
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 156, Pt. 4 4741 March 24, 2010 
Congress to do so. So we quickly draft-
ed the bill with their technical input, 
moved the bill, with great bipartisan 
support, great enthusiasm over here; 
but then there is a Member of the other 
body who is holding it up, saying he 
wants it paid for. 

Well, the Congressional Budget Office 
has certified to us in writing that there 
is no cost, there is no need for a pay- 
for. There is no need for an offset. We 
said that at the time we moved this 
bill. We had received it informally 
from CBO. We now have it in writing 
from CBO. So there is no need to hold 
up justice for these 1,922 employees 
who, through no fault of their own, just 
standing there doing their jobs, were 
cut off from their pay because of one 
person’s filibuster over in the other 
body. 

It’s time to do justice for these peo-
ple. Don’t hold them up for a month if 
this goes on longer. This is just pat-
ently unjust. I urge the Senate to act 
on this bill. 

b 1115 
Mr. PETRI. I yield 1 minute to the 

Representative from Nevada, a member 
of the subcommittee, Ms. TITUS. 

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for the courtesy of 
yielding. 

I rise today in support of this legisla-
tion and in support of the provision 
that includes ‘‘to distribute funds for 
the projects of national significance 
and National Corridor Grant programs 
through existing formulas.’’ 

Under the HIRE Act, funds for these 
programs went to only 29 States based 
on whether they had earmarked 
projects under SAFETEA-LU. Some 
States were big winners, and others 
were big losers. Twenty-two States 
would receive no funding at all, includ-
ing my State of Nevada. California, Il-
linois, Louisiana, and Washington, 
however, would get $543 million of the 
$932 million allocated. The legislation 
we are considering today would correct 
this inequity. 

In Nevada, it would mean an addi-
tional $7.7 million for transportation 
programs. It is an important piece of 
legislation, and I urge its passage. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Madam Speaker, I 
would ask how much time we have re-
maining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Illinois has 1 minute. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin has 91⁄2 min-
utes. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Madam Speaker, let 
me say, with the action taken by the 
Senate on Monday of this week, we are 
one step closer to having an FAA reau-
thorization bill. It is an important 
piece of legislation. As I stated earlier, 
the industry generates nearly $900 bil-
lion in economic activity annually that 
represents 9 percent of our GDP and 
employs millions of American people. 

As our Nation struggles with high 
unemployment, it is necessary that we 

pass this legislation and move forward 
so that we can improve safety, improve 
congestion, and reduce delays. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PETRI. I join my colleagues in 

urging a speedy passage of the measure 
before us. 

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

want to thank both Chairman OBER-
STAR, Mr. MICA, and Mr. PETRI, and I 
would urge passage of H.R. 4915, the 
Federal Aviation Administration Ex-
tension Act of 2010. 

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. COS-
TELLO) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4915. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 4899, DISASTER RELIEF 
AND SUMMER JOBS ACT OF 2010 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 
by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 1204 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1204 
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 

resolution it shall be in order to consider in 
the House the bill (H.R. 4899) making emer-
gency supplemental appropriations for dis-
aster relief and summer jobs for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2010, and for other 
purposes. All points of order against consid-
eration of the bill are waived except those 
arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The 
bill shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against provisions in the bill are 
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill to final passage 
without intervening motion except: (1) one 
hour of debate equally divided and controlled 
by the chair and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Appropriations; and (2) 
one motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 
for purposes of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX). All time yielded during consid-
eration of the rule is for debate only. I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. I also ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
House Resolution 1204. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 

House Resolution 1204 provides for con-
sideration of the Disaster Relief and 
Summer Jobs Act of 2010 under a closed 
rule. The rule provides for 1 hour of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Appropriations Committee. 
The rule waives all points of order 
against consideration of the bill except 
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of 
rule XXI. The rule provides that the 
bill shall be considered as read. And, fi-
nally, the rule provides one motion to 
recommit the bill, with or without in-
structions. 

Madam Speaker, we are quickly ap-
proaching the beginning of disaster 
season in the United States. While 
many natural disasters occur without 
warning, we can say with certainty 
that tornadoes, hurricanes, wildfires, 
and flooding will damage communities 
across our Nation in the coming 6 
months. 

Just this week, the residents of 
North Dakota and Minnesota are 
breathing a sigh of relief as the Red 
River flood crested. In my own State of 
Colorado, throughout our history we 
have suffered our fair share of destruc-
tion by wildfire, tornados, hailstorms, 
and flooding. In the gentlewoman Ms. 
FOXX’s district, for instance, a major 
disaster was declared just this year due 
to severe winter storms and flooding. 

We don’t know where and we don’t 
know when natural disasters will 
occur, but our Federal response and re-
lief officials must prepare nonetheless. 
And when those disasters do happen, 
Members of Congress will tour the dev-
astation in their district and tell their 
constituents hurt by the disaster, ‘‘I 
will do everything I can to help you re-
cover from this event.’’ 

Today’s bill is the most important 
thing they can do to help in the recov-
ery and relief efforts. There will be 
emergency response professionals who 
worked overtime and need to be reim-
bursed. There are Federal search and 
rescue teams which will have to be mo-
bilized. FEMA will have to rebuild pub-
lic infrastructure and remove debris. 
FEMA will have to provide temporary 
shelter to families displaced by the dis-
aster. And, under the Stafford Act, 
these are all responsibilities of FEMA. 
There is just no getting around it. 

Already this year there have been 18 
disasters and three emergency funds in 
seven States, and the disaster relief 
fund is about to be exhausted. Given 
the domestic and international efforts 
FEMA has undertaken this year, the 
disaster relief fund will be exhausted 
within the next month. So this bill re-
plenishes the disaster relief fund with 
$5 billion. 

