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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. MCCLINTOCK). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 25, 2011. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable TOM 
MCCLINTOCK to act as Speaker pro tempore 
on this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 5, 2011, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall 
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 

f 

TIME TO REDUCE SPENDING TO 
THE 2008 LEVELS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. WILSON) for 1 
minute. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, this week the House will con-
sider House Resolution 38, which pro-
motes a reduction of current spending 
to the 2008 levels or less for the remain-
der of the fiscal year. This legislation 
seeks to cure the illness in Washington 
known as runaway spending. 

For the past 4 years, liberals in 
Washington have been on a spending 

spree that has not only resulted in a 
loss of jobs, but also historic deficits. 
This job-destroying agenda is not 
sound policy for Americans today, and 
it burdens future generations of Ameri-
cans with crushing debt. 

Last week the House took steps to 
repeal and replace the job-killing gov-
ernment takeover of health care. The 
NFIB, the National Federation of Inde-
pendent Business, the largest organiza-
tion in the United States of small busi-
nesses, reports that that will put 1.6 
million jobs at risk. Now we must focus 
our attention on limiting spending lev-
els. 

Currently, our national deficit stands 
at $14 trillion. Saddling future genera-
tions with today’s debt is not the solu-
tion. The time has come to implement 
spending reforms to ensure we cut 
spending. The American people in No-
vember spoke clearly for fiscal respon-
sibility. The tea party has made a dif-
ference—taxed enough already. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FORMER CONGRESS-
MAN WILLIAM RATCHFORD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. DELAURO. It is with heavy heart 
that I rise today to pay tribute to the 
life of former Congressman William R. 
Ratchford, whom we lost earlier this 
year after a long and courageous battle 
with Parkinson’s disease. 

I talked to many friends and col-
leagues of Bill in recent days, and the 
same description kept coming up. He 
was modest and charming and exactly 
who he appeared to be. One long-time 
friend called him ‘‘the most fundamen-
tally decent, unpretentious person.’’ 
Another, former Senator Chris Dodd, 
reminded me of Bill’s decency and 
great warmth. ‘‘He was wonderfully en-
thusiastic about other people’s suc-
cesses,’’ Chris said, which is sadly 

atypical of people in our line of busi-
ness. 

For that and so many other reasons, 
Bill was a role model to me and the 
rest of our delegation. He was a humble 
giant in Connecticut politics, well 
liked and respected by all, and he will 
be deeply missed by all those fortunate 
enough to have known him. 

When I came to represent much of 
the Naugatuck Valley in 2000, Bill per-
sonally took me town by town. He 
knew everyone and everyone knew 
him. There was a mutual respect and 
fondness there that I have always tried 
to live up to ever since. Bill just had 
that effect on people. He was funny, 
kind, and down to Earth. As a humble 
son of a hat factory worker and a 
teacher, he never forgot where he came 
from. He understood his constituents’ 
needs and concerns because their con-
cerns were his. He walked in their 
shoes. 

During 12 years in the State house, 
four as speaker, and three terms in the 
Congress, Bill focused on the needs of 
children and seniors, on improving pub-
lic education, helping nontraditional 
and mid-career students go to college, 
and ensuring that all seniors could 
enjoy retirement with the health and 
dignity they deserve. 

More than anything, Bill tried to 
make a difference in everything he did. 
In doing so, he left an indelible mark 
on our State and this institution. I ex-
tend my deepest sympathies to his 
wife, Barbara, and their three children, 
Shaun, Scott, and Brian, and his grand-
children. He was an extraordinary indi-
vidual, and he leaves a legacy to which 
we should all aspire. 

I yield to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. COURTNEY). 

Mr. COURTNEY. Thank you, Con-
gresswoman DELAURO. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to associate 
my remarks with Congresswoman 
DELAURO’s eloquence. Bill Ratchford 
was a giant in Connecticut politics. He 
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served as Speaker of the House in the 
State legislature. As a former State 
legislator myself, I saw firsthand the 
legacy that he left behind in terms of a 
civil but progressive agenda that he ad-
vanced in the State of Connecticut, 
which, as a Member of Congress for 
three terms, he continued that work, 
again, particularly focusing on the 
emerging issues of the aging in our 
country, which as a demographic is 
growing. He was really just someone 
with great vision in terms of the need 
to make sure that we had a society 
that was prepared to deal with those 
issues. 

Mr. Speaker, as we grapple with the 
challenge of civil discourse in our de-
mocracy, Bill Ratchford, in my opin-
ion, is the perfect, almost iconic exam-
ple of what a legislator and a public 
servant ought to be. He cared deeply 
about the issues that he campaigned 
and advocated for, but he also was 
someone who studiously respected his 
opposition and believed passionately in 
civil discourse and debate. Again, I 
think that legacy, probably above all, 
is the most powerful one that he leaves 
behind us; and, frankly, we would all 
do well to follow his outstanding exam-
ple. 

f 

TIME FOR FISCAL 
RESPONSIBILITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. GRAVES) for 2 minutes. 

Mr. GRAVES of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, early reports indicate that Presi-
dent Obama will call for a new spend-
ing package during his State of the 
Union address tonight. Now, I have 
heard, as many of you have, that this 
might be masked, as he might say to-
night, as targeted investments. More 
stimulus. Democrats speak for stim-
ulus, but it will be hidden with calls for 
tepid spending cuts. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, Americans know 
that our debt is $14 trillion. They know 
that the President spent $1.3 trillion 
over the budget last year, only to see 
unemployment stay above 9 percent. 
Now is the time to pivot to fiscal re-
sponsibility. It’s time to shred the 
President’s maxed-out credit cards and 
cut his weekly allowance. It’s time to 
tell our kids and grandkids that we 
don’t want them to bear the burden of 
our generation’s fiscal irresponsibility. 

Mr. Speaker, I, along with my con-
stituents in north Georgia, hope that 
the early reports are wrong about an-
other stimulus being proposed tonight. 
Rather than use a few spending cuts as 
window dressing for more spending, to-
night is the President’s opportunity to 
seize the moment, to be a leader, and 
get serious about spending reform. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FORMER CONGRESS-
MAN WILLIAM RATCHFORD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise, as did other Members 
of the Connecticut delegation, to pay 
tribute to a great man who served the 
State of Connecticut and his commu-
nity of Danbury in a variety of ways, 
Bill Ratchford. 

Bill Ratchford passed away recently, 
and the entire State of Connecticut is 
mourning; but, in particular, my dis-
trict is mourning. Though Connecti-
cut’s districts have been reconfigured 
over the years, we both share a love 
and affinity for Bill Ratchford’s home-
town of Danbury that he represented in 
the United States Congress and I have 
the great fortune of representing. 

Bill grew up in Danbury. He was a 
child of the Depression. His father 
worked in one of the great hat fac-
tories in Danbury, Connecticut. His 
mother was a school teacher. And they 
instilled in Bill the value of what truly 
matters in life: a good education, a 
love for his family, and a love for his 
country. 

Shortly after I was sworn into office, 
Bill came to see me, to share with me 
some of his thoughts about what was 
important about being in this place. 

b 1010 

Though he cared so passionately 
about issues, as Representative 
COURTNEY and Representative 
DELAURO mentioned, his passion espe-
cially for issues related to aging, the 
fact that he became, later on, the 
State’s first commissioner on aging, 
what he cared maybe most about was 
the discourse in this place. Bill was a 
gentleman first, second, and third. He 
represented everything that people 
wanted government to be. 

That’s what we talked about when he 
came into my office that day, how you 
needed to fight for what you cared 
about in this place but do it in a re-
spectful way. And I join with Rep-
resentative COURTNEY in reminding ev-
eryone here that there are certain gi-
ants of this place that we can look to 
in trying to reorder the way in which 
we have conversations, and Bill Ratch-
ford certainly was at the top of that 
list. 

His commitment to public service 
built a legacy that in Danbury and 
throughout Connecticut we will re-
member for a long time. He will be ter-
ribly missed. My thoughts and prayers 
and those of everyone in the Danbury 
area are with Barbara and his family at 
this time. 

I yield to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER). 

Mr. HOYER. I thank Congressman 
MURPHY for yielding, and I want to join 
him in the remarks that he has made. 

I had the opportunity to attend a me-
morial service and speak at a memorial 
service for my friend, Bill Ratchford. 

Bill and I first met in the early 1970s. 
Bill had been speaker of the Con-
necticut House and was serving as 
president of the National Conference of 
State Legislatures. I was about to be 
president of the Maryland Senate, and 

another former Member, Martin Sabo, 
was the speaker of the Minnesota 
House. The three of us became very 
good friends. 

Later in the week, the next week, we 
lost an extraordinary American, Sar-
gent Shriver. I had the opportunity to 
speak at his wake last Friday night. 

The reason I mentioned Sarge Shriv-
er, Bill Ratchford and Sarge Shriver 
were both extraordinary public serv-
ants who believed that service to oth-
ers was their most important role in 
life in terms of their public service. 
Now, privately, they were both also 
representatives of extraordinary fam-
ily leaders, revered by their families. 
And his sons, Bill Ratchford’s sons, and 
Sarge’s sons spoke at their memorial 
services. Shaun, Scott, and Brian spoke 
movingly of a father who was fully en-
gaged and adored by his sons. Of course 
his wife, Barbara, a very close friend of 
mine for some 40 years, as was Bill, was 
revered as a mother. 

So these two families, two extraor-
dinary leaders that we have lost re-
cently, represented the best in Amer-
ica. 

Bill Ratchford was my friend. Bill 
Ratchford brought honor on this insti-
tution by his service. Bill and I had the 
opportunity to serve on the Appropria-
tions Committee together, which was 
arguably, at that point in time, the 
most bipartisan committee in the Con-
gress of the United States. I am not 
sure that’s still true, but it certainly 
was then. Bill Ratchford was respected 
on both sides of the aisle for his de-
cency, his intellect, and his commit-
ment to making America a better 
country. 

I am pleased to join my friend CHRIS 
MURPHY, who has been such a giant 
himself at a young age, but at an age 
when Bill Ratchford was becoming a 
major leader in their country. 

I thank Bill Ratchford and his family 
for what they have contributed to this 
country. We lament his loss, but we 
celebrate his life, which was an ex-
traordinary life well lived and a bless-
ing to all who knew him and to his 
country. 

f 

STATE OF OUR UNION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Minnesota (Mrs. BACHMANN) for 2 min-
utes. 

Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the opportunity to speak 
today. 

This evening, we will hear from the 
President of the United States in his 
State of the Union address, and it is a 
privilege for the people of our country 
to be able to hear from our President 
what his remarks are about the State 
of our Union. 

We look forward to hearing, Mr. 
Speaker, what the President’s plan will 
be going forward to lift our country 
out of the high unemployment rates 
that we have been dealing with during 
these last 20 months. To have the un-
employment rate in excess of 9 percent 
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and, in some cases, over 10 percent has 
been unacceptable. It’s been a hardship 
for so many people in the Nation. 

Also, I am looking forward to finding 
out what the President’s pro-job 
growth agenda will be going forward. 
We want to get unemployment rates 
back to much lower levels so that fami-
lies and businesses can thrive again. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, I am looking to 
find out what will be the specific cuts 
that the President will be proposing. 
We haven’t heard specific cuts so far. 
In fact, we have heard that the Presi-
dent may be referring to investments, 
meaning more spending yet again, 
spending that this country simply can-
not afford because, as we know, Mr. 
Speaker, we are falling off the cliff in 
terms of debt increases. That is not 
good for the next generation of Ameri-
cans. 

Second, I am wondering what specific 
pieces of legislation that the President 
has proposed would he be willing to re-
peal. We know, for instance, that the 
cap-and-trade proposal that’s working 
through the EPA will be one that will 
be a job killer. We know that for the 
health care law as well, that it is, in 
fact, a job killer. 

Finally, I am wondering, Mr. Speak-
er, what areas of regulations the Presi-
dent would be willing to do away with. 
The President had made a statement 
last week that he wants to direct all of 
the agencies to look for regulations 
that would kill jobs. Well, we know 
that the EPA regulations will, in fact, 
do that, and we are wondering if, per-
haps, the President would be willing to 
put those on the table and delay imple-
mentation of the cap-and-trade system 
through the EPA. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, we also know 
that with Americans paying in excess 
of $3 a gallon for gasoline that it may 
be wise now to look at American en-
ergy production. What would those pro-
posals be from the President? We look 
forward to hearing that this evening. 

f 

MAKE SERIOUS INVESTMENTS IN 
THIS COUNTRY’S FUTURE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. YARMUTH) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, tonight 
the President of the United States will 
deliver the State of the Union address, 
as we all know. If the reports are accu-
rate, what he will talk about today is 
the need to make serious investments 
in this country’s future. 

Now, we have just heard from a col-
league from the other side of the aisle, 
and we have heard from many Repub-
licans over the last few days, con-
cerning the issue of spending and 
whether or not we need to be spending 
any more money in this time of admit-
tedly dire financial circumstances. 

You know, most families, when they 
borrow money, they do it for two rea-
sons: either for survival—they need to 
eat; they need to feed their children; 

they may need a house for their family; 
they need to clothe them—or they bor-
row because they see an opportunity to 
invest and to make their lives better 
down the road. 

Now, I know that many people don’t 
think of government spending as in-
vestment. But if we look back not too 
long, just over recent history, the last 
few decades, we have seen numerous in-
stances in which government invest-
ment has not only created jobs, it has 
spawned entirely new industries. 

As a matter of fact, even though peo-
ple made fun of Al Gore many years 
ago, the fact is that government in-
vestment actually created the Inter-
net. Government investment, through 
the Defense Department and other re-
search institutions, has created lit-
erally billions and billions of dollars in 
private sector growth and created 
thousands and thousands and thou-
sands of new jobs. 

We face a very difficult choice right 
now. We can sit back while the rest of 
the world advances, or we can make 
the tough choices right now to make 
serious and important investments 
that will not just create new industries 
but may, in fact, solve some of our 
most intractable problems. I am talk-
ing here about medical research, for 
one. 

We now invest $6 billion a year in 
cancer research. Cancer treatment and 
the cost to society because of cancer 
amounts to literally hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars each year. It costs 
Medicare. It costs Medicaid. It costs 
the private system. If we spent $20 bil-
lion a year on medical research for can-
cer and over 10 years finally cured it, 
made it manageable in an inexpensive 
way, the long-term payback to this 
country would be enormous. 

One of the problems with analyzing 
our health care reform proposal, now in 
the law the Affordable Health Care 
Act, is that we weren’t able to factor in 
the long-term benefits of preventive 
care, research, more efficient oper-
ations, because they are not quantifi-
able. 

b 1020 
But we know that if we could just 

deal with two major diseases, diabetes 
and cancer, then we would probably 
solve our long-term health care finan-
cial issues. So tonight the President 
will lay out choices for us. And I think 
this is a very, very important aspect of 
our public dialogue right now. We need 
to make sure that not only the Amer-
ican people, but also every Member of 
Congress, really understand what our 
choices are. Because it’s very, very 
easy to stand up and say we’re going to 
cut spending by $100 billion in the Fed-
eral Government when you’re not will-
ing to talk about what specifically 
you’re willing to cut. And my colleague 
from Minnesota just said the President 
may not be specific. Well, the fact is, 
Republicans haven’t been specific ei-
ther. 

We need this laid out for the Amer-
ican people. We need it laid out for us. 

We have difficult choices. We need to 
make them. I think the President is on 
the right track. We cannot cut back 
right now on medical research. We can-
not cut back on the type of research 
that will create new industries, par-
ticularly in the energy field. We cannot 
cut back right now in education when 
the rest of the world is passing us by in 
terms of the achievement of their stu-
dents. And we cannot cut back right 
now on investments in our infrastruc-
ture when much of it is crumbling 
around us. 

So I look forward to the debate we’re 
going to have over the next few 
months. It’s an important debate. It’s 
probably the most serious debate we’ve 
had in this country in decades, because 
we are at a crossroads. We can allow 
this country to become a secondary 
international power, or we can main-
tain our status as not just the world’s 
largest economy, but the world’s most 
ingenious economy, the world’s most 
innovative country, and a society 
which cares about making life better 
for every American citizen. 

f 

CLEAN-ENERGY JOB CREATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. INSLEE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I came to 
the floor this morning to talk about 
our excitement hearing the President 
tonight express that feeling of opti-
mism, confidence and can-do spirit 
that has always epitomized America, 
and that is in the field of the develop-
ment of our clean-energy job creation 
program. 

I’m excited about it because, as we’re 
coming out of this very deep recession, 
many of us believe that one of the 
brightest spots on our economic hori-
zon is our ability to develop hundreds 
of thousands of new jobs in this coun-
try so that America can fulfill its des-
tiny of leading the world in clean-en-
ergy development. 

We believe it is our destiny to do 
that because we have always done that 
throughout America’s history, leading 
the world in aeronautics, leading the 
world in software, leading the world in 
aerospace; and now we have a great op-
portunity to lead the world in the de-
velopment of clean energy. And when 
we do that, we do believe that we will 
create hundreds of thousands of new 
jobs. And I look forward to the Presi-
dent’s ideas on how to do that. 

But I want to talk about where we 
are right now in our ability to do that. 
I remember I came to the floor 2 or 3 
years ago and talked about the pros-
pects of creating jobs in America in the 
creation of an electrified transpor-
tation system and our ability to elec-
trify our cars. And when I did that, I 
remember I was criticized by some in 
this Chamber thinking, well, that was 
sort of a pipe dream, couldn’t happen, 
that was Buck Rogers-kind of stuff 
that really wouldn’t allow us to create 
jobs in this field. 
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Well, I want to bring us back up to 

where we are now this year to see what 
progress we’ve made. I want to men-
tion three pieces of progress we have 
made that are going to, I think, be ex-
amples A, B and C of why the Presi-
dent’s message of clean energy will be 
received well tonight: 

Number one, this year is the General 
Motors Volt. It is a plug-in hybrid elec-
tric car, a car that you can plug in and 
go 40 miles all on electricity; and then 
if you want to go more than 40 miles, it 
has an internal combustion engine that 
will generate electricity to charge the 
battery that will run the wheels of the 
General Motors Volt. 

And when I asked General Motors to 
bring the Volt to Capitol Hill a few 
years ago, people thought, interesting 
idea, will never work. Well, guess what. 
The General Motors Volt this year was 
North American Car of the Year a cou-
ple of weeks ago. It stunned the auto 
industry, and it is going to be one of 
the great leaders as we move to the 
electric cars of the future. 

We have the domestic manufacturer, 
the Ford Focus, that we think is going 
to follow. Tesla is being manufactured 
here. We hope to see Toyota and Nissan 
produce electric cars here as well. 
These are the cars not of the future but 
of today. And we can lead the world in 
the manufacture if we do some of the 
things that the President will talk 
about tonight to electrify our auto 
transportation fleet. 

Second, I want to talk about one of 
the most exciting events I’ve ever had 
as a U.S. Congressman, and that is last 
October I went to the Wooden Cross 
Lutheran Church in Woodinville, Wash-
ington. And I got to participate with 
that congregation in dedicating the 
very first electric charging station in 
America in a church parking lot. And I 
thought, this is a great thing for Amer-
ica that we are electrifying our trans-
portation fleet, allowing Americans a 
place to plug in their electric cars. 

And we dedicated this charging sta-
tion. It’s about 31⁄2, 4 feet tall. And you 
pull up to it and plug in your electric 
car in the Wooden Cross Lutheran 
Church parking lot. The Good Book 
says ‘‘let there be light.’’ Well, now let 
there be power, and verily there is 
power in this church parking lot. And 
there’s going to be more power in thou-
sands of places in America because of 
our stimulus bill which has allowed the 
creation of these electronic charging 
stations. 

Third, I want to mention the produc-
tion of batteries. We have grown some-
thing like—and I want to make sure I 
get the number right—700,000 clean-en-
ergy jobs doubling renewable energy 
manufacturing and generating jobs in 
America by the year 2012. And the 
clean-energy sector has grown 21⁄2 
times faster—faster than the U.S. econ-
omy in the last year and a half. 

