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Probably thousands upon thousands 

of people are devastated and killed, and 
this is going to touch all of us. So I call 
on this House, I call on the American 
people, I call on our government to do 
whatever we can to send aid to help the 
beleaguered people of Haiti. Now is the 
time. 

I urge the American people to listen, 
to send donations to those organiza-
tions that can get aid in as quickly as 
possible. Money donations are probably 
what is needed right now. Only the 
United States is in a very, very unique 
position. And, again, we want to tell 
the Haitian people that the United 
States of America, the U.S. Congress is 
there with you. We will leave no stone 
unturned to try to save lives. 

The next 72 hours is crucial in terms 
of saving lives, in terms of preventing 
any kind of epidemics, in terms of 
keeping food going and the water clean 
and making sure that there is no dis-
ease, looting, things like that. We need 
to do everything we can. I know we 
will. And, again, we will leave no stone 
unturned. 

As chairman of the Western Hemi-
sphere Subcommittee, I know that our 
committee will be right in there with 
our sleeves rolled up and do everything 
we can to help the people of Haiti. 

f 

VETO MESSAGE ON HOUSE JOINT 
RESOLUTION 64, FURTHER CON-
TINUING APPROPRIATIONS, FIS-
CAL YEAR 2010 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 

BALDWIN). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of January 12, 2010, the unfin-
ished business is the further consider-
ation of the veto message of the Presi-
dent on the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 
64) making further continuing appro-
priations for fiscal year 2010, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is, Will the House, on recon-
sideration, pass the joint resolution, 
the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding? 

(For veto message, see proceedings of 
the House of January 12, 2010, at page 
7.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks on H.J. Res. 64. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I am the 

only speaker for our side of the aisle 
and I plan to be brief. So I will yield 
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) for 
the purpose of debate only. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Madam 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
might consume. 

I wanted to rise in support of the po-
sition taken by my friend, Mr. OBEY. 
He didn’t say what that position was 
exactly; so I am assuming that we are 
going to vote ‘‘no,’’ that we are going 
to support the President’s veto. And I 
think, on our side, we fully support 
this issue. 

I find it a bit ironic that here we are 
having to defend the constitutional 
prerogatives of the Congress on a joint 
resolution that was originally sent to 
the President to respect his constitu-
tional prerogatives. 

Under Article I, section 7 of the Con-
stitution, the President has up to 10 
days to review legislation before decid-
ing whether to sign it into law. How-
ever, when a continuing resolution is 
to keep the government functioning if 
the appropriations bill is set to expire, 
the continuing resolution is sent to the 
President to give him the opportunity 
to review the appropriations bill. As a 
matter of courtesy to the President, 
Congress, on a bipartisan basis, tradi-
tionally submits a short-term ‘‘sign-
ing’’ CR to preserve the President’s 
ability. 

That is exactly what the situation 
here is today. Basically, it is a moot 
question other than the constitutional 
requirements. And so we are here to 
say to my friend Mr. OBEY and to you, 
Madam Speaker, that assuming that 
Mr. OBEY is going to recommend a 
‘‘no’’ vote, we are going to also vote 
‘‘no.’’ 

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

Mr. OBEY. Madam Speaker, I think 
the gentleman from Florida has 
summed up the situation pretty well. 

In December, the House and Senate 
passed a 5-day continuing resolution in 
order to give the President time to sign 
the Defense appropriations bill. The 
President received the CR and the De-
fense appropriations bill on the same 
day, December 19. He signed the De-
fense bill, thereby avoiding the need 
for the stopgap funding in the CR. 

Since the President signed the De-
fense appropriations measure quickly, I 
agree that the CR was not needed to 
keep the government open. 

The President sent the CR back to 
the House, as the gentleman indicated, 
with his veto. But in that veto mes-
sage, he suggested in some ways that 
he had, in fact, pocket vetoed the legis-
lation. 

But the fact is clear that the Con-
gress was here to receive a message, 
and we do not consider it a pocket 
veto. Therefore, we feel that the appro-
priate action to be taken is to sustain 
the veto and take this action to dem-
onstrate that, in our judgment, a pock-
et veto is not appropriate, that the 

President exercised a regular veto and 
it should be treated as such. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam Speaker, I 
fully support my friends on the other side of 
the aisle taking action to protect the constitu-
tional prerogatives of the legislative branch in 
this matter. 

As the gentleman from Florida stated, it is 
ironic that the executive branch has chosen to 
use an action taken by the Congress as a 
courtesy to them against this very body. I think 
this should give all of us pause when we are 
faced with similar situations in the future. 