This funding can only be used for dis-
aster relief; it cannot be shifted into 
other accounts. And if it is not spent 
this year, it will be retained for the 
fund next year. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 11:13 May 13, 2013 Jkt 089102 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 0688 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR10\H24MR0.000 H24MR0er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
2V

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 B
O

U
N

D
 R

E
C

O
R

D



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, Vol. 156, Pt. 44742 March 24, 2010 
Because relief also requires the Fed-

eral Government to assist affected 
small businesses to resume operations, 
the bill also provides for $60 million to 
be funded to the Small Business Ad-
ministration. And, finally, the bill in-
vests $600 million into job training and 
employment services. 

This is a vital investment to build 
upon the progress we have made in the 
past year to put America back to work. 

Because this investment is not an 
emergency, it is paid for with unobli-
gated Recovery Act dollars. But make 
no mistake, this bill is about robust 
emergency response capabilities. Nat-
ural disasters don’t care about congres-
sional district boundaries. They can 
happen anywhere in our country. 

I hope Members see the importance 
of this bill and make the right vote to 
ensure FEMA and our Federal disaster 
relief and recovery officials have the 
resources they need to help your States 
save lives and rebuild. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I thank 

my colleague for yielding. I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Madam Speaker, despite what the 
Democrats may say about this bill, my 
colleagues could be well served to rec-
ognize how this bill represents little 
more than a continuation of the arro-
gant approach to governing that has 
pervaded this body since they took 
control 3 years ago. Let’s start by con-
sidering the process for which this rule 
and bill are coming before us today. 

This legislation, which spends $5.7 
billion to replenish a FEMA disaster 
relief account and fund a Department 
of Labor Summer Jobs program— 
‘‘jobs’’ in quotes—was introduced last 
Sunday, March 21, and was before the 
Rules Committee the following day. 

In February of 2009, shortly after 
President Obama assumed office, The 
Hill newspaper quoted a group of 
Democrats as saying that, ‘‘Commit-
tees must function thoroughly and in-
clusively, and cooperation must ensue 
between the parties and the Houses to 
ensure that our legislative tactics en-
able rather than impede progress. In 
general, we must engender an atmos-
phere that allows partisan games to 
cease and collaboration to succeed. We 
are looking forward to working with 
you to restore this institution.’’ 

So much for good intentions. 
Despite their best attempts to divert 

attention from the simple truth, it is 
worth remembering the pledge made in 
2006 by the then-minority Democrats 
to ensure regular order for legislation, 
promising that, ‘‘Bills should be devel-
oped following full hearings and open 
subcommittee and committee mark-
ups, with appropriate referrals to other 
committees. Members should have at 
least 24 hours to examine a bill prior to 
consideration at the subcommittee 
level. Bills should generally come to 
the floor under a procedure that allows 

open, full, and fair debate, consisting of 
a full amendment process that grants 
the minority the right to offer its al-
ternatives, including a substitute.’’ 

Oh, how quickly we forget. 
You know, $5.7 billion used to be a 

lot of money. But the ruling Demo-
crats, who have apparently no concept 
of the value of money, have completely 
thrown that idea right out of the win-
dow. 

In fairness to my liberal colleagues, 
working with such large numbers 
starts to get confusing. After all, who 
pays attention to all those zeroes? We 
hardly ever hear the word ‘‘million’’ 
anymore, and it hasn’t been that long 
ago that Everett Dirksen said, ‘‘A mil-
lion here, a million there, and pretty 
soon you are talking about real 
money.’’ 

I saw an article today in one of the 
newspapers from my district where 
they talked about the fact that they 
thought they weren’t going to have 
money for a summer job program. Now, 
it looks like they are going to have it. 
And the article said, ‘‘Last year, 129 
businesses that used this program ben-
efited from free labor provided by 
Uncle Sam.’’ 

We have established in the minds of 
many Americans that Federal dollars 
are somehow or another manna from 
heaven. They are not manna from 
heaven. Somebody has to pay this bill. 
It’s not free. There is no free lunch. 
Every dime we are spending has to be 
borrowed. The American people under-
stand that, and they are sick and tired 
of it. 

Many of our colleagues support 
PAYGO, which, they argue, forces Con-
gress to ‘‘pay for’’ certain spending in-
creases with tax increases. This bill is 
a perfect example of the sham that is 
PAYGO. 

First off, PAYGO applies only to cer-
tain kinds of nondiscretionary spend-
ing, so they exhaust themselves spend-
ing on social welfare programs without 
so much as a PAYGO speed bump. 

When looking for another reason to 
increase taxes, they simply look for an 
excuse to increase automatic spending. 
That way, they tell their tax-conscious 
constituents that their hands were tied 
as the rules forced them to support the 
tax increases. Never take responsi-
bility for your actions. 

What happens when the spending pro-
posals are so much that even liberals 
can’t tax their way out of them? A few 
of their tricks include budgetary gim-
micks, like inserting an exception into 
the rules, or, my favorite, simply de-
clare the spending to be an emergency. 

b 1130 

The bill we have before us today des-
ignates, as an emergency, $5.1 billion in 
spending for a FEMA account that 
could and should be funded through the 
regular appropriations process. As I 
raised in the Rules Committee the 

other day, we recommend to people 
that they have 3 months of income in 
an account in case they have an emer-
gency, but this is funding in anticipa-
tion. And it means we’re borrowing 
money and we’re paying interest on 
that borrowed money. 

The excuses from my colleagues just 
are endless. Spending increases are so 
common that they have become all too 
predictable. Observers of this debate 
are likely to hear one of the most tired 
excuses intended to dodge responsi-
bility for their unconscionable spend-
ing binge. When all else fails, they al-
ways fall back on the reliable excuses, 
Well, George Bush did it, or, You did it 
before. 