And one of the reasons is because we 
are growing an electric battery manu-
facturing capacity industry here in the 
United States. We only had 2 percent of 

that capacity in 2009. We believe we 
can have 40 percent of the world’s ca-
pacity by 2015. And if you want to 
think this is not a reality, go to Hol-
land, Michigan, where because of our 
stimulus bill that we passed last year, 
we are putting hundreds of formerly 
laid-off auto workers to work in Hol-
land, Michigan, making lithium ion 
batteries to run our electric cars. And 
that is happening because of what we 
did. 

Let’s grow these clean-energy jobs. I 
look forward to the President’s speech 
tonight. 

f 

A MORE PERFECT UNION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, as I was walking through the 
hallway, I encountered an individual 
who was enormously excited about the 
President’s State of the Union. They 
happened to be a new employee of this 
House. This would be the very first 
time that they would have this privi-
lege and this honor. I think it is impor-
tant for us to recognize that it is a 
privilege and an honor. In essence it is 
a responsibility of this administration, 
of this President, to follow in the tradi-
tion in the law of the land that the 
President presents to the Congress, to 
the people of this great country, the 
State of the Union. 

Frankly, I’m an optimist. I am so 
grateful that we live in a country that 
has a Constitution that has prevailed 
for so many years, that we have lan-
guage in our Constitution that says 
that we have organized to create a 
more perfect Union, that the words of 
the Declaration of Independence are 
pressed upon our hearts: We hold these 
truths to be self-evident, that we all 
are created equal with certain 
unalienable rights of life, liberty and 
pursuit of happiness. 

That’s what I expect to hear from our 
President tonight, a man of passion 
and commitment and dedication, a 
man who feels the pain of this Nation, 
a man who has sacrificed his own per-
sonal prestige and popularity in order 
to make very difficult decisions. 

The American Recovery Act, for ex-
ample, went into the nooks and cran-
nies of this Nation and built up small 
communities, provided extra police of-
ficers, provided more patient rooms, 
gave more resources to local hospitals 
and research institutions to make this 
country great and created jobs. And if 
you look at a grid that shows the job 
creation of the last administration, 
you will see that it is predominantly 
all red, jobs lost. But as we have strug-
gled to build and climb, we aren’t going 
in the right direction. 

And so I would ask the President to 
stand his ground on investment in 
America and infrastructure in Amer-
ica. And I would say to this body that 
we must stand committed and dedi-
cated to the protection of the vulner-

able. Does that mean increasing the 
deficit? No. I happen to have had the 
privilege of working on a balanced 
budget. It’s exciting. We passed a bal-
anced budget, and out of that we cre-
ated the Children’s Health Insurance 
Program and 22 million jobs in the last 
Democratic administration. 

b 1030 

We can do that now. We can create 
jobs, and I would encourage the Presi-
dent to focus on the infrastructure. 
Why? Let me give you an example. 

The city of Houston, now the third 
largest city in the United States based 
upon the census data that will be final-
ized in the month of February, we are 
in line after 30 years to create a world- 
class mobility system. We have been 
granted a billion dollars over a number 
of years, not wasting money because 
Texas happens to send more to the 
United States’ tax coffers than we get 
back, but we will be creating 50,000 jobs 
by investing in a light rail system to 
move people forward, to eliminate the 
emissions crisis that we have, and to 
put people to work. 

The crisis that we are now in with 
not having passed the appropriations of 
the 111th Congress, which I secured 
some $150 million for us to start, sty-
mies all of these need-to-build projects 
on bridges and freeways, on dams that 
need to be repaired. All of that creates 
the genius of America or boosts the ge-
nius of America and let’s us work. 

So, Mr. President, stand your ground 
on making sure that we move forward 
on infrastructure so that we can make 
it in America, meaning that Americans 
can make it, they can survive, they can 
improve their quality of life, and we 
can make it in America. 

I want us to build the light railcars. 
Bring it on home. Let us build turbines 
that are part of wind energy. Let us 
build the solar panels. And, yes, let us 
build our buses and trains. Stand your 
ground, Mr. President. 

And then for the most vulnerable of 
America, let’s put it on the line that 
we are not going to touch Social Secu-
rity. I know the panic that goes 
through senior citizens, the disabled, 
veterans who are dependent not only 
on the veterans’ compensation but 
they are dependent on Social Security. 
Let’s draw the line. And, too, the 
young people of America. Let’s be very 
clear, you are not carrying the senior 
citizens. We are not taking out of your 
future. Remember the words of Presi-
dent Kennedy who said: Ask not what 
your country can do for you, but what 
you can do for your country. Social Se-
curity is an investment of those who 
have worked and those who are dis-
abled. 

And so, Mr. President, stand your 
ground tonight in this most privileged 
opportunity to speak to the American 
people. Bring us together as we will all 
be sitting with each other. So let us 
stand our ground for the future of 
America. 
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RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 33 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

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

‘‘Open the door. Heighten the secu-
rity. Gather the people. Proclaim a 
fast. Through the medium of tele-
vision, enter in, and ready yourself to 
listen, America.’’ 

Lord God, today this House Chamber 
and its Members prepare this place and 
this Nation to welcome President 
Barack Obama tonight to listen to his 
State of the Union. 

Guide and protect him, Lord. Grant 
him health, wisdom, prudence, and for-
bearance. 

Help all Americans, Lord, for ‘‘we the 
people of the United States, in order to 
form a more perfect union, establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquility, 
provide for the common defense, pro-
mote the general welfare, and secure 
the blessings of liberty’’ do assemble 
and ready ourselves to hear the Presi-
dent’s message and act according to 
the Constitution that holds us together 
as a new order both now and for ages to 
come. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

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

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. POE) come forward and 
lead the House in the Pledge of Alle-
giance. 

Mr. POE of Texas led the Pledge of 
Allegiance as follows: 

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

f 

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN 
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Mr. ALTMIRE. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I 
offer a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 52 

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Ms. 
Schwartz, Ms. Kaptur, Mr. Doggett, Mr. 
Blumenauer, Ms. McCollum, Mr. Yarmuth, 
Mr. Pascrell, Mr. Honda, Mr. Ryan of Ohio, 
Ms. Wasserman Schultz, Ms. Moore, Ms. Cas-
tor of Florida, Mr. Shuler, Mr. Tonko, and 
Ms. Bass of California. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS.—Ms. 
Schwartz, to rank immediately after Mr. 
Higgins. 

(3) COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION.— 
Ms. Zoe Lofgren of California and Mr. Gon-
zalez. 

(4) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS.—Ms. 
Linda T. Sánchez of California, to rank im-
mediately after Mr. Michaud. 

Mr. ALTMIRE (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain 15 1-minute speeches on each side 
of the aisle. 

f 

FOREIGN AID TO CHINA— 
ABSURDITY 

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
government is going broke. Govern-
ment spends too much. It borrows too 
much. It taxes too much. One idea is to 
raise the government credit card limit. 

It’s like when my four kids went off 
to college. When they reached the max-
imum on their credit cards, the credit 
card company would simply raise their 
limit. Thus, they could spend more 
money by borrowing money. However, 
they all found out how difficult it was 
to get out of debt until they quit 
spending money. 

Instead of more U.S. debt, why not 
cut spending? Start with foreign aid. 
There are 194 countries in the world, 
and the United States gives to over 150 
of them. 

Did you know we give money to dic-
tator Chavez of Venezuela, the tyrant 
of South America? Did you know we 
give money to Russia?—and the zinger 
of all—did you know we give money to 
China? Yes, the country that owns 
most of our debt gets foreign aid. 

This absurdity must cease. No more 
foreign aid to the likes of Venezuela, 
Russia or China. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

BIPARTISANSHIP AND JOBS 

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

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, at tonight’s 
State of the Union Address, it is vitally 
important that President Obama lays 
out an effective strategy for new job 
creation. 

The economy is improving, and with 
more than 1 million private sector jobs 
created in the last year, more people 
are going back to work; but far too 
many Americans still find themselves 
without jobs, especially in my district 
in the Inland Empire, where unemploy-
ment is 14 percent. 

At this time of enormous challenges, 
we must all recognize that the prob-
lems we face cannot be solved by a 
Democrat or a Republican solution 
alone. Only—and I state only—by 
working together and finding common 
ground will we overcome the obstacles 
in front of us. 

I stand ready to work with all of my 
colleagues, Republicans and the tea 
party included, to think outside the 
box and create a better future for our 
children and our country. 

As we prepare for the President’s ad-
dress tonight, I ask my friends on the 
other side of the aisle: Are you ready 
to work with us to move forward? 

f 

GIVE THE AMERICAN PEOPLE A 
NEW DIRECTION 

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

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, tonight the 
President of the United States will ap-
pear in this Chamber, as nearly every 
President has for more than 150 years, 
and report on the State of the Union, 
and we will receive him with the re-
spect that is due his Office. 

We are told in press reports that the 
President will focus on the future, on 
winning the future; but as the Presi-
dent said last Friday, ‘‘The past 2 years 
were about pulling our economy back 
from the brink’’—and we expect to hear 
the same thing today. 

But frankly, as most Americans 
know, during the last 2 years, this ad-
ministration and the former majority 
in Congress met our present crisis with 
an avalanche of borrowing and spend-
ing and bailouts and taxes and take-
overs and mandates. Far from pulling 
our economy back, the weight of debt 
and taxes and regulation have stifled 
our economic recovery. 

Mr. President, we will not win the fu-
ture with the failed economic policies 
of the past. As you come into this hal-
lowed Chamber tonight, we urge you, 
Mr. President, for not just a new 
speech. Give the American people a 
new direction. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 
of Texas). Members are advised to di-
rect their comments to the Chair. 

f 

BUDGETLESS RESOLUTION 

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today with serious concerns about the 
misguided agenda our friends on the 
other side of the aisle are pursuing. 

While Democrats continue to make 
job creation, economic recovery, and 
debt reduction top priorities, the ma-
jority continues to engage in political 
theater. In fact, their first actions 
after assuming control of the House 
haven’t created a single job or pro-
tected a single American business. 

Instead, the other side’s top priority 
has been to repeal the patient protec-
tions provided by the new health care 
reform bill; and their so-called ‘‘budget 
resolution’’ they have offered today is 
a one-page document with no specific 
cuts to reduce spending, no budget 
numbers and, most importantly, no 
ideas on job creation or on economic 
recovery. 

Mr. Speaker, we were sent here to 
create jobs and get the American econ-
omy back on track, both the Repub-
licans and Democrats. Let’s stop the 
political gimmickry, and let’s get to 
the work of putting the American peo-
ple back to work. 

f 

DEFICIT REDUCTION PLANS—NOT 
AMBIGUOUS GOALS 

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

Mr. ALTMIRE. Mr. Speaker, as we 
look forward to tonight’s State of the 
Union Address, it is important for all 
of us to keep in mind the most impor-
tant issues to the American people: 
jobs, the economy, and deficit reduc-
tion. In the weeks and months ahead, 
we look forward to working together, 
Democrats and Republicans, to focus 
our legislative attention on these 
issues. 

As we debate these issues, it is easy 
to simply identify the problem. We all 
know that unemployment is too high, 
that recovery is not as fast as we would 
like, and that the deficit is out of con-
trol; but the time for simply defining 
the problem has long since passed, and 
realistic solutions are long overdue. As 
we near completion of our first month 
of the new Congress, the American peo-
ple are still waiting to hear the major-
ity’s specific recommendations on how 
to address these issues. 

Tonight, we will hear from the Presi-
dent. I look forward to soon hearing 
from the majority some specific details 
about their deficit reduction plans, not 
just ambiguous goals. 

b 1210 

HONORING FALLEN OFFICERS IN 
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA 

(Ms. CASTOR of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to honor the sac-
rifice of two St. Petersburg, Florida, 
police officers who were killed in the 
line of duty yesterday. 

Sergeant Tom Baitinger and Officer 
Jeffrey Yaslowitz were following up on 
a Fugitive Task Force warrant when 
they and a deputy U.S. marshal were 
ambushed and shot. Officer Yaslowitz 
was fatally shot while trying to arrest 
the dangerous fugitive; Officer 
Baitinger was shot while attempting to 
rescue his colleagues. 

Officer Yaslowitz was 39 years old. He 
was a K–9 officer and had worked with 
his canine partner, ‘‘Ace,’’ for the last 
2 years. He is survived by his wife, Lor-
raine, and three young children. Ser-
geant Thomas J. Baitinger was 48 years 
old. He is survived by his wife, Paige. 

As my colleague, Congressman BILL 
YOUNG, stated yesterday from this 
floor, we pray for their families, the St. 
Petersburg Police Department, Mayor 
Bill Foster, and Police Chief Chuck 
Harmon, and we honor the sacrifice of 
our community heroes and all who 
wear the uniform of service. 

f 

TONIGHT’S OFF-BROADWAY 
PERFORMANCE 

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, I 
want to give folks a preview of to-
night’s off-Broadway performance that 
will follow the President’s State of the 
Union Address. 

The stage will be the House Budget 
Committee hearing room. The actor in 
the one-man show will be Republican 
Representative PAUL RYAN from Wis-
consin. The script will begin with 
something like, Hello, I’m Representa-
tive PAUL RYAN, and I’m speaking to 
you from the very location where the 
Democratic job-killing spending binge 
unfolded during the last 2 years. Unfor-
tunately, the script for tonight’s per-
formance will not include the fact that 
Democratic investments have created 
more jobs during the last 2 years than 
were created during the entire 8 years 
of George Bush. You also won’t hear 
about the one thing that Republicans 
fought tooth and nail for during the 
last 2 years: an extension of a budget- 
busting $700 billion tax break for 
wealthy Americans. 

Coming attractions? The chairman 
will have another show in the next 
week where he pulls a budget number 
from a hat filled with rabbits. That 
will be our budget number. Enjoy the 
show. 

CALLING FOR TRANSPARENCY IN 
CAMPAIGN FINANCE 

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

Mr. MCNERNEY. Madam Speaker, I 
rise to discuss the importance of reduc-
ing the influence of corporate special 
interest money in our elections. 

As a result of the Citizens United de-
cision, corporations and other special 
interests are free to pump unlimited 
sums of money into campaign attacks. 
And worse yet, because of this decision 
there is no good mechanism to keep 
money from foreign sources out of our 
elections. We need reform that brings 
transparency to the campaign finance 
system and protects the best interests 
of middle class families. 

I will call on the new majority to 
work in a bipartisan fashion to bring 
transparency to the campaign finance 
system. I supported the DISCLOSE Act 
last year, and I believe this bill is a 
good first step. I will continue standing 
up for middle class families. 

f 

USING AMERICAN RESOURCES TO 
CREATE JOBS 

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

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, tonight we will hear 
about the State of the Union. I hope we 
hear the sometimes painful truth about 
the State of the Union: more jobs lost 
in the last couple of years and we need 
to do something about that. 

But the answer is not more spending 
that leads us to a greater deficit and 
more borrowing from China. The an-
swer is not to continue to have higher 
gas prices because we are buying our 
oil from OPEC, which they use to build 
their lavish palaces and drive their 
Rolls Royces while our communities 
are trying to find ways to afford the 
patching compound to patch up our 
potholes. What we need to be doing is 
taking action that uses our resources 
to create American jobs. 

A bill that I am going to be reintro-
ducing from last year is one that says, 
Let’s stop this moratorium that pre-
vents us from using our oil, from drill-
ing our resources. We can actually cre-
ate jobs and have about $3 trillion-plus 
in Federal revenue without raising 
taxes, without raising our trade deficit, 
and without sending more money to 
OPEC. 

I hope this is something this Con-
gress considers and this President has 
an open mind to dealing with so that 
we can create jobs without creating 
more deficit. 

f 

STANDING TOGETHER FOR THE 
ECONOMY 

(Mr. HIMES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 
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Mr. HIMES. Madam Speaker, tonight 

the President of the United States will 
stand in this Chamber and discharge 
his constitutional obligation to address 
the State of the Union for the Con-
gress. I understand that many of my 
colleagues will be sitting together in a 
bipartisan way, and I think that’s a 
good thing. What I really hope, though, 
is that we get commonsensical about 
where we are tomorrow, that as we 
talk about the economy, we agree that 
we should cut regulations which serve 
no purpose but to stifle industry, but 
that we should not attack the rules 
which keep our air clean and our water 
drinkable. 

We can and we must reduce the def-
icit and get our fiscal house in order, 
but do not try to persuade the Amer-
ican public that we can fail to invest in 
schools, in railways, in highways, and 
in networks that will provide economic 
prosperity for decades to come. 

I’m glad my colleagues are going to 
be sitting together in this Chamber to-
night. What I really hope is that to-
morrow we are standing together be-
hind commonsensical changes that will 
make this economy strong. 

f 

LET’S DEAL WITH JOBS 

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

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Speaker, I, 
like all 434 other Members of this body, 
was elected to the 112th Congress. 
Shortly after arriving, I was told that 
the number one responsibility we had 
was to create jobs. So far, that has not 
been the case. We have given attention 
to health care, which I understood to 
have been one issue that we gave too 
much attention to. So my question 
today is, What about the jobs? When 
are we going to talk about jobs? I 
would like for somebody, anybody, to 
talk about jobs. When are we going to 
do the job of creating jobs? If we do our 
jobs, then we might be able to create 
some jobs; if we don’t, nothing will 
happen. 

Madam Speaker, I am urging the 
Members of this body, particularly 
those who are now in charge, to begin 
to deal with jobs. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
CAPITO) laid before the House the fol-
lowing communication from the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 25, 2011. 

Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
January 25, 2011 at 11:00 a.m.: 

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 10. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

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 

STAFF SERGEANT SALVATORE A. 
GIUNTA MEDAL OF HONOR FLAG 
RESOLUTION 

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 49) providing 
Capitol-flown flags for recipients of the 
Medal of Honor. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 49 

Resolved, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This resolution may be cited as the ‘‘Staff 
Sergeant Salvatore A. Giunta Medal of 
Honor Flag Resolution’’. 
SEC. 2. PROVIDING CAPITOL-FLOWN FLAGS FOR 

RECIPIENTS OF MEDAL OF HONOR. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a recipi-

ent of the Medal of Honor or an immediate 
family member of a recipient of the Medal of 
Honor, the Representative of the recipient or 
the Representative of the family member (as 
the case may be) may provide the recipient 
or the family member with a Capitol-flown 
flag, together with the certificate described 
in subsection (c), except that not more than 
one flag may be provided under this resolu-
tion with respect to the Medal of Honor re-
cipient involved. 

(b) NO COST TO FAMILY.—A flag provided 
under this section shall be provided at no 
cost to the individual receiving the flag. 

(c) CERTIFICATE DESCRIBED.—The certifi-
cate described in this subsection is a certifi-
cate which is signed by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the Represent-
ative providing the flag, and which reads as 
follows: ‘‘This flag has been flown over the 
United States Capitol, in honor of the serv-
ice and sacrifice of recipients of the Medal of 
Honor, the highest honor awarded to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces for valor in com-
bat, with profound gratitude on behalf of the 
United States House of Representatives.’’. 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
(1) the term ‘‘Capitol-flown flag’’ means a 

United States flag flown over the United 
States Capitol in honor of the Medal of 
Honor recipient involved; and 

(2) the term ‘‘Representative’’ includes a 
Delegate or Resident Commissioner to the 
Congress. 
SEC. 3. REGULATIONS AND PROCEDURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of the date of the adoption of 
this resolution, the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives shall issue regulations for 
carrying out this resolution, including regu-
lations to establish procedures (including 

any appropriate forms, guidelines, and ac-
companying certificates) for requesting a 
Capitol-flown flag. 

(b) APPROVAL BY COMMITTEE ON HOUSE AD-
MINISTRATION.—The regulations issued by the 
Clerk under subsection (a) shall take effect 
upon approval by the Committee on House 
Administration of the House of Representa-
tives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. LATHAM) and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. BRADY) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I ask 

that all Members have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks. 

