid Karzai. Our counterterrorism
strategy is supposed to depend on hav-
ing a stable, responsive, transparent,
democratic government that enjoys the
confidence of the Afghan people. In-
stead, Mr. Karzai’s government has
proven itself to be irresponsible and in-
effective in a way that jeopardizes his
country’s future and the safety of
American troops. Karzai has lashed out
at the United States, even threatening
at one point to join the Taliban. And
our own Ambassador to Afghanistan
has publicly questioned his reliability
as a strategic partner.

While we have no choice but to have
a dialogue with President Karzai, it is
critical that our approach to this rela-
tionship involve at least as many
sticks as carrots. We owe the American
people some assurance that we are not
letting the Afghan Government misuse
our tax dollars with impunity.

Mr. Speaker, the Center for Amer-
ican Progress has a new report that
discusses the crisis of governance in
Afghanistan. The government, it says,
“‘operates on a highly centralized pa-
tronage model in which power and re-
sources are channeled through Karzai’s
personal and political allies. The sys-
tem lacks the connection, the rules,
and the checks and balances necessary
to make leaders truly accountable to
the domestic population.”

One of the allies, Mr. Speaker, ref-
erenced in the report is Karzai’s broth-
er, a thuggish political boss who rules
Kandahar with an iron fist. There is
evidence that he operates his own mili-
tia and is actively involved in the drug
trade. The report goes on to note that
our Afghanistan strategy has over-
emphasized the military solution and
neglected the critical task of helping
build viable state organs, especially at
the local level.

In Marja, for example, we left no gov-
ernment infrastructure behind after
the military cleared out the Taliban.
Our single-minded focus on using hard
power to vanquish terrorists just isn’t
working. The Taliban remains a potent
political force; and the more govern-
ment fails to provide basic services,
the more likely are the Afghan people
to rush into the arms of the Taliban.

The answer, Mr. Speaker, is the
smart security platform. I have been
advocating this smart security plat-
form for years. Instead of a military
surge which represents more of the
same old failed policy, what we clearly
need is an aggressive civilian surge.
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We need to divert resources away
from troop deployment and toward pro-
grams that will empower the Afghan
people and bolster the capacity and
competence of their government, a
government that works for their people
and with the international community.

At his press conference with Presi-
dent Karzai, President Obama said that
“Afghans are a proud people who have
suffered and sacrificed greatly because
of their determination to shape their
own destiny.” Mr. Speaker, that is un-
doubtedly true, and that’s why they de-
serve better than government by cro-
nyism, and American troops also de-
serve better than to shed blood for a
corrupt and dysfunctional regime.

So, Mr. Speaker, it’s time to bring
our troops home and launch a smart se-
curity plan, and it’s important that we
do it today.

——————

HONORING JUANITA WORSLEY
WILLIAMS ON HER 98TH BIRTHDAY

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

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, there are
not many Members of Congress that
have the honor to wish a beautiful lady
a happy 98th birthday, especially when
the lady was present at his birth. Mrs.
Juanita Worsley Williams, from my
hometown of Farmville, lived next
door, and she and her husband, Dr.
Roderick Williams, were good friends
of my parents. In fact, Juanita Wil-
liams assisted her husband in deliv-
ering me on February 10, 1943.

Juanita is the daughter of Lula Lee
Blake Worsley and William H. Worsley.
She was born in Rocky Mount, North
Carolina, at Park View Hospital in
1912.

Mrs. Williams and her husband raised
their children in Farmville and lived
next door to my family for years. She
was very good friends with my mother,
and I often played with her children.

Juanita and Dr. Roderick Williams
have three children: Nan Williams Gib-
son, Dr. Roderick Williams, Jr., and Lu
Williams Leonard. She also has eight
grandchildren and 10 great-grand-
children.

When Juanita’s husband died in 1964,
she began working at the Sam D.
Bundy Elementary School as a sec-
retary. She loved her job, and everyone
loved her in return.

Friendship and community service
have always been important to Mrs.
Williams. She was very active locally
and statewide in the Daughters of the
American Revolution and Girl Scouts.
She also organized the CAR, Children
of the American Revolution, in our
hometown of Farmville. Because of her
love for the youth of our community,
Mrs. Williams, who was also a devoted
member of the First Baptist Church,
participated in Sunday school, vaca-
tion Bible school, and youth fellowship
meetings.
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Mrs. Williams just returned from a
trip to the Panama Canal. While there,
she visited with nephews and nieces
and had a wonderful time. Juanita was
very pleased that the canal will be wid-
ened and not replaced.

Juanita Williams has given her life
to making her community of Farmville
a better place to live, whether it be by
organizing the Meals on Wheels pro-
gram or helping with the Girl Scouts.
She is a true American who believes
and lives the traditional values of plac-
ing God, home, and country first in her
life.

Juanita Williams always has two
wonderful things to say to everyone: ‘I
love you,” and ‘‘God bless you.”” She al-
ways says that her secret for longevity
is love, love for others and love for
God.

I’'m truly honored to know such a
wonderful lady and have this oppor-
tunity to honor her on this special day.
I want Mrs. Williams to know how
much she meant to the Jones family
and that we love her.

May God continue to bless Juanita
Williams, her family, and our country.
And may God continue to bless Amer-
ica.

———————

HONORING THE CHATHAM COUNTY
COURTHOUSE

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

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of a resolution that
was on the floor earlier which I intro-
duced with my friend Congressman
DAVID PRICE and which honors the his-
toric and community significance of
the Chatham County Courthouse in
Pittsboro, North Carolina. I would like
to thank Majority Leader HOYER, Judi-
ciary Committee Chairman CONYERS,
Subcommittee Chairman JOHNSON, and
really the entire North Carolina dele-
gation, each of whom helped bring this
important resolution to the floor.

On March 25 of this year, a tragic fire
struck and almost totally destroyed
the Chatham County Courthouse,
which has been a beacon of justice and
the rule of law for over 100 years. Any-
one who has ever driven through Pitts-
boro, around the traffic circle sur-
rounding the courthouse, can attest to
its beauty and how central its presence
has been to the Pittsboro community,
the county, and the State of North
Carolina. The entire community rose
to its defense as the fire blazed and
even now is working to rebuild it.
Thanks to the heroic actions of the
firefighters, first responders, commu-
nity leaders, and Chatham County citi-
zens, I am confident that Pittsboro will
again have a courthouse that the town
and the county can be proud of.

I would like to particularly recognize
some of the leaders who were instru-
mental in managing and alleviating
this unexpected tragedy and really
kept the building from being totally
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destroyed: Thomas Bender, who is the
Chatham County fire marshal; Daryl
Griffin, Pittsboro fire chief, and all of
the adjoining fire departments that
came to help; David Collins, Pittsboro
police chief; Richard H. Webster, sher-
iff of Chatham County; Randy Voller,
mayor of the town of Pittsboro; Larry
Chisolm, Chatham County district at-
torney; Allen Baddour, superior court
judge, Chatham County District 15B;
and the entire Chatham County board
of commissioners who rallied, who
stood the streets, who brought the
community together.

I ask my colleagues, as this resolu-
tion comes to the floor, to join me in
honoring these North Carolina leaders
and those who love the community of
Pittsboro and the Chatham County
Courthouse, a cultural icon and a land-
mark that will not easily be forgotten.
By supporting this resolution, it will
be rebuilt by the people of Chatham
County.

———

IS PRESIDENT CALDERON
HYPOCRITICAL?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Mexican President Felipe Calderon
says he thinks Arizona’s new illegal
immigration enforcement law will open
the door to ‘‘intolerance, hate, dis-
crimination and abuse in law enforce-
ment.”’” Calderon’s coming to the White
House to talk to our President about it
tomorrow. I wonder if they’ll discuss
whether or not Calderon supports his
own country’s immigration policy.

Mr. Speaker, writer Michelle Malkin
recently published some really inter-
esting research on Mexican immigra-
tion laws. The Mexican Government
bars any foreigner from immigrating to
Mexico if they upset ‘‘the equilibrium
of the national demographic.’”” I wonder
if President Calderon thinks that’s ra-
cial or ethnic profiling. Mexican law
further bars immigration unless a per-
son enhances Mexico’s ‘‘economic or
national interests.” Immigrants are
not welcome in Mexico if they’re not
“physically or mentally healthy’ or if
they show ‘‘contempt against Mexico’s
national sovereignty or security.”
Imagine that.

Immigrants to Mexico must have
squeaky clean criminal histories. And
to apply for Mexican citizenship, immi-
grants have to show a birth certificate,
and they have to provide a bank state-
ment that proves that they are eco-
nomically independent. In other words,
you can’t go to Mexico and live off the
Mexican Government. And they also
have to prove they can pay for their
own private health care.

What are the penalties for failure to
comply with Mexican immigration
laws? Illegal entry into the country is
equivalent to a felony punishable by 2
years’ imprisonment. Document fraud
is subject to fine and imprisonment; so
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is alien marriage fraud. Evading depor-
tation is a serious crime in Mexico. I1-
legal reentry into Mexico after depor-
tation is punishable by 10 years’ im-
prisonment in a Mexican jail. For-
eigners may be kicked out of the coun-
try without due process; that means
without even being given a hearing.
Mexico kicks out illegals without a de-
portation trial.

Law enforcement officials in Mexico
at all levels, by national law, must co-
operate to enforce Mexico’s immigra-
tion laws, including illegal alien ar-
rests and deportations. That means
Mexican states must enforce federal
law, interestingly enough, yet Presi-
dent Calderon is a hypocrite and indig-
nant that the State of Arizona would
enforce U.S. immigration law. The
Mexican military is also required to as-
sist in immigration enforcement oper-
ations. Imagine that. And native born
Mexicans—this is interesting to me—
are empowered to make citizens’ ar-
rests of illegals in that country and
turn them over to the government.

In Mexico, get ready to show your pa-
pers. Mexico’s national Catalog of For-
eigners tracks all outside tourists and
foreign nationals. A national popu-
lation registry tracks and verifies the
identity of every member of the popu-
lation who must carry a citizens iden-
tity card, and visitors who do not pos-
sess the proper documents and identi-
fication are subject to arrest as
illegals.

All of these provisions are enshrined
in Mexico’s General Law of the Popu-
lation and were revealed for the world
to see in 2006 in a research paper pub-
lished by the Washington, D.C.-based
Center for Security Policy. But there’s
been no public outrage from the open
borders lobby for Mexican ‘‘comprehen-
sive immigration reform.”” You see,
pro-illegal alien free speech in Mexico
is illegal. Under the Mexican constitu-
tion, political free speech by foreigners
doesn’t happen because it’s banned.
Noncitizens cannot ‘‘in any way par-
ticipate in the political affairs of the
country.” They can’t march in the
streets in protest. Foreigners are
barred in Mexico from participating in
everything from education to even
owning firearms. Foreigners in Mexico
have severely limited private property
and employment rights, if any.

Mexico has long been doing the job of
illegal alien deportation, and it seems
to me it’s hypocritical of Mexico and
President Calderon to criticize the
United States or Arizona for enforcing
our illegal immigration laws. They are
far less severe than Mexico’s illegal im-
migration laws. So when President
Calderon comes here tomorrow to com-
plain about America and America’s il-
legal immigration policy, perhaps
Calderon would prefer America adopt
Mexico’s immigration policies.

And that’s just the way it is.
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OIL SPILL IN THE GULF OF
MEXICO

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

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise this
evening to speak about the unfolding
catastrophe in the Gulf of Mexico. It’s
painfully clear that British Petro-
leum’s oil spill could dwarf any envi-
ronmental disaster in our Nation’s his-
tory. This horrific tragedy has claimed
11 lives and contaminated gulf waters
with millions of gallons of oil. It’s still
belching thousands of barrels of oil
into the water every day, and now the
oil has reached the shores of Louisiana.
It’s impacting the livelihoods of mil-
lions in the Gulf Coast States and
threatens even more.

The first steps, of course, are to stop
the leaks, contain the spill, and attend
to the devastating aftermath on the
people and their environment. The
Obama administration deserves high
marks for its swift response from day
one to the BP disaster. It mobilized the
government’s resources to minimize
the harm on the health, the economy,
and the environment of the Gulf Coast.

Last week, the President sent to Con-
gress legislation that would do three
things: First, provide additional re-
sources to mitigate the damage caused
by the spill; second, provide assistance
to the people and the businesses af-
fected most by the crisis, and; third, to
ensure that companies like BP that are
responsible for oil spills are the ones
that pay for the harm they cause, not
the taxpayers.
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In addition, Interior Secretary
Salazar is conducting a top-to-bottom
reform of the Minerals Management
Service. He has proceeded splitting the
MMS into two distinct agencies: one
responsible for leasing and collecting
royalties; and one responsible for in-
spections and safety. He has also or-
dered immediate inspections of all
deepwater operations currently in the
gulf, and he announced that no new
permits for drilling new wells will go
forward until a safety and environ-
mental review is completed.

Finally, the Obama administration is
closing loopholes that allowed some o0il
companies to bypass critical environ-
mental reviews, and is examining all of
the environmental procedures on oil
and gas activities.

While these are important and nec-
essary steps, I believe that more must
be done, and that’s why I strongly sup-
port President Obama’s announcement
that he will establish an independent
commission to investigate the BP oil
disaster. This commission, which he
will create by Executive order, will
mirror legislation that Mr. MARKEY
and I introduced earlier this month,
the BP Deepwater Horizon Inquiry
Commission Act.

I believe this commission should
have four goals. First, it should exam-
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ine the causes of the current spill, as
well as the adequacy of oil spill con-
tainment and cleanup measures. Sec-
ond, it should determine whether and
how such spills can be avoided in the
future. Third, it should assess the im-
plications of its findings for drilling in,
or adjacent to sensitive or ecologically
important areas, including in the Arc-
tic. And four, it should make rec-
ommendations on how to strengthen
laws, regulations, and reform agency
oversight in order to keep this from
happening again.

This commission will serve as an im-
portant Ilong-term addition to the
Obama administration’s excellent
short-term efforts to investigate and
respond to the oil spill.

Mr. Speaker, I have lived in Santa
Barbara, California, since 1964. 1 saw
firsthand the devastating consequences
of the blowout on platform A just a few
miles off our coastline in 1969. That
was 40 years ago. That spill dumped
millions of gallons of oil into the Santa
Barbara Channel. It killed untold
amounts of wildlife and polluted our
beaches for years. But it also galva-
nized a burgeoning environmental
movement, and it spurred the first
Earth Day. It was true then, as it is
true today, our response to this dis-
aster cannot be that we simply have to
keep drilling in the gulf and other off-
shore areas because we have no alter-
native.

The truth is we do have options that
can move us further and faster toward
energy security. Today our economy
stills relies on fossil fuels for energy,
and every day we pay a price in vola-
tile prices, source instability, and in
unnecessary pollution. The best way to
beat this addiction is by reducing over-
all demand, by promoting renewables,
and developing alternatives.

And since America is not exactly
awash in oil, reducing our dependence
on it would be good not only for our en-
vironment, but for our economy and,
perhaps most importantly, for our na-
tional security. That’s exactly what
Democrats have done. We have enacted
legislation, the Emnergy Independence
and Security Act, and we have passed
the Recovery Act to provide an imme-
diate jolt to the clean-energy economy.

The House has also passed com-
prehensive legislation that caps global
warming pollution and invests in
clean-energy solutions that create jobs

here in America. Developing clean
power and energy-efficient tech-
nologies, while combating global

warming, these are the initiatives that
will meet our goals.

As bad as things are—and may yet
become—the disaster in the gulf will be
even more tragic if we fail to learn
from it. Some of our colleagues con-
tinue to claim we have to choose be-
tween endangering our precious coast
and relying on oil imports from dan-
gerous regimes. I believe it is time to
reject that false choice. Let’s pass
comprehensive energy legislation so
America can take control of our energy
situation.
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THE FAIR TAX AND TAX REFORM

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

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
this year Americans worked almost 100
days, from January 1 to April 9, to pay
taxes at the Federal, State, and local
levels, which is more than one-fourth
of their income. I believe that it is to-
tally unacceptable to require already
stressed families to give up such a high
share of their income while bloated
Federal bureaucracy continues to ex-
pand during a severe recession. To re-
duce this burden, Congress should now
focus on reforming the current com-
plicated tax structure which makes it
so much more difficult for families and
small business owners to experience
economic recovery.

As I called for in my last speech on
tax reform, the chairman of the House
Ways and Means Committee, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN),
needs to schedule hearings on tax re-
form simplicity as soon as possible.
The Fair Tax proposal is one of those
ideas that I believe the committee
must consider. The Fair Tax is defi-
nitely a serious proposal that is backed
by many Americans, including so many
constituents of my congressional dis-
trict, and it deserves our full consider-
ation.

The Fair Tax would replace all Fed-
eral income and payroll-based taxes
with a national retail sales tax and in-
cludes a rebate to ensure that no
American below the poverty level pays
Federal taxes. If enacted, the Fair Tax
proposal would provide a dollar-for-dol-
lar Federal revenue neutrality. Accord-
ing to the proposal’s advocates, the
Fair Tax would reform the current tax
code. Today’s tax code is unfair, costly,
and confusing, and is so complex that
many of us pay more in taxes per year
than we should. It is estimated that
the present system costs taxpayers $265
billion for tax filing, tax record-keep-
ing, tax reduction advice, et cetera,
which is $900 for every man, woman
and child in America. This is taxation
without comprehension.

The current income tax code inhibits
economic growth, it inhibits capital
formation, and it inhibits job creation.
Fair Tax supporters believe tax reform
can correct these problems by greatly
reducing the high cost of compliance in
the present system while lifting the in-
come tax burden on production. I be-
lieve that a fair and balanced look at
the Fair Tax should begin the con-
versation on tax reform, and I encour-
age my colleagues who are serious
about having this discussion to join me
in contacting the chairman.

Congress needs to remember the sac-
rifices that are made by each American
family by making a real effort at tax
reform this year.

As the American economy continues
to stagnate with a record 10 percent
unemployment rate, Congress needs to
respond by taking a close look at tax
reform, and yes, the Fair Tax also.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

SUPPORTING ESTABLISHMENT OF
NATIONAL TEACHER DAY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. KLEIN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in strong support of H. Res.
403, legislation I introduced calling for
the establishment of a National Teach-
er Day. I believe it is important that
we recognize the hard work of our Na-
tion’s teachers who prepare our stu-
dents for a stronger America. The edu-
cation of our children is critical to the
future success of our country and our
global competitiveness. And despite
limited compensation and increasingly
high expectations, our teachers rise to
the challenge each and every day.

As the son of an elementary school
teacher—my mom taught second grade,
I was proud to introduce this resolu-
tion. My mother, and so many other
teachers across the country, spend
their lives working to inspire children
and open their minds to new ideas so
they can grow up to be successful in
whatever path they choose.

I am sure that each and every one of
my colleagues in Congress can identify
at least one teacher from their past
who made a difference in their lives. I
know that I wouldn’t be where I am
today without the motivation and en-
couragement of teachers who chal-
lenged me to pursue my dreams of pub-
lic service. This legislation also comes
at an extremely critical time for our
Nation’s teachers. In this tough econ-
omy, State budgets are suffering, and
it is important more than ever that we
find solutions to budget challenges
that threaten to cut academic pro-
grams and lay off good teachers to the
detriment of our children and the fu-
ture workforce of our country.

Rather than slash school budgets, in-
crease classroom sizes, and stretch our
teachers even thinner than we already
have, we must work to Kkeep good
teachers in the classroom and
incentivize more people to enter the
teacher workforce. We cannot improve
our education system in the United
States if we don’t invest in quality
teaching as it is. That is why I have
consistently voted to prevent massive
statewide layoffs of our education pro-
fessionals.

I would also like to thank my distin-
guished colleague, the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. ROSKAM) for joining me in
introducing this important piece of
legislation, and thank the over-
whelming number of Members who
have joined me in support of the estab-
lishment of a National Teacher Day.

Mr. Speaker, when you get a chance,
thank teachers for the great work that
they do.

—————

STOP IRAN’S NUCLEAR
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, one of the biggest threats to peace
in the Middle East and possibly the
whole world is for the United States
and our friends and allies around the
world to stop Iran’s nuclear develop-
ment program. We have been working
for months and months to come up
with a very strong Iran sanctions bill.
The bill has finally passed the House
and Senate, and because of the dif-
ferences, we are in a conference com-
mittee. We have a very strong bill, one
that will put extreme pressure on Iran
and possibly avert a war in the Middle
East. But now we are hearing that the
bill is going to be watered down. It is
going to be made weaker. If it is made
weaker, that means the pressure will
not be put on Iran that should be, and
they will continue with their nuclear
development program and we could be
in a war in the Middle East that will
far exceed what we have seen in Iraq
and Afghanistan.