As a teacher, I never let my students 
get away with childish excuses like 
this. This is Congress. People elected 
us to be responsible for the decisions 
we make. It is true that Republicans 
spent far too much while in the major-
ity, but the Democrat response is sim-
ply to triple down on the mistakes of 
the past and return to the same old 
blame game that’s led this government 
into the budgetary malaise that we’re 
facing today. While they say they’re 
simply responding to the mess made by 
the previous administration, the Demo-
crats would have you believe that this 
mess was created because George Bush 
didn’t spend enough. 

The American people need strong 
leadership. They need effective leader-
ship. They need leadership that ends 
the petty, partisan blame game and ac-
cepts responsibility for governance. 
This bill exemplifies how the ruling 
Democrats fail to offer any of these 
fundamental leadership traits. That’s 
why this country desperately needs a 
change in congressional leadership. We 
need to vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule, and 
‘‘no’’ on the underlying bill. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

I have listened to the gentlelady, and 
I guess I’m very surprised by her argu-
ment that with FEMA’s funding run-
ning out within the next 2 weeks, that 
the Republican side of the aisle would 
argue against any funding for future 
disasters that we know are going to 
come. For instance, in Representative 
FOXX’s district just this past month, a 
disaster was declared because of flood-
ing and severe winter weather. These 
are the counties that were declared a 
disaster: Alleghany, Ashe, Avery, Bun-
combe, Burke, Caldwell, Haywood, and 
on and on and on. I looked through the 
list. 

We have had 16 or 17 disasters de-
clared already this year across the 
country. Luckily, none of them were in 
Colorado. I looked at last year. We had 
dozens and dozens all across the coun-
try, including others in North Caro-
lina. None were in Colorado. But I can 
tell you, Coloradans understand that 
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this is a national issue. This is some-
thing that we take care of as citizens, 
as Americans across the country, be-
cause we’re in this together. It isn’t 
just, Let’s wait until the whole thing 
runs out and then scurry around and 
try to figure out what to do. We are 
dealing with disasters. 

When I’m listening to my friend from 
North Carolina, it’s like she wants to 
have Katrina happen all over again, 
where we’re not prepared, the country 
is not prepared to deal with a massive 
emergency. That’s what this is all 
about. It is about funding FEMA so 
that it can respond to the emergencies 
that we know are going to arise. And so 
all of this conversation about proce-
dural tricks and ‘‘You aren’t getting 
this done,’’ this is about funding the 
emergency management of this coun-
try. I’m surprised, especially when 
North Carolina just enjoyed the ability 
to take advantage of this—well, nobody 
would enjoy having to draw on the dis-
aster relief. I take that back. That was 
an improper statement. What they did 
is they had the disaster relief fund 
available to them to deal with the 
troubles they suffered during this past 
winter. 

So I can’t see any merit to the argu-
ment that’s being made that the issue 
is not before us properly. It’s a five- 
page bill. The other side of the aisle, 
the Republicans, have been com-
plaining about big bills, too hard to 
read, take too long. This is five pages 
that says we’re going to fund our emer-
gency management administration so 
that we can deal with the disasters 
that we know are going to come. 

With that, I would reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX. I appreciate my colleague 
pointing out the fact that we did have 
some areas in North Carolina. Indeed, 
two of the counties that he mentioned 
were in my district, because of the rain 
that we had recently. But, you know, 
declaring a disaster and allocating 
money to those counties are two dif-
ferent things. 

I would bet—and I’m sorry I don’t 
have time to do it while we’re here on 
the floor, but I bet it’ll be 18 months 
before any of those people see a dime of 
the money because the bureaucracy is 
so incompetent in terms of responding 
to people. So the money won’t be given 
out for a long, long time from those 
disasters, unfortunately, because usu-
ally when there is a disaster, people 
need help right away, but it doesn’t get 
done. 

We could have gone through regular 
order on this. There’s no reason not to 
have gone through regular order. But 
what you wanted to do was get this 
jobs money out there, is my guess, so 
that you could declare jobs being cre-
ated through more government fund-
ing. 

Madam Speaker, I was in the Con-
gress when Katrina hit, and here’s 

what happened. We were on August 
break. Katrina hits on Saturday, Sun-
day, Monday. The Speaker of the 
House, Mr. Hastert, had a conference 
call on Wednesday of that week and he 
said, I either can call everybody back 
into session and we will allocate the 
$10 billion that needs to be allocated 
for Katrina right now, in an emer-
gency, or we can have unanimous con-
sent, no one will come forward and ob-
ject. I will bring a few people back in. 
We’ll take care of this need imme-
diately. That’s exactly what happened. 
Everybody knew there was an emer-
gency, and we reacted to it. 

I don’t understand my colleague say-
ing we are not prepared for a massive 
disaster. If we aren’t, with all the 
money that we spend on things, then 
we have a major problem. I think we 
are prepared for major disasters. We 
showed that on 9/11. We showed it with 
Katrina. So this is a straw dog. That’s 
all it is. 

Now, given the best efforts of the 
Democrats to create jobs, starting with 
the stimulus last year, perhaps this bill 
would be better titled: The Disaster 
Relief and Summer Government Jobs 
Act of 2010. As has been so well articu-
lated in a March 3 Washington Times 
editorial, ‘‘From immigration to clean 
energy to expanding the social safety 
net, there’s no better way to grease the 
skids for new government programs in 
Washington nowadays than to declare 
them job-producing bills, then watch 
supporters line up and potential oppo-
sition crumble.’’ 

The piece goes on to cite multiple ex-
amples of how Democrats claim their 
proposals will create jobs, but what 
they never seem to mention is where 
these jobs are coming from. Ends up, 
many of the Democrat policies do cre-
ate jobs after all—government jobs— 
and they do so by stealing jobs from 
the private sector. And don’t just take 
my word for it. Let’s look at the evi-
dence. 

As you can see, this chart shows the 
net job gains or losses by major sector 
from February of 2009 to February 2010. 
It illustrates how the private sector 
lost 3.9 million jobs over the past year 
while government grew by a total 
293,000 jobs. Again, the American peo-
ple are understanding this and they’re 
getting sick and tired of it. They don’t 
want to be paying high taxes to be put 
in debt until infinity in order to create 
more government jobs, generally pay-
ing twice as much as the private sector 
jobs do. 