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

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

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H. Res. 49, providing Capitol- 
flown flags for recipients of the Medal 
of Honor. 

Madam Speaker, the resolution is 
simple, its language is succinct, but it 
is so much more significant than mere 
symbolism. This resolution provides a 
family member or the Medal of Honor 
recipient themselves a U.S. flag flown 
over this Capitol, along with a certifi-
cate which reads, ‘‘This flag has been 
flown over the United States Capitol, 
in honor of the service and sacrifice of 
recipients of the Medal of Honor, the 
highest honor awarded to members of 
the Armed Forces for valor in combat, 
with profound gratitude on behalf of 
the United States House of Representa-
tives.’’ 

Madam Speaker, the Medal of Honor 
is the highest honor awarded to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces. And to these 
Medal of Honor recipients, we, as a 
country, as one Nation, and as this col-
lective House are immeasurably thank-
ful for their service, their sacrifice, and 
their bravery, which sometimes has 
meant giving that last full measure of 
devotion. 

b 1220 

I am especially proud of Staff Ser-
geant Salvatore Giunta, a native of 
Clinton, Iowa, who is the first living 
recipient of the Medal of Honor since 
the Vietnam War and is here in the 
Capitol for the State of the Union Ad-
dress this evening and a recognition 
ceremony tomorrow. 

Sergeant Giunta’s service embodies a 
spirit of selflessness, humility, and de-
termination that Iowans are known 
for, both in the military and civilian 
life. 

We pass this resolution as a heartfelt 
and profoundly sincere ‘‘thank you’’ to 
those receiving the highest of honors, 
the Medal of Honor. Madam Speaker, 
this resolution should garner over-
whelming bipartisan support, and I 
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urge all of my colleagues to support H. 
Res. 49. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, this resolution rec-

ognizes the courage and sacrifices of 
Staff Sergeant Salvatore A. Giunta and 
other Medal of Honor recipients in de-
fending their country in the line of 
duty. The Medal of Honor is the high-
est award of bravery that can be given 
to a member of the United States 
Armed Forces. 

This resolution will acknowledge 
members of our Armed Forces that re-
ceive the Medal of Honor by providing 
them with a flag flown over the Capitol 
along with a certificate signed by the 
Speaker of the House. The flag would 
be provided at no cost to the recipient 
or family of the recipient. 

May this small gesture serve as a 
constant reminder of our Medal of 
Honor recipients who act selflessly and 
heroically in defense of the freedoms 
that we, the American people, enjoy. I 
am pleased to support this resolution 
and urge all of my colleagues to vote 
‘‘aye.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I now yield such 
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LOEBSACK). 

Mr. LOEBSACK. I thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I am particularly 
honored today to join my friend and 
colleague, Congressman LATHAM, in of-
fering this resolution. 

Tomorrow, the Iowa delegation will 
join the Chief of Staff of the Army, 
General George Casey, and Senator 
INOUYE to honor and recognize Staff 
Sergeant Salvatore Giunta, the first 
living Medal of Honor recipient since 
the Vietnam War. 

Staff Sergeant Giunta is from Hia-
watha, Iowa, at the moment—although 
he was born and raised in Clinton. Hia-
watha is a town I am proud to rep-
resent in the Second District. I first 
had the honor of meeting Sergeant 
Giunta—or Sal—while visiting our 
troops stationed overseas during the 
2009 Thanksgiving holiday, and I was 
able to have Thanksgiving dinner with 
him at Vicenza. 

What immediately struck me about 
Sergeant Giunta was his humility. He 
made sergeant in just 4 years. He was a 
veteran of two tours in Afghanistan by 
the time he was 22 years old. And while 
surrounded by Taliban fighters in the 
Korengal Valley in 2007 and having 
been hit twice himself, he ran directly 
into gunfire in order to save his wound-
ed comrades and prevent a U.S. soldier 
from being captured. 

Yet since being awarded the Medal of 
Honor, Sergeant Giunta has insisted 
that what he did to save his fellow 
paratroopers was nothing any other 
soldier wouldn’t have done. He has in-
sisted time and again, whether at the 
White House, the Pentagon, or at the 
State house in Des Moines, that he 
holds the Medal of Honor on behalf of 
his fellow servicemembers. 

After being inducted into the Penta-
gon’s Hall of Heroes, Sergeant Giunta 
refused to let the spotlight rest on him 
alone. Instead, he saluted those who 
had come before him and those who 
have made the ultimate sacrifice in de-
fense of our freedom. 

He said, ‘‘To all the ones that can’t 
be here—not just one or two, but all of 
them—not just from the 173rd, not just 
from Battle Company, but from all 
services, from the Army, the Air Force, 
the Navy, the Marines, the Coast 
Guard, the National Guard, the Re-
serves: Everyone who has ever given so 
much more than I ever know, I want to 
say thank you, right now, to those men 
and those women because without 
them, I’m nothing. I haven’t given any-
thing compared to those who have 
given everything.’’ 

So I think it is especially appropriate 
that we have come together to pay 
tribute not just to Sergeant Giunta, 
and not just to his fellow Medal of 
Honor recipients of the wars in Iraq 
and Afghanistan, but to each of the 
3,448 men and one woman who have re-
ceived the highest military honor since 
President Lincoln signed into law leg-
islation offered by a fellow Iowan to 
create the medal in 1861. 

The Medal of Honor is reserved for 
those who are distinguished ‘‘conspicu-
ously by gallantry and intrepidity at 
the risk of his life above and beyond 
the call of duty.’’ It seems only appro-
priate that we, the people’s House, 
honor their bravery, their service, and 
their sacrifice today by directing that 
the United States flag be flown over 
the Capitol in their honor. 

For nearly a decade, the men and 
women of our All-Volunteer Force, as 
well as their families, have answered 
the call of duty and have served our 
Nation on two fronts often making 
great sacrifices and carrying out acts 
of unimaginable bravery that those of 
us here at home never read about here 
on the front page. 

So even as we come together to 
honor the bravest of the brave, let us 
also honor every man and every woman 
who wears our Nation’s uniform and 
who has deployed time and again, in 
many instances, to defend our Nation, 
missing moments large and small with 
their families in order to ensure that 
our freedom endures. 

While he may not think of himself as 
such, to me, Sergeant Giunta is a true 
American hero. He is who I want my 
grandkids to grow up looking up to. 
And that is a sentiment shared by 
thousands of Iowans who are so tre-
mendously proud of the soldier we’ve 
come to think of as our hometown 
hero. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation as a small token of our ap-
preciation for the incredible bravery 
demonstrated by Medal of Honor re-
cipients of today and those of past 
times and past conflicts. 

Mr. LATHAM. I want to thank my 
colleague, Mr. LOEBSACK from Iowa, for 
joining me in this resolution and his 
lead cosponsorship on this. 

The Medal of Honor, like the gen-
tleman just referred to, has quite a his-
tory with Iowa in that back on Decem-
ber 9, 1861, Iowa Senator James W. 
Grimes first introduced the concept of 
a medal of honor to promote the effi-
ciency of the Navy at that time. And 
later on, there was another bill to also 
recognize people in the Army for their 
outstanding service and heroic actions. 

I was very pleased back in 2002 to in-
troduce a bill; I don’t know how many 
people were aware at the time, but 
there was never a Medal of Honor flag. 
We had in Jefferson, Iowa, a memorial 
for Captain Darrell Lindsey, who was a 
Medal of Honor winner from World War 
II; and a man named Bill Kendall, an 
Army veteran from Jefferson, felt that 
it was inappropriate that we didn’t 
have a flag there. So I introduced legis-
lation. Bill Kendall from Jefferson, 
Iowa, actually designed what is the 
Medal of Honor flag today, and I am 
still so appreciative of what he did. 

And now at the ceremony down at 
the White House when the Medal of 
Honor was given to this next great 
Iowan to see that flag there, it made 
me feel very, very proud of the con-
tributions that so many people, 
Iowans, people all across this country 
have made and sacrificed for a country 
for the kind of honor they deserve. So 
I’m just very proud of the history we 
have, and I think this is a very appro-
priate way of recognizing those con-
tributions. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Madam 
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. BOSWELL). 

(Mr. BOSWELL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

b 1230 

Mr. BOSWELL. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today as a cosponsor of House Res-
olution 49, the Staff Sergeant 
Salvatore A. Giunta Medal of Honor 
Flag Resolution. As the first living 
Medal of Honor winner since the Viet-
nam War, Staff Sergeant Giunta richly 
deserves to be honored by this House. 

The resolution is simple: It provides 
every Medal of Honor winner or their 
family with a flag flown over the Cap-
itol in tribute to their service. In addi-
tion to this resolution, tomorrow we 
all have the opportunity to join the 
Chief of Staff of the Army and distin-
guished guests at a ceremony and re-
ception in the Congressional Audito-
rium to honor this soldier of whom all 
Iowans and Americans are incredibly 
proud. 

I am not surprised that, in spite of 
this praise, Sergeant Giunta has hum-
bly refused to be seen as exceptional. 
He has at every moment sought to de-
flect recognition onto his fellow sol-
diers, men and women in uniform, who 
serve us bravely every day to support 
and defend our country and the Con-
stitution. I know all too well that Ser-
geant Giunta is right and that every 
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day our men and women in uniform, 
and their families, offer courageous 
service that deserves to be recognized. 

My hope is that as we honor Sergeant 
Giunta for gallantry above and beyond 
the call of duty, we may by extension 
offer to every member of our Armed 
Forces and their families our profound 
gratitude on behalf of the country, his 
country, our country, and the United 
States House of Representatives. 

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

Mr. LATHAM. Madam Speaker, I 
would just like to say what an honor it 
is for me to be part of the ceremony to-
morrow to honor Staff Sergeant 
Giunta. Really, he is a model for what 
people in the military today, the serv-
ice that they give, the humility that he 
possesses in the statements that Mr. 
LOEBSACK made about the fact that in 
his acceptance he talked about this 
was not an award and Medal of Honor 
for him, but for all of his comrades in 
arms, and how it should be given to ev-
eryone who acted so bravely that day. 
But that certainly is part of what Staff 
Sergeant Giunta is all about. 

The fact that he is such a humble 
person, someone who believes in the 
mission, someone who willingly was 
there to sacrifice himself to save one of 
his comrades, I think it is so appro-
priate that we have this recognition 
today and that we honor all the people 
in the service today. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LATHAM) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution, H. Res. 49. 

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

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

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

f 

ELECTING CERTAIN MEMBERS TO 
CERTAIN STANDING COMMIT-
TEES OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES 

Mr. HENSARLING. Madam Speaker, 
by direction of the Republican Con-
ference, I offer a privileged resolution 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 53 

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of 
Representatives: 

(1) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Mr. 
Chaffetz, to rank immediately after Mr. 
McClintock; and Mr. Guinta. 

(2) COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY.— 
Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. HENSARLING (during the read-
ing). Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the resolution be consid-
ered as read and printed in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF 
SMALL BUSINESS PROGRAMS 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Madam 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 366) to provide 
for an additional temporary extension 
of programs under the Small Business 
Act and the Small Business Investment 
Act of 1958, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 366 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY EXTEN-

SION OF AUTHORIZATION OF PRO-
GRAMS UNDER THE SMALL BUSI-
NESS ACT AND THE SMALL BUSI-
NESS INVESTMENT ACT OF 1958. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1 of the Act enti-
tled ‘‘An Act to extend temporarily certain 
authorities of the Small Business Adminis-
tration’’, approved October 10, 2006 (Public 
Law 109–316; 120 Stat. 1742), as most recently 
amended by section 1 of Public Law 111–251 
(124 Stat. 2631), is amended by striking ‘‘Jan-
uary 31, 2011’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘May 31, 2011’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
January 30, 2011. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Madam 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Madam 

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

Madam Speaker, we have a big job 
ahead of us in the 112th Congress. Un-
employment remains above 9 percent, 
and millions of people are out of work. 
Entrepreneurs are struggling to create 
jobs and grow their businesses amid 
threats of higher taxes and more un-
manageable Federal mandates. Our 
economic recovery has been erratic at 
best. Hard work lies ahead to reduce 

the uncertainty, to create new jobs and 
restore confidence in our economy. 

Today, we are discussing a simple ex-
tension of programs overseen by the 
Small Business Administration 
through May 31, 2011. Enacting this leg-
islation is a critical first step towards 
giving small business owners some cer-
tainty while we continue to fully ex-
amine all of SBA’s programs and make 
necessary changes to improve SBA 
services. Enacting this legislation will 
give our new majority the opportunity 
to explore new and innovative ideas to 
improve the services offered by the 
SBA. 

I am humbled and honored to serve 
our country’s entrepreneurs as the 
chairman of the Small Business Com-
mittee, and I look forward to working 
with Ranking Member VELÁZQUEZ to 
enact a more permanent reauthoriza-
tion in a timely manner. The two of us 
have had an excellent working rela-
tionship over the past 2 years, and I 
have no doubt this is going to continue 
in the future. 

Madam Speaker, we are all eager to 
get the work done on restoring Amer-
ica’s faith in government and reducing 
the uncertainty that prevails through-
out our economic sectors. We can take 
this first step by approving this tem-
porary extension and laying the 
groundwork for a full reauthorization 
that will bring these programs into the 
21st century. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on this bill before us. 

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

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, the role of small 
businesses is critical to creating new 
jobs. With the economy continuing to 
face challenges on several fronts, we 
need small firms more than ever. Time 
and again, they have generated the 
ideas and know-how that spark job 
growth. However, entrepreneurs face 
challenging economic headwinds. 
Small businesses continue facing ob-
stacles accessing capital, and sales re-
main flat. Given these realities, we 
need to make sure that small firms 
have the resources and tools to start up 
or expand. 

The legislation we are considering 
today does this and extends the author-
ization of the several important Small 
Business Administration programs. 
Through these initiatives, firms can se-
cure financing, receive training, or 
compete more effectively for Federal 
contracts. 

While we must keep these programs 
operational, it is unfortunate that we 
are doing so through another tem-
porary extension. Last Congress, the 
House passed 14 bills updating all of 
SBA’s financing and entrepreneurial 
development programs. However, while 
the Senate was able to report a few 
measures out of committee, they were 
unable to actually pass any legislation 
affecting these programs through the 
Chamber. As a result, we are here 
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today to temporarily extend the SBA’s 
initiatives. 

Small businesses across the Nation 
depend on a strong SBA. This is espe-
cially true now, when many unem-
ployed individuals are turning to entre-
preneurship as a source of income. By 
ensuring that the agency’s programs do 
not lapse, we are providing small busi-
nesses with the foundation for future 
growth and, in doing so, helping move 
the economy forward. 

Madam Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

b 1240 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Madam 
Speaker, in order to close this debate, 
let me reiterate that small businesses 
are going to lead this economic recov-
ery, but we have to provide them with 
some certainty first. Enacting this leg-
islation before us is going to do just 
that and let entrepreneurs know that 
we are back on their side. 

Once again I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation. I look forward 
to working with Ranking Member 
VELÁZQUEZ and our colleagues on the 
Small Business Committee for a more 
permanent extension. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 366. 

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 

REDUCING NON-SECURITY SPEND-
ING TO FISCAL YEAR 2008 LEV-
ELS OR LESS 

Mr. DREIER. Pursuant to House Res-
olution 43, I call up the resolution (H. 
Res. 38) to reduce spending through a 
transition to non-security spending at 
fiscal year 2008 levels, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 43, the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Rules 
printed in the resolution is adopted and 
the resolution, as amended, is consid-
ered read. 

The text of the resolution, as amend-
ed, is as follows: 

H. RES. 38 
Resolved, That, pursuant to section 3(b)(1) of 

House Resolution 5, the Chair of the Committee 
on the Budget shall include in the Congres-
sional Record an allocation contemplated by 
section 302(a) for the Committee on Appropria-
tions for the remainder of fiscal year 2011 that 
assumes non-security spending at fiscal year 
2008 levels or less. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. MCGOVERN) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
resolution that is before us. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
One of the indelible and enduring im-

ages of 2010 was that of violent pro-
testers on the streets of Athens fol-
lowing the proposal of the government 
to impose austerity measures. We all 
remember very vividly that scene. 

Having come to the brink of collapse 
and nearly dragging the entire euro 
zone with it, the Greek government 
had no choice but to scale back its 
profligate ways. Thousands of public 
employees took to the streets in anger. 

Now, Madam Speaker, I contrast that 
with the image of tens of thousands of 
peaceful demonstrators across America 
coming out to express their frustration 
with excessive government spending. 
Rather than demanding more Federal 
largesse, these taxed-enough-already 
demonstrators actually came together 
to petition their government for great-
er restraint and discipline. This might 
actually have been a first in human 
history. 

It was a powerful illustration of the 
unique nature of American values. But 
it was also a testament to just how 
badly fiscal discipline is needed. This 
issue is no longer just the purview of 
budget wonks and economists. 

The looming crisis of our national 
debt is a challenge that working Amer-
icans recognize very clearly. While the 
magnitude of a $14 trillion debt is sim-
ply too massive to truly comprehend, 
those with a modicum of common sense 
can appreciate the crushing weight 
that will fall on future generations. If 
we do not immediately change course, 
the damage could quickly become irre-
versible. 

Today’s resolution is a clear signal 
that we are making that change in 
course. House Resolution 38 is the first 
step, Madam Speaker, in what will be a 
long and admittedly difficult process 
over the next 2 years as we pursue the 
goal of living within our means. This 
resolution lays down a marker to re-
turn to pre-bailout, pre-binge-spending, 
pre-stimulus levels. This resolution 
provides the framework under which 
we will finally dispense with the fiscal 
year 2011 budget which the previous 
Congress, unfortunately, failed to do. 

Nearly halfway through the fiscal 
year—we are nearly halfway through 
the fiscal year—now the imperative is 
to responsibly finish the work that is 
really very, very urgent for us to ap-
proach and deal with at this moment. 

Once we move beyond this task, we 
will immediately pivot to fiscal year 
2012. We will craft a budget, we will 

consider alternatives, with a full de-
bate, and then this House will pass a 
budget. 

We will then proceed with consider-
ation of appropriations bills. We will 
return to the traditional, open process 
that always governed our appropria-
tions bills prior to the last couple of 
years. This will ensure full account-
ability and true collaboration and re-
store the deliberative traditions and 
customs of this body. 

There will be very tough choices 
ahead. Very tough choices need to be 
made. There is no doubt that we will 
engage in heated debate, and I suspect 
we will in just a few minutes right 
here. But we simply cannot afford to 
put off the hard work any longer. 
Madam Speaker, today we take the 
first step. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this resolution. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Madam Speaker, I rise in very, very 

strong opposition to this resolution. As 
I said yesterday during the debate on 
the rule, there are numerous, serious 
problems with this resolution. 

First, it’s meaningless rhetoric. My 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
like to talk a lot about cutting govern-
ment spending, but the resolution be-
fore us doesn’t cut a single dollar from 
the Federal budget; not a single cent. 

The Republican Study Committee re-
cently proposed $2.5 trillion in budget 
cuts and their chairman, Mr. JORDAN 
from Ohio, said the following when he 
introduced this plan: 

‘‘One hundred billion dollars is the 
number the American people heard last 
fall. It seems to me we should be able 
to find $100 billion.’’ 

Yet even after pledging a $100 billion 
cut in funding, the distinguished chair-
man of the Rules Committee couldn’t 
come up with a number when we asked 
yesterday, and instead produced what 
is most likely the first budget resolu-
tion in history that doesn’t contain 
any budget numbers. 

That might be because the Repub-
lican majority can’t seem to figure out 
what the numbers should be. We have 
heard all kinds of numbers. We have 
heard $30 billion, $50 billion, $100 bil-
lion and beyond. 