As the gentleman from Florida has stated, 
the Constitution allows the President to take 
some time to review the legislation sent to 
him. However, when we are dealing with ap-
propriations bills and operating under a con-
tinuing resolution to keep the government run-
ning, sometimes timelines don’t match up 
neatly. As a matter of courtesy to the Presi-
dent, Congress on a bipartisan basis tradition-
ally transmits a short term ‘‘signing’’ CR to 
preserve the President’s ability to review final 
appropriations bills without triggering a govern-
ment shutdown. 

That is exactly what occurred in this situa-
tion. The Congress did not send the President 
the final defense appropriations bill until De-
cember 19, the day the existing CR was to ex-
pire, leaving the President no time to review 
the defense bill unless he wanted to shut the 
Department of Defense down. So, the Con-
gress unanimously passed and transmitted a 
short term CR solely as a matter of courtesy. 
The President could have easily followed his 
predecessors’ practice and signed both bills. 
The substantive effect would have been the 
same as it is today. 

But that is not what the President chose to 
do. So we are here today, as the Congress, 
to deal with the first veto issued by President 
Obama. 

Is it a veto based over substantive policy 
disagreements like President Bush’s veto of 
stem cell legislation, or President Clinton’s 
veto of legislation lifting the arms embargo for 
Bosnia and Herzegovina? 

No, it is not. It is a veto that simply uses a 
now moot piece of legislation to re-ignite a 
battle between the legislative and executive 
branches dating back to the Nixon administra-
tion, a battle that the courts have generally 
sided in favor of the legislative branch. 

I hope that in the future the President will 
exercise his veto power on substantive issues 
important to the American people such as 
vetoing bills that continue us on a path of 
reckless government spending. 

Mr. OBEY. I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

The question is, Will the House, on 
reconsideration, pass the joint resolu-
tion, the objections of the President to 
the contrary notwithstanding? 

In accord with the Constitution, the 
yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings will be postponed. 
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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 later today. 

f 

SUPPORTING CONTINUED POLIT-
ICAL AND ECONOMIC DEVELOP-
MENT IN UKRAINE 

Mr. TANNER. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 981) supporting 
continued political and economic de-
velopment in Ukraine. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 981 

Whereas in 1991, Ukraine re-established its 
independence, and began the process of de-
veloping democratic institutions and a mar-
ket economy; 

Whereas the Ukrainian people bravely 
demonstrated their desire for a free, demo-
cratic, and prosperous country through non-
violent protest during the 2004 Orange Revo-
lution; 

Whereas the United States and Ukraine 
have a strong relationship, as evidenced by 
the United States-Ukraine Charter on Stra-
tegic Partnership, signed in December 2008 
by Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice with 
the objective of expanding cooperation on 
defense, trade, energy, democratic develop-
ment, and cultural exchange; 

Whereas during the July 2009 visit of Vice 
President Biden to Kyiv, the United States 
and Ukraine agreed to create the Strategic 
Partnership Commission to help implement 
the Charter, which held its inaugural meet-
ing in Washington, DC, on December 9, 2009, 
during the visit of the Ukrainian Foreign 
Minister; 

Whereas a strong, sovereign, independent, 
democratic, and economically prosperous 
Ukraine is important to the interests of the 
United States and to achieving peace, pros-
perity and stability in Europe; 

Whereas Ukraine has been a staunch part-
ner of the United States and NATO (North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization) allies, as dem-
onstrated by Ukraine’s participation in the 
International Security Assistance Force in 
Afghanistan and the NATO Training Mission 
in Iraq and by NATO’s declaration at the Bu-
charest Summit in April 2008 that Ukraine 
will become a member of the Alliance; 

Whereas the United States and the Euro-
pean Union provide assistance to help 
Ukraine foster peace and security, strength-
en its democratic institutions, further eco-
nomic growth, and counter HIV/AIDS and 
other deadly diseases; 

Whereas the United States, the United 
Kingdom, and Russia gave security assur-
ances to Ukraine in the Budapest Memo-
randa of December 5, 1994, following 
Ukraine’s commitment to eliminate all nu-
clear weapons from its territory and its ac-

cession to the Treaty on Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons as a non-nuclear weapons 
state as well as the entry into force of the 
START Treaty; 

Whereas the Joint Statement on the Expi-
ration of the START Treaty issued by the 
United States and Russia on December 4, 
2009, affirmed that ‘‘the assurances recorded 
in the Budapest Memoranda will remain in 
effect after December 4, 2009’’; 