The Senate health care overhaul, re-
plete with its backroom deals, man-
dates of dubious constitutional stand-
ing, and a dozen tax increases that 
break the President’s tax pledge, is 
now law. It remains to be seen how this 
health care overhaul will be imple-
mented, but one White House advisor 
said it must be implemented ‘‘effec-
tively, efficiently, and with great ac-

countability.’’ If that sounds familiar, 
it’s because last year the White House 
was saying the same thing about the 
stimulus bill. It turns out the trillion- 
dollar boondoggle wasn’t nearly as 
stimulative as advertised. Job cre-
ation, not so much. This is the proof. 

Our colleagues continually say that 
we don’t represent things accurately. I 
know we can argue about numbers, but 
these are not Republican numbers. 
These are numbers that are true. 

Madam Speaker, this bill is not going 
to do anything to create more jobs. It’s 
going to continue to hurt the economy. 

With that, I will reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

A couple of things. I’m very surprised 
that my friend from North Carolina 
would hold up the response to Katrina 
as the model for how we respond to 
emergencies. There couldn’t be any-
thing farther from the truth in that re-
spect. It was a terrible mess, a terrible 
response. I don’t think anybody in this 
country would say otherwise. The 
country was not prepared under the 
Bush administration. This Congress 
was not prepared. This is about pre-
paring for emergencies. Right now, 
even though the flood has crested in 
North Dakota and Minnesota, it still is 
a state of emergency. Those States 
near the river are under water. So 
there is an emergency occurring even 
as we speak. 

Now, my good friend from North 
Carolina has her posters. Of course, we 
have ours. Now let’s take a look at 
what really is going on in the economy. 

Under the Bush administration, we 
had tremendous job loss beginning in 
2007, but certainly in the fall of 2008. 

Ms. FOXX. Would the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Let me explain 
my poster and then you and I can de-
bate our posters. 

This is private payroll. Drops like a 
rock until January 2009, which is the 
greatest loss of jobs. During that 
month, some 780,000 jobs—780,000 jobs 
lost in January 2009. Twenty thousand 
jobs lost one year into the Obama ad-
ministration in January 2010. It’s too 
many. It’s not right, but it’s a heck of 
a lot better than 780,000 jobs lost in the 
last month of the Bush administration. 

So my friend complains about the 
status of jobs, but this country was in 
free fall when it came to the economy, 
the financial system, and jobs. That 
has turned around. We have so much 
farther to go, and that’s part of what 
this bill does. It provides for summer 
jobs and training for many of those 
people who have been out of work. We 
have got to get those people back to 
work. But we turned around. You see 
this sea of red, jobs being lost again 
and again, month after month. Still, it 
has improved dramatically in the last 
year. 
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So, I would entertain my friend’s 

question. 
Ms. FOXX. Well, my question is: Who 

was in charge of the Congress begin-
ning in January of 2007, when the econ-
omy started going south? 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. The Democrats. 
Well, you say when the economy start-
ed going south. The economy started 
going south, I would say to my friend, 
in September of 2008, when, because of 
very lax regulations on Wall Street, 
the bottom fell out of the financial sys-
tem and jobs were lost at an ever-in-
creasing number. And so the Bush ad-
ministration, by its lax regulation, 
cost thousands and millions of jobs 
across this country, and that’s what 
we’re trying to stop. 

We’ve been able to slow it down, 
Madam Speaker. Now it’s time to start 
adding jobs. And part of this bill pro-
vides for job training. It provides for 
summer jobs, as well as dealing with 
the disaster relief that has to be man-
aged for the rest of this season of tor-
nados and fires and floods. And we’re in 
a flood right now in North Dakota and 
Minnesota. We have to address that 
and we have to fill that emergency 
fund so we can address these things 
promptly and without any delay, as I 
believe occurred with Katrina down in 
Louisiana. 

With that, I would reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

b 1145 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I thank 
my colleague very much for yielding 
and answering my questions. I didn’t 
say anything about FEMA and its re-
sponse to Hurricane Katrina. I think if 
you will look back at my comments, it 
was that Congress was able to respond 
immediately when there was a need, 
which is what we believe should hap-
pen. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Will the gentle-
woman yield? 

Ms. FOXX. I yield to the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Well, responding 
after the hurricane hits isn’t fast 
enough. This is about knowing these 
things are coming and dealing with 
them in advance. 

With that, I yield back to my friend. 
Ms. FOXX. I thank my colleague. 
What I don’t understand, if this is 

what the Democrats want to do, why 
don’t we have an emergency reserve 
fund? Again, we advise families to pre-
pare for emergencies. That’s what we 
should do in the government. We 
should go through regular order. We 
should have debate. We should have 
some idea of where money is going to 
need to be spent in advance in terms of 
how we respond at the Federal level. 

This is more government knowing 
the answer to everything and govern-
ment control from the Federal level. 
That’s exactly what this is. Is it going 
to create jobs? Well, yes. It’s going to 

create some summer jobs for young 
people, but it’s not going to affect that 
job picture that my colleague talked 
about. Neither did the stimulus. The 
stimulus was passed. We were told by 
the White House, by the Congress, 
‘‘Pass this and unemployment will not 
exceed 8 percent.’’ Unemployment has 
been right at 10 percent for months and 
months and months. In fact, again, the 
only thing that’s been stimulated has 
been the government, and that’s not 
where we need to be going. 

The American people don’t want 
more government. They want more 
jobs. The recent health care overhaul 
and last year’s stimulus bill illustrate 
the Congress is very good at growing 
government; not so good at spurring 
job growth. 

The simple truth is that if the Demo-
crats really wanted to stimulate youth 
employment, there’s one sensible, ef-
fective policy change that could do so 
without spending a dime. 