I want to read to you from a report
that was issued just last week. ‘‘Iran
has set up new equipment that will
allow it to boost its efficiency at en-
riching uranium at higher levels. Iran’s
clandestine enrichment activities were
discovered 8 years ago and have ex-
panded since to encompass thousands
of centrifuges churning out material
enriched to 3.5 percent. But despite
three sets of Security Council sanc-
tions meant to enforce demands of a
freeze, Tehran moved to a new level in
February, when it set up a small pro-
gram to produce material enriched to
near 20 percent.” And 20 percent can be
used for a nuclear weapon.

The story continued, ‘‘But the move
has increased concerns because it
brings the Islamic Republic closer to
the ability to produce warhead mate-
rial. Uranium at 3.5 percent can be
used to fuel reactors, which is Iran’s
avowed purpose for enrichment. If en-
riched to around 95 percent, however, it
can be used in building a nuclear bomb.
And at 20 percent, uranium can be
turned into weapons-grade material
much more quickly than from lower
levels.

“The 20-percent uranium is being
produced by ‘a cascade’—164 cen-
trifuges hooked up in series. The dip-
lomats said that Iranian technicians
had in recent weeks assembled another
164-centrifuge cascade, and the throw
of a switch appeared ready to activate
it to support the machines already
turning out small amounts of near 20-
percent uranium.”

We don’t know how long it is going
to be before Iran has nuclear weapons,
but we know it is not going to be too
long. And every day we wait to put
pressure on Iran is a day they are clos-
er to developing nuclear technology
that could start a war over there, oblit-
erate our friends in Israel, and cause a
major war that we will have to be in-
volved with.

We get about 40 percent of our energy
from the Middle East. And if a war
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breaks out over there and in the Gulf
States, the Persian Gulf could be
blocked, and we would lose so much en-
ergy we wouldn’t even be able to run
the lights in this place.

It is extremely important that we
have a very strong Iran sanctions bill.
I am on the conference committee, and
I would say to my colleagues who are
conferees, let’s make it tough, as tough
as possible, because the one thing we
want to do is avert a major war with
Iran in the Middle East. And I can tell
you, I know Bibi Netanyahu, the prime
minister of Israel, is not going to stand
by and watch a weapon that could ob-
literate, destroy Israel, be produced
right next door there in Iran. So it is
important that the United States take
the lead by coming up with a very
strong bill that will put sanctions on
Iran that they will realize will stop
them economically if they don’t stop
their nuclear development program.

This is probably going to be one of
the last chances we will have to stop a
nuclear program in Iran that will de-
velop a nuclear weapon and possibly
cause a major war and proliferation of
nuclear weapons throughout the Mid-
dle East. This is a very important time
not only for them, in the Middle East,
Israel and our allies, but it is a big, im-
portant time for the United States and
all of our allies in Europe. We can’t let
a terrorist state like Iran get a nuclear
weapon, and that is why we need to
pass a very strong Iran sanctions bill,
and we need to do it right away.

—————

O 2000

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.)

————

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.)

———

WELCOMING LOCAL LEADERS
FROM DENTON COUNTY, TEXAS,
TO THE NATION’S CAPITAL

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
tonight to recognize Denton County,
Texas and members of the Denton
County leadership delegation who are
visiting here in Washington, D.C. this
week. These local officials and business
leaders understand that what goes on
here in Washington affects their local
communities. So this trip, this trip
they make every 2 years, is a very im-
portant one.
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Over the next several days, these in-
dividuals will meet with members of
the leadership here in Congress, Sen-
ators and Representatives from Texas
and across the country and, in addi-
tion, will find time to visit the soldiers
at Walter Reed Army Medical Center.

I’'m pleased to welcome members of
some of the chambers of commerce and
business associations of Denton Coun-
ty, along with several Denton County
local officials to the Nation’s Capital.

I also want to thank them for helping
to make Denton County a place of en-
trepreneurship and economic oppor-
tunity.

Mr. Speaker, I will submit the names
of the Denton County delegation for
the RECORD.

Sandra Kathleen Beahm

Kent Collins

Patrick L. Davis

Andrew Thomas Eads

Ginger Ann Eads

Al Filidoro

Chuck Fremeux

Kelly Leigh Heslep

Cynthia Rae Howard

Claude E. King

Michael Leavitt

Dee Leggett

Tod Mahoney

Matthew McCormick

Tami McCormick

Scott Ran all McDearmont

Shannon McGary

Brandon McGary

William J. Meek

Stan Morton

Jody Smith

Suzene Thompson

Harold Dean Ueckert

Catherine Ann Ueckert

Charlotte Jeanette Wilcox

——

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

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

———

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

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

———

ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF PRESI-
DENT OBAMA AND THE 111TH
CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Speaker, tonight and beginning each
week, we will begin the week talking
about the accomplishments of both
President Obama, as well as the Demo-
cratic leadership in the legislature.
The efforts of the Democratic Caucus
over the last year and a half, particu-
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larly since President Obama was sworn
in have truly been remarkable. The ef-
forts have been remarkable, but also
the accomplishments.

And I think it’s important that we
continue to talk to the American peo-
ple about those accomplishments, par-
ticularly when compared to some of
the commentary that’s out there in the
media because, from watching some
news programs, one would think that
we were all here in the Chamber sitting
in our chairs, fast asleep, as opposed to
working and keeping our heads down
and being very focused and working
under the leadership of President
Obama to make sure that we can turn
the absolute nightmare that we were
handed by the former Bush administra-
tion into the new direction that we
talked about and that the American
people elected us to take this country
in.

And so tonight my colleagues and I
are going to spend some time outlining
those accomplishments. But I think
it’s important and instructive to first
look at where we were, and then talk
about where we are now. So that’s
some of what we’re going to do this
evening.

If you look back to January of 2009,
which was the month, Mr. TONKO, that
President Obama was sworn in, during
that month the economy was yet again
bleeding 700,000-plus jobs. And I think
we have a chart here that I can use to
illustrate that. But I think the most il-
lustrative example of where we were,
versus where we are today is this chart.

If you look back, this chart begins in
December of ’07, and you can see
through the end of the Bush adminis-
tration, Mr. Speaker, that the economy
was steadily getting worse. We were
bleeding jobs. By the time President
Obama took office in January of '09, we
literally were at 700,000-plus jobs lost,
and that continued all the way up until
February of ’09 with the passage of the
American Economic Recovery Act.

Now, I've heard a lot of malarkey in
the news media out there, and particu-
larly quite a lot from our friends on
the other side of the aisle, about the
supposed absence of job creation that
the Recovery Act generated.

Well, the numbers don’t lie, Mr.
Speaker. If you look at the direction
that job creation has gone in, and our
economic recovery has begun, you look
at the blue line beginning in February
of ’09 with the passage of the Recovery
Act, and you progress all the way up
where we were losing month by month
fewer and fewer jobs; and we talked
about how, obviously, any job losses
are unacceptable, until we reached this
most recent month in April. And I
think actually this chart—it doesn’t
even, the numbers are even better, Mr.
ALTMIRE, than we have on this chart.
But this chart shows it up through
March where we added 167,000 jobs.

In April, Mrs. DAHLKEMPER, we actu-
ally added 290,000 jobs in April. The
vast majority of those were private
sector jobs. We do know that we have
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some Census jobs that are temporary.
But the point is that, as a direct result
of the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act, we are moving in the
right direction and beginning to turn
the economy around. And I think it’s
incredibly important that we show the
American people the results of our
policies.

And, Mr. ALTMIRE, I'd be happy to
yield to you.

Mr. ALTMIRE. I appreciate the gen-
tlewoman yielding her time. And it’s
wonderful to have the opportunity to
be here tonight to talk about the suc-
cess of some of the actions that this
Congress has taken on the economy.

I had a town meeting almost a year
ago to the day. It was at the end of
April in 2009, and there were a lot of
folks there who were complaining
about the vote for the Recovery Act,
the stimulus bill. And I said to them at
that time, look, I’'ll make a deal with
you. How about we have this discussion
today, but we also have this discussion
a year from now. Why don’t we recon-
vene and have a discussion about what
has happened over the past year.

And so I would invite anyone who
wants to have that discussion in this
Chamber or across the country, let’s
take a walk down memory lane. And as
the gentlewoman talked about, let’s
take a look at where we were at the
end of April in 2009.

The 6-month period ending at the end
of April 2009 resulted in an average
monthly loss of over 600,000 jobs per
month every month for that 6-month
period. For that same 6-month period,
ending at the end of April 2010, we have
averaged over 100,000 jobs gained, in-
cluding 290,000 jobs created in the
month of April alone.

The stock market bottomed out in
the middle of March 2009 at 6,500.
Today, a little bit more than a year
later, we’re around 1,500.

Gross domestic product, the first
quarter of 2009 was minus six. By the
end of 2009, it was plus six, which was
the largest calendar year turnaround
in 30 years in this country. And we’ve
now had three consecutive months of
positive growth.

So the job market is exploding. Gross
domestic product we’re now likely in
our fourth straight quarter of positive
growth. The stock market has done
quite well. And you might say, well,
what does that matter? If you have a
401(k) in this country, if you have a re-
tirement plan, as many people do in
this Chamber and certainly in our dis-
tricts, we care about that, and that’s
something our constituents care about.

And some other numbers that I took
down before I came down here, the con-
sumer confidence level rose in April,
reaching its highest level since Sep-
tember of 2008. The consumer spending
is up for the sixth straight month, sur-
passing the pre-recession levels. Manu-
facturing activity has increased for the
ninth straight month.

And what I say to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN
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ScHULTZ) and my colleagues from
Pennsylvania and New York is all of
that happened almost like precision
clockwork at exactly the time that the
Recovery Act bill passed, that turn-
around. The gentlewoman, I'm sure,
will show the chart again later and
other charts that are similar. These
numbers started to turn around ex-
actly at the time that the Recovery
Act began to take effect.

Another issue that we’re going to
talk about tonight, as was reported in
the national media very recently with
tax day having just passed, is that we
have the lowest tax rate in this coun-
try in the past 60 years. It hasn’t been
since 1950 that the tax burden to the in-
dividual has been lower in this country
because we, in this Congress, as part of
the Recovery Act, cut taxes for 95 per-
cent of Americans, 95 percent of fami-
lies. I'm sure we’re going to talk about
that.

And all of these things didn’t happen
by accident. They happened because
this Congress took a very difficult vote
at a very important time for this coun-
try, and the success is there for every-
one to see. So I'm proud to have cast
that vote, and I'm proud to be here to-
night to talk about it.

I would yield now to my colleague
from Pennsylvania (Mrs. DAHLKEMPER).

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. I thank the
gentleman for yielding, and I thank the
Congresswoman, my friend from Flor-
ida, for bringing us together tonight to
talk about just the very positive signs
that we’re seeing in our economy, the
positive signs that have really come
from the policies enacted by this Con-
gress over the past 17 months since I've
come to Congress.

And I wanted to kind of go back to
my colleague from Pennsylvania (Mr.
ALTMIRE) when he was talking about
the GDP numbers and this is, I think,
just a great graph to show. You were
talking about in 2009, the first quarter,
we saw a drop, 6.4 in GDP, just over 6
points there. And that was prior to the
President taking over and us just com-
ing into our 111th Congress. And here,
with the policies that we’ve enacted,
this shows the fourth quarter of ’09, al-
most 6 points increase. And you can
definitely see the change in GDP in the
final years of the Bush administration
to the first year in the Obama adminis-
tration and the 111th Congress, very
stark numbers here showing the dif-
ference.

I think one of the most exciting
things that I've seen is the manufac-
turing increases. And you mentioned
that, Mr. ALTMIRE, the fact that we are
seeing manufacturing increase in this
country, the largest 10-month gain
since 1997. And I think there’s so many
of us here who believe we’ve got to be
making things in this country. And
from western Pennsylvania, my col-
league and I, and certainly from New
York State and I'm sure from Florida
too, we really come from a manufac-
turing base, and a base that hired
many people and gave them a good liv-
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ing wage and produced great product
here in this country, and we really
have slipped when you look at the glob-
al economy in terms of our manufac-
turing base. And so to see those manu-
facturing numbers returning and grow-
ing stronger to me is very, very en-
couraging; 290,000 jobs, as was men-
tioned, created in April. Certainly a
small portion of those from the Census,
but it is estimated 231,000 of those were
created in the private sector.

Looking back over the 8 years of the
Bush administration, only 1 million
jobs were created over those 8 years.
During the President Clinton 8 years,
22 million jobs were created. So far this
year, we’ve created 500,000 jobs. One
million during the Bush administra-
tion; 500,000 so far this year.

Now, for all of us, losing any jobs is
not good. And too many people are still
out of work. But I see positive signs
that really show that the policies we’ve
enacted, particularly since the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act,
have moved our country into a positive
direction for those who have really
been out there struggling.

And what I think is so exciting is the
can-do attitude of American businesses
and the American people that, when
times are tough, the American people
find a way through this, and we end up
being stronger, more productive, more
innovative, more creative, we diver-
sify, and we find a way to get through
this. That can-do attitude that Ameri-
cans have certainly has worked well,
along with the policies that we’ve had
here in Congress in this last year and a
half, moving this country from losing
hundreds of thousands of jobs every
month to gaining hundreds of thou-
sands of jobs. The GDP levels that were
dropping significantly are now on the
rise.

And now I'd like to yield to my good
friend, also a fellow freshman here in
the Congress, Mr. TONKO.

0O 2015

Mr. TONKO. Thank you, Representa-
tive DAHLKEMPER, and thank you, Rep-
resentative WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, for
bringing us together this evening to
share the facts and just the facts,
which I think is an important bit of ex-
change and messaging that needs to be
done with the American public. And,
you know, if you don’t believe what
you are hearing here, because perhaps
you have been swayed by some very
gloom-and-doom news info that’s been
coming your way, take the word from
Fortune magazine of April 16 of this
year.

On April 16, Fortune magazine re-
ported that we have taken a sharp U-
turn in the past couple of months and
that there are better days for Amer-
ican Dbusinesses and workers just
around the corner. Well, that’s telling
it like it is. And why? Because this
House, the leadership of this House, the
President and his administration,
working together, we have enabled a
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very sharp, laser-type focus on Amer-
ican workers, on working families in
this country.

And it’s now that sort of priority
that has been established here in the
House of Representatives, working
with the administration, to make cer-
tain that we crawl out of this economic
recession, the Bush recession that
gripped this Nation, brought this coun-
try to her knees economically, and now
people have said, We will give you the
keys; we will put you in charge. And
there is a spirit of optimism that is ob-
viously being expressed in consumer
data that’s being recorded now in the
past several months where there is a
swing upward.

As Representative WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ pointed out in the V forma-
tion, that downward straight line of
the V was under the Bush recession.
And then as we swing upward, that up-
ward straight line of the V is that blue
portion of this graph that talks about
the comeback. You know, it’s mim-
icking a story of the past where under
the Clinton administration 22 million
jobs were created and under the Bush
administration, 1 million. One million.
So there is a stark difference there.

The policies that are being initiated
here under the watch of President
Obama and the leadership of this House
have produced a track already that if
it’s extrapolated over the next 8
months, for a year’s worth of data, we
will surpass in 1 year what 8 years’
worth of information tells us happened
during those Bush years. And 8 million
jobs lost. That goes beyond what the
Great Depression produced for this
country.

So I think that the spirit of opti-
mism is driving the comeback. It’s per-
haps why that optimism spoke to those
numbers of the new home sales. The
home sales in March alone rose by 27
percent, a record month-to-month in-
crease that goes back 47 years. So it’s
that sort of consumer confidence, the
optimism, as you alluded to, Rep-
resentative DAHLKEMPER, of growth in
the manufacturing activity out there
which is extremely valuable.

We see ourselves as a Nation that
produces and responds to the needs of
consumers out there. Any nation that
wants to stay strong needs to grow its
manufacturing sector. We are seeing
that happen. So, so many of the indica-
tors out there are suggesting that we
are on that comeback trail. We are
hoping it’s a straight line comeback.
We don’t want any other format out
there but a straight line.

We believe that as we go forward and
continue to invest, and I believe that’s
the right word, invest in the American
workers, in businesses, where we have
not aligned and put the highest pri-
ority value to Wall Street banks, to
credit card companies, to the insurance
industry, to all of these efforts and the
big oil companies; we have instead put
our focus and our priority with Amer-
ican workers, working families, job
creation and retention, and the num-
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bers are there. They are beginning to
show that the proof in the pudding here
is that sound policies to turn the
thinking around, to pull us out of the
economic woes, and we can trail it. We
are trailing it now, and the data speak
for themselves.

So this is a great hour, a great oppor-
tunity to exchange the facts and noth-
ing but the facts and allow people to
understand that we are climbing up-
ward with a spirit of optimism and con-
fidence that’s being marked by so
many measurements out there that are
to the good.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
ToNKO, I really appreciate your com-
ments. I know that the folks listening
do as well.

Madam Speaker, I think one of the
important facts that we need to talk
about tonight, as well, is the stark re-
ality that we are in an election year,
and in a few months our constituents
are going to have a choice. Elections
are, after all, about choices. And we
have an opportunity here to present
the choice that the American people
are going to have to make decisions on.
They can go back to the ways of the
last 8 years prior to President Obama’s
inauguration in which the tax-cutting
policy in America was focused exclu-
sively on the wealthiest few and the
middle class was essentially left out of
the discussion. There was absolutely no
focus on making sure that middle class
tax cuts and job creation, targeted tax
cuts and job creation would be focused
on the middle class.

I served in the minority and the ma-
jority during the Bush administration,
and I can tell you that in neither 2-
year period was there any discussion of
how to get the middle class back to
work, how to get small business back.
Small business was never discussed
under the Bush administration or the
Republican leadership. Their focus was
big business, corporate interests, as we
saw with the collapse of Wall Street
and, as a result, the collapse of our
economy.

And now when, as President Obama
said, we have come in, President
Obama was inaugurated and he is try-
ing to clean up the mess he was hand-
ed, the Republicans refuse to even grab
a mop. I mean, he is here mopping
away, and not only do they refuse to
grab a mop, to quote President Obama,
but they also criticize the way he is
holding the mop. I mean, it’s just real-
ly—well, it’s nothing short of brazen
behavior. There is an expression for it,
but on the House floor I won’t use that
expression.

I think another important point, Mr.
TONKO, that can’t be overlooked is
when I have been out there at home, I
come from a State that does not have
a manufacturing base. We are a serv-
ice-based economy, a tourism-based
economy, and our economy was quite
focused and dependent upon housing.
We had a tremendous bubble in Flor-
ida. The bubble burst, and now, because
the housing market has not rebounded
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at the same rates as the rest of the
economy, we are still struggling with a
higher average unemployment rate.

You will hear our friends on the
other side of the aisle, Mr. ALTMIRE,
talk about, well, you can talk about all
this fabulous job creation, but the un-
employment rate still ticked up last
month. Well, it’s important to under-
stand that the reason that the unem-
ployment rate ticked up is because you
have about 800,000 people who began
looking for work again who had taken
themselves out of the process because
it was hopeless, because there was ab-
solutely no chance of a recovery in
their minds. And if they looked for a
job, in their mind, it would have been
pointless.

So in an odd way, it’s actually a good
thing in the short term that the unem-
ployment rate ticks up a little bit, be-
cause we know the unemployment rate
has been artificially a little bit lower
because of the people who have simply
not been looking for work. And now be-
cause, as Mr. ALTMIRE noted, U.S. con-
sumer confidence in April reached its
highest levels since September of 2008,
we have an increase in the GDP, an in-
crease in the manufacturing base,
pending home sales up for the fifth
straight month. All of these economic
indicators are moving dramatically in
the right direction. And as a result, we
are going to be able to really begin to
ramp up our progress, and it’s very ex-
citing.

I want to spend some time tonight
talking about, besides the Recovery
Act, the other things that we have been
doing to really put small businesses
back in the black, make sure that they
can have an opportunity to make hir-
ing decisions and add to their work-
force.

With that, if the gentleman from
New Mexico is ready, it’s a pleasure to
be joined by Mr. HEINRICH of New Mex-
ico.

Mr. HEINRICH. Thank you. It’s a
pleasure to be here.