But I suspect, Madam Speaker, that’s 
because the Republican majority is dis-
covering that it’s a lot harder to walk 
the walk than it is to talk the talk, 
and it is a lot easier to say things in a 
campaign than it is to do things in a 
legislative body. They are realizing 
that when you start trying to make 
those kinds of cuts, you start seriously 
affecting the American economy and 
the American people. 

We are told that the Congressional 
Budget Office will produce some num-
bers tomorrow. I wonder why we 
couldn’t wait until tomorrow to debate 
this resolution, but the answer is obvi-
ous. The President of the United States 
will be here this evening for the State 
of the Union address, and the Repub-
lican majority needs a new set of talk-
ing points. 
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It’s that kind of politics—where mes-

sage is more important than sub-
stance—that makes the American peo-
ple cynical about Washington. 

b 1250 

Second, the resolution continues the 
dangerous precedent of giving one indi-
vidual, the chairman of the Budget 
Committee—rather than the full mem-
bership of this House—the ability to 
set spending levels for the Federal Gov-
ernment. And third, the resolution’s 
vague and unjustified wording that 
only targets ‘‘non-security’’ spending, 
even though everyone from Secretary 
Gates to Speaker BOEHNER has recog-
nized that waste exists in the Depart-
ment of Defense and in the Department 
of Homeland Security and other secu-
rity-related agencies. It says a great 
deal about the priorities of a new Re-
publican majority that they will treat 
wasteful contracts and redundant 
weapons systems as sacred, but would 
put Pell Grants, medical research, food 
safety, FBI, ATF and DEA agents, and 
other vital programs on the chopping 
block. 

Of course, when we Democrats have 
the audacity to talk about the need to 
protect those important programs, our 
Republican friends grow indignant and 
head to the fainting couch. ‘‘Oh, no,’’ 
they say, ‘‘we would never cut those 
things.’’ But Madam Speaker, the num-
bers just don’t add up. When you start 
saying that popular program after pop-
ular program will be protected, you re-
alize that it would take massive cuts in 
other parts of the budget. 

When we talk about exempting only 
security programs, it means that other 
programs will need to be cut by 30 per-
cent below current levels. That means 
the Department of Justice has to cut 
4,000 FBI agents, 800 ATF agents, 1,500 
DEA agents, and 900 U.S. Marshals. 
Federal prisons have to cut 5,700 cor-
rectional officers, and the Federal Gov-
ernment will lose the capacity to de-
tain 26,000 people because of their im-
migration status. 

Of course, the distinguished chair-
man of the Rules Committee said we’re 
not going to cut the FBI, as he said 
yesterday, so I can only assume that 
means more ATF agents, DEA agents, 
and U.S. Marshals will be fired by the 
Republicans. I can only assume that 
this means more than 26,000 people in 
this country illegally won’t be in Fed-
eral custody. That’s the Republican 
agenda? 

Madam Speaker, I think former Sec-
retary of State Colin Powell said it 
best this weekend: ‘‘I’m very put off 
when people just say, let’s go back and 
freeze to the level 2 years ago. Don’t 
tell me you’re going to freeze to a 
level. That usually is a very inefficient 
way of doing it. Tell me what you’re 
going to cut.’’ 

As I urge my colleagues to reject this 
misguided resolution, I ask my Repub-
lican colleagues, what’s the number? 
And what are you going to cut? 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds to say to my good 
friend, again, that this is the beginning 
of a process. We have been saddled with 
a situation where for the first time 
since the implementation of the 1974 
Budget and Impoundment Act, we have 
no budget. And so what is it we’ve been 
left to do? Nearly halfway through the 
fiscal year, we are faced with this chal-
lenge. We now are in a position where 
we are going to begin going through 
regular order to ensure that we have a 
budget, which we didn’t do last year, 
and have an open, free-flowing debate 
on the amendments through the appro-
priations process. And I will say to my 
friend, the defense issues are going to 
be a high priority when it comes to 
oversight and scrutiny. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I would 
like to yield 3 minutes to my very good 
friend and colleague, the distinguished 
chair of the Committee on the Budget 
from whom we are going to be hearing 
later this evening, the gentleman from 
Janesville, Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN). 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I thank the 
chairman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I’m enjoying sort of 
the hyperbolic rhetoric we are hearing 
here today about one person, one com-
mittee, one man dictating in all these 
things, as if it’s an unprecedented ac-
tion. Well, this move is not unprece-
dented. The reason this is necessary is 
unprecedented. It is unprecedented 
since the 1974 Budget Act passed that 
Congress didn’t bother to pass or even 
propose a budget. 

Madam Speaker, the reason we are 
here today is because the last majority 
last year didn’t even bother trying. 
That means we have no budget in 
place. And with no budget in place, 
there’s no Budget Act to enforce. That 
means government is going and spend-
ing unchecked. No limits. No police-
men on the beat. Nothing. 

Why are we giving this kind of power 
to the chairman of the Budget Com-
mittee to put these numbers in? Be-
cause we don’t get the numbers from 
the Congressional Budget Office until 
tomorrow. And we’ve said all along 
what we aim to do: bring discretionary 
levels down to pre-bailout, pre-stim-
ulus levels. And then for all the au-
thorizing committees, it has put the 
CBO baseline in place. The CBO base-
line doesn’t exist right now. It comes 
tomorrow. So what we are simply try-
ing to do, Madam Speaker, is get some 
sense of limits back on spending, is to 
get some sense of a budget process 
back in place. We don’t think we 
should have a system, a spending proc-
ess, without restraints, without limits, 
without any prioritization. That is ex-
actly why we are doing this. 

Business as usual has to come to an 
end, Madam Speaker, and we’ve got to 
put limits on spending. And that is why 
we have a Budget Act, to police the 
spending process to make sure that it 
conforms. But there is no Budget Act, 
there is no number to police, because 
they didn’t do a budget last year. That 

is exactly and precisely why this meas-
ure is necessary. 

So all the rhetoric aside, the days are 
over of unlimited spending and of no 
prioritization. And the days of getting 
spending under control are just begin-
ning. This is a first step in a long proc-
ess. This is a minimal, small down pay-
ment on a necessary process to go for-
ward so that we can leave our kids 
with a better generation, so we can get 
this debt under control, so the spend-
ing spigot can close, and so we can do 
right by our constituents and treat 
their dollars wisely. 

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

I’m glad the chairman of the Budget 
Committee finally joined this debate. 
And I would say two things. One is that 
last year we passed the Budget En-
forcement Act with real numbers in it, 
and we voted on it, and it was signifi-
cantly less than the numbers that the 
President had proposed, number one. 
Number two, one of the things that we 
proposed in the Rules Committee was 
an amendment to allow Members of the 
House, on both sides of the aisle, to be 
able to vote on the number. And that 
was rejected on party line as somehow 
a radical idea. And then the chairman 
of the Rules Committee talks about 
this free-flowing debate we are having. 
We are having this debate today under 
a closed rule, and so there’s no oppor-
tunity for amendment. 

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California. 

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

I would like to point to our col-
leagues, Madam Speaker, H. Res. 38. It 
is literally a one-sentence measure, a 
one-sentence measure which says that 
our goal is to get to 2008 levels of 
spending or less. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gen-
tleman, and I reclaim my time. I ap-
preciate the brevity of the bill, but 
that doesn’t mean the bill doesn’t have 
a very negative impact. And when we 
tried yesterday to protect the FBI and 
enforcement agents from cuts, that 
was voted down. So we are very con-
cerned because we don’t know what the 
number is. And I think people in this 
Congress on both sides of the aisle, the 
American people, ought to know what 
we’re talking about. Is it $100 billion? 
Or is it more? Where is it? And where 
are those cuts going to come from 
when you keep on exempting pro-
grams? 

With that, Madam Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN). 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I thank my col-
league. 

Here we are a day later. Yesterday 
we asked our colleagues, what’s the 
number going to be? What’s going to be 
the spending ceiling for this Congress 
and for the United States Government? 
They didn’t have it yesterday, and we 
don’t yet have it today. It’s a budget 
resolution without a budget number. 
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Now we’ve heard a lot of talk about 

what happened last year. What this 
budget resolution relates to is 2011. In 
fact, this body voted last year on a 
Budget Enforcement Act. I have it 
right here in my hand. And it set budg-
et ceilings. It had a real number. Some 
people voted for it, some people voted 
against it, but this body did what it al-
ways does when it makes decisions of 
this magnitude. We took account-
ability for it. 

Now you have a resolution that vio-
lates the pledge of transparency be-
cause it doesn’t have a single number 
in it, and it violates the pledge of ac-
countability because you’re asking 
every other Member of this body to 
contract out his or her vote to one per-
son. Now I have great respect for the 
chairman of the Budget Committee. 
And I, too, congratulate him on being 
selected to give the response to the 
State of the Union address. 

This isn’t about a particular indi-
vidual. It’s about all of us taking re-
sponsibility for a major decision. And 
what this resolution does is contracts 
out that responsibility. It doesn’t have 
a number. We don’t know if it’s going 
to be $100 billion. We don’t know if it’s 
going to be $80 billion. We don’t know 
if it’s going to be $40 billion. We don’t 
know if it’s going to be the number 
that the Republican Study Committee 
wants, which the majority leader said 
good things about. We don’t know. 

What we do know is this, that the bi-
partisan deficit and debt reduction 
commission told us two things: Num-
ber one, we need to act now to put this 
country on a fiscally sustainable path, 
and we should do that by working to-
gether. They also said another thing, 
that deep immediate cuts beyond what 
had been put in place and rec-
ommended by the fiscal commission 
would hurt the economy when it’s in a 
very fragile state and risk throwing 
more Americans out of work. That 
would be a terrible mistake. 

And yet our colleagues want us to 
make a decision to vote on this with-
out telling us what the number is. So 
when we asked what the number was, 
they said, we’re waiting for the Con-
gressional Budget Office. When will the 
Congressional Budget Office have its 
numbers? Tomorrow, 24 hours from 
now. Then we can do the right thing, 
we can see what the cuts will be, and 
we can make a decision as a body tak-
ing responsibility for this decision. 

Why is it we are not waiting 24 
hours? Well it’s pretty obvious. A little 
later today, the President of the 
United States will be here to deliver 
the State of the Union address, and in-
stead of being serious about this num-
ber, they want to deliver a press re-
lease. That is what this is about with-
out a number. Otherwise we would wait 
24 hours and our friends could tell us 
what that number would be. 

b 1300 
You are asking this body to buy a pig 

in a poke. And the reason it is so seri-
ous is that numbers have consequences. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. And my friend 
from Massachusetts talked about this 
earlier, whether it is $100 billion or $80 
billion or $20 billion, those numbers all 
have consequences because on the 
other side of the aisle when we say, 
well, are you going to be cutting re-
search to find cures and treatments for 
cancer or diabetes, no, we’re not going 
to cut that. Are you going to cut the 
FBI agents involved in antiterrorism 
efforts? No, we would never want to cut 
that. What are you going to cut? 

And the magnitude of those cuts and 
the negative impact on jobs and the 
economy will be determined by what, 
by the number in this bill, a number 
that we don’t get to vote on that you 
are giving the chairman of the Budget 
Committee sole authority to pick out 
of a hat. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds to respond to my 
friend by saying a couple of things. 

Unfortunately, we have begun by de-
generating the debate to the sky-is- 
falling mentality again, that we’re 
going to be cutting NIH funding; we’re 
going to be gutting FBI agents. We are 
beginning the process of getting our 
fiscal house in order. 

Madam Speaker, I think it is impor-
tant to note that while both of my 
friends have used the term ‘‘press re-
lease,’’ H. Res. 38 is going to be a state-
ment from the United States House of 
Representatives that we are today, be-
fore the President, at 9 this evening, 
stands here in this Chamber and deliv-
ers his State of the Union message, 
that we are committing ourselves to 
reduce the level of spending. 

At this point I yield 4 minutes to my 
very good friend and classmate, the 
distinguished new chair on the Appro-
priations Committee, the gentleman 
from Somerset, Kentucky (Mr. ROG-
ERS). 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you for 
your great service to our country over 
the time we have served together here. 
We are classmates from 1980. We were 
part of the Reagan crop. 

Madam Speaker, this is the first step 
in the effort to reduce discretionary 
spending to fiscal 2008 levels or below 
and show the American people that we 
are serious about reducing the out-of- 
control government spending that is 
hampering our economic growth. 

Now, the gentleman on the other side 
of the aisle complains that he does not 
see a number. Well, he had a chance 
last year, along with his colleagues in 
the majority then at that time, to pass 
a budget resolution with specific num-
bers in it, and refused. And they re-
fused until they lost control of the 
House. The number will be coming in 
due course of time. 

The message from the American peo-
ple was crystal clear in the last elec-
tion: they want government to spend 

less, stop undue interference in Amer-
ican lives and businesses, and take ac-
tion to create jobs and get our econ-
omy moving once again. 

To do this, we must dramatically cut 
the massive spending that has domi-
nated discretionary budgets in past 
years. In order to put our economy on 
the fast track to recovery, we have to 
shorten the reach of Uncle Sam, cut up 
his credit cards, and allow Americans’ 
businesses the opportunity to grow, 
employ people, and make the economy 
grow. 

Starting with the continuing resolu-
tion, the CR, my committee will begin 
to make the largest series of spending 
cuts in history, Madam Speaker. Mem-
bers and staff are working diligently on 
this as we speak, going line by line to 
find specific areas and programs to cut. 
We hope and expect this legislation 
will soon be brought to the floor in a 
fair, open and transparent manner, giv-
ing all Members from both sides of the 
aisle an opportunity for amendments. 

Let there be no mistake: the cuts 
that are coming will not be easy to 
make. They will not represent low- 
hanging fruit. These cuts will go deep 
and wide and will hit virtually every 
agency and every congressional district 
in the country, including my own. 
Every dollar that we cut will have a 
constituency, an industry, an associa-
tion, and individual citizens who will 
disagree. And every dollar that we 
don’t cut will also be put into question. 

But the fact remains that we are in a 
national fiscal crisis. We must get our 
budgets—both discretionary and man-
datory—under control. To this end, my 
committee will put forward appropria-
tions bills this year that will fulfill our 
pledge to cut spending to the pre-stim-
ulus, pre-bailout levels of 2008. And this 
will be the beginning—not the end—of 
the effort. 

I have issued instructions to all 12 of 
our subcommittees to conduct stren-
uous oversight, including investiga-
tions and hundreds of hearings to weed 
out duplicative, wasteful and unneces-
sary spending, and prioritize Federal 
programs so we can make the most out 
of every precious tax dollar. 

Madam Speaker, it is clear that cut-
ting spending will require toughness 
and resolve. This will not be easy, it 
will not be quick, and it won’t be with-
out pain, but the success of our econ-
omy and our future prosperity depend 
on it. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
have great respect for the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee, and I 
appreciate the fact that we are going 
to have to make tough choices; but he 
as well failed to tell us what the num-
ber is or what those tough choices are 
going to be. Are we going to cut med-
ical research, Pell Grants, food safety, 
small business loans, job training pro-
grams, LIHEAP, summer food pro-
grams for the hungry? What are we 
going to cut? 

I think that Members on both sides 
of the aisle deserve to know what the 
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number is so we can figure out what 
the pain is going to be. For the life of 
me, I can’t understand, and I don’t 
think the American people can under-
stand, why Members of this House will 
not be given an opportunity to vote on 
that number. We ought to have that 
right. 

I yield 30 seconds to the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN). 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Madam Speaker, 
we just heard from the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee that there 
was no ceiling for 2011 in place. I am 
going to make a copy and ask the 
pages to distribute this. This is the 
Budget Enforcement Act for last year, 
for fiscal year 2011, and there you have 
the budget ceilings, whereas what you 
are proposing is a piece of paper that 
doesn’t set the budget ceilings and 
doesn’t contain any of the numbers in 
it. 

I would just ask the chairman of the 
Rules Committee this: During the 
hearing, you said we’re going to wait 
for CBO; CBO’s numbers are coming to-
morrow. Tomorrow are you going to 
have a number for us? 

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. For an answer to 
that question, I would be happy to 
yield. 

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

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. My time has ex-
pired. 

Mr. DREIER. Would the gentleman 
yield to me to respond? 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield 10 seconds. 
Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for 

yielding, and let me just say that 
clearly the budget that we have right 
now expired at the end of the Congress. 
We know that very well. And we look 
forward to numbers which will be com-
ing out from both your new committee, 
the Budget Committee, and the Appro-
priations Committee as well. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Twenty-four 
hours, Mr. Chairman. Will you have a 
number tomorrow? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, with 
that I am very happy to yield 1 minute 
to my good friend from the Harrison 
Township of Michigan (Mrs. MILLER). 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, this past election 
was certainly a historic pivot for our 
Nation. The American people de-
manded that both the President of the 
United States, as well as the Congress, 
chart a new course because they under-
stand that the growth of Federal 
spending that we have seen for the last 
several years is completely 
unsustainable. They understand that 
this crushing burden of debt that we 
are selfishly placing on our children 
and our grandchildren is limiting their 
opportunities. And they also under-
stand very clearly that this irrespon-
sible, out-of-control Federal spending 

is limiting our ability for job creation 
and economic growth. 

Today, this resolution clearly speaks 
to the House Republicans’ Pledge to 
America by demonstrating our com-
mitment to reduce spending to pre- 
stimulus, pre-bailout levels, to a level 
of spending of 2008. 

Many would say, Madam Speaker, 
that this doesn’t even go far enough, 
and that debate will continue this year 
as we debate the CR, the budget resolu-
tion, and the vote for raising the debt 
ceiling. Today, Madam Speaker, I 
would urge all of my colleagues to vote 
‘‘yes’’ on this resolution and let the 
American people know that we heard 
them loud and clear in November. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
think what the American people are in-
terested in is serious legislating and se-
rious discussion on how to get this 
budget under control and not political 
posturing. 

At this point I would like to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS). 

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

b 1310 
Mr. ANDREWS. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding. 
All those who care for and think 

about the 15 million unemployed peo-
ple in this country, on both sides of the 
aisle, want the Congress to work to-
gether to help small businesses and en-
trepreneurs create jobs for Americans, 
but the new majority, right out of the 
gate, has ignored that obligation. 

The first week, they ignored the def-
icit and passed a set of rules that says 
they can pretend it doesn’t exist when 
they want to do something. Then they 
increased the deficit by repealing the 
health care bill. The Congressional 
Budget Office says that adds $230 bil-
lion to the deficit over 10 years and 
more than $1 trillion over 20 years. 
This week, they are hiding the deficit. 
They brought to the floor a bill that 
wants the American people to guess 
what the numbers will be under which 
we will live in the future. 

This is not the way to create jobs, ei-
ther generally or specifically. Here is 
one fact the Members ought to take 
into consideration. Last year, the de-
partments that would be subject to up 
to a 25 percent spending cut under this 
bill made a million contracts with 
small businesses that gave $60 billion 
worth of work to caterers, electricians, 
other small businesses. 

What will happen to the jobs created 
by those small businesses if this 25 per-
cent cut goes through? 

Now, I say a ‘‘25 percent cut’’ ad-
visedly, because I do think we want to 
take one more attempt at finding out, 
and I would yield to the chairman of 
the Rules Committee, will the spending 
bill that eventually gets here cut by 25 
percent to 2006 levels or by 22 percent 
to 2008 levels? I would yield to anyone 
on the other side who could answer 
that question for us. 

What will the number be in the bill 
that eventually gets here? 

Mr. DREIER. I’m sorry. I was talking 
to my new colleague, Mr. MULVANEY, 
here. If the gentleman was yielding to 
me, I apologize, but he will have to re-
peat the question. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. ANDREWS. The question that I 
asked was: 

Will the bill that eventually gets 
here that has numbers in it have a 25 
percent cut by going back to 2006 or a 
22 percent cut by going back to 2008? 

Mr. DREIER. If the gentleman would 
yield, I am happy to answer my friend 
by saying that the House will work its 
will. It is one of the things that Speak-
er BOEHNER has made very clear. 