As articulated in a March 10 Wall 
Street Journal editorial: 

‘‘The recent act of Congress that has 
caused the most economic hardship 
goes to the May 2007 law raising the 
minimum wage in three stages to $7.25 
an hour from $5.15. Rarely has a law 
hurt more vulnerable people more 
quickly. A higher minimum wage has 
the biggest impact on those with the 
least experience or the fewest skills. 
That means in particular those looking 
for entry-level jobs, especially teen-
agers. And sure enough, as nearly all 
economic models predict, the higher 
minimum has wreaked havoc with 
teenage job seekers, well beyond what 
you would expect even in a recession.’’ 

The editorial continues by com-
paring: 

‘‘the three-stage increase in the min-
imum wage with the jobless rate for 
teens age 16 to 19 since 2007. The first 
increase, to $5.85 from $5.15, after a dec-
ade of no increases and when the over-
all joblessness rate was below 5 percent 
and the teen rate was 14.9 percent. The 
demand for labor was sufficiently 
strong in many areas that most em-
ployers were probably willing to absorb 
the higher wage. 

‘‘But as the minimum wage increased 
even as the overall job market began to 
worsen, the damage to teen job seekers 
became more severe. By the time the 
third increase to $7.25 from $6.55 took 
effect in July 2009, the teen jobless rate 
was 24.3 percent, and by October, it 
peaked at 27.6 percent before dropping 
to 26.4 percent in January. 

‘‘The story is even worse for black 
teens, who often have lower than aver-
age education levels or live in areas 
with fewer job prospects. Their jobless 
rate climbed from 38.5 percent before 
the third wage hike to 49.8 percent in 
November 2009, before falling back to 
43.8 percent in January. For black male 
teens, the rate climbed to 52.2 percent 
in December from 39.2 percent in July. 

The difference between the jobless 
rates for black teens and the entire 
population widened by six percentage 
points from June 2007 to January 2010. 
Even assuming those rates fall as the 
job market improves this year, they 
will remain destructively high. 

‘‘The third increase was especially 
ill-timed because it hit while the reces-
sion was ending but before employers 
have felt confident to rehire. To raise 
the cost of unskilled labor precisely 
when the jobless rate is heading toward 
10 percent is an act of almost willful 
economic stupidity.’’ Madam Speaker, 
I want to remind the Speaker that I am 
quoting. ‘‘A Congress that has spent 
$862 billion to create jobs thus man-
aged with its wage increase to harm 
tens of thousands of entry-level job 
seekers. And it did so in the name of 
‘compassion’ and a ‘living wage.’ In 
many cases that wage has since become 
zero. 

‘‘The evidence is clear that increas-
ing the minimum wage is an expensive 
and misguided way to try to move 
working families out of poverty. Ac-
cording to the Employment Policies 
Institute, 85 percent of people who earn 
the minimum wage aren’t the primary 
bread winner in a family. 

‘‘Most readers remember the work 
habits they learned from their first job. 
Showing up on time, being courteous 
to customers, learning how to use tech-
nology—such habits are often more 
valuable than the actual paycheck. 
Studies have confirmed that when 
teens work during summer months or 
after school, they have higher lifetime 
earnings than those who don’t work. So 
raising the minimum wage may inad-
vertently reduce lifetime earnings. 

‘‘Most Democrats won’t bend on the 
minimum wage because it is a core 
union demand, but free thinkers ought 
to at least consider the teenage job 
problem. The long-term danger is that 
we are building in a higher level of 
structural unemployment as our least 
skilled workers find it harder to climb 
onto the first rung of the job market.’’ 

This will not solve problems. It cre-
ates more. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 
first I would ask how much time re-
mains on both sides. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado has 191⁄2 minutes. 
The gentlewoman from North Carolina 
has 111⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Having no fur-
ther speakers, I will reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX. I now yield such time as 
he may consume to our colleague from 
Arizona (Mr. FLAKE). 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentlelady 
for yielding. 

Listening to this debate in my office, 
I just had to come down here because it 
sounds like this debate is taking place 
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in a vacuum here, like we didn’t do 
anything else this past week. It’s been 
noted that we’re providing extra 
money for FEMA, some for projects 
that are in the pipeline already, some 
for disasters that we know will occur. 
You could put that aside and realize 
that we’re spending I think it’s $600 
million—$600 million, new money, 
every dime of which will be borrowed. 
Because we’re running a deficit, every 
dime will be borrowed. 

Now you may say, ‘‘All this is being 
taken from the stimulus.’’ We bor-
rowed the stimulus. We borrowed the 
stimulus money. We are borrowing 
nearly 40 percent of the money that 
we’re spending here at the Federal 
level. So they’ll say, ‘‘Oh, yes. This is 
being taken from another program 
that’s already funded.’’ But you have 
to realize we’re borrowing that money, 
too. So $600 million to create tem-
porary jobs for kids in the summer-
time, apparently, with no notion that 
we may have put a lot of people out of 
work with what we just did earlier this 
week. 

You know, we pass a lot of laws here. 
We’re good at that. But we aren’t very 
good at suspending the laws of econom-
ics. We can’t do that. We can pretend 
that we can, but we can’t do it. We 
can’t suspend the laws of economics, 
and we can’t phase them in, either. So 
when you announce that you’re going 
to tax investment capital, that means 
there’s less investment capital to actu-
ally invest in job creating activities. 
So the job creating sector is smaller 
than it was before. Whenever you take 
money into government from the job 
creating sector, when you tax invest-
ment capital, like the health care re-
form that we did, that means there’s 
going to be less capital for job cre-
ation. 