Madam Speaker, I just wanted to re-
turn to sort of where we were a couple
of years ago when several of us who are
joining you here tonight were running
for Congress for the very first time.
Mr. ToNKO from New York, for exam-
ple, another mechanical engineer, has
only been around here for what is it, 14
months now, 16 months now? And Mrs.
DAHLKEMPER from Pennsylvania as
well, the gentlelady from Pennsyl-
vania, we didn’t run on passing the Re-
covery Act. None of us went to Con-
gress because we were hoping to pass a
Recovery Act. We did what was nec-
essary to be responsible to clean up the
mess that we were left with.

You can take the example of how the
United States and this Congress has re-
sponded to this recession versus how a
country like Japan, when it got into
its last big recession, responded. They
did too little too late, and as a result,
they were left with 10 years of reces-
sion, a decade of job-killing recession,
a decade of reduced tax revenues, when



May 18, 2010

their competitiveness in the world was
dramatically reduced because they
weren’t willing to stand up and to lead
and do what was right.

So we passed the Recovery Act. And
when you want to look back at history
and judge what happened with this Re-
covery Act, as a mechanical engineer,
rather than just listening to the rhet-
oric, I think it’s very critical that we
look at the data. And as you have
shown here tonight, when you look at,
well, let’s take the stock market, for
example. This graph shows what has
happened with our investments over
the end of the Bush administration and
the beginning of the Obama adminis-
tration and the leadership that this
Congress showed.

It’s incredibly important to realize
that this isn’t about Wall Street. This
is about the people in my home State
of New Mexico who are relying on their
investments for their retirement. It is
about the people who have their retire-
ment accounts tied up in investments
and their annual and monthly incomes.
Whether or not they get to do anything
besides pay the mortgage is dependent
on the value in those accounts. And we
saw a precipitous decline that took
real wealth out of the pockets of people
all across this country as trillions of
dollars of wealth literally disappeared
in a matter of months from our con-
stituents.

After the Recovery Act was passed
and the many other pieces of legisla-
tion that we passed to try and recover
this economy, we have seen an increase
in that value that you just can’t argue
with the data, between 10,000 and 11,000
in the Dow for the last month.

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. HEINRICH. Absolutely.

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. I thank the
gentleman.

The facts are what we are talking
about tonight, and I just want to quote
from Business Week, April 8, 2010. This
is a quote by Mark Zandi, chief econo-
mist at Moody’s Economy.com. ‘“When
you take it all together, the response
to the recession was massive, unprece-
dented, and ultimately successful.”
And that’s what we are showing by the
numbers here tonight.

Even the Obama critics, such as Phil
Swagel, Assistant Treasury Secretary
for Economic Policy under George
Bush, acknowledged the White House
policies have been successful. ‘‘Their
economic policies, including the stim-
ulus,” which I like to call the recovery
bill, ‘““have helped move the economy in
the right direction.” And so the facts
are what we are showing here tonight.

And I yield back.

Mr. HEINRICH. Thank you. And I
think that’s a perfect example.

You know, facts are stubborn things,
and when you show these graphs, they
don’t lie. They tell a story of an econ-
omy out of control and how we have
been able to turn that around and
move it back in the right direction.
And I think when you talk about the
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Recovery Act, it’s important to realize
that an enormous portion of the Recov-
ery Act was about taxes as well.

If you look at the rhetoric versus the
data on the whole issue of taxes, you
see a very different story than the one
you might hear in some of the national
media or see on a placard at a Tea
Party rally for that matter.

The USA today talked about how,
Mr. TONKO, if you would be so kind as
to hold this up, a headline, ‘‘Tax bills
in 2009 at the lowest level since 1950.”
We passed an enormous tax relief pack-
age as part of the Recovery Act so that
people would have those hard-earned
dollars in their pockets and put them
to work for our Nation. And if you look
at how much support we had to do that
from our colleagues on the other side
of the aisle, it was nonexistent, if you
look at the work that we did for the
homebuyer tax credit, which was abso-
lutely critical to bringing back our
housing market and construction jobs
in this country.

0 2030

I met a man named Julian Gomez
who works in construction in Albu-
querque, and he lost his job because of
this recession. And he’s back today
swinging a hammer at New Life Homes,
building homes in Albuquerque because
of the financing that the Recovery Act
made possible.

So I think it’s incredibly important
that we look at the facts versus the
rhetoric.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Will
the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. HEINRICH. Absolutely.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Does
the gentleman recall how many of our
friends on the other side of the aisle
voted for the Recovery Act?

Mr. HEINRICH. Actually, I don’t re-
call that exact number.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I think
it was none.

Mr. HEINRICH. I knew it was one of
those numbers you could count on your
hand.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I think
it was none. Goose eggs. And that was
the Recovery Act that gave 98 percent
of Americans a tax cut, the same one
that created a situation where we have
the lowest, as you said, the lowest tax
bills, the lowest tax rate since 1950, the
one that created a situation where the
triangle that Mr. TONKO referred to a
few minutes ago enabled us to go from
bleeding more than 700,000 jobs prior to
President Obama being sworn into of-
fice to gaining almost 300,000 jobs in
this last month.

So we, on our side of the aisle, cre-
ated, conceived, passed, and President
Obama signed the Recovery Act into
law, and our friends on the other side
of the aisle all said ‘‘no.”” Is that right?

Mr. HEINRICH. I believe you are ab-
solutely correct.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Okay.
I just wanted to make sure that that
was accurate. Mr. TONKO, do you have
something to add?

H3521

Mr. TONKO. I do.

Representative WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
you talked about the comeback issue.
One can’t help but wonder what would
have happened if these economic poli-
cies were continued to rule the out-
come. If they had continued to rule the
outcome, we would have probably hit
the Great Depression level. And so I
think the effort here is to bring in—it’s
not like we’re excluding people from
being part of this solution. But obvi-
ously, if we’re not getting the support
from the other side, we’re going to con-
tinue to move forward with progressive
policies and reforms.

And I think what is inspiring is that
this Nation is replete in her history of
people responding in the toughest
times, responding with their greatest
sense of courage and determination at
a time when we have faced some of our
toughest struggles. We saw that hap-
pen in the Depression. We saw a Presi-
dent lead this Nation out of that de-
pression and bring people back to work
and invest in a way that grew us to a
stronger level than when the economic
crisis began.

And certainly when we look at this, I
believe that that history of this Na-
tion, our history speaks to us in a very
bold and noble measure to continue to
pursue, to invest in a way that will cre-
ate a stronger outcome. And we will
put together an organized, structured,
progressive bit of policies that will ad-
dress and plan our future for this eco-
nomic recovery.

I represent a district that is the
home of the Erie Canal and that canal
is a series, a necklace, I like to call it,
of mill towns. And they were given
birth to by the creation of this Erie
Canal. But it showcased—my point of
mentioning it here is that it showcased
the pioneer spirit that’s in the DNA of
Americans where these mill towns be-
came the centers of invention and in-
novation. And it gave birth to a west-
ward movement that built this Nation
and continues to allow us to express
our manufacturing prowess.

Well, this package, the stimulus
package, the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act, invested in Amer-
ica, in her workers, in her businesses,
in her small businesses that was men-
tioned earlier, in a way that is now
turning the picture around. It’s that U-
turn of which Fortune magazine
speaks, wrote about it on April 16 of
this year, that we are now seeing a
brighter day; it’s around the corner for
business and workers.

And so in the toughest times we have
shown our best outcomes. We have
come together in a way that allows us
to be constructive and instructive on
how we’re going to crawl out of a mess.

The important thing here is to please
join in the effort. Don’t thwart the ef-
fort, don’t deny, diminish it. I see what
we tried to do with America COM-
PETES as an act on this floor to grow
the R&D investment, to allow us to
compete effectively with China. And
what do we have? We have an effort to
diminish or deny that sort of progress.
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So join us in the constructive efforts.
Join us in building the solutions. But
do not deny American workers for gen-
erations out the sort of solutions that
will enable us to be our best in the
toughest times, and that’s what we’re
seeing here. The numbers are showing
it. We’re on a comeback. And it’s inter-
esting how history is repeating herself
where we have this administration
proving that they are going to invest—
invest in technology, invest in
broadband, communication, hardwiring
of communities that are rural or im-
poverished, as in inner city neighbor-
hoods, allowing us to invest in energy
with smart grids, smart meters, smart
thermostats, invest in our trans-
mission and distribution systems. All
of it is important.

Mr. HEINRICH. Will the gentleman
yield?

I know the gentleman from New
York, Mr. TONKO, knows a great deal
about this whole issue of energy secu-
rity and of creating a new energy econ-
omy. And when we passed the Recovery
Act, we made this single biggest in-
vestment in changing our economy to a
clean energy economy ever in the his-
tory of this country.

And I saw it directly. I went out to a
company called Ktech that’s at the
Sandia Science and Tech Park in my
district, and they are using Recovery
Act grants to figure out new ways to
store energy and to seam together a
new grid that includes putting renew-
ables into the system, unique storage
devices, and how to manage all of that
so that our entire grid is more secure
and so that we can put people back to
work in those new energy technologies.

And I'd yield back to Mr. TONKO or
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. 1
thank both gentlemen.

Again, I think it’s really important
to stress the choices that we have in
front of us. The American people have
choices over the next few months about
the direction that they want to go,
whether they want to continue to go in
the direction that the job creation
chart that we just had up showed,
whether they want to continue to go in
the direction of the tax rate chart that
Mr. HEINRICH just had, or whether they
want to go back in this direction be-
cause this direction shows us the his-
tory of Presidents and the deficit situa-
tion that the United States has been in
under each President.

So if you look at President Reagan,
under President Reagan we had a $1.4
trillion deficit. Under President Bush
41, we had a $3.3 trillion deficit by the
end of his Presidency. Then President
Clinton was in office for 8 years and
finished his second term with a $5.6
trillion surplus—a record surplus which
he handed over to President Bush 43,
who, in a very short period of time,
handed off to President Obama an $11.5
trillion deficit. And that’s because his
focus was not on targeted tax cuts for
the middle class, not on creating jobs
and wealth for small business, not on
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making sure that we could focus on
educational opportunities for our Na-
tion’s young people and focusing on in-
vestments and innovation and tech-
nology and energy, and particularly al-
ternative energy—those weren’t the
focus of the Bush administration. Their
focus was on the wealthiest Americans,
the whole notion of trickle-down,
which didn’t work under President
Reagan and clearly, as you can see, as
big a red box as you are looking at here
on this chart, didn’t work under the
Bush administration either.

So the choice that the American peo-
ple will have is to go back to big red
boxes like this one and continue to
bleed jobs, bleed money, and move in
the wrong direction, or under President
Obama and the Democratic Congress,
continue to focus on job creation, on
opportunities for young people, on in-
vestments in alternative energy, on
weaning ourselves off dependence on
foreign oil. I mean if what’s going on in
the Gulf of Mexico today doesn’t prove
that we need to do that, I don’t know
what would.

But those are the choices that the
American people have.

But our friends on the other side of
the aisle have choices, too, Mr. TONKO.
They have choices, and they’ve repeat-
edly made them. They’ve repeatedly
showed which side they’re on. They’ve
showed that they are not on the side of
the American workers struggling to be
able to get back to work and find a job.
They’ve showed that they’re only in-
terested in coming back to power, and
it’s all—unfortunately, sadly, my ob-
servation is that that is the only thing
that they care about, winning elections
and focusing on power.

Their agenda is tough to identify be-
cause other than siding with Wall
Street, with big banks, with big cor-
porations and the wealthy elite in this
country, that’s really the only side
that I have been able to see that they
appear to be on. Their voting records
demonstrate that, and I think we have
a pretty stark choice that the Amer-
ican people are going to be able to
make come November.

Mr. TONKO. Absolutely. And thank
you again for bringing us together this
evening. It’s a pleasure to join with our
colleague from New Mexico and you
from the State of Florida to really
share these regional observations be-
cause it’s happening across the coun-
try.

Just yesterday I was at a community
that I represent, a small town, a small
city, that is utilizing Recovery Act
moneys to produce photovoltaic—to in-
stall, I should say, photovoltaic panels
at their senior center, at their fire-
house, and improvements in energy ef-
ficiency at their city hall. This trans-
lates to, like, $65,000 worth of savings
per year. Who does that affect? The
property taxpayer.

So it’s property tax reduction simply
by creating jobs and reaching to inno-
vation. That’s the beauty of the invest-
ments made here. It’s not about special
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interests, it’s not about going to the
big o0il companies and the big Wall
Street banks and going to the insur-
ance industry and the like. It is a re-
form package that talks about long
overdue investment.

My gosh. We look at China and her
investment in a clean-energy economy,
and if we don’t understand that we
need to be in this global race to win it,
we understand I hope—we show it here
in this leadership, in the majority, the
Democratic majority in the House—
that we understand by our actions that
whoever wins this global race on clean
energy becomes the Kkingpin of the
global economy. We will be the ex-
porter of energy innovation and intel-
lect. These are jobs that will grow, just
like we saw technology grow when we
won the space race four decades ago.

Mr. HEINRICH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. TONKO. Representative
HEINRICH, I believe you want to join in.

Mr. HEINRICH. Once again, I think
you’re painting this picture of contrast
of leadership. And the important ques-
tion here is asking whose side are you
on. And our colleagues on the other
side are busy protecting BP and mak-
ing sure that we have a BP bailout, to
make sure that their damage cap
doesn’t get raised. And we’re passing
legislation like the Recovery Act that
invests directly not only in renewable
energy, but in energy efficiency to
make us more and more energy inde-
pendent as a Nation.

And I remember in asking whose side
am I on, I spent some time at a gentle-
man’s home just a couple months ago
named Juan DeLeon whose house is
being retrofitted with some of these
Recovery Act loans to put insulation in
the roof, to have high-efficiency appli-
ances. And for someone who is low in-
come, fixed income, in retirement,
they literally see their bills change in
a way that gives them economic free-
dom and independence for the first
time. You know, we’re standing up for
homeowners like that. Retirees. People
who’ve worked their whole life but who
are throwing away huge amounts of
money every month on their energy
bills, and our colleagues on the other
side are standing up for corporations
like BP.

Mr. TONKO. You know, when I spoke
of the small town, the small city that
we shared in the good news with yes-
terday, the city of Waterbury in Al-
bany County in Upstate New York,
that is one expression of what could be
repeated, is being repeated over and
over again with municipalities in this
country.
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Then you put that into the business
sector and the energy efficiency im-
provements they are making with the
stimulus activity. You talk about
households where we put $5 billion into
weatherization programs to again cre-
ate stronger energy environments
within which to live. No family should
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be asked to live in poor energy environ-
ments. They are wasteful. Those are
wasteful situations in terms of energy
supply and dollars that are expended.

So when we look at the track record
here, you talk about whose side are
you on, we are looking at over one-half
million jobs created since December, 84
percent of which were in the private
sector category.

When we look at tax relief, we are
not talking about just the upper in-
come strata that was the situation for
the Bush administration, but now we
are talking about 98 percent of Ameri-
cans getting relief, to the point where
tax bills are at their lowest level since
1950.

So we are talking about a whole dif-
ferent approach, a whole different atti-
tude. And it is embracing the bigger
landscape, the people-scape of America,
where the masses are brought into con-
sideration and the priority is with the
working families. Main Street and side
streets come before that Wall Street
situation. Wall Street recklessness cre-
ated Main Street joblessness, and that
thinking is over.

That huge red block pointed to by
Representative WASSERMAN SCHULTZ is
now a situation that meant two wars,
off-budget; it meant a doughnut hole,
give it to the insurance industry in the
Medicare program area. It meant all
sorts of tax cuts to the few in society.
That was economic ruination. And,
now, this swing upward didn’t just hap-
pen. It took straightforward thinking,
it took laser-sharp focus, it took sensi-
tivity to those who were bearing the
brunt here.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. If the
gentleman would yield, because I want
to focus on results.

We have been talking about the facts
tonight. We have been talking about
the impact and results of Democratic
policies, the policies of the Democratic
Congress, the policies of Democratic
President Barack Obama, and the re-
sults that have occurred. And I think
this chart right here is very illus-
trative of the direction that we con-
tinue to go in.

If you look at the very ugly red end
of the chart, that is an indication of
where we were in terms of household
wealth under the Bush administration.
And if you look through those years,
we had household wealth that dramati-
cally, dramatically declined, so much
so that people were in absolute dire
straits. So we had an economy that was
reeling, spiraling ever downward; we
had deficits that were exploding from a
President who was handed a record sur-
plus, and that was the mess that Presi-
dent Obama found himself in.

The additional mess that he found
himself in was a plummeting statistic
of household wealth. If you look at the
progress that we have made and the di-
rection that household wealth is going
in now, as evidenced by the right side
of the chart, you have an indicator
that, since the Recovery Act took ef-
fect, we have gained nearly 30 percent
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back of household wealth that was lost
under the Bush administration, $5 tril-
lion in growth in household wealth,
compared to $17.5 trillion in household
wealth that was lost. We have gained
in just 1 year $5 trillion of that back.

Mr. TONKO. If the gentlewoman
would yield, what the Representative is
pointing to in the red is 18 months’
worth of activity, $17.5 trillion worth.
That is $1 trillion per month.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Again,
Mr. TONKO, we talk about choices. This
is as stark a choice, Mr. HEINRICH, as
we can illustrate.

We could go back to policies that got
us in the ditch in the first place and
give the keys back to the people who
drove us into the ditch; or we can hold
on to the keys that we wrested from
them in November of 2008 and continue
to drive this economy in the direction
that the American people want it to
go.
Mr. TONKO. And obviously the de-
cline did not happen overnight. We saw
that there were months upon months
upon years of activity that really did
not respond favorably to the needs of
America’s consumers, America’s busi-
ness community, in particular her
small business community.

So the huge climb back of 30 percent
recovered, recaptured, $5-plus trillion,
maybe $6 trillion, at this point is a re-
markable comeback in a relatively few
short months. So this is the start of a
comeback, and it certainly is not good
enough. We want more. We want more
good news. But to keep the direction
afloat, to keep the momentum rising
means to allow for the progress to con-
tinue.

And I believe it is very obvious that
with the control here in Congress and
in the White House, there is a serious
desire and design to produce this come-
back that was so desperately needed
and in a way that is remarkably sound,
in investing in issues and areas of ac-
tivity that were back-burnered for far
too long. They held back progress. And
now, not only are we producing jobs,
producing relief, strengthening con-
fidence, growing the economy; we are
doing it with an investment in futuris-
tic outcomes where we are dealing with
cutting-edge opportunities in R&D and
basic research and job creation in ac-
tivities from trades to Ph.D.s. This is
the full spectrum. This is the beauty of
this innovation economy. But at least
there is a leadership that gets what
needs to be done and is in fact impact-
ing favorably the outcomes here.

Mr. HEINRICH. And as you men-
tioned, we have a long way to go. We
are just getting started trying to re-
build after 8 years of disastrous poli-
cies, the recession the likes of which
we haven’t seen since the Great De-
pression. But if we can stay on this
path, if we can continue to grow these
job numbers like the strong job num-
bers that we saw in March and April; if
that trend can continue for the rest of
2010, we would see more jobs created in
2010 than the entire Bush administra-
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tion, the entire 8 years of the Bush ad-
ministration. And that is where we
need to be headed as a Nation.

We need to keep seeing that line of
wealth in the average American family
going up, up, up, not going down the
way it did continuously during the
Bush administration. And it really is
about that contrast of responsible lead-
ership versus policies that continue to
put our Nation at a competitive dis-
advantage, not only our families, but
versus countries around the world.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I am
thrilled that we are joined by the gen-
tleman from Ohio. He might still be
getting organized. So while he does
that, I wanted to focus a little bit.

The American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act clearly is sort of the
jewel in the crown, the linchpin to the
beginning of our economic recovery,
and all the indicators demonstrate
that. But it is sort of a ‘‘but that’s not
all” type thing.

We had the Recovery Act, which gave
us a huge boost, but we also passed and
continue to propose numerous pieces of
legislation designed to focus on dif-
ferent aspects of the economy: small
business, the energy sector, technology
and innovation, making sure that we
cover as many bases as we can, because
we know that there are so many poten-
tial gaps in the economy and you don’t
want to leave anybody behind.

So in addition to the Recovery Act,
Madam Speaker, we also passed the
Worker Home Ownership and Business
Assistance Act, which was legislation
that expanded that first-time home-
buyer tax credit and gave people an op-
portunity to purchase a home when
they had been unable to previously,
provided that tax relief for small busi-
nesses.