I thank my friend for yielding. 
Mr. ANDREWS. Reclaiming my time, 

I would ask what the bill that the lead-
ership brings to the floor will ask for. 
Will it be a 25 percent cut that goes 
back to 2006 or a 22 percent cut that 
goes back to 2008? 

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ANDREWS. I yield to my friend. 
Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for 

yielding. 
Let me say, Madam Speaker, that 

Speaker BOEHNER, who is the leader of 
this House, of both Democrats and Re-
publicans alike, and who is obviously 
the leader of Republicans, said this 
morning in a meeting, as he has said 
repeatedly, the House is going to work 
its will. We are going to do something 
that hasn’t been done, especially in the 
appropriations process in the last 2 
years. We are going to have a debate 
that will allow a majority of this insti-
tution to determine what those num-
bers are. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Reclaiming my time, 
that sounds awfully familiar. We were 
promised an open process, but it was a 
closed process on health care. We were 
promised an open process, but it was a 
closed process on this bill. That sounds 
to me like a promise we have heard be-
fore that really hasn’t been honored 
thus far in this Congress. 

I would urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I yield 

myself 30 seconds to say to my friend, 
as we talk about an open process, my 
Rules Committee colleagues know that 
just a few minutes ago, for the first 
time in 4 long years, the Rules Com-
mittee reported out a modified open 
rule that will allow a free-flowing de-
bate tomorrow right here on this House 
floor. 

I should say, Madam Speaker, that H. 
Res. 38 is literally one sentence, which 
says that this institution is committed 
to getting our level of spending to 2008 
levels or less—or less, Madam Speak-
er—and I think it’s important for us to 
note that. 
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We have the chairman of the Budget 

Committee, as I started to say in re-
sponse to my friend, we have the Ap-
propriations Committee chairman, and 
we are determined to begin a process. 

With that, I am happy to yield 2 min-
utes to my great new friend from In-
dian Hills, South Carolina (Mr. 
MULVANEY). 

Mr. MULVANEY. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

I rise in favor of the resolution. 
I am just happy to be able to have 

this debate this year. I can tell you, 
Madam Speaker, that we were cam-
paigning last year during 2010. As 
freshmen, we never expected to have 
the ability to come into this Chamber 
this year and talk about the FY 2011 
spending. We thought that that would 
be long before we had gotten here, and 
I thank my colleagues from across the 
way for failing to pass a budget last 
year so that we have the opportunity 
to have this debate with this new Con-
gress. 

For me—and I know, Madam Speak-
er, for many of my colleagues—the key 
language in this resolution is 2008 lev-
els or less. It’s that ‘‘or less’’ that, I 
think, has a lot of the attention of the 
freshmen. 

In a world where discretionary spend-
ing is up 88 percent in the last 2 years, 
in a world where we have borrowed $3 
trillion in just the last 2 years, in a 
world, Madam Speaker, where we bor-
rowed more money in one day—we bor-
rowed more money on June 30, 2010, 
than we borrowed in all of 2006—in that 
world, those two words ‘‘or less’’ are 
what speak to me and so many Mem-
bers of the freshman class. 

I thank the Rules Committee, and es-
pecially the chairman, for making sure 
that language is in there, and I am 
looking forward to exploring that when 
this bill comes to the floor. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, I 
enjoyed the previous speaker. 

I would just simply ask: What is the 
problem with telling us what the num-
ber is and what you’re going to cut? 

The number is important because 
that does determine what you are 
going to cut. It determines what the al-
locations are going to be to the various 
appropriations committees, and they 
have real consequences. The notion 
that we are doing something bold here 
by coming up with this arbitrary, you 
know, statement that it’s 2008 or less 
levels we’re going to go to without any 
detail, without any numbers, without 
anything of anything, is political pos-
turing at its worse. 

With that, I would like to yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. CAPPS). 

Mrs. CAPPS. I thank my colleague 
for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong op-
position to this misguided and mis-
directed and destructive resolution. 

The American people have charged us 
with creating jobs and strengthening 
our economy. My colleagues in the ma-
jority appear more focused on getting 

in a good sound bite before tonight’s 
State of the Union. 

Procedurally, this resolution empow-
ers a single person to decree the entire 
Nation’s budget for the rest of the 
year—no hearings, no markups, no 
vote. And this plan is nothing more 
than a gimmick that will destroy jobs. 

For example, reverting to 2008 budget 
levels will cut more than $17 million 
from the National Health Service Corp. 
This program trains and employs 
health care providers, all while caring 
for millions of Americans. Moreover, it 
will cut both nurse faculty loan pro-
grams and nurse training programs by 
nearly 70 percent. These cuts will deci-
mate our health care workforce now 
and long into the future. 

Madam Speaker, in 2008, over 27,000 
qualified applicants to our Nation’s 
nursing schools were turned away be-
cause we didn’t have enough faculty to 
train them. Countless others couldn’t 
even afford to go. This budgetless reso-
lution will do nothing more than exac-
erbate a real growing problem. 

Members from both sides of the aisle 
know that we desperately need to in-
crease our health care workforce, not 
cut it. Instead of cutting jobs, we 
should be creating them, so I urge my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this 
budgetless resolution. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds to say to my very 
good friend from Santa Barbara that 
creating jobs and getting our economy 
back on track is exactly what this res-
olution is all about. 

We all know that, on the sidelines all 
across this country and around the 
world, there is capital, there are re-
sources that are waiting to be invested. 
And once we get our fiscal house in 
order, the signal that that sends to job 
creators out there is a very important 
one. 

With that, I am very happy to yield 1 
minute to my very good friend from 
Richmond, Virginia, the distinguished 
majority leader, Mr. CANTOR. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
from California, the chairman of the 
Rules Committee. 

Madam Speaker, November 2 marked 
the culmination of a long, arduous and 
ultimately clarifying debate over the 
kind of role government should play in 
the economy. By overwhelming mar-
gins, voters rejected an approach that 
spends money we don’t have and con-
centrates too much control and power 
in Washington. 

Instead, they voted for a better way. 
Republicans are determined to de-

liver results by instilling a culture of 
opportunity, responsibility, and suc-
cess. Our majority is dedicated to cut 
and grow: cut spending and job-de-
stroying regulations, grow private sec-
tor jobs and the economy. 

b 1320 

Today, we have the opportunity to 
take a significant step towards repair-
ing America’s deteriorating fiscal con-
dition. This resolution directs the 

Budget Committee chairman to set 
spending levels so we return non-de-
fense discretionary spending to 2008 
levels or below. 

If you think the government didn’t 
spend enough money in 2008, then op-
pose this resolution; go on record for 
more spending, more borrowing, and 
more debt. But, Madam Speaker, if you 
believe we are spending too much 
money, then I urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution. It represents a 
clean break with the past and an end to 
the unchecked growth of Federal 
spending and government, and it is 
worthy of our support. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 
I’m still waiting to hear the number 
and how much we’re going to cut. I am 
waiting to see this transparency and 
accountability. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS). 

Mr. DICKS. While the Democratic 
Caucus in the House remains com-
mitted to fiscal responsibility, we have 
two major concerns at this point that 
should be stated as we consider this 
resolution at the outset of the 112th 
Congress. 

First, we must recognize that the 
highest priority at this point is to get 
our economy moving again, supporting 
initiatives that help create jobs and 
that continue to bring us out of the re-
cession. Our economy is still fragile, 
and although unemployment is heading 
downward, it remains too high. In this 
regard, I believe we must be concerned 
about a precipitous and substantial 
drop in spending if it is going to result 
in increasing unemployment and in-
creasing the deficit. It is going to have 
exactly the opposite effect of what is 
intended on the Republican side. It 
would truly be counterproductive if we 
added to the ranks of the unemployed 
workers in America, reducing revenues 
coming into the Treasury and requir-
ing additional expenditures for unem-
ployment insurance and welfare. 

And second, the resolution we are 
considering today specifically exempts 
defense—the largest element of our 
Federal budget—from any reductions. 
Even though I have always supported a 
strong national defense, I cannot imag-
ine why we would hold the Pentagon 
harmless in the attempt to achieve 
greater fiscal accountability. Even the 
Republican majority leader this week 
agreed that defense spending should be 
on the table, and Secretary Gates him-
self has proposed a series of reasonable 
reductions that could be accomplished 
in his department’s budget. 

In the FY 2011 bill the Defense Appro-
priations Subcommittee, which I 
chaired with Mr. YOUNG of Florida, 
adopted last July, included a reduction 
of $7 billion from the Obama budget re-
quest, and the Senate Appropriations 
Committee had a similar number. I 
think we can even do more than that. 
I was glad to see that Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. 
CANTOR, and others have all said that 
defense should be part of the solution. 
I think we can cut up to $13 billion out 
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of the defense budget without doing 
any damage to national security. 

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I yield 
myself 30 seconds to say to my very 
good friend from Seattle that I am in 
complete agreement with the notion of 
ensuring that we focus time, energy, 
and effort on paring back waste, fraud, 
and abuse, especially within the Pen-
tagon. We all know that it’s there. And 
I’m glad that my friend from Worcester 
raised that issue in his opening re-
marks. He somehow was arguing that 
we have left it as sacrosanct. We don’t. 

The focus today is obviously on non- 
security discretionary spending, and 
that’s exactly what we are trying to do 
with this first try. 

Mr. DICKS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

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

Mr. DREIER. I am happy to yield my 
friend 15 seconds, Madam Speaker. 

Mr. DICKS. I would just say we ought 
to do it now; it will make it easier. 
This gives us a bargaining chip with 
the President and with the Senate. We 
can make some reductions in defense. 

Mr. DREIER. If I could reclaim my 
time, Madam Speaker, I would say to 
my friend, he knows very well that we 
have gone without a budget so far. We 
are going to go through the standard 
budget process. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired. 

Mr. DREIER. I yield myself an addi-
tional 15 seconds to say that I would 
like to see complete reform of the 1974 
Budget Act. I want a joint, bicameral, 
bipartisan committee to do just that. 
But then, with the structure we have 
today, we are going to proceed with the 
appropriations process so we will be 
able to do exactly what my friend said. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 
the bill makes defense spending sac-
rosanct and says nothing about going 
after fraud and waste in defense con-
tracts. 

I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. STARK). 

Mr. STARK. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

I rise today to oppose the budgetless 
resolution. It ignores job creation, has 
no numbers, no specifics, and it gives 
no serious plan to reduce the deficit. 

The Republicans say they want to de-
crease the deficit and that they will 
try to cut non-defense discretionary 
spending back to 2008 levels. They say 
this will save $100 billion in discre-
tionary spending. 

I am giving them a chance to put 
their money where their mouths are. 
Today, I introduced H.R. 413, legisla-
tion that would reduce defense spend-
ing to 2008 levels. We can’t be serious 
about getting our house in order if we 
are exempting 60 percent of discre-
tionary spending from cuts. My legisla-
tion will save $182 billion over the next 
5 years. That’s $182 billion from a sec-

tor riddled with extra planes and en-
gines the Pentagon doesn’t even want. 
We spend more than any other country. 
The next closest is China; we spend 
seven times what they do. How about 
just cutting back to maybe only spend-
ing five or six times as much as China 
does. 

I urge support of H.R. 413. 
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I continue 

to reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

2 minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PASCRELL). 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I come 
to the floor today as someone willing 
to work towards reforms that will cre-
ate jobs, strengthen our middle class, 
and pay down our debt. I am in favor of 
comprehensive tax reform with lower 
rates. I’m in favor of removing regula-
tions that hurt competitiveness. I’m 
ready to make the hard cuts we need to 
pay down our deficit. I think we can all 
agree on those principles. We might 
have to change some of the policies, 
but we agree on the principles. But 
what we have here today contains no 
policies, no ideas, and very few prin-
ciples. 

This is a budgetless resolution. It 
calls for a reduction in spending to pre- 
2008 levels but provides no specifics. 
What family in America would sit 
down at the kitchen table and set up a 
budget without a bottom line? 

We could be here discussing Mr. 
RYAN’s idea to replace Medicaid with 
vouchers. We could be here discussing 
the plan to cut public education spend-
ing 50 percent and to eliminate Amtrak 
and public broadcasting. Let’s discuss 
those things. Or we could be debating 
the plan Majority Leader CANTOR 
hailed, which would result in the ab-
sence of 4,000 FBI agents and 1,500 DEA 
agents. We may disagree with those 
policies, but I am here to work to solve 
problems. And to say we will drop 
spending levels up to 30 percent but 
provide no specifics is being less than 
genuine. 

Colin Powell recently said this: ‘‘I 
am very put off when people just say 
let’s go back and freeze to the level 2 
years ago. Tell me what you’re going 
to cut, and nobody up there yet is 
being very, very candid about what 
they are going to cut to fix the prob-
lem.’’ 

The public has been very clear; job 
creation should be our top priority. So 
far we have abandoned the principles of 
pay-as-you-go and added $230 billion to 
the deficit by repealing—you voted for 
it—health care. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LATHAM). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 20 seconds. 

Mr. PASCRELL. Thank you, Mr. 
MCGOVERN. 

Before us is yet another piece of leg-
islation being used as a political gim-
mick instead of an honest conversation 
to seek out compromise with the pur-
pose of aiding the economy. As a new 

member of the Budget Committee, I 
am willing and eager to work hard to 
find comprehensive, bipartisan solu-
tions to strengthening our economy. 
Please let me know when you’re ready 
to sit down and talk and work. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire of my friend how many speakers 
he has remaining? 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. HOYER and then 
myself at this moment. 

Mr. DREIER. I am going to sit on the 
edge of my seat in anticipation of Mr. 
HOYER’s very thoughtful remarks that 
I look forward to, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
very proud to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland, the minor-
ity whip, Mr. HOYER. 

b 1330 

Mr. HOYER. I want to thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. DREIER has put additional pres-
sure on me with his thoughtful re-
marks. 

Let me say that there is nobody on 
this floor who doesn’t believe that the 
deficit is a very, very substantial prob-
lem that confronts us; and I would 
hope that there is nobody on the floor 
who believes that it’s going to be ac-
complished in a simple fashion to bring 
this deficit under control. But I fear 
that there is too much simplistic—not 
simple—simplistic rhetoric with ref-
erence to this deficit. 

After borrowing trillions of dollars to 
finance tax cuts, a new entitlement, 
and two wars, our friends on the Re-
publican side tell us they are now tak-
ing the deficit seriously. All of you 
have heard my comments about how 
under the Clinton administration the 
budget was balanced and how under the 
Reagan and Bush I and Bush II admin-
istrations it was not. 

If our Republican friends mean it, if 
they were interested in the deficit as 
anything other than a political issue, if 
they actually use their House majority 
to back up their words with action, 
then no one, in my opinion, would be 
happier than me and our party, the 
Democratic Party. 

Our deficit I think all of us should 
agree is too big for partisan politics. It 
cripples our children’s opportunities. It 
makes it harder for them to pay for 
college education, buy a home, start a 
business, or plan a future. 

I want my Republican friends to take 
the deficit seriously. I want my Demo-
cratic friends to take the budget def-
icit seriously—to join President Obama 
in making the hard choices it will take 
to get out of debt. 

But, frankly, so far the opportunity 
to finally back up their words of fiscal 
discipline have been a record of dis-
appointment. 

A rules package, and I tell my friend, 
the chairman of the Rules Committee, 
the rules package provides for $5 tril-
lion in additional deficit spending over 
the next 10 years—$5 trillion; a vote to 
repeal health care reform is another 
$230 billion of deficit; a pledge to cut 
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spending by a hundred billion, which it 
has taken them less than a month to 
break; and, today, a one-page resolu-
tion with no numbers and no specifics. 

I think this resolution is unprece-
dented, certainly in the 30 years that 
I’ve been here, which gives to one per-
son out of the 435 the opportunity and 
the authority to set a number that we 
will consider in this House. I don’t 
think that’s precedented. I don’t think 
it’s democratic. It’s not transparent. 
And it’s not an open process. 

Colin Powell has already been 
quoted, but we’re still waiting for the 
answer of what is going to be cut. At a 
time when getting out of debt, growing 
the economy, and creating jobs are our 
country’s defining bipartisan chal-
lenges, we need hard choices—not more 
political theater. 

Now, we passed a budget enforcement 
resolution which was criticized by the 
other side because we didn’t pass a full 
budget. I think that’s, perhaps, correct. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 1 minute. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding the additional 1 minute. 

We were criticized; but in that budg-
et enforcement resolution, we had a 
number, and when you voted on the 
rule, you knew the number you were 
voting on as a House of Representa-
tives. Here you have no idea what 
you’re voting on. You could be voting 
for 2008 numbers or anything less than 
that under this resolution. 

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman 
yield? And I will yield my friend addi-
tional time. 

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for 
yielding. 

Let me just say to my friend, Mr. 
Speaker, that this is the beginning of a 
process. This is a one-sentence resolu-
tion that will allow this House to go on 
record making a strong commitment to 
reducing the level of spending. And my 
friend was absolutely right in his open-
ing remarks when he said that every-
one wants us to reduce the deficit. And 
he’s right. 

This may be unprecedented, but 
we’re in unprecedented times. 

I would yield my friend an additional 
30 seconds. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his generosity. 

But let me say to the gentleman, it 
may be unprecedented times; but it 
does not warrant this unprecedented 
abdication of democracy in this House 
in setting what is probably the most 
critical question that confronts gov-
ernment: How much are you going to 
pay for it? I think we all agree on that. 
That’s what is at issue here. 

And this resolution does not allow 
Members of Congress to engage on 
that. It simply gives to one person the 
ability to set that number. It’s not 
only unprecedented; it, in my opinion, 
is undemocratic—with a small ‘‘d.’’ It 

does not provide the transparency and 
the openness of which the gentleman 
has correctly spoken and I hope we 
pursue. 

And I hope that we oppose this reso-
lution. 

Mr. DREIER. I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield 11⁄2 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. I thank 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

I consider the gentleman from Cali-
fornia a colleague that I’ve known for 
a good while, and I know that there are 
certainly good intentions; but I always 
believe that when you’re elected to this 
powerful body that represents over 300 
million Americans, as the census has 
given us new numbers of how many 
Americans we have the privilege of rep-
resenting, you do have to speak about 
the future. 

When you begin to talk about generic 
numbers going back to 2008 levels, you 
are speaking generally without sub-
stance because it is our commitment to 
be able to move America forward. And 
I hope the President will stay in the 
blue column because you can see the 
red column in the past administration: 
there was no job creation. 

So when you talk about reducing the 
deficit, it must be with a plan; it must 
be with substance. Because you can re-
peal with no substance. 

And I would just raise the question: 
Do we want a Nation that does not in-
vest in education? Do we want a Nation 
that does not help our businesses in-
vest to create jobs? And do we want a 
Nation that says that security, the 
FBI, the DEA—someone called in today 
and talked about how important it was 
to ensure that we had the right kind of 
law enforcement. Or do we want to tell 
those who are on Social Security who 
have worked, literally worked, or are 
disabled, that there are no more dollars 
for them because we have just without 
any guidance gone back to 2008 levels? 

I would just ask that we move this 
country forward, Mr. Speaker, and I 
ask that we invest in America. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself 13⁄4 
minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the problem with this 
resolution, as has been stated over and 
over and over again, is that it is a press 
release. It contains no number. People 
on the other side talk about tough 
choices. It doesn’t talk about any of 
the tough choices. It exempts defense 
spending from any cuts, so fraudulent 
defense contracts are somehow okay, 
that it’s better than waste and abuse in 
domestic spending programs. Every-
thing should be on the table when 
we’re talking about getting this budget 
deficit under control. 

The reason why the number is so im-
portant is because that number deter-
mines how much we’re going to allo-
cate to the various appropriations com-
mittees; and that in turn determines 

really the severity of a lot of the cuts 
that are going to have to be made: cuts 
in medical research—research to try to 
find a cure to cancer; cuts in programs 
to help feed hungry children; cuts in 
programs to provide emergency fuel as-
sistance to low-income people during 
the winter months; cuts in small busi-
ness loans that can help small busi-
nesses get the capital they need to 
grow and create jobs. 