Also, when you look at this health 
care bill itself, the President said when 
he signed the bill into law that the 
time for overheated rhetoric is over 
and that the rhetoric will now be con-
fronted with reality. Well, let me tell 
you what the reality is right now. The 
reality is higher insurance premiums. 
So if it’s not bad enough out there with 
a lack of jobs, Americans all over are 
going to face much higher insurance 
premiums by virtue of the legislation 
we just passed. You have to understand 
that all of the pressures right now are 
to drive costs upward. There’s no down-
ward pressure economically on insur-
ance premiums at the moment because 
any cost controls either don’t exist at 
all; there’s no medical liability reform; 
and broadening the pool of people who 
will come into any insurance pool 
doesn’t happen or is not on the manda-
tory side several years from now. 

All you have are requirements that 
preexisting conditions for children now 
be covered; that individuals, adults up 
to age 26 can stay on their parents’ pol-
icy; preventative care now has to be 

covered with no deductibles or copays. 
Now those may or may not be good 
policies. That’s not what I’m arguing 
here. But when you do that, insurance 
is no longer a hedge against risk. We’ve 
just obliterated what insurance is sup-
posed to be, and insurance companies 
will now be treated like public utilities 
where government simply regulates 
them. And all the pressure is upward. 
There’s no downward economic pres-
sure on price. So what we’ll see in the 
next several months is insurance pre-
miums jumping up. 

I just want to say right now, we 
shouldn’t be surprised when that hap-
pens because we can’t suspend the laws 
of economics. We can pass laws, but 
there are certain laws that are there 
that we can’t change, and those will be 
slapping us in the face here soon. So 
when we come to the floor, it’s all well 
and good to talk about FEMA funding. 
But I wish we would talk a little about 
$600 million also that’s going to be 
spent—borrowed—whether it’s taken 
from another existing program or not, 
we’re borrowing that money as well. 
We’re borrowing more money, adding 
to the deficit, adding to the debt. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I yield myself so 
much time as I might consume. 

I’m so glad that my friend Arizona 
was roused from his office because of 
our conversation about FEMA to come 
down and talk about health insurance. 
So I appreciate his statement that 
higher insurance premiums are going 
to be the reality. That’s the reality 
today. That was the reality yesterday. 
That was the reality the day before 
that. That was the reality in California 
when they wanted to take the rates up 
40 percent, I would say to my friend. 
That was the reality last year. That 
was the reality the year before. If we 
keep doing the same thing, we’re going 
to get the same answers. You have to 
change things at some point, is what I 
would say to my friend from Arizona. 

I would also say to my friend from 
Arizona, to argue against eliminating 
discrimination against preexisting con-
ditions, which is what I thought I 
heard you say, touches pretty much 
everybody’s life in America. Somebody, 
either a close friend, a family member, 
a neighbor of everybody in this Cham-
ber today, whether on the floor or in 
the gallery, has somebody who they 
know closely has a preexisting condi-
tion, and that is something that has to 
be addressed. 

Mr. FLAKE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Not yet. 
So I would say to my friend that I ap-

preciate him coming up here to talk to 
us about health insurance premiums 
which are constantly on the rise. We’ve 
got to deal with folks who suffer from 
preexisting conditions and can’t find 
assistance otherwise when it comes to 
their health insurance. Personally— 
and I have said many times that I 

think it’s a violation of the 14th 
Amendment, the Equal Protection 
Clause of the 14th Amendment by not 
allowing people to have equal access to 
insurance. And part of what was ad-
dressed by the historic bill that was 
signed yesterday by the President is 
that those people can get insurance. 
Those folks who have preexisting con-
ditions can get insurance. We can have 
portability, the ability to go from one 
job to another, not be locked into a job 
for fear of losing our insurance. 

I appreciated the comments. You’ll 
get another chance. I’m sure the gen-
tlewoman has a lot of time, so she’ll 
yield to you. 

b 1200 

The other thing I wanted to say to 
my good friend because he brought up 
the economics, in the last 18 months of 
the Bush administration, this country 
lost about $17 trillion in wealth: in 
homes; in 401(k)s and pension plans; 
and in jobs. Since last year, the coun-
try, each one of us, in our little way, 
each one of us has gained about $5 tril-
lion back. Our 401(k)s have improved; 
our pensions have improved; there has 
been a stabilizing of home prices; and 
jobs, as we talked about earlier, are 
starting to come back after being lost 
at an unbelievable rate under the Bush 
administration. So the stock market is 
up by 4,000 points in the last year. It 
lost 7,500 points in the last 18 months 
of the Bush administration. 

We are not anywhere near where we 
need to be, but I say to my friend who 
is complaining about the laws of eco-
nomics, that those laws seem to be 
working in a positive sense now. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL) who 
will actually speak about the bill that 
is before us which is about FEMA fund-
ing and job training. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding, and 
I rise in strong support of the rule and 
the underlying legislation, H.R. 4899, 
the Disaster Relief and Summer Jobs 
Act of 2010. I want to commend the 
Rules Committee, Chairman OBEY and 
the rest of the Appropriations Com-
mittee for bringing this legislation to 
the floor. This legislation further 
shows the Democratic majority’s com-
mitment to supporting jobs for the 
American people. Jobs for over 300,000 
young people this summer are sup-
ported and fully offset in this legisla-
tion. 

Last weekend, the 8th Congressional 
District of New Jersey, along with 
many other communities throughout 
the State, were hit with a severe 
nor’easter that caused near record 
flooding throughout the Passaic River 
basin. The rising waters, combined 
with downed trees and power lines, 
have led to the closing of many roads 
and bridges. Over 2,500 residents were 
forced to evacuate; and State, county 
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and local first responders continued 
their great work to help safeguard life 
and property. 

The flooding has damaged over 3,000 
homes. I went back on Monday to see 
for myself. I took 3 hours and came 
right back. Over 400 businesses were 
devastated. A preliminary damage as-
sessment estimates the loss to the pub-
lic sector alone to be almost $10 mil-
lion. That is the public sector. 