Mr. HEINRICH. If the gentlewoman
would yield for a question. How many
of our colleagues pitched in on the
other side of the aisle and said, We are
going to support that kind of tax re-
lief?

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. I am
glad you asked. I believe it was ap-
proximately 93 percent of Republicans
voted against that legislation.

Mr. HEINRICH. So just 7 percent ac-
tually said, We are going to be part of
the solution?

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Yes.

So, again, it is about choices. The
American people have a choice. It is a
very stark contrast. They can side with
the people who voted 93 percent in this
instance with Wall Street and big cor-
porations and continuing to pad their
bottom line; or they can vote with the
middle class and make sure that we
can continue to boost small business
and get our economy moving again and
put folks back to work. It really is a
very stark contrast with a very clear
choice.

Mr. BOCCIERI. I thank the gentle-
lady from Florida for organizing this
hour to talk about jobs and the econ-
omy and what the Democratic Caucus
has been doing to try to put our coun-
try back on track.
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Let me just say that I applaud all my
Members for being here, because there
is one singular issue that I hear over
and over again in my Midwest district
in Ohio: we need to be the producers of
wealth. We need to build things here,
not just move wealth. And that is why
it is so important that we focus on put-
ting our country back on track, cre-
ating jobs that can’t be outsourced, in-
vesting in our green economy, invest-
ing in the infrastructure that is going
to make our country energy inde-
pendent, not only for the jobs that it
will create, but because it is a matter
of national security.

This Congress has gone on lightning
speed with great work to try to put
that message and drive that message
home in Midwest States like Ohio.

And let me just say the fruits of what
we have been trying to sow for the last
several months here—and you hear the
Just Say No crowd who get up and talk
about how they are against everything.
We know what they are against, but
what are you for? Are you for putting
people back to work in Ohio? Are you
for growing our economy? Are you for
putting our Nation on a path toward
security, with lessening our depend-
ence on foreign o0il? Those are the
things that we are standing for in this
Congress, and we want them to join us.
These answers aren’t Democrat or Re-
publican, they are not conservative or
liberal. They are American answers
that deserve American solutions.

So if you are just trying to score po-
litical points, if you don’t believe that
you should bet against America and
Americans, then join us, because we
want to put our country back on track.

Great things are happening in Ohio.
We are starting to see the rebirth of
our manufacturing sector after con-
secutive quarters of job loss and a stag-
nant economy that was handed to us.

I remind my colleagues, when we
took over in 2009, in the 111th Congress,
we were facing exploding deficits; $3.5
trillion was handed off to this Con-
gress, two unfunded undeclared wars,
an economy that was in free-fall. We
didn’t know where we were going to
land. We had greed on Wall Street and
banking chaos. This was a lot of work
that this Congress had try to get our
arms around, but we see that what we
have been able to do is begin to put our
country back on track.

Nine consecutive months of manufac-
turing growth, the best in the last 6
years, that’s a strong message. And
while we still need to do some work,
and we have a lot of work to do on un-
employment, this economy is growing
again.

And let me just remind, you don’t
hear this on the conservative talk
radio shows, you don’t hear this on the
conservative cable shows, but this is
the reality of what the Congress has
been dealing with: one Democratic
President in the last 20 years, and we
had a $5.6 trillion surplus that was
turned into an $11 trillion deficit by
the previous administration. You don’t
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hear that talked about. You don’t hear
about the fact that we were handed a
$3.5 trillion deficit just coming into of-
fice in 2009, but that is the facts and
that is the reality.

I want to tell you that we are begin-
ning to grow this economy and begin-
ning to put people back to work. Just
in my district alone, Barbasol Shaving
Company is expanding, adding new jobs
in Ashland, Ohio. We have the NuEarth
Corporation in my hometown of Alli-
ance, adding new jobs and expanding.
Luk Manufacturing is expanding, $40
million investment. TekFor in Worces-
ter ended up bringing back 200 workers.
These are real jobs that affect real
families in our community, and that’s
what we have got to champion.

Those are the things that we have
been fighting for here in the Congress,
and we want them to join us. We have
a message to the Just Say No crowd:
join us. Help us put America back on
track. We need you.

Mr. TONKO. Mr. BOCCIERI is right on
point. I believe that, to the messaging
out there, there could be those critics
that want to resort to phantom statis-
tics. But when you look at what is hap-
pening out there, there is no denying
that these bits of fact that we are shar-
ing here this evening are all recorded,
they are documented. And it is that
sort of fact, not fiction, that will rule
and guide the policies as we go forward.

The fact that factory orders have in-
creased by the largest amount in more
than 9 years is encouraging news. It is
back to the point that Representative
BOCCIERI made about people want to
produce, they want to create, they
want to manufacture in this Nation.
And the fact that these factory orders
are up beyond limits from 9 years back
in recordkeeping is encouraging news.
It tells us that there is confidence
again, there is optimism that is ruling
the day, and that the turnaround, that
huge U-turn of which Fortune Maga-
zine wrote is becoming more and more
real in the lives of people. Car sales ris-
ing by 20 percent. That is so important
to a region like that of Representative
BoOCCIERI that is so hooked to the auto
industry. Upstate New York in many of
its regional economies is directly
linked to that auto economy and to the
industry.
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So a 20 percent rise in sales for auto-
mobiles is an important stat that we
ought to look at.

So again, the repeated message here
this evening—and again, Representa-
tive WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, thank you
for bringing us together. The tone, the
theme that we have talked about, Rep-
resentative HEINRICH, is this wonderful
opportunity to continue along the
course of progress, or the reverse is to
hand over the keys to those who drove
the car into the ditch, and that pulling
the car out of the ditch took quite an
effort and it took a while.

We’re not where we want to be yet,
but we’re certainly moving in steps for-
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ward and upward that are taking us to
a new plateau and doing it in a way
that is investing in American workers,
investing in American business in a
way that allows us then to compete
more effectively in the global market-
place. That is a multitude of good that
we have embraced in the policies that
have been established and that are
being put into place and then now are
obviously working.

The proof is in the pudding, as they
say. The facts, only the facts, that’s
what we need to share here. Forget the
scare tactics. Forget the talk of doom
and gloom. Let’s look at what’s hap-
pening, and let’s embrace it with a
spirit of optimism and with that tre-
mendously characteristic sense of pio-
neer spirit that is part of the DNA of
America. Americans, through all ages,
have been about creating jobs and cre-
ating and discovering new opportuni-
ties. We won a space race four decades
ago. We need to enter in boldly and
armed to do what we can with this
clean energy race that is global also.

Mr. HEINRICH. Well, I think we
should show that one graph of jobs one
more time before we wrap up here to-
night, because there’s nothing more
important than, one, as you said, just
the facts, ma’am, and actually looking
at data and not rhetoric; and, two,
nothing’s more important than jobs.
We’ve seen our stock market recover.

We’ve seen housing starts come back
and those kinds of indicators, but what
really matters to the American people
are jobs; and that precipitous decline
that we saw in the run-up to this hor-
rible recession and the irresponsible
activity that we saw within housing fi-
nance markets and within Wall Street
and the reversal with the Recovery Act
and new policies put in place by this
Congress to jump-start manufacturing
again, to jump-start real jobs where we
design it in the United States, we build
it in the United States, we install it in
the United States, and we put more
people back to work, and watching
that line go up and up to where now
we’re finally adding jobs at the kind of
rates that we need to turn our entire
country around.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. And,
Mr. HEINRICH, as we wrap up, we really
want to talk about over the next weeks
and months the choices that the Amer-
ican people will have. Over the next
weeks and months, Madam Speaker,
we’ll be talking about those choices,
the choice that the American people
have to continue to go in the direction
where we’re nurturing our economy
and helping it thrive or the direction
that our colleagues on the other side of
the aisle would take us, which is to
strangle our recovery in the crib.
That’s a very stark contrast that we
will be presenting to the American peo-
ple over the next few weeks and
months, and we look forward to it.

———

THE U.S.-MEXICAN BORDER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
TITUS). Under the Speaker’s announced
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policy of January 6, 2009, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER) is rec-
ognized for 60 minutes as the designee
of the minority leader.

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker, I've
been coming up here on the first day of
each week that we’re back in session to
talk about the rule of law and how the
rule of law needs to apply to those of
us who serve here in Congress, those
who serve in the administration, and
that it is the glue that holds our soci-
ety together. And if we, in turn, are
going to circumvent the rules of law,
then we, in fact, are chipping away at
the very foundation of the American
culture.

Today we’re going to shift gears a lit-
tle bit because we’ve talked a lot about
what’s going on up here and some folks
that have had some problems following
the rules, but I don’t think we’ve ever
seen a more glaring example of a viola-
tion of the rule of law and the failure
to enforce the law than what is hap-
pening on the southern borders of the
United States.

You see right here on May 17, 2010,
Real Clear Politics, Threat on the Bor-
der with Mexico: Possible Terrorists
Entering the U.S., and it’s a picture of
people climbing over a barrier, a very
strange-looking barrier, to be honest
with you. It’s got a big hole in the mid-
dle of it. I don’t understand exactly
what it is. But we’ve had an issue, and
those of us who have been in this Con-
gress for a while have been very con-
cerned, and I, in particular, have been
very concerned about this situation
down on the Texas-Mexico border, the
New Mexico-, Arizona-, and California-
Mexico border.

So I want to go back with you for a
while to when I first went with parts of
the Homeland Security Subcommittee
of the Appropriations Committee to
look at the border between Texas and
Mexico. We’ve made trips. We’ve gone
all up and down that border. I happen
to have been on the one that was in my
home State down on the border. I went
with my colleague on the other side of

the aisle, HENRY CUELLAR, down to
Nuevo Laredo, Mexico, and Laredo,
Texas, across the border. And we

talked with the Border Patrol about
their issues, and that was way back in,
I believe, 2004, maybe 2005.

I sat out in the dark with a Border
Patrolman along the banks of the Rio
Grande with his surveillance equip-
ment, and it was in the wintertime, but
it wasn’t cold. It doesn’t get real cold
down in that part of Texas. ‘‘Cool”
would be the word. It was not a whole
lot colder than it is right now outside
in Washington, D.C. And he and I
watched, I think it was, 2 miles in ei-
ther direction of the border. Right
there, right next to what I would call
the city, because right across the road
was a housing project, were apart-
ments, were hundreds of people walk-
ing in the streets. It was 10 o’clock at
night, and there were people every-
where.

I talked to him about the illegal
crossings coming into this country, the
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danger. And it was a dangerous place.
In fact, while we were on the bridge be-
tween Nuevo Laredo and Laredo, JOHN
CULBERSON picked up a flattened bullet
head slug, if you will, from probably a
9-millimeter or something like that,
that had flattened out when it hit the
bridge, the international bridge be-
tween Mexico and the United States.
He carries it around in his pocket with
him now to remind people that this is
dangerous business that our Border Pa-
trol is dealing with down there.

Well, since that time, international
drug cartels have moved to the border
of the United States, and they are
fighting a border war just a stone’s
throw from the places where American
citizens live up and down the border
from Brownsville all the way across to
San Diego, to Tijuana. The crime will
take your breath away.

I spent 20 years in the judiciary.
Many of my colleagues did the same. I
have seen lots of crime. I have tried
lots of cases involving horrible situa-
tions. But while we were down there on
that trip with my friend HENRY
CUELLAR, we saw pictures in the Nuevo
Laredo newspaper of a woman who was
the wife of a police official in Laredo
who had been Kkidnapped and burned
alive, and she had been set down in a
business chair very much like these la-
dies sitting over here that are taking
down the minutes or are recording the
proceedings, sat in that chair, had
three tires full of gasoline shoved down
around her body, and she had been set
on fire and burned up alive.
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That was done as a threat to the po-
lice department in Laredo to either get
in line with what the criminal element
in Nuevo Laredo wanted to do or suffer
the consequences. That was a shocking
thing. I carried that back up here and
showed it to our committee members.
Some of them were ill from looking at
it. And I pointed out that this is a law-
less society we have created on this
border.

Now I have a theory, and I think my
theory is based on some pretty good
police discoveries we have made over
the last 25 years in police work. During
the time when they cleaned up New
York City and made it a safer place to
be, they discovered, and this was the
chief of police and the mayor, at that
time it was Rudy Giuliani, that a bad
criminal environment breeds crime. So
if you have a neighborhood where there
are old junk cars in the front yard,
there is trash in the front yard, they
haven’t taken things off the stoop, bro-
ken windows, that is a neighborhood
without pride, and the criminal ele-
ment breeds in that neighborhood. But
if you get the criminal element out of
there, you get the criminality of that
environment out of there, the neigh-
borhood improves. And you put a beat
cop there that allows them to know
that law enforcement is there, law en-
forcement is involved, then the public
can feel confident, and they start to
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take care of their neighborhood and in
turn make the crime move elsewhere.
And they cleaned up New York City
with that basic theory. They went back
to the old, walk-the-beat cop theory
that came out of the 19th century.

Now, why do I mention that? Well,
people say to me why do you think the
cartels who were in Colombia and other
parts of the country, why did they
come and settle along the southern
border of this country? I thought about
it a lot. And it came to me that, you
know what, lawlessness breeds lawless-
ness. So what were we creating on the
border when we weren’t enforcing some
basic tenets of the law? We have laws
that say you can’t come into this coun-
try except legally. And millions of peo-
ple, whether for good purpose or bad,
and many, many for good purpose, I am
not saying it is not, just for a job, but
they were breaking our laws. And they
were coming into this country. And
where was this community of lawless-
ness? Along the Mexican border.

That community of lawlessness,
which was just sneaking people into
the country and people sneaking into
the country so, as many will tell you,
just so they can get a job to feed their
families. Of course there was a little
criminal element, and a little more
criminal element, and all of a sudden
we have estimates of four or five drug
cartels from Central and South Amer-
ica fighting a drug war from Browns-
ville to Tijuana, from Matamoros to
Tijuana on the other side of the border.
Twenty-three thousand people have
been killed in the last 18 months in
that war across the border. Mexico has
brought in every kind of resource that
they can afford to bring in to try to
stop this, but it is out of control and it
is bleeding across the border into my
State and the other States that border
Mexico.

We are having a great conversation
today in our country about a law that
was passed by the State of Arizona.
And I would argue that the State of Ar-
izona, that law has a real clear mes-
sage to the Federal Government: You
know what, we have been waiting 10 to
15 years for anybody to realize how bad
this is.

Now back in 2004 and 2005, we were
beefing up the Border Patrol and pour-
ing homeland security money into
building fence. We had resources that
were dedicated to trying to stop this
flood, but the flood was still coming.
But they were doing the best they
could, and they were catching a mil-
lion, million and a half a day, but the
estimate was for every one that got
caught, 10 got across. The flood was on-
going.

There are many reasons and faults
you can lay upon that: employers were
hiring these people and maybe they
shouldn’t; we didn’t have a good identi-
fication system for people to know
whether or not someone was an illegal
alien in this country; and the argu-
ment goes on and on. But the reality
was we were creating a lawless border



H3526

from Matamoros to Tijuana. And that
lawlessness drew in organized crime in
the form of these cartels, and those
cartels are slaughtering people, fight-
ing it out on the streets. Sometimes
gunfire is as prevalent on the border
towns across the river from Texas as it
is in Iraq or Afghanistan. Just re-
cently, 35 people were killed in a shoot-
out in Juarez, across the border from
El Paso, in one day. Many of those
were Federal officers of the Mexican
federal police force and the army.

You say well, what does that have to
do with us? Phoenix, Arizona, one of
the places where a lot of folks up north
go to get some warm weather in the
wintertime, a really wonderful town. I
have been there, it is a great town. It
reminds you of a cross between the
west of New Mexico and the west of
California blending together there. It
was a laid-back group of people. They
enjoyed life. But now they are the kid-
nap capital of the United States. And it
is not Americans kidnapping Ameri-
cans, it is illegal people coming across
our border and starting a big business
of kidnapping people. They Kkidnap
them and hold them for ransom, and if
they don’t get the ransom on time,
they send them a hand or an arm, and
ultimately maybe a head of their loved
one to let them know that they didn’t
pay the money, and that is what hap-
pened to their loved one. We don’t live
with that kind of horror in this coun-
try, but there it is right there in Phoe-
nix, Arizona. And that means that this
lawlessness that exists on the border of
this country, the southern border of
this country, is bleeding over into the
United States. We have got to do some-
thing about it.

So the Arizona folks, they wrote
themselves a law. And they basically
said, they basically defined some stuff
that Federal officers have had the abil-
ity to do for a long time. And they
talked about the fact that if Wash-
ington is not going to do something, we
are going to do something to try to
find out who these people are who are
coming across our border illegally. We
have international people talking
about us. We have the United Nations
talking about a law in Arizona.

Well, I want to throw something out,
and I see the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
BisHOP) is here. And I am happy to
have my colleague and classmate to
join me tonight. It pleases me to no
end, but I want to start off this con-
versation by pointing out something.
Mr. LAMAR SMITH, who serves on the
Judiciary Committee, told to a group
of us last week, a statistic that he pro-
duced, which is very eye opening. We
are criticized by the United Nations.
We are criticized by China. We are
being criticized by Russia. We are
being criticized by EU countries over
there about our horrible immigration
policy.

Over the past year, we have brought
in legally through the legal process in
this country over 1 million immi-
grants. By the way, that number and
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more has been going on for just about
as far as you can look back in time and
see in this country. More than 1 mil-
lion came into this country last year.
You say, why do I mention that? What
is the big deal about that number? I
have news for you, my colleagues, here
it is: That number equals more immi-
gration than all the rest of the world
combined. So these people that are
criticizing the United States and our
citizens, who are acting like we should
look to some others as example, there
are no other great examples of people
who welcome immigrants but the
United States because the United
States by itself welcomes more than all
the rest of the world put together.
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Now, that ought to make us stop
looking at ourselves as evil people. We,
through a legal process, bring in more
immigrants to our country and wel-
come them to be law-abiding citizens
and come here and help make our coun-
try what it’s always been, the great
melting pot of America; and we do it
legally. And they wait their turn. They
get in line. They fill out the paper-
work. They pay the fees. They do all
that it takes to get here legally, and
they are legal immigrants, and there
are more of them than all the rest of
the world combined has in their coun-
tries, added together.

With that as our premise, that we are
not evil people, we are people who care
about immigrants, I'd like to yield
such time as my friend, ROB BISHOP
from Utah, would like to spend in dis-
cussing this matter.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. CARTER) for
introducing this issue and yielding the
time.

Madam Speaker and the gentleman
from Texas, I think there are three
terms I want to kind of emphasize over
and over because it is the crux of the
concern we have on our southern bor-
der: once again, it is illegal drugs. The
bulk of the illegal drugs coming into
this country are coming over on Fed-
eral lands in our southern border;

The second one is human trafficking.
And all the violence, especially the vio-
lence against women that is assumed
with that concept of human trafficking
coming across our border;

And the fact that we have gaping
holes in our border security, which is
almost an open invitation for potential
terrorists to come into this country.

Now, the same issue, I need to be
very clear, of our southern border is a
concern in our northern border. But for
the purposes of discussion today, I
want to talk about the southern border
and those three concepts: illegal drugs,
human trafficking, and potential ter-
rorists coming into this country. Be-
cause the bottom line is, Madam
Speaker, Border Patrol is working.
They’re doing a great job. They are
successful in urban areas, which means
that most of the illegal traffic, the
drug cartels, the human traffickers, po-
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tential terrorists, are now coming in
rural areas along our southern borders
because simply it is much easier.

You can look at this map from Cali-
fornia to El Paso, Texas. Everything
that is colored is land owned by the
Federal Government. Over 40 percent of
the land along our southern border is
Federal land. And 4.3 million acres of
that Federal land is in wilderness cat-
egory. This is the area in which we are
having the illegal drugs and the human
traffickers and potential terrorists
coming because, flat out, it is easier to
do that. And it’s easier simply because
our own Department of the Interior,
which controls this land, to a lesser ex-
tent the Forest Service because they
control lesser of the land, have simply
placed as their number one policy for
control of the land, realizing or pro-
tecting endangered species and wilder-
ness categories, which simply means
they are looking at the law very lit-
erally and, basically, hiding behind it.

And one of the documents sent by the
Interior Department says, Federal
agencies are mandated to comply with
a variety of land use laws, and compli-
ance with that law, meaning wilderness
and endangered species, both insulates
those entities and agencies from legal
liability.

Now, what we’re asking people to do
is simply what I think should be com-
mon sense. But, unfortunately, the In-
terior Department and, to a lesser ex-
tent, the Forest Service, don’t use
common sense. They’re hiding behind
legal niceties.