We should be talking about jobs in 
the opening of the session. Instead, 
what we have talked about are the old 
ideological battles of the past. Last 
week we repealed the entire health 
care bill. This week, we’re passing a 
budget resolution that has no number 
in it. I mean, this is a first. This is un-
precedented. And I think the American 
people who are watching are wondering 
why in the world can’t you tell us what 
the number is; why in the world can’t 
you give us a sense of what you’re 
going to cut. 

b 1340 
Why in the world can’t you even vote 

on it? There are 435 Members of this 
House. Only one Member is going to be 
able to determine what that budget 
number is. 

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 1 minute remaining. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, we are engaged in polit-
ical theater today. We know the CBO 
will come out with numbers tomorrow, 
but the Republicans feel it’s important 
to do this today because somehow they 
think the press will pay attention to 
this and they’ll be able to have a 
countermessage to the President’s 
State of the Union address. They are 
blowing a major opportunity. 

There is bipartisan concern about the 
budget. There is a bipartisan consensus 
that we need to find cuts. And rather 
than working in a bipartisan way, we 
have a bill that comes to the floor 
under a closed rule. We are told that 
the chairman of the Budget Committee 
can unilaterally come up with a num-
ber; the rest of us are irrelevant to this 
process. That’s not the way it’s sup-
posed to be. And I think that the Re-
publican majority owes it not only to 
the Members of this Congress, but they 
owe it to the American people to tell 
us what the number is and where 
they’re going to cut, how deeply 
they’re going to cut, who’s going to be 
impacted. Because I will tell you this: 
Who’s going to be impacted are real 
people, and they’re going to feel the 
real pain of some of these cuts. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to vote against this mis-
guided resolution, this press release. 

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

myself the balance of my time. 
Mr. Speaker, we have bipartisan con-

sensus around here. We need to get our 
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economy back on track, and we need to 
do everything that we can to cut Fed-
eral spending. The distinguished mi-
nority whip just said as much. So there 
is a consensus, and I think that’s won-
derful. 

In a few hours, 9 o’clock this evening, 
Democrats are going to be sitting with 
Republicans; Republicans are going to 
be sitting with Democrats. It’s going to 
be unprecedented. And I will say that 
Mr. HOYER referred to this simple one- 
sentence resolution as unprecedented. 
And I believe that it probably is un-
precedented. 

What it says—I mean, I have almost 
memorized the one sentence, Mr. 
Speaker. It says that we need to make 
sure that the Budget Committee and 
the Appropriations Committee work to 
get us to 2008 spending levels or less. I 
personally believe that we should be 
substantially below 2008 levels. I be-
lieve that we need to take that kind of 
action. 

And it’s true, before the President 
stands right over my shoulder at 9 
o’clock this evening and delivers his 
State of the Union message, we want 
this institution to have a chance to go 
on record saying that we are com-
mitted to doing everything that we can 
to get the spending levels to 2008 or 
less. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are in the posi-
tion we are, and that itself is unprece-
dented, and that’s why unprecedented 
action is necessary. 

Now, I began my remarks by talking 
about the fact that probably one of the 
most enduring and powerful memories 
of 2010 was what took place in Athens, 
Greece. We saw the riots take place in 
the streets from public service employ-
ees in the wake of the government fac-
ing the responsibility of imposing aus-
terity standards on the people of 
Greece. And what happened? We saw 
this huge outcry come because they 
were arguing that they couldn’t, in 
fact, bring about cuts in spending. 

I juxtapose that to what we saw in 
the last year here. We saw tens of thou-
sands of Americans taking to the 
streets carrying this message: Taxed 
Enough Already. They came together 
to petition their government to bring 
about spending reductions. Not com-
plaining that the government was 
making cuts; complaining that the 
government wasn’t making enough 
cuts. And that’s exactly what we’re 
doing. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, I believe that 
this may be the first time in human 
history that we have witnessed what it 
was that we saw take place last year 
and led to the outcome in the Novem-
ber 2 election. We know that the great-
est change in three-quarters of a cen-
tury took place in this institution. 
Sixty-three members of the Demo-
cratic Party were defeated. We now 
have 87 new Republicans and nine new 
Democrats who have joined with us, 
and they have carried this message to 
us that we need to rein in spending. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it’s impor-
tant to note that our real goal is above 

that. It is job creation and economic 
growth, getting our economy back on 
track so that people out there who are 
trying to get onto the first rung of the 
economic ladder are able do just that. 
We have a painfully high unemploy-
ment rate, and people across this coun-
try are hurting. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what steps can we 
take to create jobs? I personally be-
lieve that we need to—and I look for-
ward to having the President talk 
about this tonight—open up new mar-
kets around the world so that union 
and nonunion workers in the United 
States of America can have the oppor-
tunity to sell goods and provide serv-
ices into countries like Colombia and 
Panama and South Korea, where these 
pending agreements exist. 

I believe that since Japan has 
brought about a reduction in its top 
corporate rate, the rate of those job 
creators, we can reduce the top cor-
porate rate—it’s the highest rate of 
any country in the world now—from 35 
to 25 percent. I understand the Presi-
dent may be proposing that this 
evening. That will go a long way to-
wards creating jobs. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what we’re doing 
with H. Res. 38 is we are getting our-
selves on a path towards fiscal respon-
sibility, and I believe that that is one 
of the most important things that we 
can do as we seek this shared goal of 
job creation and economic growth. So 
if we can let this institution go on 
record in support of getting to 2008 lev-
els or less, I am convinced that that 
will be a strong step towards our goal, 
our shared goal of creating jobs and es-
tablishing economic growth. 

This is the beginning of a process, 
Mr. Speaker, the beginning of a proc-
ess; again, a one-sentence resolution 
that this House will be voting on in 
just a few minutes. But the process, 
itself, is one that is broken. It’s broken 
because, for the first time since the 
1974 Budget Act was put into place, 
we’ve not had a budget. We’ve not had 
a budget. We’re almost 5 months into 
the new fiscal year, and we are in the 
process of cleaning up the mess that 
was handed to us. 

So how is it we plan to do it? Well, 
Speaker BOEHNER has made it very 
clear. And that is that we need to 
make sure that we have an open, free- 
flowing debate as we proceed with a 
budget. And I’m convinced that our 
Rules Committee will make alter-
natives in order when we proceed with 
the work that the Budget Committee 
will have done. And I’m convinced that 
we will get back to the kind of regular 
order that I think today Democrats 
and Republicans alike would want to 
see, and that is a chance for Democrats 
and Republicans to stand up and offer 
amendments to the appropriations 
bills. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I will say again that 
it’s a simple one-sentence resolution. 
Are we going to let this institution get 
onto a path towards reducing the size, 
scope, reach, and control of the Federal 

Government or are we not? And so, Mr. 
Speaker, I am going to urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this very, 
very important resolution. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, earlier 
this year, I was pleased to cast a vote that 
would reduce the legislative appropriation as a 
symbol that no part of the budget should be 
off limits as we attempt to deal with the issues 
of government efficiency and deficit reduction. 
The resolution before Congress today directs 
the Budget Committee Chairman to reduce 
non-security spending to FY 2008 levels or 
less for the remainder of FY 2011. I would 
hope that having demonstrated that even the 
legislature itself is not exempt, that the Repub-
lican leadership would reconsider its decision 
to declare off limits the major areas of govern-
ment spending, particularly the Department of 
Defense. 

If we are truly to improve our fiscal condi-
tion, no part of the budget should be off limits. 
The Pentagon cannot be left out. We can no 
longer separate national security from fiscal 
responsibility. Speaker BOEHNER has himself 
said that there is room to find savings in the 
defense budget. 

Even without including the costs for the 
wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, U.S. defense 
spending is the highest it has been at any 
time since the end of World War II. It is great-
er than at the peak of the Cold War. Yet we 
continue to spend billions to protect West Ger-
many from the Soviet Union even though both 
ceased to exist decades ago. 

Our defense budget accounts for half of 
global military spending and consumes more 
than 50 cents of every dollar of federal gov-
ernment discretionary spending. Even under 
the laudable plan announced by Secretary 
Gates to cut the Pentagon’s budget by $78 bil-
lion, defense spending will continue to in-
crease in the near term. 

There are many thoughtful ways to rein in 
defense spending. More than $350 billion has 
been spent by the U.S. in Afghanistan since 
2001, a monthly bill for our taxpayers exceed-
ing $8 billion. The U.S. military is the single 
largest consumer of energy in the world, using 
as much power in one year as the entire 
country of Nigeria, and spending $17 billion 
each year on petrol and another $23 billion 
annually on refueling our bases and units in 
Afghanistan. Integrating renewable and energy 
efficient practices into our armed services 
have already saved lives and money. Finally, 
we should eliminate unnecessary weapons 
programs, such as the Expeditionary Fighting 
Vehicle. Despite the Marine Corps com-
mandant calling the program unworkable and 
unaffordable, some lawmakers continue to in-
sist on funding it. 

While today’s resolution fails to address this 
problem, it is my hope that we’ll be able to 
work in a bipartisan fashion to ‘‘right-size’’ all 
areas of government spending, including the 
Pentagon. 

Unfortunately, the proposal put forth by the 
Republican Study Committee earlier this week 
has lessened the chance of finding a bipar-
tisan solution. Their proposal would result in 
cuts of more than 40 percent in education, en-
vironmental protection, law enforcement, med-
ical research, food safety, and many other key 
services. In practical terms, this would include 
the elimination of nearly 3,000 food safety in-
spectors—endangering our food supply, dra-
matic increases in wait times at Social Secu-
rity centers by slashing that agencies budget, 
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and dumping 389,000 children from Head 
Start—destroying opportunities for those chil-
dren while weakening America’s competitive-
ness. 

The Republican Study Committee’s proposal 
would also destroy thousands of jobs renew-
ing and rebuilding America’s eroding infra-
structure. For instance, cutting $2 billion from 
the New Starts program would destroy nearly 
46,000 jobs and cutting Amtrak funding by 
$1.6 billion would destroy 36,000. Eliminating 
these programs makes it harder for those 
Americans with work to get to work or to find 
new work. 

There are many more examples just like 
these that hit every community in our country. 
While we strive to better match our revenues 
with the cost of services to our constituents, it 
is important not to destroy the very programs 
that make our country strong and economi-
cally competitive and on which our citizens de-
pend. 

Mr. JORDAN. Mr. Speaker, the American 
people have spoken loud and clear—they 
want Congress to stop the out-of-control 
spending that is bankrupting our Nation. 

During the campaign last year, Republicans 
called for reducing non-security, discretionary 
spending in Fiscal Year 2011 by $100 billion 
as a down payment toward the cuts needed to 
get America’s finances back on track. 

Now that the campaign is over, and the 
American people have given us one more 
chance to make things right, they want to see 
us do what we said we would do. 

H. Res. 38 is a good first step—and I’m 
going to support it—but it does not get us the 
full $100 billion. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to keep the $100 bil-
lion promise we made to the American people! 

I filed an amendment last night that would 
keep the $100 billion promise. We would be 
debating that amendment right now, had this 
resolution come to the floor under an open 
rule. 

The good news is . . . and I applaud our 
leadership for taking this position . . . some-
time over the next few weeks, we will have 
another chance to keep this promise as we 
debate the continuing resolution under an 
open rule. 

Though some say keeping the $100 billion 
promise would be too difficult, the folks I get 
the privilege to represent back home say ‘‘This 
is the least we can do!’’ 

They understand that $100 billion is only 
about one-thirteenth of the deficit. They under-
stand that cutting $100 billion only gets us 
one-thirteenth of the way to a balanced budg-
et. 

Rebuilding the trust of the people means 
keeping our word. We need to keep our prom-
ise. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in oppo-
sition to House Resolution 38, which imposes 
dramatic cuts to our budget without any regard 
to its effects on our Nation’s economic recov-
ery or Rhode Island families struggling to stay 
afloat. 

Our Nation faces a serious budget deficit, 
but we also face a jobs deficit and a fragile 
economic recovery. Rhode Island currently 
has the fifth highest unemployment rate in the 
country at 11.5 percent. The Republican pro-
posal to cut non-security programs by 21 per-
cent goes too far too fast, resulting in addi-
tional potential job losses and reductions to 
critical services that could threaten our eco-

nomic recovery and countless families who 
are barely getting by as it is. It makes drastic 
cuts to our school systems and student aid for 
college, slashes housing assistance in the 
wake of record foreclosures, and reduces 
lending support for small businesses. 

This proposal also contradicts the rec-
ommendations of the Bipartisan Fiscal Com-
mission, of which some of our Republican 
leaders were participants. In its final report re-
leased on December 1, 2010—less than eight 
weeks ago—the commission stated in its sec-
ond guiding principle that ‘‘budget cuts should 
start gradually so they don’t interfere with the 
ongoing economic recovery. Growth is essen-
tial to restoring fiscal strength.’’ The Commis-
sion then stated in its first recommendation 
that we should not return to pre-recession 
2008 levels until 2013. This proposal con-
tained a lot of controversial ideas to be sure, 
but the general consensus regardless of party 
affiliation highlighted the need for caution in 
crafting an effective deficit reduction plan. 

Mr. Speaker, I wholeheartedly agree that we 
need to get our fiscal house in order, but we 
must do it thoughtfully and responsibly. This 
proposal rushes to judgment before the proc-
ess has even begun. I urge my colleagues to 
reject this resolution and begin a serious dis-
cussion of deficit reduction that will address 
our fiscal challenges without imperiling our 
economic recovery. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposi-
tion to H. Res. 38, a vague and reckless 
‘‘budget-less’’ budget resolution. H. Res. 38 
claims to reduce non-security spending to fis-
cal year 2008 levels or less, but this one-page 
bill has not one final budget number, nor does 
it actually make any specific cuts. Instead, this 
resolution grants all authority to the Chair of 
the House Committee on the Budget to set the 
budget allocations for the Committee on Ap-
propriations. This entitles the Chairman to 
merely have the allocations printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. So much for an 
open and transparent process. So much for al-
lowing the Committees of jurisdiction to do 
their work. Mr. Speaker, we declared our inde-
pendence from Great Britain precisely be-
cause we didn’t want a king and here we are 
making one out of the Chairman of the House 
Committee on the Budget. 

By allowing only one hour of debate on the 
resolution and no amendments, Republican 
leadership seeks to bypass the deliberation 
and debate by Members of Congress. Repub-
lican leadership also struck down a motion 
that would have required a vote by the full 
House before any allocation could become ef-
fective, once again limiting input by the Mem-
bers of this body. It is clear that the Grand Old 
Party remains committed to deciding our Na-
tion’s budgetary policies in smoke-filled back-
rooms. 

It is clear that the one-page resolution 
brought to the floor today is not a serious plan 
to reduce the deficit. Indeed, the new Repub-
lican plan offers the same empty rhetoric as 
the last: all smoke and mirrors. It is fiscally ir-
responsible, both procedurally and sub-
stantively, and it puts too much power in the 
hands of one individual—the Chairman of the 
Budget Committee. 

Furthermore, the arbitrary decision to re-
duce spending to non-security—a clear defini-
tion of which we have yet to see—funding lev-
els in fiscal year 2008 jeopardizes the 
progress our country has made in recovering 

from the economic downturn. My colleagues 
on the other side of the aisle are not gov-
erning for fiscal year 2008, we are governing 
for the remainder of fiscal year 2011. Rather 
than driving our economic progress forward, 
the Republican leadership has chosen to 
throw the car into reverse, threatening to de-
stroy the recovery this economy has made. 

My colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
say they can’t provide specifics, as they are 
awaiting information from the Congressional 
Budget Office. The same Congressional Budg-
et Office they recently accused of cooking the 
books. I am glad Republicans now see the 
value of the non-partisan organization. It is my 
understanding that CBO will come out with 
baseline numbers within the next week. Would 
it not be a better course of action to wait for 
those numbers and show us all exactly which 
programs are to be cut—to lay the specifics 
on the table? Or is today’s resolution modeled 
after the Republican repeal bill—meant for po-
litical showmanship only? 

I am ready to work in a bipartisan way to re-
duce deficits, as well as promote economic 
growth and protect the strength of American 
middle-class families. During this current eco-
nomic downturn, we must not jeopardize our 
Nation’s ability to create jobs. Unfortunately, 
the GOP has made it clear they are not inter-
ested in taking real action for the American 
people. Republicans have already voted in 
their rules package, paving the way to add 
nearly $5 trillion to the deficit, and have voted 
to increase the deficit by $230 billion by re-
pealing the health care law. I will NOT stand 
idly by and let the GOP advance its record of 
doubling the national debt and shirking away 
from fiscal responsibility. I urge my colleagues 
to do the same. 

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

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

Pursuant to House Resolution 43, the 
previous question is ordered on the res-
olution, as amended. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speak-

er, I have a motion to recommit at the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the resolution? 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Indeed, I 
am. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Bishop of New York moves to recom-

mit the resolution H. Res. 38 to the Com-
mittee on Rules with instructions to report 
the same to the House forthwith with the 
following amendments: 

Page 2, line 1, insert ‘‘(1)’’ after ‘‘that’’. 
Page 2, line 2, insert the following before 

the period: ‘‘, and (2) no spending for any 
contract entered into by the United States 
Government with a company that has been 
determined by the Secretary of Labor to 
have offshored or outsourced American jobs 
overseas’’. 

b 1350 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
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The question was taken; and the 

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

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Pursuant to clause 8 and clause 9 of 

rule XX, this 15-minute vote on the 
motion to recommit will be followed by 
5-minute votes on adoption of the reso-
lution, if ordered; and the motion to 
suspend the rules with regard to House 
Resolution 49. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 184, nays 
242, answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 7, 
as follows: 

[Roll No. 19] 

YEAS—184 

Ackerman 
Altmire 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chandler 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fudge 
Garamendi 

Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hanabusa 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kissell 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 

Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Ross (AR) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Shuler 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—242 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 

Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 

Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 

Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Costa 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 

Heck 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Himes 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 

Pence 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Sherman 

NOT VOTING—7 

Emerson 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 

Hinchey 
Payne 
Rokita 

Ros-Lehtinen 

b 1413 

Messrs. GOSAR, HIMES, and 
SCHOCK changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Messrs. FARR, 
ALTMIRE, BRALEY of Iowa, 
LANGEVIN, and LEWIS of Georgia 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated against: 

Mr. ROKITA. Madam Speaker, on rollcall 
19, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
CAPITO). The question is on the resolu-
tion. 

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 256, nays 
165, not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 20] 

YEAS—256 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Austria 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (NH) 
Benishek 
Berg 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cole 
Conaway 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 

Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Heller 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Holden 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kelly 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Lankford 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (NY) 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 

Lungren, Daniel 
E. 

Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCotter 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Quayle 
Quigley 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Scalise 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
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Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 

Sullivan 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Webster 
West 

Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—165 

Ackerman 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baldwin 
Bass (CA) 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fudge 
Garamendi 

Gonzalez 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Hanabusa 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Heinrich 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Holt 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Keating 
Kildee 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Luján 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Michaud 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (CT) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Olver 
Owens 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree (ME) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schiff 
Schwartz 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stark 
Sutton 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—13 

Braley (IA) 
Emerson 
Frank (MA) 
Giffords 
Green, Gene 

Hinchey 
Honda 
Kaptur 
Neal 
Payne 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Schakowsky 
Waters 

b 1422 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut changed 
his vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The title was amended so as to read: 

‘‘A resolution reducing non-security 
spending to fiscal year 2008 levels or 
less.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated against: 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam 

Speaker, on rollcall vote No. 20, had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I re-
gret missing a floor vote on Tuesday, January 
25, 2011. Had I registered my vote, I would 
have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote No. 20, on 
agreeing to the resolution, H. Res. 38—To re-
duce spending through a transition to non-se-
curity spending at fiscal year 2008 levels. 

f 

STAFF SERGEANT SALVATORE A. 
GIUNTA MEDAL OF HONOR FLAG 
RESOLUTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 49) providing 
Capitol-flown flags for recipients of the 
Medal of Honor, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LATHAM) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 424, nays 0, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 21] 

YEAS—424 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Andrews 
Austria 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 
Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonner 
Bono Mack 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Brooks 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Canseco 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 

Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chandler 
Chu 
Clarke (MI) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 

Ellison 
Ellmers 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Gutierrez 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Heller 

Hensarling 
Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Hirono 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Kelly 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Landry 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NY) 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McDermott 
McGovern 

McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (CT) 
Murphy (PA) 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Olver 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paul 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quayle 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Reyes 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 

Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuler 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Webster 
Weiner 
Welch 
West 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Black 
Cicilline 
Emerson 
Frank (MA) 

Giffords 
Harman 
Hinchey 
Keating 

Payne 
Ros-Lehtinen 

b 1430 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
resolution was agreed to. 
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The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 359, ELIMINATING TAX-
PAYER FINANCING OF PRESI-
DENTIAL ELECTIONS 

Ms. FOXX, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 112–5) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 54) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 359) to reduce Federal 
spending and the deficit by termi-
nating taxpayer financing of Presi-
dential election campaigns and party 
conventions, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable NANCY 
PELOSI, House Democratic Leader: 

JANUARY 25, 2011. 
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, U.S. Capitol, Wash-

ington, DC. 
DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER: Pursuant to Sec-

tion 114(b) of the John C. Stennis Center for 
Public Service Training and Development 
Act (2 U.S.C. 1103), I hereby appoint the Hon-
orable Terri A. Sewell of Alabama to the 
Board of Trustees for the John C. Stennis 
Center for Public Service Training and De-
velopment for a term of six years. 

Sincerely, 
NANCY PELOSI, 

House Democratic Leader. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After 
consultation among the Speaker and 
the majority and minority leaders, and 
with their consent, the Chair an-
nounces that, when the two Houses 
meet tonight in joint session to hear 
an address by the President of the 
United States, only the doors imme-
diately opposite the Speaker and those 
immediately to his left and right will 
be open. 

No one will be allowed on the floor of 
the House who does not have the privi-
lege of the floor of the House. Due to 
the large attendance that is antici-
pated, the rule regarding the privilege 
of the floor must be strictly enforced. 
Children of Members will not be per-
mitted on the floor. The cooperation of 
all Members is requested. 

The practice of reserving seats prior 
to the joint session by placard will not 
be allowed. Members may reserve their 
seats only by physical presence fol-
lowing the security sweep of the Cham-
ber. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 

declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 8:35 p.m. for the purpose of 
receiving in joint session the President 
of the United States. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 33 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess 
until approximately 8:35 p.m. 

f 

b 2039 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 8 
o’clock and 39 minutes p.m. 

f 

JOINT SESSION OF CONGRESS 
PURSUANT TO HOUSE CONCUR-
RENT RESOLUTION 10 TO RE-
CEIVE A MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT 

The Speaker of the House presided. 
The Deputy Sergeant at Arms, Mrs. 

Kerri Hanley, announced the Vice 
President and Members of the U.S. 
Senate, who entered the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, the Vice 
President taking the chair at the right 
of the Speaker, and the Members of the 
Senate the seats reserved for them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints 
as members of the committee on the 
part of the House to escort the Presi-
dent of the United States into the 
Chamber: 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
CANTOR); 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCCARTHY); 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
HENSARLING); 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. SES-
SIONS); 

The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
PRICE); 

The gentlewoman from Washington 
(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS); 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
CARTER); 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. PELOSI); 

The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER); 

The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. CLYBURN); 

The gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. LARSON); 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
BECERRA); 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ISRAEL); and 

The gentlewoman from Alabama (Ms. 
SEWELL). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Presi-
dent of the Senate, at the direction of 
that body, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the committee on 
the part of the Senate to escort the 
President of the United States into the 
House Chamber: 

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. REID); 
The Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-

BIN); 
The Senator from New York (Mr. 

SCHUMER); 
The Senator from Washington (Mrs. 

MURRAY); 

The Senator from Michigan (Ms. 
STABENOW); 

The Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
BEGICH); 

The Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
LEAHY); 

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
MCCONNELL); 

The Senator from Arizona (Mr. KYL); 
The Senator from Tennessee (Mr. AL-

EXANDER); 
The Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 

BARRASSO); 
The Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 

THUNE); and 
The Senator from Texas (Mr. 

CORNYN). 
The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-

nounced the Dean of the Diplomatic 
Corps, His Excellency Roble Olhaye, 
Ambassador from the Republic of 
Djibouti. 

The Dean of the Diplomatic Corps en-
tered the Hall of the House of Rep-
resentatives and took the seat reserved 
for him. 

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the Chief Justice of the United 
States and the Associate Justices of 
the Supreme Court. 

The Chief Justice of the United 
States and the Associate Justices of 
the Supreme Court entered the Hall of 
the House of Representatives and took 
the seats reserved for them in front of 
the Speaker’s rostrum. 

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the Cabinet of the President of 
the United States. 

The members of the Cabinet of the 
President of the United States entered 
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives and took the seats reserved for 
them in front of the Speaker’s rostrum. 

At 9 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m., the 
Sergeant at Arms, the Honorable Wil-
son Livingood, announced the Presi-
dent of the United States. 

The President of the United States, 
escorted by the committee of Senators 
and Representatives, entered the Hall 
of the House of Representatives and 
stood at the Clerk’s desk. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
The SPEAKER. Members of the Con-

gress, I have the high privilege and the 
distinct honor of presenting to you the 
President of the United States. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
The PRESIDENT. Mr. Speaker, Mr. 

Vice President, Members of Congress, 
distinguished guests, and fellow Ameri-
cans: 

Tonight, I want to begin by con-
gratulating the men and women of the 
112th Congress as well as your new 
Speaker, JOHN BOEHNER. And as we 
mark this occasion, we are also mind-
ful of the empty chair in this Chamber, 
and we pray for the health of our col-
league and our friend, GABBY GIFFORDS. 

It’s no secret that those of us here to-
night have had our differences over the 
last 2 years. The debates have been 
contentious; we have fought fiercely 
for our beliefs—and that’s a good thing. 
That’s what a robust democracy de-
mands. That’s what helps set us apart 
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as a nation. But there’s a reason the 
tragedy in Tucson gave us pause: 

Amid all the noise and passions and 
rancor of our public debate, Tucson re-
minded us that, no matter who we are 
or where we come from, each of us is a 
part of something greater, something 
more consequential than parties or po-
litical preference. We are part of the 
American family. We believe that, in a 
country where every race and faith and 
point of view can be found, we are still 
bound together as one people, that we 
share common hopes and a common 
creed, that the dreams of a little girl in 
Tucson are not so different than those 
of our own children, and that they all 
deserve the chance to be fulfilled. 

That, too, is what sets us apart as a 
nation. 

Now, by itself, this simple recogni-
tion won’t usher in a new era of co-
operation. What comes of this moment 
is up to us. What comes of this moment 
will be determined, not by whether we 
can sit together tonight, but whether 
we can work together tomorrow. 

I believe we can and I believe we 
must. 

That’s what the people who sent us 
here expect of us. With their votes, 
they have determined that governing 
will now be a shared responsibility be-
tween parties. New laws will only pass 
with support from Democrats and Re-
publicans. We will move forward to-
gether or not at all—for the challenges 
we face are bigger than party and big-
ger than politics. 

At stake right now is not who wins 
the next election—after all, we just had 
an election. At stake is whether new 
jobs and industries take root in this 
country or somewhere else. It’s wheth-
er the hard work and industry of our 
people is rewarded. It’s whether we sus-
tain the leadership that has made 
America, not just a place on a map, but 
a light to the world. 

We are poised for progress. Two years 
after the worst recession most of us 
have ever known, the stock market has 
come roaring back. Corporate profits 
are up. The economy is growing 
again—but we have never measured 
progress by these yardsticks alone. We 
measure progress by the success of our 
people, by the jobs they can find, and 
the quality of life those jobs offer, by 
the prospects of a small business owner 
who dreams of turning a good idea into 
a thriving enterprise, by the opportuni-
ties for a better life that we pass on to 
our children. 

That’s the project the American peo-
ple want us to work on. Together. 

We did that in December. Thanks to 
the tax cuts we passed, Americans’ 
paychecks are a little bigger today. 
Every business can write off the full 
cost of the new investments they make 
this year; and these steps, taken by 
Democrats and Republicans, will grow 
the economy and add to the more than 
1 million private sector jobs created 
last year, but we have to do more. 
These steps we have taken over the 
last 2 years may have broken the back 

of this recession; but to win the future, 
we’ll need to take on challenges that 
have been decades in the making. 

Many people watching tonight can 
probably remember a time when find-
ing a good job meant showing up at a 
nearby factory or a business downtown. 
You didn’t always need a degree, and 
your competition was pretty much lim-
ited to your neighbors. If you worked 
hard, chances are you’d have a job for 
life, with a decent paycheck, good ben-
efits, and the occasional promotion. 
Maybe you’d even have the pride of see-
ing your kids work at the same com-
pany. 

That world has changed, and for 
many, the change has been painful. 

I’ve seen it in the shuttered windows 
of once booming factories and the va-
cant storefronts of once busy Main 
Streets. I’ve heard it in the frustra-
tions of Americans who have seen their 
paychecks dwindle or their jobs dis-
appear—proud men and women who 
feel like the rules have been changed in 
the middle of the game. 

They’re right. The rules have 
changed. 

In a single generation, revolutions in 
technology have transformed the way 
we live, work, and do business. Steel 
mills that once needed 1,000 workers 
can now do the same work with 100. 
Today, just about any company can set 
up shop, hire workers, and sell their 
products wherever there’s an Internet 
connection. Meanwhile, nations like 
China and India realized that, with 
some changes of their own, they could 
compete in this new world, and so they 
started educating their children earlier 
and longer, with greater emphasis on 
math and science. They’re investing in 
research and new technologies. Just re-
cently, China became the home to the 
world’s largest private solar research 
facility and the world’s fastest com-
puter. 

So, yes, the world has changed. The 
competition for jobs is real, but this 
shouldn’t discourage us. It should chal-
lenge us. 

Remember, for all the hits we’ve 
taken these last few years, for all the 
naysayers predicting our decline, 
America still has the largest, most 
prosperous economy in the world. No 
workers are more productive than ours. 
No country has more successful compa-
nies or grants more patents to inven-
tors and entrepreneurs. We are home to 
the world’s best colleges and univer-
sities, where more students come to 
study than anyplace on Earth. 

What’s more, we are the first nation 
to be founded for the sake of an idea— 
the idea that each of us deserves the 
chance to shape our own destiny. 
That’s why centuries of pioneers and 
immigrants have risked everything to 
come here. It’s why our students just 
don’t memorize equations but answer 
questions like ‘‘What do you think of 
that idea? What would you change 
about the world? What do you want to 
be when you grow up?’’ 

The future is ours to win, but to get 
there, we can’t just stand still. As Rob-

ert Kennedy told us, ‘‘The future is not 
a gift. It is an achievement.’’ Sus-
taining the American dream has never 
been about standing pat. It has re-
quired each generation to sacrifice and 
struggle and meet the demands of a 
new age. 

Now it’s our turn. 
We know what it takes to compete 

for the jobs and industries of our time. 
We need to out-innovate, out-educate, 
and out-build the rest of the world. We 
have to make America the best place 
on Earth to do business. We need to 
take responsibility for our deficit and 
reform our government. That’s how our 
people will prosper. That’s how we’ll 
win the future—and tonight, I’d like to 
talk about how we get there. 

The first step in winning the future 
is encouraging American innovation. 
None of us can predict with certainty 
what the next big industry will be or 
where the new jobs will come from. 
Thirty years ago, we couldn’t know 
that something called the Internet 
would lead to an economic revolution. 

What we can do—what America does 
better than anyone else—is spark the 
creativity and imagination of our peo-
ple. We are the nation that put cars in 
driveways and computers in offices, the 
nation of Edison and the Wright broth-
ers, of Google and Facebook. In Amer-
ica, innovation doesn’t just change our 
lives. It is how we make our living. 

Our free enterprise system is what 
drives innovation; but because it’s not 
always profitable for companies to in-
vest in basic research, throughout our 
history, our government has provided 
cutting-edge scientists and inventors 
with the support that they need. That’s 
what planted the seeds for the Inter-
net. That’s what helped make possible 
things like computer chips and GPS. 
Just think of all the good jobs, from 
manufacturing to retail, that have 
come from these breakthroughs. 

Half a century ago, when the Soviets 
beat us into space with the launch of a 
satellite called Sputnik, we had no idea 
how we would beat them to the Moon. 
The science wasn’t even there yet. 
NASA didn’t exist. But after investing 
in better reach and education, we 
didn’t just surpass the Soviets; we un-
leashed a wave of innovation that cre-
ated new industries and millions of new 
jobs. 

This is our generation’s Sputnik mo-
ment. 

Two years ago, I said that we needed 
to reach a level of research and devel-
opment that we haven’t seen since the 
height of the Space Race; and in a few 
weeks, I will be sending a budget to 
Congress that helps us meet that goal. 
We’ll invest in biomedical research, in-
formation technology, and especially 
clean energy technology—an invest-
ment that will strengthen our security, 
protect our planet, and create count-
less new jobs for our people. 

Already, we are seeing the promise of 
renewable energy. Robert and Gary 
Allen are brothers who run a small 
Michigan roofing company. After Sep-
tember 11th, they volunteered their 
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best roofers to help repair the Pen-
tagon, but half of their factory went 
unused, and the recession hit them 
hard. Today, with the help of a govern-
ment loan, that empty space is being 
used to manufacture solar shingles 
that are being sold all across the coun-
try. In Robert’s words, ‘‘We reinvented 
ourselves.’’ 

That’s what Americans have done for 
over 200 years: reinvented ourselves. 
And to spur on more success stories 
like the Allen Brothers, we’ve begun to 
reinvent our energy policy. We’re not 
just handing out money. We’re issuing 
a challenge. We’re telling America’s 
scientists and engineers that, if they 
assemble teams of the best minds in 
their fields and focus on the hardest 
problems in clean energy, we’ll fund 
the Apollo Projects of our time. 

At the California Institute of Tech-
nology, they’re developing a way to 
turn sunlight and water into fuel for 
our cars. At Oak Ridge National Lab-
oratory, they’re using supercomputers 
to get a lot more power out of our nu-
clear facilities. With more research and 
incentives, we can break our depend-
ence on oil with biofuels and become 
the first country to have 1 million elec-
tric vehicles on the road by 2015. 

We need to get behind this innova-
tion; and to help pay for it, I’m asking 
Congress to eliminate the billions in 
taxpayer dollars we currently give to 
oil companies. I don’t know if you’ve 
noticed, but they’re doing just fine on 
their own. So, instead of subsidizing 
yesterday’s energy, let’s invest in to-
morrow’s. 

Now, clean energy breakthroughs 
will only translate into clean energy 
jobs if businesses know there will be a 
market for what they’re selling. So, to-
night, I challenge you to join me in 
setting a new goal: By 2035, 80 percent 
of America’s electricity will come from 
clean energy sources. Some folks want 
wind and solar. Others want nuclear, 
clean coal, and natural gas. To meet 
this goal, we will need them all, and I 
urge Democrats and Republicans to 
work together to make it happen. 

Maintaining our leadership in re-
search and technology is crucial to 
America’s success; but if we want to 
win the future, if we want innovation 
to produce jobs in America and not 
overseas, then we also have to win the 
race to educate our kids. 

Think about it. Over the next 10 
years, nearly half of all new jobs will 
require education that goes beyond a 
high school education; and yet, as 
many as a quarter of our students 
aren’t even finishing high school. The 
quality of our math and science edu-
cation lags behind many other nations. 
America has fallen to ninth in the pro-
portion of young people with a college 
degree. And so the question is whether 
all of us—as citizens and as parents— 
are willing to do what’s necessary to 
give every child a chance to succeed. 

That responsibility begins not in our 
classrooms but in our homes and com-
munities. It’s family that first instills 

the love of learning in a child. Only 
parents can make sure the TV is 
turned off and homework gets done. We 
need to teach our kids that it’s not just 
the winner of the Super Bowl who de-
serves to be celebrated but the winner 
of the science fair. We need to teach 
them that success is not a function of 
fame or PR but of hard work and dis-
cipline. 

Our schools share this responsibility. 
When a child walks into a classroom, it 
should be a place of high expectations 
and high performance, but too many 
schools don’t meet this test. That’s 
why, instead of just pouring money 
into a system that’s not working, we 
launched a competition called Race to 
the Top. To all 50 States, we said, ‘‘If 
you show us the most innovative plans 
to improve teacher quality and student 
achievement, we’ll show you the 
money.’’ 

Race to the Top is the most meaning-
ful reform of our public schools in a 
generation. For less than 1 percent of 
what we spend on education each year, 
it has led over 40 States to raise their 
standards for teaching and learning. 
These standards were developed, by the 
way, not by Washington, but by Repub-
lican and Democratic Governors 
throughout the country. Race to the 
Top should be the approach we follow 
this year as we replace No Child Left 
Behind with a law that is more flexible 
and focused on what’s best for our kids. 

You see, we know what’s possible for 
our children when reform isn’t just a 
top-down mandate but the work of 
local teachers and principals, school 
boards and communities. 

Take a school like Bruce Randolph in 
Denver. Three years ago, it was rated 
one of the worst schools in Colorado, 
located on turf between two rival 
gangs; but last May, 97 percent of the 
seniors received their diplomas. Most 
will be the first in their families to go 
to college. And after the first year of 
the school’s transformation, the prin-
cipal who made it possible wiped away 
tears when a student said, ‘‘Thank you, 
Mrs. Waters, for showing . . . that we 
are smart and we can make it.’’ 

That’s what good schools can do, and 
we want good schools all across the 
country. 

Let’s also remember that, after par-
ents, the biggest impact on a child’s 
success comes from the man or woman 
at the front of the classroom. In South 
Korea, teachers are known as ‘‘nation 
builders.’’ Here in America, it’s time 
we treated the people who educate our 
children with the same level of respect. 
We want to reward good teachers and 
stop making excuses for bad ones; and 
over the next 10 years, with so many 
Baby Boomers retiring from our class-
rooms, we want to prepare 100,000 new 
teachers in the fields of science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math. 

In fact, every young person listening 
tonight who is contemplating their ca-
reer choice: If you want to make a dif-
ference in the life of our Nation, if you 
want to make a difference in the life of 

a child, become a teacher. Your coun-
try needs you. 

Of course, the education race doesn’t 
end with a high school diploma. To 
compete, higher education must be 
within the reach of every American. 
That’s why we’ve ended the unwar-
ranted taxpayer subsidies that went to 
banks, and used the savings to make 
college affordable for millions of stu-
dents—and this year, I ask Congress to 
go further and make permanent our 
tuition tax credit, worth $10,000 for 4 
years of college. It’s the right thing to 
do. 

Because people need to be able to 
train for new jobs and careers in to-
day’s fast-changing economy, we are 
also revitalizing America’s community 
colleges. Last month, I saw the prom-
ise of these schools at Forsyth Tech in 
North Carolina. Many of the students 
there used to work in the surrounding 
factories that have since left town. 

One mother of two, a woman named 
Kathy Proctor, had worked in the fur-
niture industry since she was 18 years 
old, and she told me she’s earning her 
degree in biotechnology now, at 55 
years old, not just because the fur-
niture jobs are gone, but because she 
wants to inspire her children to pursue 
their dreams, too. As Kathy said, ‘‘I 
hope it tells them to never give up.’’ 

If we take these steps, if we raise ex-
pectations for every child and give 
them the best possible chance at an 
education from the day they are born 
until the last job they take, we will 
reach the goal that I set 2 years ago: 
By the end of the decade, America will 
once again have the highest proportion 
of college graduates in the world. 