On Monday when I briefly returned 
to my district to see for myself, FEMA 
was there on schedule, and we hope 
there will be a very short period be-
tween the time they present their in-
formation to the Governor of the State 
of New Jersey and then he will make 
his appeal to the Federal Government. 
That is how FEMA should work. We 
just got notice, in fact, yesterday that 
the snow disaster that occurred in the 
southern part of the State is just being 
responded to, so these are bureaucratic 
nightmares, particularly to those peo-
ple forced out of their homes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I yield the gen-
tleman another 30 seconds. 

Mr. PASCRELL. It is critical that we 
approve the $5.1 billion included in this 
emergency legislation to allow FEMA 
to continue its work helping areas of 
the country like northern New Jersey 
recover from these natural disasters. 

I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote on the rule and 
the underlying bill. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. FLAKE). 

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentlelady 
for yielding. What got me to the floor 
was not to talk about FEMA, but when 
the gentleman brought out a chart 
about the economy and jobs, that is 
what I wanted to talk about. 

The gentleman mentioned pre-
existing conditions. What I said was 
this may or may not be good public 
policy to deal with that. I think it is, 
but we ought to deal with it in a re-
sponsible way. The Republican plan 
was to assist jobs in having high-risk 
pools for those with preexisting condi-
tions to go into. And that way you sim-
ply don’t even pretend you are sus-
pending the laws of economics and tell-
ing the insurance companies you can’t 
raise your rates because we have sus-
pended the laws of economics. You rec-
ognize that is a cost and that is a sub-
sidy that will have to be borne, but you 
do it honestly, not this way, not the 
way we did it by saying, hey, we are 
just going to pass a law, have every-
body covered, and assume we have sus-
pended the laws of economics and in-
surance rates will not go up. 

The gentleman mentioned that insur-
ance rates have been rising over the 
years; you bet they have. And part of 
the reason for which is we have shield-

ed insurance companies from competi-
tion. We don’t allow them to sell insur-
ance across State lines. And nowhere 
in this legislation do we allow them to 
do that. We also don’t allow individuals 
to have the same purchasing power 
that companies have so you can’t as an 
individual with pretax dollars go out 
and shop for health insurance. So we 
have shielded them from competition, 
and of course rates are going to go up. 
But they are going to go up rapidly 
now because we have imposed these 
costs upon them. 

Again, when we talk about jobs, this 
seem to be the mantra now. If we can’t 
allow the job-creating sector to create 
jobs by having a reasonable tax and 
regulatory environment out there, 
then we are just going to create gov-
ernment jobs. So that is what we are 
doing here. We are going to be bor-
rowing $600 million because even if it is 
in another program, we are going to be 
borrowing that money, too. We are 
going to be borrowing $600 million and 
saying to people, we are going to create 
more temporary government jobs 
throughout the summer. That is not 
the answer to our economic woes. 

Ms. FOXX. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time to close. 

We keep talking about the economic 
situation in this country because it is 
extraordinarily important to all of us, 
and all of these bills that are being 
passed are exacerbating the problem. 
As my colleague from Arizona said and 
we have said over and over, you cannot 
repeal the laws of economics. Our col-
leagues across the aisle think they can. 

Right now, just the interest on U.S. 
debt in FY 2010 is going to be $425 bil-
lion. That’s like paying interest on a 
credit card and never ever paying off 
the principal. The enormous burden of 
the interest cost on our debt takes 
money out of the economy for future 
generations and diverts funds from 
being used for other more pressing pri-
orities. In addition, the U.S. depend-
ence on borrowing money to fund our 
budget deficit places our Nation in the 
precarious situation of being beholden 
to foreign nations like China to finance 
our Federal spending. High national 
debt also diminishes confidence in an 
economy. 

As even President Obama said in No-
vember 2009: I think it is important to 
recognize if we keep on adding to the 
debt, even in the midst of this recov-
ery, that some people can lose con-
fidence in the U.S. economy in a way 
that can actually lead to a double-dip 
recession. 

The President and our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle talk a good 
game, and then they do the opposite. 
Despite their rhetoric of fiscal respon-
sibility, the President’s budget more 
than doubles the debt, drives spending 
to a new record of $3.8 trillion in fiscal 
year 2011, pushing the deficit to a new 
record of $1.6 trillion in FY 2010, and 

raises taxes by over $2 trillion through 
2020 by the administration’s own esti-
mates. 

The President’s FY 2011 budget dou-
bles the debt in 5 years and triples it 
by 2019 from FY 2008 levels. It pushes 
the debt to $9.3 trillion this year, or 
63.6 percent of gross domestic product, 
the largest debt in history and the 
largest debt as a share of our economy 
in 59 years. Despite the Senate’s pas-
sage of a $1.9 trillion increase in the 
debt limit, Congress would need to in-
crease this limit again before October 
1, 2011, under the President’s budget. 
The interest bill on the debt would 
more than quadruple by the end of the 
decade, reaching $840 billion in 2020. 

The budget boosts the deficit to a 
record level this year, $1.6 trillion, or 
10.6 percent, of GDP. This is the largest 
deficit as a share of the economy since 
World War II. Deficits never fall below 
$700 billion, never below 3.6 percent of 
GDP, and end the decade at more than 
$1 trillion. 

Even with a decline in spending due 
to the repayment of most TARP funds 
and the eventual spend-out of stimulus 
funds, spending reaches a record level 
of $3.8 trillion in FY 2011. The budget 
does not include the spending impact of 
the administration’s cap-and-trade pro-
posal. Even so, spending is still 23.7 
percent of the economy at the end of 
the decade when the historical average 
has always been 20 percent. 