We realize that Homeland Security,
which is in charge of our Border Pa-
trol, gets this point. I was reading in
the paper just today of a farm in
Vermont that is now under potential
threat of eminent domain by Homeland
Security to take it over to beef up our
border security along the north, which
is so ironic because in the south that
same entity that wants to beef up the
security in Vermont is prohibited by
another agency of government to do so.

It is ironic because, as you see in this
picture, this is part of the Federal land
we have in the south, and you can
there are vehicle barriers that are
placed in this land. I want you to know
those vehicle barriers are not to stop
the drug cartels from coming in or the
human traffickers. Those barriers are
to protect against the Border Patrol
driving into endangered species area
and wilderness designation. It is to
stop us from doing our job.

Now, once again, I'm trying to em-
phasize again, we’re talking about the
illegal drugs coming in here, the vio-
lence and human trafficking and the
potential, once again, of terrorists
coming into this land.

One of the eight entities along our
southern border, and I read this in the
paper on Sunday, it’s the brown piece,
if you can see it in Arizona—I hope I
pronounce it properly—the Tohono
O’odham tribe in Arizona, roughly
about 70 miles of that border, recently
participated for the first time, their
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tribal police and the FBI on Saturday
of last week with the largest drug en-
forcement operation in tribal history.

What they said when they raided
homes to stop illegal drugs from com-
ing in is that no longer is the tribe sat-
isfied with having a corridor for the
drug cartel coming into this country
through tribal lands. They were setting
down a marker that the tribe was
going to enforce the border against il-
legal drugs coming into this country,
which is the exact same thing, the mes-
sage that should be sent out, but unfor-
tunately the Federal Government isn’t.
The Department of the Interior, Forest
Service, are not sending that same
message out. Instead, as was men-
tioned by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CARTER), Department of the Inte-
rior is holding Homeland Security for
hostage, demanding money.

Now, this is one of those strange co-
incidences. The Congress appropriates
money both to Interior and to Home-
land Security; and then all of a sudden
we find negotiations between the two.
Interior is demanding mitigation fees
from Homeland Security. It’s all com-
ing from the same pot. Common sense
would say we work that out ahead of
time. But since 2007, at least $9 million
have gone from Homeland Security
over to Interior as mitigation fees. And
apparently they have agreed to $50 mil-
lion to do more than that, to try and
protect these wilderness designations
against incursion by Border Patrol be-
cause of all the damage they may do.

Look, this is where the irony takes
place. This is the wilderness we are
trying to protect by keeping Border
Patrol out. The trash you see in here
was not made by Americans visiting
this wilderness area. It was not made
by the Border Patrol trying to protect
the border and security. It was made
by the illegal drug cartels and, once
again, the human traffickers coming
through and leaving the litter behind.
In our effort to protect the land, we are
destroying the very land we are trying
to protect. And once again, this is just,
flat out, not common sense.

I could give you some quotes from
Secretary Napolitano, a letter she sent
out at one time. She said, One of the
issues affecting the efficacy of the Bor-
der Patrol operations within wilderness
is the prohibition against mechanical
conveyance. The Border Patrol regu-
larly depends upon these conveyances,
and the removal of such advantage is
detrimental to the ability to accom-
plish national security missions. While
the Border Patrol recognizes the im-
portance and value of wilderness area
designations, they can have a signifi-
cant impact on Border Patrol oper-
ations in border areas.

For example, it may be inadvisable
for officers’ safety to wait for the ar-
rival of horses to pursue, for pursuit
purposes.

One of the major challenges in de-
ploying our SBInet technology to re-
mote locations along the border is en-
suring compliance with environmental
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regulations. Environmental regula-
tions may be subject to varied inter-
pretations, depending on what level of
the agency or the organization is in-
volved. The removal of cross-border
violators from public lands is a value
to the environment, as well as to the
mission to land managers. That’s what
we should be doing.

Here is also where the human ele-
ment comes in here.
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2002, Park Ranger Kris Eggle was
shot and killed while in the line of
duty while pursuing a member of the
drug cartel who had crossed into the
U.S. border illegally through one of
those areas.

In 2008, Border Patrol Agent Luis
Aguilar killed in the line of duty after
being intentionally hit by a vehicle
that had illegally crossed into the
United States through Federal lands
again.

Rob Krentz, a long-time pioneer
down in the Arizona area. This is an el-
derly gentleman who just had his back
fused and had one hip replacement and
was scheduled for another, so the abil-
ity to either fight or flee was not in his
vocabulary. He was murdered along
with his dog, once again by a member
of the drug cartel who came across on
Federal lands which prohibits the Bor-
der Patrol from going into those lands
because of endangered species. And
when the murder took place, he went a
long, circuitous route to get back to
Mexico, going once again through
those exact same lands that are not
open to the border security.

For example, I showed you the pic-
ture of the barricades. Well, this is the
area in which the murderer entered
this country and exited the country.
Now, once again, those barricades are
not to stop the drug cartels and the
murderers from coming in. Those stop
the Border Patrol from having mechan-
ical access to these particular areas.

The Krentz family sent out a release
that said, ‘“‘The disregard of our re-
peated pleas and warnings for impend-
ing violence towards our community
fell on deaf ears that are shrouded in
political correctness, and as a result we
have paid the ultimate price for their
negligence in credibly securing our
border lands.”

Because this family came and testi-
fied before Congress in 2007, these are
the words they told Congress at that
time. ‘“The Border Patrol should not be
excluded, nor should the national secu-
rity of the United States be sacrificed,
in order to create a wilderness area
that is not even roadless, as required
by law. It has almost produced a state
of war on drugs. It is now too dan-
gerous to hike. There are break-ins,
high-speed chases, fatal and nonfatal
shootings. The pristine areas of the
proposed wilderness areas have already
been trashed. Drug smugglers should
not take precedence over honest, hard-
working Americans who recreate and
whose livelihood is damaged.”” They es-
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timated $6.2 million in damage to their
ranch and water lines because of illegal
foot traffic.

And finally, they gave a plea that
was not heard. “We are in fear of our
lives and safety and health of ourselves
and that of our families and friends.
Please defend the law and our rights.
We live it. We have been refused legal
protection for our property and our
lives when dealing with border issues
and illegals. We are the victims.”

Mr. Krentz is no longer here, once
again, because we put a higher priority
on the sacredness of the wilderness
characteristic of land and endangered
species than we did on simple common
sense of controlling the border to stop
the drug cartels, the human traffickers
and the rape trees that go along with
them, and the potential of terrorists.

A couple of weeks ago, once again, a
deputy was wounded on wilderness land
where he was forced to leave his vehi-
cle and walk into the wilderness area,
by the rules of how we handle this
land, where he walked into an ambush,
again by a drug cartel. He lives, but he
was wounded for it.

We have an area down in Arizona
called the Organ Pipe National Monu-
ment, one of those creations of execu-
tive fiat that we did so well with. Two-
thirds of that national monument
within the United States is off limits
to Americans because we do not con-
trol it. The drug cartel controls that
territory. We are talking about the
sovereignty of the United States. We
are giving it up along the southern bor-
der to the bad guys.

These are people who aren’t picking
tomatoes or milking cows. These are
drug runners. These are human traf-
fickers. These are people who create vi-
olence of unspeakable levels against
women at all times. These are the po-
tential terrorists. And we, because of
our inaction, are giving up vast
stretches of American property to the
drug cartel so that not even Americans
can go into these national monuments.
There is no common sense. No rational
person would ever say this should be
our policy. But indeed, we have come
to that particular policy.

I am very disgusted with our Sec-
retary of the Interior who talks very
good about this issue, but has yet to
change the policies, and people are get-
ting shot and killed down there. We
mentioned the Arizona law. I think if
the law that has been proposed by the
ranking Republican on both Judiciary
and Homeland Security and Natural
Resources and myself, who is the rank-
ing member on the Public Lands Sub-
committee, if we were to have that pol-
icy, it would have eliminated a great
deal of the fear and anxiety that was
the primary motivation of this par-
ticular law.

If people realized the priority of this
Congress and this Nation is to secure
the border to stop the bad people from
coming in, to stop the drug runners and
the human traffickers and the terror-
ists, perhaps there wouldn’t be the
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need to create some kind of State enti-
ty. But that’s what we should be doing.
And what is so sad in this Congress is
during this past year both Houses of
Congress have recognized that.

The Senate added language to an ap-
propriations bill that said, despite our
other rules, border security and the se-
curing of our southern border will be
the highest priority on our southern
border. It was passed in the Senate,
stripped in committee before it came
to the floor, and therefore was not
added to our law.

We here in the House took another
bill, and on a motion to recommit, we
added almost the exact same language;
overwhelmingly passed here in the
House in a bill that now sits in the
Senate and is now going nowhere. Both
Houses, bipartisan, have recognized
that this is common sense, this should
be our joint policy, but as of yet, we
have yet to move forward on that.

Secretary Salazar at one time went
to the southern border. We issued four
challenges to him. I would like to re-
issue those challenges:

End the Interior Department’s policy
of having Homeland Security and Bor-
der Patrol having to gain permission
for access to all territory;

Two, acknowledge that environ-
mental damage and destruction is hap-
pening by all these illegal crossings;

Three, stop impeding the Border Pa-
trol’s access both electronically and on
foot to these particular areas, and;

Number four, end the Interior De-
partment’s practice of extorting miti-
gation funds from Homeland Security.

Those are four things that could be
done administratively and should be
done administratively today. If we
could do that, we would know that we
would put a great dent on the illegal
drugs that are destroying this country,
the illegal violence that is taking place
on that border, and the potential of
terrorists, as we simply have gaping
holes in our southern border—and,
ironically enough, in our northern bor-
der—that need to be stopped simply by
saying our number one goal in the
southern border is to stop this illegal
activity by securing the border. And
after that, after that, then we can
move on to other issues.

But if a nation is going to be sov-
ereign, we must control all our lands
and we must control our border. And
there is nothing that should stop us
from doing it. Common sense tells us
that. Unfortunately, common sense is
not the rule today. It must be the rule
today.

I yield back to the gentleman from
Texas.

Mr. CARTER. And I thank my friend.
Reclaiming my time, I thank you very
much for that explanation. And, in
fact, I learned a lot from the expla-
nation.

One of the questions that I was al-
ways curious about and should have
asked is these vehicle barriers that
they kept talking about were part of
the fence, and they weren’t really
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building a fence, but they were build-
ing vehicle barriers where the vehicles
couldn’t get back in there. And it was
my impression from what I had learned
from law enforcement that vehicles
weren’t their problem; it was foot traf-
fic that was their problem. Now I learn
the vehicles kept law enforcement’s ve-
hicles out.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. If the gen-
tleman would yield?

Mr. CARTER. I certainly do.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. It is one of
those peculiarities that has happened
that some of the barriers that used to
be used and are now surplus because a
bigger fence is now in place have now
been put into other areas. And indeed,
it’s been a barrier to stop Americans
and the Border Patrol from going into
road areas in these particular areas.

It is not necessary for us to have a
fixed fence along the entire border. But
where we do not have a fixed fence, we
need to have the electronic devices
necessary for monitoring that area, es-
pecially the hilly areas, the very moun-
tainous areas along the southern bor-
der. That makes a whole lot more
sense. The problem is, if once again
you have identified wilderness charac-
teristics in that land, you may not put
the electronic recording devices on wil-
derness land. Therefore, the Border Pa-
trol is forced to move their recording
devices area, which once again creates
these huge gaps in the security. That’s
what we are trying to say.

There is nothing wrong with trying
to protect the wilderness, trying to
protect endangered species, but first of
all, we have to stop the drugs. We have
to stop the human trafficking. We have
to close these gaping holes for poten-
tial terrorists coming in here. If we
can’t do that, the wilderness char-
acteristic has no meaning. It has no
value to us. That has to be our number
one priority. Common sense tells you
that.

That’s why I am proud that on the
bill that we have, Representative KING
from Homeland Security, Representa-
tive SMITH from Judiciary, Representa-
tive HASTINGS from Resources joined
together, along with 40 other cospon-
sors, to try to push this through again
and make clear that what we are doing
is simply what common people would
say is the right thing to do.

I yield back again.
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Mr. CARTER. I think common sense
is more in short supply in this place
than any place else on Earth. If we had
more common sense that makes sense,
and you know you mentioned some-
thing that—I don’t like to use shock
value when talking to the American
citizens but they ought to know when
we say lawlessness on the border, you
mentioned something that is a horrible
thing. The rape trees.

Now, with all of your imagination
just think about this. These are like
monuments to women who have been
brought across the border from the

May 18, 2010

other side of the border, and then the
people who brought them rape them be-
fore they move on, and they hang their
undergarments on the tree as a monu-
ment to that rape. And our folks who
patrol the border call those ‘‘rape
trees.”

Now, if that doesn’t get your atten-
tion about lawlessness, I don’t know
what’s going to. But when I learned
about that, you know—and then I
talked to a man from Rock Springs—
which is a pretty darned good ways
from the border in Texas—and the in-
teresting thing is, if you look at that
map that Mr. BISHOP laid up there, you
didn’t see any Federal lands in Texas.
Texas is the only State that entered
the Union retaining its public lands.

But it even makes for more problems
for us, too, because all of the land
along the Rio Grande River in Texas
belongs to Texans—ranchers and farm-
ers and so forth. And we start dealing
with barriers. That even creates a big-
ger problem in some ways by—because
these folks, it’s their private land and
you have to deal with them.

So whatever you do, the issues of our
law, they stay in the way. But putting
up barriers to interfere with the en-
forcement of the law I think is aiding
and abetting criminal activity. But
then I wouldn’t mind taking it to a
jury. I think it would be an interesting
argument.

But the stories that you just related
to me—JOHN CULBERSON, also a Mem-
ber from Texas, related that he had
seen in New Mexico and Arizona look-
out posts that are established on the
Indian reservations and on the public
lands where they sit up there and look
for the Border Patrol so they can radio
back and bring people across at various
areas. It’s like they own that. It’s like
that’s their ranchero. That’s their
place on the border. We are having our
country invaded. And it’s bad enough
to talk about people coming over, all of
these poor people coming over to get a
job. True. Absolutely. Some great folks
coming over trying to get a job. But we
could do better. We could figure out a
way to get them over here without this
lawlessness on the border, because if
you’re not going to defend your coun-
try, then what good are you? What
good is this place if we’re not going to
defend our country?

And your description—in our land.
They are invading our land that be-
longs to the United States of America.
My Lord. We ought to be willing to de-
fend that land.

I yield back to my friend

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. If I could just
amplify that point in some small de-
gree. And once again, as the gentleman
from Texas recognized, as you notice,
there’s only one national park along
the Texas side. Everything else—which
is an added benefit because Texas now
cooperates a whole lot easier than un-
fortunately some of the Federal agen-
cies do that are from New Mexico
through to the Pacific Coast. But
you’re right.
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There are, within these drug cartels,
they do have lookout spots with night
vision, machine guns. They have all of
the equipment that’s necessary as they
now are engaged in a war amongst
themselves.

The deputy who was recently shot
was the 12th shooting that took place
in this area. The bulk of those shoot-
ings are not necessarily against Ameri-
cans but cartel versus cartel. The dif-
ference was this is the first one that
actually got hit with one of these
shootings. And what is more illus-
trative of this situation, as this deputy
was basically lulled into an ambush,
and especially as our good friend, the
rancher down there, who was doing
nothing more than simply traveling on
his land in a cart because he did not
have the ability to move very freely, in
the past drug cartels when approached
would disappear. What we’re finding
out now is there’s a change of attitude.
All of a sudden now they are not run-
ning away. They stood their ground,
and they shot the rancher, and they
shot his dog. They stood their ground,
and they lured the deputy into an am-
bush and shot him.

There is a change in the attitude
that is taking place there. And as the
gentleman from Texas said, this is a
change that’s not taking place in Mex-
ico—which would be bad enough—this
is taking place in the United States.
And still the Federal Government does
not change its policies and procedures
to combat that.

We seem as if there are land man-
agers who are satisfied with making
sure that drug cartels control our ter-
ritory.

In Oregon Pipe National Monument,
indeed the land manager down there,
Mr. Baiza, seemed to be more con-
cerned about the fact that the Border
Patrol, instead of doing a Y to back up
and go around, was going in a circular
pattern on his land than he was about
the fact that two-thirds of his land is
controlled by the drug cartel, and
Americans cannot go there unless they
are escorted with an armed escort. And
even then—it is amazing that as part of
our publicity to attract people to visit
public lands, we tell them, You can’t
g0 here. That seems like a bizarre con-
cept, and it certainly doesn’t define
sovereignty as I thought sovereignty
was defined.

I yield back to the gentleman who
was spot-on in that observation.

Mr. CARTER. Here’s another thing.
We’'re talking about the rural areas,
which, you know, one time we were
having a hearing in Homeland Secu-
rity; we were talking about heli-
copters, and we were talking about
drones. And many people were asking
about it. So I asked them, Okay, Now,
there’s at least some people that—we
had DUNCAN HUNTER at that time who
was saying we not only needed a double
fence for the entire border, but we
needed a high-speed highway in be-
tween it so that the Border Patrol
could respond quickly.
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And so I asked this guy about these
helicopters. I said, Okay, what do you
use these helicopters for? He said Well,
we go out and we spot these large
groups of immigrants that are crossing
in Arizona and New Mexico and some
in California. I said, Oh, so if our elec-
tronic equipment gives you a signal
that there’s something there, you go
out there and you look at them from
your helicopter and you swoop down.
No, no, no. We don’t swoop down. We
check to see if they have adequate
water and food supplies. And if they
don’t, we drop them water and food
supplies so they don’t die in the desert.

Well, that’s very compassionate. But
now I hear from my friend in Rock
Springs who was talking about sitting
on his back porch of his ranch looking
down into sort of a drawdown behind
his place, and his wife said, Look there.
That looks like 20 illegals crossing our
property. Get in the truck and go down
and run them off. And he said, Mama,
wait a minute. And he picked up his
binoculars and looked, and he saw at
least the two at the front of that line
of folks had automatic weapons over
their shoulder, and the two at the end
of the line had automatic weapons over
their shoulder. And all of them had
large backpacks on their back, obvi-
ously carrying drugs.

And he said, Mama, you don’t shoo
those people off. They’ll kill you. We’ll
call the Border Patrol. Hopefully they
will do something about it. He called
them. They didn’t get there. They tried
but they didn’t get there. They were
too far away.

But here’s something from CNN. This
was May 18, 2010. Tuesday, May 18.
That’s pretty current. Twenty-five peo-
ple have been killed over this weekend
in drug-related violence in the Mexican
border city of Ciudad Juarez. Among
those slain were 30 Federal police per-
sonnel, including three officers who
had been engaged in controlling the
ever-increasing spate of violence in the
north Mexican City. Ciudad Juarez in
Tijuana state is now the world’s mur-
der capital with near a thousand mur-
ders occurring since January 2010.

This city lying close to the border
with Texas of the United States has
witnessed a surge of violence in recent
times over control of the key drug
smuggling routes to the U.S. between
rival gangs of Sinaloa and Juarez car-
tels.

That’s a clip out of the newspaper.
That’s day before yesterday, right? Or
today. That’s yesterday. Yeah. No, it’s
today. That’s today. That’s out of to-
day’s newspaper. But that’s about this
last weekend.

Now, we can’t stand still and let this
happen on our border. We are sending
soldiers into harm’s way in places
around the world to stop violence and
23,000 people have died across the bor-
der in a place where, by the way, by
Texas standpoint, many of us call—
used to be one of the places that we
dearly loved to visit. We have friends
that we know of across the border. In
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my lifetime, I’ve been across that bor-
der more than a hundred times, prob-
ably 500 times.

So although there were places you
didn’t want to go over there, there still
was—they were still a sister city. Peo-
ple forget that El Paso-Juarez is a city
of I think almost 3 million people. It’s
a huge metropolitan area. That’s a big
city over there across the border. And
look at the violence that took place
this weekend.

We see the shows on television with
the gangs shooting at each other. But
they are happening across the border
from major cities like El Paso.

I yield back.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate
that, and I understand we do have some
sensitivity to the issues that are tak-
ing place in Mexico, and I am proud
that the Mexican government is start-
ing to crack down on the illegal drug
cartels on their side of the border. And
it is a violence that is spilling over.
And in some respects, we don’t have
the ability to control that.

