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out to be, in many instances, slave 
labor from some of the poorest coun-
tries around the world. Many labels 
pulled out because they didn’t want to 
be associated with those labor prac-
tices. They went off and had their 
clothes made in Indonesia or Mexico or 
the Caribbean or wherever. Others 
stayed and then things started getting 
worse. The final tier of the Multi-Fiber 
Agreement came along, and like so 
many other places in the Pacific, that’s 
how that industry migrated to China, 
to Vietnam and elsewhere and left the 
CNMI. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Well, 
I appreciate the gentleman’s giving 
some background on this, and I’m not 
going to refute that. However, it seems 
to me that the mere evidence of the 
remedy that we are proposing here is 
aimed at the minimum wage, which 
was passed in 2007, and the remedy ad-
dressing the minimum wage would cer-
tainly indicate to me that, at least in 
the real near term, the reason for this 
is the minimum wage, and so I stand 
by my remarks, but I know there’s al-
ways more to it. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Certainly, the delegate from the CNMI 
continues to support the increase in 
the minimum wage. We’re just trying 
to time it. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. If the 
gentleman will yield, I will just simply 
say that I find it remarkable that the 
remedy we are trying to pursue is pro-
longing an increase in the minimum 
wage. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
We could have gone the other way, 
maybe more in keeping with the Re-
publican doctrine. We could have low-
ered the wages to 70 cents an hour and 
then they could have kept the jobs 
from going to Malaysia, but I don’t 
think they could support themselves in 
these territories with that, especially 
with the construction going on in 
Guam. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. If the 
gentleman will yield, I don’t recall dur-
ing the debate that there was a discus-
sion of any level of minimum wage as 
the gentleman was referring to, but as 
was pointed out by the gentleman from 
Iowa, it simply is a matter of supply 
and demand, and we need to be cog-
nizant of that. 

So, with that, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I am happy to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in support of the Senate amendment to H.R. 
3940. 

With great fanfare, this Democratic majority 
increased the federally mandated minimum 
wage as one of its first acts. At the time, many 
of us warned that without adequate financial 

relief or transition time, especially for small 
businesses, workers would be harmed by a 
proposal that was intended to help them. 

We warned that teens seeking their first job 
and the chance to build work experience 
would have fewer opportunities. We warned 
that unskilled workers would be replaced by a 
smaller number of more highly skilled workers. 
And we warned that regions with compara-
tively low wages and living expenses would be 
especially hard hit because of the added cost 
to job-creators. 

With nearly 15 million Americans searching 
for work, it’s a terrible time to have to say we 
told you so. 

In July 2007, when the first phase of the 
wage hike took effect, the national unemploy-
ment rate was 4.6 percent. For teenagers, the 
unemployment rate was 15.3 percent. 

Today, while the overall unemployment rate 
stands at an unacceptably high 9.6 percent, 
the figure for teens is far worse: more than 
one-quarter of all teens are unemployed, a 
total of 26.3 percent. 

Young African-American men perhaps bear 
the greatest burden from this irresponsible tin-
kering with the free marketplace. At the time 
Democrats passed their minimum wage hike, 
31 percent of African-American teen males 
were unemployed; today, these same young 
men have a 50–50 chance of being unem-
ployed. 

No one would suggest federal wage man-
dates are the sole cause of this spike in un-
employment. But the difference between the 
overall jobless rate and the number of teens 
who cannot find work is startling and should 
not be ignored. 

Economists from the University of California, 
Irvine and the Federal Reserve reviewed more 
than 100 academic studies on the impact of 
the minimum wage around the time these in-
creases began. They found overwhelming evi-
dence that the least skilled and the young suf-
fer a loss of employment when the minimum 
wage is increased. 

Similarly hard hit by the wage requirement 
are the territories of American Samoa and the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands. A major tuna cannery in American 
Samoa closed its doors last year, laying off 
some 2,000 workers—roughly 12 percent of 
the territory’s workforce. The second cannery 
has already laid off hundreds of workers and 
its future remains in doubt. 

In April of this year, the Government Ac-
countability Office reported on the how the 
wage rate harms these territories: 

In American Samoa . . . Many employers 
reported having taken cost-cutting actions, 
such as freezing hiring and cutting worker 
benefits, since the increases began. Employ-
ers also reported planning actions such as 
leaving American Samoa or closing by the end 
of 2010. More employers attributed their ac-
tions to the minimum wage increases than to 
other factors. . . . In discussion groups, work-
ers generally said that their support for the 
wage increases had dwindled because of con-
cerns about issues such as the cannery clo-
sure, job insecurity, and loss of benefits. 

Today, the House is voting on a measure to 
temporarily suspend the destructive federal 
wage mandates. Another increase is sched-
uled to take effect tomorrow, which makes im-
mediate action imperative. 

But we can’t pretend the negative con-
sequences of the minimum wage hike wreak-
ing havoc on businesses in American Samoa 
aren’t equally damaging to businesses in Mun-
cie, Indiana. Or Le Center, Minnesota. Or 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. Or anywhere else a 
business is struggling to meet its payroll and 
provide opportunities for its workers. 

I certainly support this small measure of re-
lief for the territories. Congress should do ev-
erything it can to right any wrongs it imposes 
on the people we are here to serve. However, 
I hope we do not fail to learn the larger les-
son: Federal laws that force one-size-fits-all 
mandates on vastly different workers, work-
places, and communities often do far more 
harm than good. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WEI-
NER). The question is on the motion of-
fered by the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER) that the House 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
Senate amendments to the bill, H.R. 
3940. 

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. HASTINGS of Washington. 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. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
REPUBLICAN LEADER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable JOHN A. 
BOEHNER, Republican Leader: 

SEPTEMBER 28, 2010. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House, 
H–232, U.S. Capitol, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: Pursuant to Section 
214(a) of the Help America Vote Act of 2002 
(42 U.S.C. 15344), I am pleased to reappoint 
Mr. Thomas A. Fuentes of Lake Forest, Cali-
fornia to the Election Assistance Commis-
sion Board of Advisors. 

Mr. Fuentes has expressed interest in con-
tinuing to serve in this capacity and I am 
pleased to fulfill his request. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN A. BOEHNER, 

Republican Leader. 

f 

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBER TO 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
NATIONAL URBAN AIR TOXICS 
RESEARCH CENTER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 112 of the Clean Air Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7412), and the order of the 
House of January 6, 2009, the Chair an-
nounces the Speaker’s appointment of 
the following member on the part of 
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