Madam Speaker, we are in a critical 
time in our country. Economists have 
told me that unless we stop spending in 
a very short period of time, we are 
going to become like a Third World na-
tion. What has set us apart for so long 
from the rest of the world has been the 
rule of law and the fact that we have 
been fiscally conservative. The Amer-
ican people are fiscally conservative; 
they expect their government to be so. 
We are putting this country in danger 
and Republicans are sounding the call. 
We want to help the American people, 
but we know the best way we can do 
that is for the Federal Government to 
get out of the way and let the entrepre-
neurial spirit and the freedom that has 
always characterized this country 
allow people to do what is the right 
thing to do for our economy. This di-
rection is wrong. We are going to con-
tinue to say that it is wrong, and we 
know the American people understand 
that. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
this rule, to vote ‘‘no’’ on the under-
lying bill. We don’t need to create more 
government jobs. We need to let people 
have control of their lives and of their 
money. They will bring the economy 
back. 

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

I just would remind my friend from 
North Carolina and the other Members 
of her party that when you cut taxes 
for the wealthiest of Americans, as was 
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done under the Bush administration 
and the Republican Congress, prosecute 
two wars without paying for them, and 
have absolutely no regulation of Wall 
Street, you get a financial disaster. We 
are talking about natural disasters, 
but they created a financial disaster 
that we saw caused the loss of millions 
of jobs beginning in 2008. 

We need to reverse that, and that is 
precisely what is happening. The job 
loss has gone from 780,000 jobs lost in 
January 2009, the last month that 
George Bush was in office, to 20,000 jobs 
lost in January 2010. Not good enough, 
but a lot better. The stock market lost 
7,500 points; and in the last year, it has 
gained 4,000 points back. Not where we 
want to be, but a heck of a lot better. 

There was $17 trillion lost by each 
American in their home, in their pen-
sion, in their 401(k)s and in their jobs 
in the last 18 months of the George 
Bush administration. We have gained 
$5 trillion back. Not good enough, but 
a heck of a lot better. 

Finally, the fourth quarter of 2008, 
the last quarter of the Bush adminis-
tration, the steepest drop in the gross 
domestic product, what this country 
produces, really since the Depression, 6 
percent drop, gained 5.7 percent in the 
fourth quarter of 2009. It hasn’t gotten 
us back to even, but it is a lot better. 
That is what is going on. And what we 
want to do on our side of the aisle is 
get those Americans back to work who 
lost their jobs. That is what this bill is 
about, the $600 million for job training, 
for summer jobs. It is to get people 
back to work. 

When we get people back to work, 
when this country has employment 
that is better than today, then we can 
really take a good look at the debt, as 
they suggest, because that is true, we 
need to look at the debt that exists in 
this country; but we have to get people 
back to work. 

Now, let’s talk about what is the guts 
of the bill that is before us, and that is 
to fund disaster relief. The disaster re-
lief fund for FEMA is just about out of 
money, and we need to fund that so we 
can deal with the disasters that are ex-
isting today in North Dakota, in Min-
nesota, New Jersey, North Carolina, 
but also the ones that we know are 
coming over the course of the next 6 or 
8 months. 

So the bill provides for FEMA fund-
ing. It provides for job training and 
summer jobs. And, Madam Speaker, 
this bill that is before us is about sav-
ing lives. It is about dealing with disas-
ters. We need to be prepared and that is 
the whole purpose. We can’t have any 
more Katrinas. We need to do our best 
to try to deal with those disasters that 
we know are coming. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the previous 
question and on the rule. 

I yield back the balance of my time, 
and I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

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

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

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

f 

b 1215 

PROVIDING FOR AN ADJOURN-
MENT OR RECESS OF THE TWO 
HOUSES 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker, 
I send to the desk a privileged concur-
rent resolution and ask for its imme-
diate consideration. 

The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows: 

H. CON. RES. 257 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That when the House ad-
journs on any legislative day from Wednes-
day, March 24, 2010, through Monday, March 
29, 2010, on a motion offered pursuant to this 
concurrent resolution by its Majority Leader 
or his designee, it stand adjourned until 2 
p.m. on Tuesday, April 13, 2010, or until the 
time of any reassembly pursuant to section 2 
of this concurrent resolution, whichever oc-
curs first; and that when the Senate recesses 
or adjourns on any day from Thursday, 
March 25, 2010, through Wednesday, March 
31, 2010, on a motion offered pursuant to this 
concurrent resolution by its Majority Leader 
or his designee, it stand recessed or ad-
journed until noon on Monday, April 12, 2010, 
or such other time on that day as may be 
specified in the motion to recess or adjourn, 
or until the time of any reassembly pursuant 
to section 2 of this concurrent resolution, 
whichever occurs first. 

SEC. 2. The Speaker of the House and the 
Majority Leader of the Senate, or their re-
spective designees, acting jointly after con-
sultation with the Minority Leader of the 
House and the Minority Leader of the Sen-
ate, shall notify the Members of the House 
and the Senate, respectively, to reassemble 
at such place and time as they may des-
ignate if, in their opinion, the public interest 
shall warrant it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the concurrent resolu-
tion. 

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

Ms. FOXX. 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, this 15- 
minute vote on House Concurrent Res-
olution 257 will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on adopting House Resolution 
1204 and suspending the rules and 
adopting House Resolution 917. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 236, nays 
175, not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 178] 

YEAS—236 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boccieri 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bright 
Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Childers 
Chu 
Clarke 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Dahlkemper 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Driehaus 
Edwards (MD) 
Edwards (TX) 
Ehlers 
Ellison 
Engel 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Flake 
Foster 
Frank (MA) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Giffords 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Gordon (TN) 
Grayson 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hall (NY) 
Halvorson 
Hare 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Herseth Sandlin 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Hodes 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kagen 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilroy 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick (AZ) 
Kissell 
Klein (FL) 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney 
Markey (MA) 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler (NY) 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nye 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olson 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis (CO) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richardson 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Space 
Speier 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stupak 
Sutton 
Tanner 
Taylor 
Teague 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wilson (OH) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—175 

Aderholt 
Adler (NJ) 
Akin 
Altmire 
Arcuri 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 

Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 

Broun (GA) 
Brown (SC) 
Buchanan 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
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