But where we do have the ability to
control—and once again I have to go
back to the fact that our land policy is
now the prime area in which the vio-
lence is taking place, in which the drug
cartels are trying to go, where we do
have the ability to control, it is simply
wrong for us not to do that. It is wrong
for us to have as our national policy—
it’s wrong for us to have any other na-
tional priority than securing our
southern border for the safety of our
people.

And once again, what we are talking
about is the worst kinds of people we
want to keep out of here. We’re not
talking about stopping, as you men-
tioned very early on, stopping all im-
migration in this country. There are
certain kinds of entrepreneurial spirits
we want to have in this Nation. The
drug cartels are not that person. The
human traffickers are not that person,
are not that. Those who are bringing in
potential prostitutes are mnot that.
Those who are actually doing the rape
trees with the monuments—just un-
thinkable violence—those are not the
kind we’re after. And the potential ter-
rorists carrying a bomb or any other
kind of device is now something that
we must have as uppermost in our con-
sideration.

And that’s why when we have the op-
portunity at least to establish policy
and procedures on the Federal level
that deal specifically with Federal
land, it is just flat out wrong of us not
to insist that we do that.
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Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman would
yield for a moment. Question: When
America retains or takes public land,
aren’t we as a body of Americans stew-
ards of that land for this Nation? Isn’t
it our job to take care of the property
that the Federal Government has? Isn’t
that the job of the Interior Depart-
ment, to be a good steward of that
land, to make sure that land thrives
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and it is safe and it is a part of the
body politic of the whole country’s
ownership?

Now, how can they possible think
that it is for the well-being of the
American populace to have our land
that we own as a body politic full of
drug dealers, rapists, and prostitute
smugglers? Why in the world won’t
they open the roads up to our law en-
forcement to go in there and stop this?

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. The gentleman,
if T may, asks a pertinent question, a
two-part question. First, I wish the
Federal Government didn’t own quite
so much land; I would be happier with
that. But if they are going to take con-
trol of that land, they have to take
control of that land.

In deference to some within the De-
partment of the Interior and Forest
Service, because once again I think
common sense would say if people were
of like mind and people were of good
purposes, they should be able to sit
down and work these situations out.
This is not rocket science. This should
be common sense. But in deference to
some of them, the law to which they
look for guidance says they have to
manage it for wilderness designation
and endangered species aspects first.
That is the way they are interpreting
it. I personally think they could rein-
terpret that very easily administra-
tively if they chose. But that is the in-
terpretation, which is one of the other
reasons I think the law that we have
proposed, the law that passed in the
Senate but didn’t get over here, that
we passed over here but didn’t pass in
the Senate, needs to be put in place so
we make it very, very clear that on
these public lands, indeed, public secu-
rity is the number one priority, and
that we want to stop the drugs and the
violence from coming across here.

Mr. CARTER. And to yield to an-
other question: Isn’t it a fact that the
kind of people that they are letting in
there without any law enforcement
being able to stop them are not what
you would call good citizens for taking
care of the wilderness nor good citizens
for protecting endangered species?

Look at that picture you are holding
up there: bottles, cans, clothing. It
looks like the city dump outside of the
city here. Now, is that protecting our
wilderness?

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. That’s the
irony of the situation in which we find
ourselves. The very land we are trying
to protect is the land that is being de-
stroyed by people who don’t care about
the quality and purpose of the land.
And this is what we must stop. This is,
unfortunately, what the reality of
today is. And that is sad. And it should
be one of the reasons why our policies
should be very clear and very open, and
why, when you talk to people, they
shake their heads in amazement, be-
cause this just does not make common
sense.

I think you may have some statistics
about that.

Mr. CARTER. Just real quickly, we
have this issue with the Arizona law.
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And I think everyone says that the Ari-
zona law really is an outcry from Ari-
zonans saying: if you are not going to
do it, we are all going to get involved.

But maybe the administration is set-
ting a policy or a mindset here that is
causing some of these things, because
public opinion versus the opinion of
our Speaker and our President seem to
go in opposite directions.

Public opinion, and I believe that
after they heard what you said tonight,
they would even say it louder, they
would say: my Lord, if we are not en-
forcing our borders and all this hor-
rible stuff is happening down there,
somebody has got to. And I don’t blame
Arizona for saying we want to have the
right to ask questions.

So look at these polls: 51 percent,
Gallup 59 approved; McClatchy News-
paper 61 approved; Fox News 61 ap-
prove. And yet President Obama; At-
torney General Eric Holder; the Sec-
retary of State, Posner; and the De-
partment spokeswoman, P.J. Crowley,
all seem to take the position that this
is some horrible infringement upon
goodness and mercy and the Constitu-
tion of the United States.

Well, maybe we have got to get our
minds set straight. We have got to
start realizing that our job as Members
of this Congress, this whole body, we
take an oath to preserve, protect, and
defend the Constitution. And in that
Constitution, it tells us one of our re-
sponsibilities is to defend our Nation
against all enemies.

These are enemies of our country. If
you don’t believe it, I will be glad to
take you down to places in Texas
where the abuse of the drugs that are
killing our children are clear to be seen
on the streets, and you tell me if that’s
not an attack on our country for those
drugs to come pouring in here. And you
tell me the rapes are not an attack.
Maybe it is happening to poor innocent
people from foreign lands getting
smuggled in here, but the rapes are
taking place in the United States; and
that aggravated sexual assault is tak-
ing place on those hundreds of women.
That is a serious felony offense in
every jurisdiction in this country. And
we know it is going on, and we are
using regulations to hold the hands of
those who would protect those inno-
cents. It drives you nuts to listen to
this stuff.
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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate
your emphasis on the public attitude
there. I do not have a window into the
hearts of what Arizona legislators may
or may not have done. But in the back
of my mind, I cannot keep telling my-
self, or I cannot keep wondering, that
if we as a Federal Government had ac-
tually taken charge of our southern
border and our northern border, if we
as a Federal Government had stopped
the most heinous of individuals who
are freely coming in here now, perhaps
the anxiety level or the anger level
would not have made necessary the
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particular Arizona statute. Now, that’s
pure speculation on my part as well.
But I cannot help thinking that if we
were doing our jobs and getting all of
the government agencies—Interior, Ag,
Forest Service, and Homeland Secu-
rity—to work together and do the right
thing for people, just to take a com-
monsense approach, that we would
lower at least the rhetoric of the dis-
cussion, and we would raise the secu-
rity feeling of people, and maybe peo-
ple like Rob Krentz would be alive
today to be with his family.

Mr. CARTER. Well, I thank the gen-
tleman for coming down here and actu-
ally enlightening me on some facts
that I was not aware of because, like I
say, we retain our public lands in
Texas. So we look at Texas, the
issues—it’s just as serious on the Texas
border, but it’s a different issue on the
Texas border. But they’re all serious.
The incursions into Texas, New Mex-
ico, Arizona, and California are getting
worse every time they occur, and it’s
time for us to unite and defend our bor-
ders.

We need an immigration policy that
works. I'm for that. I think everyone
is. But I'm not for rewarding criminal
behavior. I will never be rewarding
criminal behavior. We need to stop the
border and seal it up and then come up
with an immigration policy that is fair
and takes into mind that the law has a
purpose in this country. It is the glue
that holds this society together.

I thank my friend for coming and
joining me.

———

THE OIL SPILL HAS NOT REACHED
FLORIDA’S COAST

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DRIEHAUS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 2009, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) is
recognized for half the remaining time
until midnight.

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
it’s an honor to come before the House,
and as you know, I am no stranger to
the floor when it comes down to ad-
dressing the House about issues that
are not only facing the State of Florida
but also facing the country.

You know that we have had a number
of incidents that have taken place in
the gulf in recent years, Hurricane
Katrina and other storms like it, and
now we have a threat to not only our
environment but also the economy of
the Gulf States. Tonight I have come
to address some of the issues that are
facing the State of Florida right now.

Everyone knows of the effects of the
Deepwater Horizon oil spill. They also
understand what they see on the news
every night of not only environmental-
ists but also scientists and responders
to the incident and what they’re doing.
America is being educated on what’s
going on. Our water is deep. It’s 5,000
feet.

I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, I just re-
cently left the gulf coast area. I had an
opportunity in my own State to be in
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Tampa and then moving on up to Pan-
ama City and the cities in between
Panama City and Pensacola. I had the
opportunity to meet with some good
Floridians, and I picked up some first-
hand ideas on what we can do to be
able to stabilize not only the economy
but also do away with some of the ru-
mors that are out there that are affect-
ing the overall economic outlook for
that particular area. I also, after leav-
ing Pensacola, went to the command
center there in Mobile, Alabama, and
had an opportunity to meet with some
of the coordinators that are there on
behalf of the Coast Guard, also coordi-
nators for the State of Florida, coordi-
nators also for the recovery effort as it
relates to oil companies.

I just want to say from the outset,
Mr. Speaker, that those that are re-
sponsible for this spill, need it be BP or
Halliburton or the number of other
companies that have been named, I
guarantee you this, that response will
not go without them paying. And I
think it’s very, very important that ev-
eryone on this House floor understands
that many people have been affected
due to the lack of regulation, need it be
from the regulatory agency not doing
what they should do. And I know that
this Congress will find out more about
what did happen and did not happen
and the mismanagement that took
place, but also as it relates to BP, Hal-
liburton, and others’ responsibility of
what they were supposed to do to make
sure that this did not happen.

Because they were irresponsible—we
have individuals that work paycheck
by paycheck. Some individuals work
cash jobs. Some families have been
fishing there in the gulf for a very long
time, and they have been affected. I've
talked to fishermen in Panama City,
and I have also talk to fishermen in
Pensacola and those that are concerned
about the perception that’s out there.
We do not have oil on the beaches in
Florida; we don’t have oil within the
Florida waters in Florida. But some-
how, someway, the perception has been
that there’s oil on the beach, and I can
tell you that it’s affected the economy
of those communities.

I just want to share with the Mem-
bers that it’s very important that we
not only get out accurate information
but we use every tool we can. And
meeting with those fishermen in Pan-
ama City where their boats were there
in the slips, they’re usually out on the
water catching fish, but people have
canceled their reservations because
they feel that the water is unsafe to
fish in. That is not the case. Those are
some of the things that I'm going to
talk about here today.

These communities are already hit.
And I want to make sure that Ameri-
cans understand that they can come to
Florida and they can vacation there
and they should not cancel their res-
ervations, because it will be affecting
the economy not only in Florida but
for individuals that work hard every
day, that were already on their knees
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as it relates to an economic slowdown
that we’re experiencing right now. Now
we see fishermen who were saying that
they had their books filled all through
the snapper season to only find that
many individuals are canceling, and
corporations that had planned retreats
down in the panhandle area from Apa-
lachicola right on up to HEscambia
County decided to cancel their reserva-
tions.

So maybe we can do away with some
of the myths that are out there. This is
not just about the fishermen. It’s about
the hotel industry. It’s about the tour-
ism industry in Florida that holds our
economy as being the number one spot
in creating jobs.

I have some charts here, Mr. Speak-
er, and it talks about the $656 billion
that tourism generates in the State of
Florida. And I can tell you, just rec-
reational saltwater fishing impacts
Florida’s economy $5 billion, over
50,000 jobs, and I think it’s very, very
important that everyone understands
the economy in Florida is already some
11.3 and above as it relates to unem-
ployment. Some of the communities
that are involved—and I will talk
about the unemployment rates that are
there as we move along, and people
who feel sorry for those individuals
that are impacted, I can tell you, you
can do something about it. You can go
down to that area and enjoy yourself. I
think it’s important. Come down to
Florida.

I also want to also just share a few
other statistical data that I have here.
“Boating impacts Florida’s economy
with over $18 billion and over 220,000
jobs.” ‘“‘Florida averages over 35 mil-
lion fishing trips per year,” and, unfor-
tunately, that industry is hurting, as I
described earlier. I think that a num-
ber of folks need to understand that
many of these fishing families that are
along that coastline, I think they’re
too small to fail.

We talk about ‘“too big to fail” when
we look at the financial industry.
These individuals are the reason why
hotel rooms are filled there and the
reason why the restaurants have indi-
viduals that are walking in and out of
them and the reason why people come
to that neck of the woods. And I think
it’s important that everyone under-
stands what we’re facing here.

This is some statistical data that I
have already mentioned here, but I
think it’s important that everyone un-
derstands that in Florida we’re trying
to do everything we can. I met with a
hotel owner that said that she has over
40 rooms but only seven reservations.
She has a staff that’s over 35 individ-
uals, but I know that she’s going to
have to lay some folks off. That’s not
because of any act against our country,
but there is an environmental percep-
tion that the beaches in Panama City
have o0il on them and that folks can’t
come down and enjoy themselves.

When I met with them, I said, Listen,
I've already filed legislation with Sen-
ator BILL NELSON over in the Senate to
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call for a moratorium until we figure
out how we can make these rigs safe
and to make sure that there’s a mora-
torium on expansion of offshore oil
drilling off the coast of Florida and in
the Gulf of Mexico. That’s already
filed. Legislation is already filed. RUSH
HoLT, the Congressman here, in a com-
panion bill over in the Senate, moving
the liability cap up to make sure that
these o0il companies do not get off the
hook for the kind of misery that they
have put on these individuals who just
wanted to work every day.
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I shared with them what the SBA is
providing for small businesses. But I
can tell you in the final analysis, Mr.
Speaker, they said, KENDRICK, if you
can go back to Congress and let folks
know that they can come down here,
we are open for business and that we
are ready to receive them, that will
help us more than everything that you
just mentioned. Everything you just
mentioned will be for the future, but
for right now, they have mortgages to
meet. They can’t take a second on
their home because they have already
taken that second mortgage on their
home. They don’t have the money to be
able to continue to make that payment
for the slip that they have at the ma-
rina. They have bills that they have to
meet. And I can tell you, ladies and
gentlemen, it is important. As a Mem-
ber of Congress, that is the least I can
do, to come to the floor tonight and
stand up on behalf of the individuals
who need someone to stand up on their
behalf.

These are some of the guys I met
with there in Panama City. As a fisher-
man myself, I get excited just looking
at this picture. I am looking at some
king mackerel and grouper and redfish,
and I even see a parrot fish. These are
the fishermen that are out there. These
are some of the guys that I met with
that are ready to go to work, but peo-
ple are canceling on them and saying
there is oil in the water. There is not
oil in the water.

These pictures were just taken last
week. This was not taken 6 months
ago. They wanted to take this picture
to let people know that they can come
down and fish, ready, set, go, and
clean. Stay a couple of days and enjoy
yourself. It is a seasonal community
along this gulf coast area, especially
along the panhandle of Florida. They
only have 100 to 120 days. They have
the most fluctuating economy in the
State of Florida because it is seasonal,
and I think it is very, very important
that we support these individuals.

These individuals are affected be-
cause of the lack of responsibility of
those who are responsible for oil that is
gushing out on the bottom of the gulf
right now. I think it is important when
we look at leadership that we under-
stand that the economy is going to be
affected time after time again when in-
dividuals are irresponsible. One, by not
standing up as leaders when they are
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supposed to stand up as leaders and to
be consistent and, two, turning their
back and not paying attention to the
details. I will go back to that, but I
think it is important. I am going to
bring the fishing picture back up again
and I like it.

Visitflorida.com is a Web site that
you can go to. I think it is important
that you understand you can go to this
Web site, get accurate information, and
on the Web site you have key points,
key areas you can click on, and it lets
you know Twitter updates on what is
going on on that particular beach in
that part of Florida. I think it is im-
portant that you understand that com-
ing to Florida for many individuals
who are hit by hard times, you don’t
have the opportunity to get on a plane
and fly overseas. It is cheaper to come
down.

Here is where the rubber meets the
road. I am going to spend a little time
on this map because I think it is im-
portant. When we look at our economy,
it is not only the Florida economy, it
is the U.S. economy. This is Deepwater
Horizon’s project right there. This is
where the incident took place. This
map was updated by NOAA as of 6 p.m.
today. I think it is important that you
understand this red line is the red line
of the area that is shut off. This has
very little to do with the area I am
talking about, from Apalachicola over
to Pensacola, you can see this little
black line here, the Florida waters that
Florida has jurisdiction over, where
there is a proposal to call a special ses-
sion to put in the State Constitution
calling for no oil drilling around the
State of Florida as it relates to our
Constitution. That would be a good
move because what is happening right
now, our economy is being affected and
will be affected. We will not have the
resources that we need to deal with
schools and health care, a number of
other issues that the State has to take
responsibility for.

I am filing bills and giving voice to
those individuals that I met with that
said Listen, if you can do everything
you can to help us, it would help us be
able to bounce back.

This area right here is the area that
was shut down as of 6 p.m. today. This
is only 19 percent of the gulf, and this
is very, very deep water. The only kind
of fishing going on out there is tuna
fishing. The fish that you saw and the
chart before that are caught in this
area, where these boats are going out
right here. So it has nothing to do with
this. And believe me, the Department
of Health will let you know these areas
are shut down, and they are not open
for fishing.

I know there was some rumor—it
wasn’t rumor, it was fact; some tar
balls were found by the Florida Keys.
Those are being analyzed. Being a Flor-
ida guy, I can tell you, you get a little
tar every now and then. It may not be
from the Deepwater Horizon project,
who knows. But we don’t want hysteria
going throughout saying there is oil
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down in the Keys now. We don’t know
that as a fact. I think it is very impor-
tant that we understand that.

I can tell you one thing: As much as
I fought against offshore oil drilling in
the State of Florida, around the State
of Florida, I can tell you I am just as
concerned as some, but it is not for
alarm; that beach is still open.

This little chart here is just in case
people don’t want to take my word for
it. You can g0 on to
Grandpanamabeachrentals.com. This is
a Web cam just to let you know that
the beach is open—ready, set, go for
visitors. I think that is something that
is very, very important that people
need to understand.

Now to get to the bread and butter
here, Mr. Speaker. I think it is impor-
tant. You’ve been hearing a lot about
how we are trying to shut this oil
down, how the Coast Guard is a part of
that, the EPA, BP, and a number of
other agencies. But I can tell you
where the rubber meets the road. This
Apalachicola area all of the way to
Escambia County, you have the coun-
ties that are already affected by unem-
ployment. Wakulla County is 7.2 per-
cent unemployment. Gadsden County
also has individuals living up in this
area, the panhandle we call northwest
Florida, that are affected by 9.6 percent
unemployment. Liberty County has 5.3
percent unemployment; Franklin
County, 7.1 percent unemployment;
Gulf County, 9.8 percent unemploy-
ment; Calhoun County, 8.2 percent un-
employment; Jackson County has 7.2
percent unemployment. Bay County
has 8.9 percent unemployment; and
Washington County, also up here in the
panhandle area, has 9.6 percent unem-
ployment. Holmes County, 7.2 percent
unemployment; Walton County, 6.8 per-
cent unemployment; Okaloosa County,
7.2 percent unemployment; Santa Rosa
County, 9.4 percent unemployment; and
Pensacola has 9.8 percent unemploy-
ment.

I say all of that, ladies and gentle-
men, because if we don’t kill this whole
issue that we have oil on the beaches of
Florida, those unemployment numbers
that I just mentioned are going to get
higher. That is not fiction; that is fact.
I think it is important that we under-
stand that even though BP and Halli-
burton and all of these other compa-
nies that took advantage of what they
were supposed to do and put these indi-
viduals in a financial situation that
they are not even going to be able to
provide for their families, I want those
families to know that we are going to
do everything we can, at least I am as
a Member of Congress, to make sure
that these individuals pay.

That is not going to put any food on
the table, not right now, but I tell you
one thing: That if we don’t do our part,
as individuals not living in the area
that I just mentioned, to make sure
that we do everything that we can to
support those Floridians and also those
Americans, then shame on us. We need
to be able to stand up for them.
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I think it is also important to under-
stand, we talk about this issue of off-
shore oil drilling. It is okay to be
against it now that you have oil in the
gulf. I understand Louisiana and New
Orleans, there is a judge that is han-
dling all of the court orders that are
coming through. BP is trying to move
that hearing to Houston. I wonder why.
I guess for a more favorable kind of
judge or environment so they can have
that as the home base so they can be
able to have influence over the jury
pool or what have you.
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We need to pay very close attention
to what’s happening. People are scared.
People are concerned. Some people
may be looking at it as a vacation situ-
ation. We have folks that I just men-
tioned trying to give some representa-
tion here tonight that are directly af-
fected. They have children too. They
have mortgages too. They have car
notes too and boat notes too. And they
have to make ends meet.

Exxon Valdez is the only thing that
we can really point to to see the out-
come measures of what happened to a
community when there was an oil spill.

