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create millions of jobs and also provide 
skilled training for workers. 

We passed the Jobs for Main Street 
Act out of the House, which has tar-
geted investment for job training, 
small businesses, affordable housing, 
school renovation, hiring teachers, and 
much more. 

At the very beginning of this session, 
the American Recovery and Reinvest-
ment Act was signed into law, and this 
legislation has saved or created nearly 
2 million jobs. The Recovery Act was 
the largest middle class tax cut in his-
tory, and has helped to provide over 
300,000 jobs in the education sector. 

As the weather gets warmer, thou-
sands of infrastructure jobs will be cre-
ated through Recovery Act funds to 
build bridges, roads, and rails. 

Additionally, community health cen-
ters around the country are being cre-
ated through Recovery Act funding. 

I ask all of my friends to continue to 
support job creation. 
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DO HEALTH INSURANCE COMPA-
NIES REALLY CARE ABOUT YOU? 

(Ms. TITUS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, as you 
know, the people in southern Nevada 
have been hit hard during these tough 
economic times, caused largely by un-
bridled corporate greed and 
complicitous government action during 
the 8 years of the Bush administration. 
We have the highest foreclosure rate in 
the country, second highest unemploy-
ment rate, and we are one of the high-
est States for rates of uninsured. 

People are struggling every day just 
to keep body and soul together. But do 
the insurance companies care? No, no, 
they don’t. They continue to raise pre-
miums up 39 percent in some States 
while making record profits and hand-
ing out obscene bonuses. They finance 
thousands of lobbyists to come to the 
Hill to argue against meaningful re-
form, and they brag about the millions 
that they are spending on television 
and radio ads that are filled with lies 
and distortions aimed at confusing and 
scaring the people, especially seniors. 

So I ask the folks in District Three 
and beyond: Next time you see or hear 
one of those ads on TV or the radio, 
ask yourself, are the insurance compa-
nies concerned more about you or more 
about protecting and growing their 
bottom line? 

f 

HEALTH CARE REFORM NOW 

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

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, as 
we’ve heard this morning, in the last 

month this country has been subjected 
to jaw-dropping increases of health in-
surance rates—39 percent in California, 
over 20 percent in the State of Con-
necticut. Small businesses and the self- 
employed are being asked to make a 
choice between jobs and paying for 
health care. But it is not just limited 
to small businesses. School districts 
that are now putting together their 
school budgets are getting increases. In 
the State of Connecticut, 14 percent in-
crease in Coventry, 16 percent in Old 
Saybrook, 18 percent in Clinton, 21 per-
cent in Plainfield, and 25 percent in 
Waterford. 

For school districts who cannot af-
ford their budgets because of the bad 
economy, they are now going to be 
forced with making choices between 
laying off teachers, closing schools, 
forcing our kids into bigger school 
classrooms, or paying for health insur-
ance. 

For those who say start over, the in-
surance companies aren’t going to 
start over. These school districts have 
to make decisions now, and it is time 
for this Congress to make a decision 
now to reform our health care system, 
protect our school districts, and help 
small businesses who are getting killed 
with these rate increases. 
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IMPEACHING JUDGE G. THOMAS 
PORTEOUS, JR. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, I call up House Resolution 1031 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1031 
Resolved, That G. Thomas Porteous, Jr., a 

judge of the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Louisiana, is im-
peached for high crimes and misdemeanors, 
and that the following articles of impeach-
ment be exhibited to the Senate: 

Articles of impeachment exhibited by the 
House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in the name of itself and 
all of the people of the United States of 
America, against G. Thomas Porteous, Jr., a 
judge in the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Louisiana, in mainte-
nance and support of its impeachment 
against him for high crimes and mis-
demeanors. 