Whereas, as Vice President Biden stated 
when he was in Kyiv, the effort to reset the 
United States relationship with Russia ‘‘will 
not come at Ukraine’s expense,’’ and ‘‘the 
more substantive relationship we have with 
Moscow, the more we can defuse the zero- 
sum thinking about our relations with Rus-
sia’s neighbors.’’; 

Whereas Ukraine and the Ukrainian people 
have suffered from the world financial crisis, 
and the government has sought and received 
assistance from international financial insti-
tutions, but still needs to overcome internal 
political and economic stalemates that pre-
vent it from fulfilling its requirements and 
hinder its ability to achieve greater finan-
cial stability; 

Whereas Ukraine will hold a presidential 
election on January 17, 2010, with a possible 
run-off election on February 7, 2010, if need-
ed; 

Whereas the initial 2004 presidential elec-
tions in Ukraine were marred by widespread 
irregularities, including fraud, intimidation, 
falsification of results, and media bias; and 

Whereas it is vital for Ukraine’s demo-
cratic development that the 2010 elections be 
free, fair, transparent, and untainted: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) reaffirms the strong relationship be-
tween the United States and Ukraine, and 
encourages continued efforts to implement 
the provisions of the United States-Ukraine 
Charter on Strategic Partnership; 

(2) expresses its support for the efforts of 
the Ukrainian people to consolidate demo-
cratic institutions, rule of law, respect for 
human rights, and economic reforms; 

(3) recognizes the suffering of the Ukrain-
ian people due to the downturn in the world 
economy, and supports measures by the 
international financial institutions to assist 
Ukraine; 

(4) urges all parties in Ukraine to seek res-
olution of disputes and to take active meas-
ures to enable necessary political and eco-
nomic reforms; 

(5) urges the Government of Ukraine and 
all political parties to ensure that the 2010 
election is conducted freely, fairly, trans-
parently, and without manipulation; 

(6) encourages the Government of Ukraine 
and all political parties to welcome the par-
ticipation of the Organization for Security 
and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) and other 
international election monitors, cooperate 
fully with them, and provide them 
unimpeded access to all aspects of the elec-
tion process; and 

(7) reiterates its enduring support and 
friendship for Ukraine and the Ukrainian 
people. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. TANNER) and the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. TANNER. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the resolution 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. TANNER. Madam Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

This Sunday, Ukrainians will go to 
the polls to elect a new President. The 
successful conduct of these elections is 
important to our country, the United 
States. As Vice President BIDEN said 
during his visit to Kiev last summer, 
‘‘we consider Ukraine to be a vital Eu-
ropean partner for advancing stability, 
prosperity, and democracy on the Con-
tinent.’’ 

Six years ago, the Orange Revolution 
demonstrated the Ukrainian people’s 
desire for freedom, democracy, and 
prosperity. Since that time, Ukraine 
has made great strides in developing a 
vibrant civil society, an open and free 
press, and a government accountable to 
its citizens. We welcome the govern-
ment’s registration of over 450 inter-
national observers for the elections, in-
cluding from the OSCE and the Inter-
national Republican Institute. We 
would take this means and opportunity 
to urge all parties in the elections to 
cooperate fully with the observers and 
ensure the elections are conducted 
without manipulation. 

The United States and Ukraine have 
a strong bond, not least due to the fact 
that over 1 million Americans trace 
their roots back to Ukraine. These ties 
were solidified in the Charter on Stra-
tegic Partnership, which was signed in 
December of 2008 and which outlined 
numerous areas of engagement and co-
operation. Last month, the Strategic 
Partnership Commission held its first 
meeting here in Washington during the 
visit of the Ukrainian Foreign Min-
ister. 

Madam Speaker, Ukraine has been a 
key partner in the efforts of the Trans-
atlantic Alliance to ensure inter-
national security, contributing forces 
to the NATO mission in Afghanistan 
and training mission in Iraq. In addi-
tion, on December 16, Ukraine formally 
agreed to allow the transit of cargo 
through its territory to support the 
NATO ISAF operations in Afghanistan. 
Access to the landlocked country of Af-
ghanistan is vital, and we applaud 
Ukraine in assisting to turn the tide 
against the Taliban and prevent safe 
haven for al Qaeda. NATO has made 
clear that Ukraine will become a mem-
ber of the Alliance at some point, if it 
so desires. 

Following the 60th anniversary of the 
NATO summit in Strasbourg-Kehl, I 
visited Kiev, Ukraine, as chairman of 
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