Now, I commend those workers that
are out there trying to rally up and
round up this oil off the top of the
water. I commend them for their work.
I went by their command center. There
are a lot of great Americans that are
working to try to save communities.
The two Coast Guard individuals that I
was with, the two captains, they both
live in Santa Rosa County. They said,
KENDRICK, I have a vested interest in
making sure that this oil doesn’t hit
the beach. And they’re out there work-
ing some 20-hour days, making sure
that they’re able to skim and burn and
pick up this oil. But they can’t get it
all.

And it’s not on the beaches of Flor-
ida, and I think it’s very important
that everyone understands that. And
there are people that are working.

But I'll be doggone if we allow these
oil executives to come to Congress with
$1,200 suits on and say they’re not
going to answer questions, and folks
back home are suffering.

I think it’s important that everyone
understands that this is serious busi-
ness. The clean-up of this Horizons
project is going to take years, not
months but years. And I think it’s im-
portant that everyone understands,
when we look at national security and
we talk about green initiatives, that
folks don’t feel that it’s some sort of
liberal tree-hugging experience. Chi-
na’s doing it. India’s doing it. Why do
we have to be third or fourth as a coun-
try when we look at alternative fuel
sources?

We talk about solar power. Folks
think that’s weak. I look at it as put-
ting folks to work, maybe diversifying
opportunities for these people that I've
identified for those who have been fish-
ing for generations and generations.
Maybe they can have some other op-
portunities.



May 18, 2010

Biomass. I speak as a Congressman
that has promoted biomass as it relates
to our agricultural opportunities that
we have and reusing sugar cane and
reusing some of our crops as it relates
to orange peels and others to turn
them into energy, to put power back
into the grid.

And to talk about solar power con-
stantly, as coming from the Sunshine
State, I talk about solar power because
I see opportunities in it. I see home-
owners being able to have the oppor-
tunity to save on their electric bill.
But it’s all about the transition. So if
we continue to depend on fossil fuel, es-
pecially when it comes down to affect-
ing the economy of so many Gulf State
communities, communities along the
Gulf States that are affected by this;
and the dollars that are being deployed
right now is something that we can
prevent in the future.

So, Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to do
my part here tonight. I wanted to
make sure those individuals in this pic-
ture here, that I didn’t let them down.
I told them that I would bring voice to
their issue as it relates to, which is my
issue too, as it relates to the fact that
people are canceling on these guys, and
gals I must add.

And I just really want to thank Pam-
ela Anderson for supplying this picture
also at Anderson Marina. And they
want to go to work, and we need to
give them an opportunity to go to
work.

But as we look at this issue, Mr.
Speaker, it’s important that as this
Congress moves with the investigation
and the legislation that I'm a prime
sponsor of and cosponsor of, that’s not
enough. It’s making sure that we’re
able to look at this situation as though
it is a natural disaster, and the Federal
response should treat it as though it is.

So we need to make sure that these
individuals do not fail, because if we
didn’t let the banks fail, we should not
let these individuals that work every
day, pay taxes, and many of whom are
veterans in this country, and they’re
Democrats and they’re Republicans
and Independent. I can tell you one
thing about this oil spill. I don’t care
what your party affiliation is. The bot-
tom line is the bottom line. And when
50 percent of your business is walk-ups,
and that shuts down to 1 or 2 percent,
and you have a boat that usually
you’re taking six people out on and
now you’re only taking one, and the
other person happens to be your cous-
in, something is really wrong with
that; and it’s going to affect these fam-
ilies.

So I hope that as we move on, not
only with the investigation, because
we’'re an investigative body, but as we
look at the effects that this oil spill
has brought about, I think that we
have to take into account what we’re
going through right now.

My heart goes out to my brethren in
Alabama. My heart goes out to those
that are in Mississippi. My heart goes
out to Louisiana. I think it’s very im-
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portant that folks understand that this
issue is just not a gulf issue. It’s a
United States issue, and it’s a perfect
example of why we need to move for-
ward as it relates to alternative fuel
and energy in our country so that we
don’t have to find ourselves in a situa-
tion where individuals are affected by
some mishap that took place because
individuals were irresponsible and
brought about pain and suffering for
these individuals that are trying to
work and put food on the table for
their families.

With that, Mr. Speaker, it was an
honor to come to the floor. I want to
let the membership know that many
Members of the Florida delegation
wanted to be here this evening; but due
to the hour, they were not able to be
here. The Florida delegation will be
meeting tomorrow. When I say the
Florida delegation, I'm saying the
Members of the House and the Senate
will come together to talk about this
issue of Florida and its deep water Ho-
rizons oil spill. This directly affects
our economy because our economy is
all about tourism.

I hope in that Florida delegation
meeting that there is a continued bi-
partisan spirit to not only help Florida
bounce back, but also, as we move for-
ward, as we look at energy, as policy-
makers, that we remember this mo-
ment, that we remember that all of
Florida is going to be affected by the
perception that there’s oil in the
water. And so it doesn’t matter if you
represent the west coast or you rep-
resent southern Florida or you rep-
resent the east coast of Florida or
you’re in the middle of Florida, every
last one of those Members, the 27 mem-
bers of the delegation, with two Sen-
ators, I think it’s very, very important,
including two Senators, I think it’s
very, very important that we remem-
ber this moment, remember the Florid-
ians that are being affected, and the
fact that our economy already, we’re
on our knees, and we’re getting ready
to get hit in the back of the head again
if we don’t cap this oil from coming out
from the bottom of the Gulf of Mexico,
and we don’t remember this moment as
we move forward as it relates to our
national energy policy.

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

SUPERVISION OF OFFSHORE
DRILLING

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

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate my friend from Florida, his dis-
cussion about energy. It’s certainly a
timely topic.

I think we’re all pretty upset with
what BP has done. We heard the Presi-
dent point out that we’re not going to
have any finger-pointing. But that was
yesterday. That was yesterday’s news.
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Then I understand today the White
House announces that it’s going to
have a commission that’s going to do
the finger-pointing. So one day no fin-
ger-pointing, the next day we’re going
to have a commission to do the finger-
pointing.

O 2230

So I guess we know that nobody that
comes in here would ever do anything
but tell the truth, but whoever is send-
ing out those messages sure is being in-
consistent.

I heard the President say last week
that he was tired of all the cozy rela-
tionships between Big Oil and govern-
ment. Well, as long as Big Oil is being
properly supervised, then we are okay.
But the trouble is in the last year-and-
a-half apparently things have not been
going so well in the area of supervision.
There is an article that the AP put out:
Federal inspections on the rigs not as
claimed. This was actually from Sun-
day, May 16.

This article indicates the Federal
agency responsible for ensuring the
Deepwater Horizon was operating safe-
ly before it exploded last month fell
well short of its own policy that the rig
be inspected at least once per month.
The agency’s inspection frequency on
Deepwater Horizon fell dramatically
over the past 5 years, and apparently in
the last year-and-a-half that has
dropped significantly.

According to the article, let’s see,
this indicates officials said 83 inspec-
tions had been performed since the rig
arrived in the gulf 104 months ago,
which was September of 2001. And then
being questioned about the once per
month claim, officials subsequently re-
vised that total up to 88 inspections.
And the number of more recent inspec-
tions changed from 26 to 48 since Janu-
ary of 2005. No explanation was given
for the upward revisions.

But what’s amazing to some of us is
the fact that you could have a level 5
hurricane as existed in the gulf with
Hurricane Katrina before it hit the
coast of Louisiana—once it hit the
coast it was a level 3, but out there at
the rigs it was still a 5—and some of
those platforms were completely de-
stroyed, completely destroyed, but the
blowout preventers worked. There was
no oil leaked. So you wonder, What’s
the deal?

And relying on the old adage here in
Washington that no matter how cyn-
ical you get it’s never enough to catch
up, begin thinking about the President
deploring this cozy relationship be-
tween Big Oil and the government. Be-
cause if he is blowing smoke, then
maybe there’s fire there.

So we got to looking, as, after all, it
is MMS, the Minerals Management
Service of the Department of the Inte-
rior that’s supposed to be monitoring
British Petroleum and making sure
that our environment’s kept safe be-
cause we need the energy. My friend
from Florida was talking about all the
alternative energies. Well, that’s going
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to cost a ton of money to develop. So
on the one hand you can shut down this
economy and prevent everybody from
driving cars, prevent the trains from
carrying all the freight that they do,
prevent ships from traveling using the
fuel they do, stop all these things, stop
commerce completely and somehow
come up with money to develop alter-
native energies, or you can develop
what we have and make sure that the
government is doing a good enough job
as a watchdog to make sure that there
are not these kind of violations. That’s
what could be done.

And some of us have proposed repeat-
edly that all you have to do is use the
resources we have got, take the govern-
ment’s royalty and use that to develop
alternative energy sources so that as
we deplete our energy resources, more
than any nation in the world when you
consider all the different resources we
have, use the government’s share of the
royalty to fund alternative energy re-
search so that we keep moving smooth-
ly, transitioning into the day when we
don’t need any type of carbon-based
fuel. But it’s not in the next few years.

We saw efforts in the last 2% years
since Republicans properly lost the ma-
jority because they were spending too
much. Little did we know those that
convinced the public to elect them to
stop the deficit spending would do 10
times the spending, or create 10 times
the deficit in 1 year that we dealt with
in 1 year right after I got here. But be
that as it may, we have the resources
to drive this economy like none in the
world. We have the resources that will
allow us to take those royalties and to
develop resources so we don’t need the
carbon-based fuel that we are using
today.

We could be moving toward nuclear
energy, making sure it’s a cookie-cut-
ter-type facility and that parts can be
utilized in different facilities. You
train somebody to work in one, they
can work in others. Those things can
be done, but we are not moving in that
direction. We are still moving, under
this majority, toward greater and
greater reliance on foreign oil and for-
eign energy.

So wanting to see, though, what
could the President be talking about
regarding this cozy relationship? Being
on the Natural Resources Committee, I
have some institutional recollection of
things that have gone on since I have
been here the last 5% years, and one of
the things that we have taken up was
the fact that during the last 2 or 3
years of the Clinton administration the
Department of the Interior had at least
a couple of people who intentionally
left language regarding price controls
out of the Federal leases with major oil
for offshore drilling. And it has cost
this Nation millions and millions of
dollars because it was knowingly done.

We had hearings, brought the Inspec-
tor General in. And I was one who in-
quired, Why hasn’t there been a more
thorough investigation about why
these individuals intentionally, know-
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ingly left the price control language
out of the leases? It was always put
there under former President Bush,
under George W. Bush. His Department
of the Interior always put it in. But for
some reason, the last 2 or 3 years of the
Clinton administration it was left out.
And the Inspector General indicated
that, well, he couldn’t talk to those
two particular individuals in question
because they left government service.

Found it a little bit hard myself to
understand why you can’t investigate
gross negligence, and if not gross neg-
ligence maybe even intentional mis-
conduct. But we won’t know until the
proper investigation is done, why
wouldn’t he, as the Inspector General
who was charged with doing the inspec-
tion while the Bush administration was
in the White House, why he wouldn’t do
this.

Now, this is a man who had worked
in the Clinton administration, and now
he is Inspector General. Of course, his
idea was to blame Bush, a theme that’s
followed up today even, even though it
wasn’t President Bush that negotiated
the leases. It was the Clinton adminis-
tration Department of the Interior.
But one of the two individuals that he
said, Well, we just can’t question her
because she is no longer a part of the
government. She has gone back in the
private sector. There is nothing we can
do about it.

And so I certainly wondered myself
why you wouldn’t pursue that, perhaps
turn it over to the FBI, to the Justice
Department, let them do some inves-
tigation, because nobody is beyond
their investigation of potential Federal
wrongdoing, certainly mismanagement
in costing the country millions and
millions of dollars. But it’s not just
that it cost the country millions and
millions of dollars. It made that money
for the big oil companies with which
the Clinton administration cut these
deals.
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But anyway, that individual who had
worked with the Department of the In-
terior and had assisted in seeing that
the leases did not contain the price
control language cost the government
taxpayers millions and made those mil-
lions, transferred to the big oil compa-
nies, whatever happened to her?

Well, a little checking because we
know the President said there’s a cozy
relationship he was concerned about. It
turns out that this administration has
put her back in the Interior Depart-
ment as the deputy assistant secretary
for Minerals Management Service. The
people, MMS, the very people who were
supposed to inspect these offshore rigs,
the very people who are supposed to
make sure that the blowout preventers
worked properly so that if there’s a ca-
tastrophe like Hurricane Katrina, the
blowout preventers work and no oil is
leaked from those wells. Well, it didn’t
work out here, as the AP article talks
about. The inspections weren’t done
with the regularity that they were sup-
posed to.
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Now, I agree with the President that
we need to be working on issues and
not finger-pointing, except that if we—
the problem is there are other rigs
under operation right now under the
supervision of these same folks that let
this happen. We can’t afford more dis-
asters like this in the gulf or anywhere
else.

I've been a strong advocate for off-
shore drilling, but I anticipated that
we would have a government that
would not spend days and weeks decid-
ing what to do, that they would get out
there and do something. Not do a fly-
over and a wave-by, but an actual on-
the-job, on-the-ground, you’re-going-
to-get-this-done.

Now, we’ve heard that maybe the
boot was on the neck of these folks. It
feels like maybe it’s more on the toe or
something because we don’t seem to be
moving in the right direction. You hear
stories—you know, having so many
friends that know something about oil
and gas. You hear different versions
about potential ways to close this well
up. God help BP if it turns out they
could have closed this with some explo-
sives very quickly but have not acted
quickly enough in order to hopefully
some day rework the same well, letting
this disaster hit the coast in this man-
ner.

So what is the administration doing?
I anticipated that with offshore drill-
ing we would make sure that these
blowout preventers were regularly test-
ed—which wasn’t happening here under
this administration—and that if there
were an accident, we would see what
happened with Katrina; they would
shut themselves down.

And we can’t see that there’s really
any strong movement toward inspect-
ing the rest of the rigs that this Min-
erals Management Service may have
neglected just like this BP rig. They
ought to be out there on every rig
checking and making sure that they’re
not allowing this to happen somewhere
else.

I'm not for shutting down the energy
resources. But when you see a major
company having more than one prob-
lem and other major oil companies not
having the same problems, it does
make you wonder if they are, number
one, not being properly inspected. And
if they’re not being properly inspected,
do they have a cozy relationship?

Well, let’s see. This new deputy as-
sistant secretary for Minerals Manage-
ment Service, what job did she come
from? Well, here it is. She was the gen-
eral manager for social investment
programs in strategic partnerships at
British Petroleum America in Houston.
Previously, other work experience, she
had been director of Global Health,
Safety, Environment and Emergency
Response. That would be people regard-
ing safety and environment and emer-
gencies. They probably dealt with the
company she was with on blowout pre-
venters, things that would prevent
emergencies, since she was the director
of safety and environmental emergency
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responses. Oh, yes, that was for British
Petroleum of London.

Well, what other experience did she
have? Well, previously she had also
been a vice president for Health, Safety
and Environment. Environment like
preventing oil spills? What company
would she have gotten her training?
Oh, yes. That was British Petroleum of
North America in Los Angeles.

But 1995 to 2001 when the Bush ad-
ministration came in and let her go,
she served as the assistant secretary
for Land and Minerals Management at
the Department of the Interior, where
she was the principal policy adviser to
the Secretary of the Interior for envi-
ronmentally responsible stewardship.
Isn’t that special?

So, once you hear the chief executive
of the land talking about chief execu-
tives of big o0il companies being too
cozy with his administration, well, it
bears looking into. And you don’t have
to go very far to see there is a very se-
rious problem here. And the person
that worked for British Petroleum that
may have worked with MMS officials
from the British Petroleum side is now
the deputy secretary or assistant sec-
retary with MMS, working with these
same people, of which she used to be
one. Interesting.

Now, we know that the jobs have not
come as was promised. We were told a
year and a half ago that if we would
move in a socialist direction, give $787
billion more on top of the ridiculous
Wall Street bailout from months be-
fore, that if we add another $787 billion
in a so-called stimulus package, that
that would prevent the unemployment
rate from ever going above 8. We were
told if we didn’t pass that $787 billion
of a stimulus package, the President
said unemployment might reach as
high as 8% percent. Well, doesn’t that
sound good now?
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Wouldn’t it have been nice not to
have passed that $787 billion porkulus
bill and have unemployment not go be-
yond 8.5 percent? Because what hap-
pens is the government is sucking all
the air out of the capital in the coun-
try. I keep hearing my friends across
the aisle talk about banks not making
loans. Well, there are a couple of prob-
lems.

Number one, the Federal Government
is using up all the capital to build new
buildings, hire new people, 60,000. The
biggest sector of hiring in the last
month was from Census workers. Well,
that’s not long-term help for the econ-
omy. It is a job that needs to be done.
I am glad it is not ACORN. Of course,
these may be ACORN employees that
are now working for the Census Bu-
reau. But that’s not good news. How in
the world can anybody go out, as the
Speaker and the President have, say-
ing: Great news, the unemployment
rate went from 9.7 to 9.9. Isn’t that
great news?

If you talk to the people that are out
of work, it is not good news, which is
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one of the reasons we have set up a
couple of job fairs again to try to
marry up people who have jobs open
with people that are looking for jobs.
We plan on doing one on June 2 in Mar-
shall and then another down in Lufkin
July 8. That will be in Nacogdoches,
Stephen F. Austin University; and the
one in Marshall will be the East Texas
Baptist University, and we are going to
be trying to marry up people that have
some job openings with people that are
looking for jobs. The two we have done
in the past ended up with hundreds of
people having employment that didn’t
before; but, sadly, not nearly enough
people found the employment they
needed.

So what is going on? I mean, obvi-
ously this government is spending tons
of money. We know that Goldman
Sachs had the best year they have ever
had last year. But then, when you get
to scratching, we know the Federal Re-
serve is refusing to open its books, re-
fusing to be audited. The same people
that are demanding that the Intel-
ligence Agency, the FBI, all these
other folks, the Department of Defense
need to have complete transparency,
not demanding the same thing of the
Federal Reserve. We have got to keep
that secret for some reason, when the
truth is we need to know how much
trouble the Federal Reserve continues
to get us into.

But we were able to pull one contract
between the Federal Reserve and New
York with someone called Goldman
Sachs SF Management, and they got a
sweetheart deal here. But it does allow
them to basically act on behalf of the
Federal Reserve, just do whatever the
Federal Reserve could do on their be-
half, including hiring people to manage
their assets. But in order to be hired to
manage assets of the Federal Reserve,
the manager, Goldman Sachs, acting
on behalf of the Federal Reserve, is re-
stricted to only hiring those outside
entities that are listed in Exhibit C of
their contract.

So you know that at least restricted
them. They couldn’t line their own
pockets. Except that Goldman Sachs
Asset Management LP is the manager
acting on behalf of the Federal Re-
serve; and, lo and behold, Goldman
Sachs & Company is an authorized
counterparty with whom Goldman
Sachs Asset Management can cut a
deal as Goldman Sachs Asset Manage-
ment LP sees fit on behalf of the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank of New York. Well,
isn’t that special. Isn’t that conven-
ient.

Those are the kinds of things we are
talking about, I guess, when someone
here on the floor or the President talks
about these cozy relationships between
his administration and others that are
not good for America, because that
sure doesn’t sound good for America.

But you know, there was a time in
America when people had a conscience.
There was something in this country
called morality. And when morality
was such an important thing in this
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country, if someone was greedy and
they through greed, avarice, neglect,
ran their car off in a ditch, and even
though it was their own fault, their
own greed, that got them in trouble. If
their neighbors came out and helped
them get their car out of a ditch, well,
there was this conscience, this still
small voice that spoke within the
greedy person to say, Gee, I am so
sorry. I am so sorry. I will never be
able to thank you enough for helping
me get my car out of the ditch. I owe
you. What can I do for you?

Now we are in a day when greed of an
entity like Goldman Sachs, I think
they gave 4-1 to help the President get
elected over MCCAIN, they ran their car
into a ditch during the end of the Bush
administration. And since the former
chairman was the Secretary of the
Treasury and he could see his friends
were in big trouble, he decided to scare
America, tell them the financial sky
was falling, to convince the President
that the financial sky was falling, and
that the only remedy was to give him,
Hank Paulson, $700 billion to play with
so that maybe he could keep things
from getting too bad.