ARTICLE I 
G. Thomas Porteous, Jr., while a Federal 

judge of the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Louisiana, engaged in 
a pattern of conduct that is incompatible 
with the trust and confidence placed in him 
as a Federal judge, as follows: 

Judge Porteous, while presiding as a 
United States district judge in Lifemark 
Hospitals of Louisiana, Inc. v. Liljeberg En-
terprises, denied a motion to recuse himself 
from the case, despite the fact that he had a 
corrupt financial relationship with the law 
firm of Amato & Creely, P.C. which had en-
tered the case to represent Liljeberg. In de-
nying the motion to recuse, and in con-
travention of clear canons of judicial ethics, 

Judge Porteous failed to disclose that begin-
ning in or about the late 1980s while he was 
a State court judge in the 24th Judicial Dis-
trict Court in the State of Louisiana, he en-
gaged in a corrupt scheme with attorneys, 
Jacob Amato, Jr., and Robert Creely, where-
by Judge Porteous appointed Amato’s law 
partner as a ‘‘curator’’ in hundreds of cases 
and thereafter requested and accepted from 
Amato & Creely a portion of the curatorship 
fees which had been paid to the firm. During 
the period of this scheme, the fees received 
by Amato & Creely amounted to approxi-
mately $40,000, and the amounts paid by 
Amato & Creely to Judge Porteous amount-
ed to approximately $20,000. 

Judge Porteous also made intentionally 
misleading statements at the recusal hearing 
intended to minimize the extent of his per-
sonal relationship with the two attorneys. In 
so doing, and in failing to disclose to 
Lifemark and its counsel the true cir-
cumstances of his relationship with the 
Amato & Creely law firm, Judge Porteous 
deprived the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals 
of critical information for its review of a pe-
tition for a writ of mandamus, which sought 
to overrule Judge Porteous’s denial of the 
recusal motion. His conduct deprived the 
parties and the public of the right to the 
honest services of his office. 

Judge Porteous also engaged in corrupt 
conduct after the Lifemark v. Liljeberg 
bench trial, and while he had the case under 
advisement, in that he solicited and accepted 
things of value from both Amato and his law 
partner Creely, including a payment of thou-
sands of dollars in cash. Thereafter, and 
without disclosing his corrupt relationship 
with the attorneys of Amato & Creely PLC 
or his receipt from them of cash and other 
things of value, Judge Porteous ruled in 
favor of their client, Liljeberg. 

By virtue of this corrupt relationship and 
his conduct as a Federal judge, Judge 
Porteous brought his court into scandal and 
disrepute, prejudiced public respect for, and 
confidence in, the Federal judiciary, and 
demonstrated that he is unfit for the office 
of Federal judge. 

Wherefore, Judge G. Thomas Porteous, Jr., 
is guilty of high crimes and misdemeanors 
and should be removed from office. 

ARTICLE II 
G. Thomas Porteous, Jr., engaged in a 

longstanding pattern of corrupt conduct that 
demonstrates his unfitness to serve as a 
United States District Court Judge. That 
conduct included the following: Beginning in 
or about the late 1980s while he was a State 
court judge in the 24th Judicial District 
Court in the State of Louisiana, and con-
tinuing while he was a Federal judge in the 
United States District Court for the Eastern 
District of Louisiana, Judge Porteous en-
gaged in a corrupt relationship with bail 
bondsman Louis M. Marcotte, III, and his 
sister Lori Marcotte. As part of this corrupt 
relationship, Judge Porteous solicited and 
accepted numerous things of value, including 
meals, trips, home repairs, and car repairs, 
for his personal use and benefit, while at the 
same time taking official actions that bene-
fitted the Marcottes. These official actions 
by Judge Porteous included, while on the 
State bench, setting, reducing, and splitting 
bonds as requested by the Marcottes, and im-
properly setting aside or expunging felony 
convictions for two Marcotte employees (in 
one case after Judge Porteous had been con-
firmed by the Senate but before being sworn 
in as a Federal judge). In addition, both 
while on the State bench and on the Federal 
bench, Judge Porteous used the power and 
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