Well, he kept things from getting bad
for Goldman Sachs. That’s why it was
necessary to bail out AIG. Most of
AIG’s departments were doing great. It
was the credit default swaps that got
them in trouble. But, unfortunately,
credit default swaps were deals that
were done with Goldman Sachs, an
awful lot of them. So they had to bail
AIG so that of the billions that were
paid to AIG to bail them out, most of
that would go to Goldman Sachs. So
the American taxpayers were on the
hook to pull Goldman Sachs’ car that
their greed drove into the ditch; and
once they had it out of the ditch, they
run over the rest of America, their
neighbors.

There used to be morality. There
used to be a conscience. And morality
ensured that we could have economic
stability. And when you lose morality,
you lose economic stability.

There are S0 many  brilliant
theologians and philosophers that have
talked about this. Chuck Colson was
talking about it in a Bible study a lit-
tle over a year ago, and what he said
was true: if you have got morality, you
can have economic stability. When you
lose economic stability, then through-
out history people have always been
willing to give up liberty to get eco-
nomic stability.

But to preserve liberty, wouldn’t it
have been better just to refine this Na-
tion’s morals, our moral foundation?
Then we don’t lose liberty to get eco-
nomic stability. You get it by having a
moral Nation.

You know, the Miss USA pageant got
some notoriety before the pageant this
week because the contestants were re-
quired to take pictures scantily clad.
What was that about? It is about greed.
Greed. Figuring, if people saw how
thinly clad the contestants were, more
people would tune in, which means
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more money for the pageant. It is
about greed. It is about greed. It keeps
coming back to that. So if you get
back to morality, you can get eco-
nomic stability.

One of the things that George Wash-
ington warned about, he tried to warn
us in his farewell address. Washington
said:

Of all the dispositions and habits
which lead to political prosperity, reli-
gion and morality are indispensable
supports. In vain would that man claim
the tribute of patriotism who should
labor to subvert these great pillars of
human happiness. Let us with caution
indulge the supposition that morality
can be maintained without religion.
Whatever may be conceded to the in-
fluence of refined education on minds
of peculiar structure, reason and expe-
rience both forbid us to expect that na-
tional morality can prevail in exclu-
sion of religious principle.

So, to be moral, Washington said we
need to be a religious people. The Na-
tion once was. In fact, when Wash-
ington resigned from the leadership as
commanding general of the Revolu-
tionary military, he at the end of his
resignation had these words, and this is
not the whole thing but I'm shortening
it here:

I now make it my earnest prayer,
that God would have you, and the
State over which you preside, in His
holy protection; and, that He would
most graciously be pleased to dispose
us all, to do Justice, to love mercy, and
to demean ourselves with that Charity,
humility and pacific temper of mind,
which were the Characteristicks of the
Divine Author of our blessed Religion,
and without an humble imitation of
whose example in these things, we can
never hope to be a happy Nation.

Of course, he was talking about the
divine author of our blessed religion is
how he referred to Jesus.
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But to be moral under Judeo-Chris-
tian beliefs, we would need to be toler-
ant and allow the expression of opin-
ions, even those opinions that we hap-
pen to disagree with, even when those
opinions disagree with our lifestyle.
And, Mr. Speaker, when people become
so intolerant that they do not allow
people to speak their mind even when
it is to say, I believe your lifestyle is
immoral, then we’ve lost the liberty
that so many have fought for and so
many have died for and that the
Founders pledged their lives, their lib-
erty, their sacred honor.

You see, there was a time during the
revolution and for about 150 years after
that where people were taught in
school—I was taught in school in my
early days that this quote from Vol-
taire—some say Voltaire, some say Cic-
ero, hundreds of years earlier, but that
“I disagree with what you say, but I
will defend to the death your right to
say it.” Now it’s become, I'm so angry
at you because you have said that you
disagree with my lifestyle; therefore,
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I'm going to get you fired. Not only am
I not going to fight to the death for
your right to say it, I'm going to get
you fired. I’'m going to see that you
lose all your assets. I'm going to see
that property is taken, hopefully, and
the government comes after you and
hopefully puts you in jail and that you
die alone and miserable. What hap-
pened to the principles that people
fought and died for, ‘I disagree with
what you say, but I will defend to the
death your right to say it”’?

There are friends from across the
other side of the aisle who I disagree
with profoundly on many issues that
are extremely important to me, but I
know them and I know their heart, and
I know they really, honestly believe
that what they’re saying is right. And
I would fight to the death. I was in the
Army 4 years, active duty, took an
oath, willing to fight and die for their
right to say what they say even though
I disagree.

Now we’ve come full circle. Those
same things that the Pilgrims depicted
in the scene in the big mural down in
the Rotunda, having a big prayer meet-
ing, praying to God for his protection
and guidance, and lo and behold, they
ended up in Massachusetts, not where
they had intended. But they came to
this land to get away from discrimina-
tion because of their Christian beliefs,
and now we’ve come full circle to
where Christian beliefs are the only
ones that it’s okay to discriminate
against. It’s a sad time in America.

You know, we had a recent survey
that indicated 70 percent of American
adults believe their children will not
have it as good as they have had it,
will not have the opportunities, the lib-
erties that we have had. And the fact
is, if we got back to a national moral-
ity—and I’'m sure not pointing the fin-
ger across the aisle because there’s
plenty of finger-pointing to go around,
but we need to do it. It’s wrong no mat-
ter which side of the aisle, and we need
to not be afraid to stand up and say it
and say the immorality needs to be ad-
dressed, and we need to protect this
country, its liberties, its prosperity, its
opportunities, and that can only be
done if we do as George Washington
suggested.

Now, there is another country around
the world, halfway around the world,
called Israel that is under threat. Iran
has made clear through its Ileader,
Ahmadinejad, that it needs to be wiped
off the map. That leader has also made
clear that the great Satan—America,
in his mind—also needs to be com-
pletely destroyed. How do we ignore
that? You ignore those kinds of threats
by people who are pursuing the means
to carry them out at your own peril,
and they seem to be getting ignored.

I was at an APAC dinner recently
where 1 heard a great orator, Senator
SCHUMER from New York, and he was
pointing out all the things that I
agreed with about how Iran was run-
ning amok, trying to develop nuclear
weapons, and it could not be allowed. It
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must not be allowed. It must be
stopped. I was thrilled that he was tak-
ing that strong position. And he got to
the end, and he basically said, So we
need sanctions. Sanctions?

We’ve been trying to have sanctions
for years. And while sanction talk con-
tinues to go around this administra-
tion and Russia and China and others
in the U.N. who despise Israel and
would also like to see it wiped off the
map, the centrifuges in Iran continue
to spin. They continue to enrich ura-
nium. Oh, and now we hear that they
may be cutting a deal with Turkey to
trade some enriched uranium. I mean,
there’s plenty of bad news to go
around, but that has to be stopped.
When you have an enemy who has
sworn to wipe you off the map, as
Iran’s leaders have us and Israel to-
gether, and he is working as fast as he
can to develop the weaponry to do
that, then you sit idly by twiddling
your thumbs, talking about sanctions
at your own peril.

Now, it is true that before the end of
last year we began working on a reso-
lution that basically would run
through just a small fraction of some
of the comments that Ahmadinejad has
made. Apparently he has indicated that
he believes the Mahdi is coming, will
rule over the world, but that he can
speed his return if he simply utilizes
nuclear weapons. Then the end and the
Mahdi’s rule comes that much quicker.
And yet we’ve had so-called journalists
who have interviewed him, and the
man has talked about wiping out this
country, including the journalist ask-
ing him questions, and yet they don’t
have the nerve or the sense to ask him,
What about your comments about wip-
ing us off the map? What about your
comments about bringing about the
end of the world as we know it? What
about those things? The journalists
have become lapdogs. How sad is that?
Not all of them. There’s some excellent
journalists, and apparently they’re the
ones that this administration is pur-
suing vendettas against, the way it
sounds.

But somebody needs to do the work
because we’re at risk, as is our dear
friend Israel on the other side of the
world. And not just Israel, not just the
United States, but our Muslim friends
who are moderate Muslims that don’t
believe that jihad means to destroy all
your enemies, that they believe that
the jihad is within. Well, those are the
very people that will also, with us, be
wiped out if Ahmadinejad has his way,
gets his nuclear weaponry, because he
has no use for moderate Muslims. He’ll
kill them with the rest of us that he
considers infidels. How can we allow
those centrifuges to continue to spin?

I have been reluctant to come to the
floor and talk about this because I
wanted to make it a very bipartisan
thing—it’s gone on for over 6 months—
hoping that we would quietly be able to
have Democrats take the lead, because
I didn’t care who took the lead. Take
the lead, whoever wants to. But it is
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time to step up and stop Iran from de-
veloping and acquiring nuclear weap-
ons that pose a threat to Israel, to
moderate Muslims, and to the exist-
ence of this country. It’s time to step
up, and sanctions are not doing it.

We know from the Iraq sanctions
when Saddam Hussein was in charge
that we had dear friends—France, Ger-
many, Russia—cheating on the sanc-
tions. France’s friend Joseph Wilson—
not Congressman WILSON, but Joseph
Wilson started throwing around allega-
tions about the Bush administration.
As his wife said, he has dear friends in
France.

Well, France was about to come
under fire for cheating on the Oil-for-
Food Programme, but Mr. WILSON was
able to turn the discussion and focus
away from France and their cheating
on those sanctions to the Bush admin-
istration successfully, and the willing
allies in the mainstream media went
right with him. But it didn’t change
the fact that cheating went on and that
there will be people who are willing to
cheat with Iran as long as they’re will-
ing to pay money to get what they
want.
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I think it is actually to China and
Russia’s credit that they haven’t said,
Okay, sure, we will agree to sanctions,
knowing that they are going to cheat
and sell things to Iran and not have
competition because sanctions are in
place. I think it is to their credit that
they have been honest enough to say
we don’t think sanctions are a good
idea. And all of the while the cen-
trifuges continue to spin, and uranium
continues to be enriched, and they
move toward a bigger and bigger and
bigger bomb that poses such a threat
to Israel, to our way of life, to our lib-
erties, because even though our lib-
erties have allowed what the jihadists,
the radical Islamists see as nothing but
corruption, that our liberties have al-
lowed us to move into complete immo-
rality from their way of seeing it, and
therefore need to be destroyed. The
fact is our liberties allow us to move
forward and progress and become what
has shown the world the greatest Na-
tion in the history of mankind right
here in the United States of America.
The greatest ever in the history of the
world.

We continue to move forward and ad-
vance because of the liberties and en-
couragement of entrepreneurism. But
what are we doing now? Now we are
moving more and more of the entrepre-
neurship into the Federal Government
and say the Federal Government is
going to take over and take care of
things. But the truth is if we allow
someone like a modern day Hitler
named Ahmadinejad to develop a nu-
clear weapon—and apparently he may
have enough fuel now to make a small
bomb, if we allow him to get a bomb,
Israel is at risk, we are at risk, and it
would take a miracle of God to protect
us because we have pulled down our
own defenses.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

I never seek to push my religious be-
lief on others, but it is my belief, and
since people have fought and died so I
can express my opinion, it is my belief
that God does allow us to have freedom
of choice. And when we turn from God
in our freedom of choice, and we walk
away from his direction, teachings, and
become the immoral Nation we have
moved into where greed and avarice
take over, eventually God turns his
back, and you go to the dust heap of
history. It has happened over and over.
And now we seem to be moving ever so
quickly in that direction.

Well, the great news is that this in-
credible experiment in human liberty
and democracy does not have to go
away, but it is going to have to take a
recommitment to the morals, and of
course George Washington, as I read,
he said you cannot have morality that
will sustain this Nation in exclusion of
religious principle.

We know that Benjamin Franklin, I
have said it so many times, but be-
cause there are still people out there
saying Ben Franklin was a deist who
believed that a deity created the uni-
verse and never involves himself in the
things of man, it is important for peo-
ple to know his own words, because he
himself said, in 1787 at the Constitu-
tional Convention, I have lived, sir, a
long time. And the longer I live, the
more convincing proofs I see of this
truth: That God governs in the affairs
of men. And if a sparrow cannot fall to
the ground without his notice, is it
possible an empire could rise without
his aid?

Franklin said, We are assured in the
sacred writing, sir, that except the
Lord build a house, they labor in vain
that build it. He went on and said, I
also firmly believe that without His,
the Lord’s concurring aid, we shall suc-
ceed in this political building no better
than the builders of Babel. We shall be
confounded by our local partial inter-
ests, and we ourselves will become a
byword down to future ages.

And that is what scares me now in
America.

We, as Franklin said, have forgotten
our powerful friend. That is the ques-
tion that he asked the Constitutional
Convention: Have we now forgotten our
powerful friend?

If he were here in this body today
asking that question, we would have to
answer him ‘‘yes.” There is a judge in
Wisconsin who said you couldn’t call
upon your powerful friend as a Nation
on a National Day of Prayer. We have
had a Supreme Court say previously
that despite the fact that the Constitu-
tion came about after Franklin moved
that we begin to have daily prayer in
Congress, we had a Supreme Court that
was so miseducated that they felt like
it was improper to have prayer in pub-
lic places. How did we get so far off
base? Well, we have had people that
were miseducated.

There was a lady in Mount Pleasant
where I grew up, Ms. Milum, she got
into her 90s and she could still cook.
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And she would call my mother and say,
Tell Louie I have some rolls. Her
daughter was my mother’s best friend,
Emma Lou. And one day Emma Lou
was talking about a man there in
Mount Pleasant. And Ms. Milum said,
He’s a fool. Emma Lou said, Mother, he
has his Ph.D.

And she said, I don’t care, he is still
a P-H-U-L. Well, I think we have a lot
of Ph.D.s and other degrees who are
still P-H-U-Ls. They are fools still be-
cause they have been educated beyond
their means. Or they have become, as
scripture refers to them, wise in their
own eyes.

As a result, we have people in this
country who think that while a mad-
man is spinning centrifuges, developing
uranium, and saying that he is going to
use it to destroy Israel and America,
and of course that will also include de-
stroying moderate Muslims, we are
just talking over here about sanctions
and can’t even agree on them.

We took an oath in this body to sup-
port and defend the Constitution. We
are supposed to provide for the com-
mon defense against all enemies, for-
eign and domestic, and we have a self-
announced enemy to this country that
wants to wipe us off the map and he
stands there taunting us, developing
nuclear weapons, and we are not living
up to our oath to provide for the com-
mon defense.

I was in West Africa with Mercy
Ships, a wonderful charitable institu-
tion that helps the lame to walk, the
blind to see, provides surgeries for
those who do not have health care in
Africa. In the country of Togo with
around 6 million people, two hospitals,
this Mercy Ship is truly a ship of
mercy.

But West Africans on the ship wanted
to meet with me the last night I was
there. I don’t know how well educated
those folks were. They had hearts of
gold, and they were people of prayer.
They were Christian brothers and sis-
ters. The oldest gentleman there, Ebe-
nezer said, in essence, it is so impor-
tant that you understand what Amer-
ica means to the rest of the world.
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And to Christians around the world,
and those who want to be free, who
have freedom, those who want to be
free, if you let your country fall, there
is no one else in this world, other than
God, to help us. You must keep your
country strong in order for the rest of
us to have hope of protection.

There were so many words of wisdom
from that group, one from a young man
who said, yes, but we must not only
pray for their leaders—in fact, they
said, we’re excited that you have a
Black President. We’re concerned
about some of his policies. We’re con-
cerned some of them will weaken
America. And if you become weak, we
have no protection from the forces of
evil. Our protection of this country
means so much to so many.

As this young man said, we need to
also pray for the people around their
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leaders in America because they all
have people whispering and giving
them advice and giving them informa-
tion. We need to pray for them too. I
was struck by the wisdom of that
young man because he understands.

And in this country, whether it’s at
the White House, here in the Halls of
Congress, we all have people whom we
rely on for information and to help us
work through and summarize and get
information in a nutshell so it can be
absorbed and utilized. And if the wrong
information is provided, then our lead-
ers have no hope of doing the right
thing.

That’s what happened with the TARP
bailout. We had a good leader in Presi-
dent George W. Bush. He’s smarter
than people give him credit for. He’s
witty, one of the wittiest guys to talk
with, just a delight to visit with. But
the man who was his Secretary of the
Treasury was acting in the best inter-
est of Goldman Sachs and his friends
on Wall Street, and not for the people
across America. And I'll give him the
benefit of the doubt and say, okay,
through his Wall Street lens he
thought, if my friends get rich again
and they don’t go bankrupt, then ev-
erybody in America will do well. Well,
we saw that’s not the case.

But that’s what we’ve got going on
now. Apparently our President, our
great President, is getting some very
bad advice, just like President Bush did
on the TARP bailout. He’s got a Sec-
retary of the Treasury that we were
told worked with Paulsen in the plan
so he’ll keep the same things going. I
thought that was a good reason not to
confirm him, but he was confirmed,
and there he is giving the President ad-
vice.

And the jobs still are not being cre-
ated. And as we move toward the end of
the year, we see the tax rates are going
to go up in every way, capital gains are
going to go up, estate tax is coming
back with a vengeance. Some people
are beginning to make their moves fi-
nancially. And as Art Laffer said, it’s
going to make this, the rest of the
year, look like we may be moving into
a recovery, but it’s a false recovery.
It’s people preparing for the end of the
year when the taxes skyrocket in every
area. And that’s when the bottom will
fall out.

So it’s not surprising that there are
some economic indicators that are
going up. It makes sense.

But we’ve got people giving the
President bad advice. We have people
in this Congress, the leaders here who
are getting bad advice, and we’re hurt-
ing the country.

And those wonderful West Africans
that I met with, who warned me, don’t
let your country fall; don’t let your
country get hurt. You’re the hope we
have in this world because of the way
God’s used America in the past.

We owe it to so many. Who will come
rushing in to the Haitis, to the inter-
national disasters once we’re too
broke?
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You know, the Democrats took the
majority in November of 2006 I think
largely on the promise that we’re going
to correct, as Democrats, what the Re-
publicans have done in running up the
deficit. And unfortunately, Repub-
licans had done that. When Repub-
licans got the White House, had both
Houses of Congress, they got giddy and
they could run up a couple of hundred
billion in deficit. My first 2 years we
were still in the majority, and I
couldn’t believe some of the things
that we were doing. That was not Re-
publican. That’s not what we were sup-
posed to do.

But the new majority, over the last—
well, since January of ’07, have run up
deficits. This administration has run
up deficits like never before in history.
And I was embarrassed when Bush was
talking about $160 billion deficit in one
year. And we’re talking about a $1.6
trillion deficit in one year, 10 times
what the Bush administration was
pushing. And yet no outrage from the
same people that were so upset about
160 billion. What happened to that?

Our country is in trouble morally,
and because morally, then economi-
cally, and because we’re economically
in trouble, people are allowing their
liberties to be taken.

And now we find out that 53 percent
of Americans are going to carry all of
the income tax burden for the whole
country?

Now, there are some in this country
who want to work, and they’re not able
to work. There are others in this coun-
try who are able to work and they’re
not. There are those who could do
more, but we’re moving up to 47 per-
cent that are not going to pay any in-
come tax. And we know historically
that when one more than 50 percent of
the voters in a country get more bene-
fits from the Federal Government,
than they put in, you are very close to
the end of your Nation’s history. You
are very close to the end of your Na-
tion as you knew it. And we are mov-
ing far too quickly in that direction.
It’s got to stop.

We need morality in the Department
of the Interior, in the MMS, so they
don’t just wink and nod on the blow-
out preventers, that they will step up
and do what is morally correct to pro-
tect the environment.

We need people who will step up and
say, we are not going to destroy this
economy. We’re going to use the en-
ergy we’ve got, but we will make sure
that it’s being used environmentally
responsibly.

Apparently my time has expired, so I
must yield back with a prayer for
America that we will regain our moral-
ity, our economic stability and keep
our liberties.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BILBRAY (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today and the balance of
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the week on account of a death in the
family.

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of ill-
ness.

Mr. KIRK (at the request of Mr.
BOEHNER) for today on account of an
illness in the family.

——————

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. ETHERIDGE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. CAPPS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. KLEIN of Florida, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 56 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GRAYSON, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. BURTON of Indiana) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, May
21, 24, and 25.

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, May 21, 24,
and 25.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
May 21, 24, and 25.

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes,
May 21, 24, and 25.

Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, today.

——————

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Lorraine C. Miller, Clerk of the
House, reports that on May 13, 2010 she
presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills:

H.R. 2802. To provide for an extension of
the legislative authority of the Adams Me-
morial Foundation to establish a commemo-
rative work in honor of former President
John Adams and his legacy