One last point about education. 
Today, there are hundreds of thou-

sands of students excelling in our 
schools who are not American citizens. 
Some are the children of undocu-
mented workers, who had nothing to do 
with the actions of their parents. They 
grew up as Americans and pledge alle-
giance to our flag. Yet they live every 
day with the threat of deportation. 
Others come here from abroad to study 
in our colleges and universities, but as 
soon as they obtain advanced degrees, 
we send them back home to compete 
against us. It makes no sense. 

Now, I strongly believe that we 
should take on, once and for all, the 
issue of illegal immigration, and I am 
prepared to work with Republicans and 
Democrats to protect our borders, en-
force our laws, and address the millions 
of undocumented workers who are now 
living in the shadows. I know that de-
bate will be difficult. I know it will 
take time; but tonight, let’s agree to 
make that effort, and let’s stop expel-
ling talented, responsible young peo-
ple, who could be staffing our research 
labs or starting a new business, who 
can be further enriching this Nation. 

The third step in winning the future 
is rebuilding America. To attract new 
businesses to our shores, we need the 
fastest, most reliable ways to move 
people, goods, and information—from 
high-speed rail to high-speed Internet. 
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Our infrastructure used to be the 

best, but our lead has slipped. South 
Korean homes now have greater Inter-
net access than we do. Countries in Eu-
rope and Russia invest more in their 
roads and railways than we do. China is 
building faster trains and newer air-
ports. Meanwhile, when our own engi-
neers graded our Nation’s infrastruc-
ture, they gave us a ‘‘D.’’ 

We have to do better. 
America is the nation that built the 

transcontinental railroad, brought 
electricity to rural communities, con-
structed the Interstate Highway Sys-
tem. The jobs created by these projects 
didn’t just come from laying down 
tracks or pavement. They came from 
businesses that opened near a town’s 
new train station or the new off-ramp. 

So, over the last 2 years, we have 
begun rebuilding for the 21st century a 
project that has meant thousands of 
good jobs for the hard-hit construction 
industry, and tonight, I am proposing 
that we redouble those efforts. We will 
put more Americans to work repairing 
crumbling roads and bridges. We will 
make sure this is fully paid for, attract 
private investment, and pick projects 
based on what’s best for the economy, 
not politicians. 

Within 25 years, our goal is to give 80 
percent of Americans access to high- 
speed rail. This could allow you to go 
places in half the time it takes to trav-
el by car. For some trips, it will be 
faster than flying—without the pat- 
down. As we speak, routes in California 
and the Midwest are already underway. 

Within the next 5 years, we will 
make it possible for businesses to de-
ploy the next generation of high-speed 
wireless coverage to 98 percent of all 
Americans. This isn’t just about faster 
Internet or fewer dropped calls. It’s 
about connecting every part of Amer-
ica to the digital age. It’s about a rural 
community in Iowa or Alabama where 
farmers and small business owners will 
be able to sell their products all over 
the world. It’s about a firefighter who 
can download the design of a burning 
building onto a handheld device, a stu-
dent who can take classes with a dig-
ital textbook, or a patient who can 
have face-to-face video chats with her 
doctor. 

All these investments—in innova-
tion, education, and infrastructure— 
will make America a better place to do 
business and create jobs; but to help 
our companies compete, we also have 
to knock down barriers that stand in 
the way of their success. 

For example, over the years, a parade 
of lobbyists has rigged the Tax Code to 
benefit particular companies and in-
dustries. Those with accountants or 
lawyers to work the system can end up 
paying no taxes at all, but all the rest 
are hit with one of the highest cor-
porate tax rates in the world. It makes 
no sense, and it has to change. 

So, tonight, I’m asking Democrats 
and Republicans to simplify the sys-
tem. Get rid of the loopholes. Level the 
playing field, and use the savings to 

lower the corporate tax rate for the 
first time in 25 years—without adding 
to our deficit. It can be done. 

To help businesses sell more products 
abroad, we set a goal of doubling our 
exports by 2014, because the more we 
export, the more jobs we create here at 
home. Already, our exports are up. Re-
cently, we signed agreements with 
India and China that will support more 
than 250,000 jobs here in the United 
States; and last month, we finalized a 
trade agreement with South Korea 
that will support at least 70,000 Amer-
ican jobs. This agreement has unprece-
dented support from business and 
labor, Democrats and Republicans—and 
I ask this Congress to pass it as soon as 
possible. 

Now, before I took office, I made it 
clear that we would enforce our trade 
agreements and that I would only sign 
deals that keep faith with American 
workers and promote American jobs. 
That’s what we did with Korea, and 
that’s what I intend to do as we pursue 
agreements with Panama and Colombia 
and continue our Asia Pacific and glob-
al trade talks. 

To reduce barriers to growth and in-
vestment, I’ve ordered a review of gov-
ernment regulations. When we find 
rules that put an unnecessary burden 
on businesses, we will fix them, but I 
will not hesitate to create or enforce 
commonsense safeguards to protect the 
American people. That’s what we’ve 
done in this country for more than a 
century. It’s why our food is safe to 
eat, our water is safe to drink, and our 
air is safe to breathe. It’s why we have 
speed limits and child labor laws. It’s 
why, last year, we put in place con-
sumer protections against hidden fees 
and penalties by credit card companies 
and new rules to prevent another finan-
cial crisis, and it’s why we passed re-
form that finally prevents the health 
insurance industry from exploiting pa-
tients. 

Now, I have heard rumors that a few 
of you still have concerns about our 
new health care law, so let me be the 
first to say that anything can be im-
proved. If you have ideas about how to 
improve this law by making care better 
or more affordable, I am eager to work 
with you. We can start right now by 
correcting a flaw in the legislation 
that has placed an unnecessary book-
keeping burden on small businesses. 

What I’m not willing to do is to go 
back to the days when insurance com-
panies could deny someone coverage 
because of a preexisting condition. I’m 
not willing to tell James Howard, a 
brain cancer patient from Texas, that 
his treatment might not be covered. 
I’m not willing to tell Jim Houser, a 
small business man from Oregon, that 
he has to go back to paying $5,000 more 
to cover his employees. As we speak, 
this law is making prescription drugs 
cheaper for seniors, and is giving unin-
sured students a chance to stay on 
their parents’ coverage. 

So I say to this Chamber tonight, in-
stead of re-fighting the battles of the 

last 2 years, let’s fix what needs fixing, 
and let’s move forward. 

Now, the final, critical step in win-
ning the future is to make sure we 
aren’t buried under a mountain of debt. 
We are living with a legacy of deficit 
spending that began almost a decade 
ago; and in the wake of the financial 
crisis, some of that was necessary to 
keep credit flowing, save jobs, and put 
money in people’s pockets. 

But now that the worst of the reces-
sion is over, we have to confront the 
fact that our Government spends more 
than it takes in. That is not sustain-
able. Every day, families sacrifice to 
live within their means. They deserve a 
government that does the same. 

So, tonight, I am proposing that 
starting this year we freeze annual do-
mestic spending for the next 5 years. 
Now, this would reduce the deficit by 
more than $400 billion over the next 
decade, and will bring discretionary 
spending to the lowest share of our 
economy since Dwight Eisenhower was 
President. 

This freeze will require painful cuts. 
Already, we have frozen the salaries of 
hardworking Federal employees for the 
next 2 years. I’ve proposed cuts to 
things I care deeply about, like com-
munity action programs. The Sec-
retary of Defense has also agreed to cut 
tens of billions of dollars in spending 
that he and his generals believe our 
military can do without. 

I recognize that some in this Cham-
ber have already proposed deeper cuts, 
and I’m willing to eliminate whatever 
we can honestly afford to do without, 
but let’s make sure that we’re not 
doing it on the backs of our most vul-
nerable citizens, and let’s make sure 
that what we’re cutting is really excess 
weight. Cutting the deficit by gutting 
our investments in innovation and edu-
cation is like lightening an overloaded 
airplane by removing its engine. It 
may make you feel like you’re flying 
high at first, but it won’t take long be-
fore you feel the impact. 

Now, most of the cuts and savings 
I’ve proposed only address annual do-
mestic spending, which represents a 
little more than 12 percent of our budg-
et. To make further progress, we have 
to stop pretending that cutting this 
kind of spending alone will be enough. 
It won’t. 

The bipartisan Fiscal Commission I 
created last year made this crystal 
clear. I don’t agree with all their pro-
posals, but they made important 
progress; and their conclusion is that 
the only way to tackle our deficit is to 
cut excessive spending wherever we 
find it—in domestic spending, defense 
spending, health care spending, and 
spending through tax breaks and loop-
holes. 

This means further reducing health 
care costs, including programs like 
Medicare and Medicaid, which are the 
single biggest contributor to our long- 
term deficit. The health insurance law 
we passed last year will slow these ris-
ing costs, which is part of the reason 
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that nonpartisan economists have said 
that repealing the health care law 
would add a quarter of a trillion dollars 
to our deficit. Still, I’m willing to look 
at other ideas to bring down costs, in-
cluding one that Republicans suggested 
last year: medical malpractice reform 
to rein in frivolous lawsuits. 

To put us on solid ground, we should 
also find a bipartisan solution to 
strengthen Social Security for future 
generations, and we must do it without 
putting at risk current retirees—the 
most vulnerable—or people with dis-
abilities, without slashing benefits for 
future generations and without sub-
jecting Americans’ guaranteed retire-
ment income to the whims of the stock 
market. 

And if we truly care about our def-
icit, we simply can’t afford a perma-
nent extension of the tax cuts for the 
wealthiest 2 percent of Americans. Be-
fore we take money away from our 
schools or scholarships away from our 
students, we should ask millionaires to 
give up their tax break. It’s not a mat-
ter of punishing their success. It’s 
about promoting America’s success. 

In fact, the best thing we could do on 
taxes for all Americans is to simplify 
the individual Tax Code. This will be a 
tough job, but Members of both parties 
have expressed an interest in doing 
this, and I am prepared to join them. 

So now is the time to act. Now is the 
time for both sides and both Houses of 
Congress—Democrats and Repub-
licans—to forge a principled com-
promise that gets the job done. If we 
make the hard choices now to rein in 
our deficits, we can make the invest-
ments we need to win the future. 

Let me take this one step further. 
We shouldn’t just give our people a 

government that’s more affordable. We 
should give them a government that’s 
more competent and more efficient. We 
can’t win the future with a government 
of the past. We live and do business in 
the information age, but the last major 
reorganization of the government hap-
pened in the age of black and white TV. 
There are 12 different agencies that 
deal with exports. There are at least 
five different agencies that deal with 
housing policy. 

Then there’s my favorite example: 
The Interior Department is in charge 
of salmon while they’re in freshwater, 
but the Commerce Department handles 
them when they’re in saltwater. I hear 
it gets even more complicated once 
they’re smoked. 

Now, we’ve made great strides over 
the last 2 years in using technology 
and getting rid of waste. Veterans can 
now download their electronic medical 
records with a click of the mouse. 
We’re selling acres of Federal office 
space that hasn’t been used in years, 
and we’ll cut through redtape to get rid 
of more, but we need to think bigger. 

In the coming months, my adminis-
tration will develop a proposal to 
merge, consolidate, and reorganize the 
Federal Government in a way that best 
serves the goal of a more competitive 

America. I will submit that proposal to 
Congress for a vote—and we will push 
to get it passed. 

In the coming year, we will also work 
to rebuild people’s faith in the institu-
tion of government. Because you de-
serve to know exactly how and where 
your tax dollars are being spent, you’ll 
be able to go to a Web site and get that 
information for the very first time in 
history. Because you deserve to know 
when your elected officials are meeting 
with lobbyists, I ask Congress to do 
what the White House has already 
done: put that information online. And 
because the American people deserve 
to know that special interests aren’t 
larding up legislation with pet 
projects, both parties in Congress 
should know this: If a bill comes to my 
desk with earmarks inside, I will veto 
it. I will veto it. 

A 21st century government that’s 
open and competent. A government 
that lives within its means. An econ-
omy that’s driven by new skills and 
new ideas. Our success in this new and 
changing world will require reform, re-
sponsibility, and innovation. It will 
also require us to approach that world 
with a new level of engagement in our 
foreign affairs. 

Just as jobs and businesses can now 
race across borders, so can new threats 
and new challenges. No single wall sep-
arates East and West. No one rival su-
perpower is aligned against us, and so 
we must defeat determined enemies 
wherever they are and build coalitions 
that cut across lines of region and race 
and religion, and America’s moral ex-
ample must always shine for all who 
yearn for freedom and justice and dig-
nity; and because we’ve begun this 
work, tonight we can say that Amer-
ican leadership has been renewed, and 
America’s standing has been restored. 

Look to Iraq, where nearly 100,000 of 
our brave men and women have left 
with their heads held high; American 
combat patrols have ended; violence is 
down; and a new government has been 
formed. This year, our civilians will 
forge a lasting partnership with the 
Iraqi people while we finish the job of 
bringing our troops out of Iraq. Amer-
ica’s commitment has been kept. The 
Iraq war is coming to an end. 

Of course, as we speak, al Qaeda and 
their affiliates continue to plan at-
tacks against us. Thanks to our intel-
ligence and law enforcement profes-
sionals, we are disrupting plots and se-
curing our cities and skies; and as ex-
tremists try to inspire acts of violence 
within our borders, we are responding 
with the strength of our communities, 
with respect for the rule of law, and 
with the conviction that American 
Muslims are a part of our American 
family. 

We have also taken the fight to al 
Qaeda and their allies abroad. In Af-
ghanistan, our troops have taken 
Taliban strongholds and trained Af-
ghan Security Forces. Our purpose is 
clear: by preventing the Taliban from 
reestablishing a stranglehold over the 

Afghan people, we will deny al Qaeda 
the safe-haven that served as a launch-
ing pad for 9/11. 

Thanks to our heroic troops and ci-
vilians, fewer Afghans are under the 
control of the insurgency. 

There will be tough fighting ahead, 
and the Afghan Government will need 
to deliver better governance, but we 
are strengthening the capacity of the 
Afghan people and building an endur-
ing partnership with them. This year, 
we will work with nearly 50 countries 
to begin a transition to an Afghan lead, 
and this July, we will begin to bring 
our troops home. 

In Pakistan, al Qaeda’s leadership is 
under more pressure than at any point 
since 2001. Their leaders and operatives 
are being removed from the battlefield. 
Their safe-havens are shrinking, and 
we sent a message from the Afghan 
border to the Arabian Peninsula to all 
parts of the globe: We will not relent, 
we will not waver, and we will defeat 
you. 

American leadership can also be seen 
in the effort to secure the worst weap-
ons of war. Because Republicans and 
Democrats approved the New START 
treaty, far fewer nuclear weapons and 
launchers will be deployed. Because we 
rallied the world, nuclear materials are 
being locked down on every continent 
so they never fall into the hands of ter-
rorists. 

Because of a diplomatic effort to in-
sist that Iran meet its obligations, the 
Iranian Government now faces tougher 
sanctions, tighter sanctions, than ever 
before; and on the Korean Peninsula, 
we stand with our ally South Korea 
and insist that North Korea keeps its 
commitment to abandon nuclear weap-
ons. 

This is just a part of how we are 
shaping a world that favors peace and 
prosperity. 

With our European allies, we revital-
ized NATO and increased our coopera-
tion on everything from counterterror-
ism to missile defense. We have reset 
our relationship with Russia, strength-
ened Asian alliances, and built new 
partnerships with nations like India. 
This March, I will travel to Brazil, 
Chile, and El Salvador to forge new al-
liances across the Americas. 

Around the globe, we are standing 
with those who take responsibility, 
helping farmers grow more food, sup-
porting doctors who care for the sick, 
and combating the corruption that can 
rot a society and rob people of oppor-
tunity. 

Recent events have shown us that 
what sets us apart must not just be our 
power—it must also be the purpose be-
hind it. 

In South Sudan, with our assistance, 
the people were finally able to vote for 
independence after years of war. Thou-
sands lined up before dawn. People 
danced in the streets. One man who 
lost four of his brothers at war summed 
up the scene around him. ‘‘This was a 
battlefield for most of my life,’’ he 
said. ‘‘Now we want to be free.’’ 
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We saw that same desire to be free in 

Tunisia, where the will of the people 
proved more powerful than the writ of 
a dictator. And tonight, let us be clear: 
The United States of America stands 
with the people of Tunisia, and sup-
ports the democratic aspirations of all 
people. 

We must never forget that the things 
we’ve struggled for and fought for live 
in the hearts of people everywhere, and 
we must always remember that the 
Americans who have borne the greatest 
burden in this struggle are the men and 
women who serve our country. 

Tonight, let us speak with one voice 
in reaffirming that our Nation is 
united in support of our troops and 
their families. Let us serve them as 
well as they have served us—by giving 
them the equipment they need, by pro-
viding them with the care and benefits 
that they have earned, and by enlisting 
our veterans in the great task of build-
ing our own Nation. 

Our troops come from every corner of 
this country. They’re black, white, 
Latino, Asian, Native American. They 
are Christian and Hindu, Jewish and 
Muslim—and yes, we know that some 
of them are gay. Starting this year, no 
American will be forbidden from serv-
ing the country they love because of 
who they love. And with that change, I 
call on all of our college campuses to 
open their doors to our military re-
cruiters and the ROTC. It is time to 
leave behind the divisive battles of the 
past. It is time to move forward as one 
Nation. 

We should have no illusions about 
the work ahead of us. Reforming our 
schools, changing the way we use en-
ergy, reducing our deficit—none of this 
will be easy. All of it will take time, 
and it will be harder because we will 
argue about everything—the cost, the 
details, the letter of every law. 

Of course, some countries don’t have 
this problem. If the central govern-
ment wants a railroad, they build a 
railroad no matter how many homes 
get bulldozed. If they don’t want a bad 
story in the newspaper, it doesn’t get 
written. 

And yet, as contentious and frus-
trating and messy as our democracy 
can sometimes be, I know there isn’t a 
person here who would trade places 
with any other nation on Earth. 

We may have differences in policy, 
but we all believe in the rights en-
shrined in our Constitution. We may 
have different opinions, but we believe 
in the same promise that says this is a 
place where you can make it if you try. 
We may have different backgrounds, 
but we believe in the same dream that 
says this is a country where anything 
is possible—no matter who you are, no 
matter where you come from. 

That dream is why I can stand here 
before you tonight. That dream is why 
a working class kid from Scranton can 
sit behind me. That dream is why 
someone who began by sweeping the 
floors of his father’s Cincinnati bar can 
preside as Speaker of the House in the 
greatest nation on Earth. 

That dream—that American dream— 
is what drove the Allen Brothers to re-
invent their roofing company for a new 
era. It’s what drove those students at 
Forsyth Tech to learn a new skill and 
work towards the future, and that 
dream is the story of a small business 
owner named Brandon Fisher. 

Brandon started a company in Berlin, 
Pennsylvania, that specializes in a new 
kind of drilling technology; and one 
day last summer, he saw the news that 
halfway across the world, 33 men were 
trapped in a Chilean mine, and no one 
knew how to save them; but Brandon 
thought his company could help, and so 
he designed a rescue that would come 
to be known as Plan B. His employees 
worked around the clock to manufac-
ture the necessary drilling equipment, 
and Brandon left for Chile. 

Along with others, he began drilling 
a 2,000-foot hole into the ground; work-
ing 3 or 4 days at a time without any 
sleep. Thirty-seven days later, Plan B 
succeeded, and the miners were res-
cued. But because he didn’t want all 
the attention, Brandon wasn’t there 
when the miners emerged. He had al-
ready gone back home, back to work 
on his next project. Later, one of his 
employees said of the rescue, ‘‘We 
proved that Center Rock is a little 
company, but we do big things.’’ 

We do big things. 
From the earliest days of our found-

ing, America has been the story of or-
dinary people who dare to dream. 
That’s how we win the future. 

We are a nation that says, ‘‘I might 
not have a lot of money, but I have this 
great idea for a new company. I might 
not come from a family of college grad-
uates, but I will be the first to get my 
degree. I might not know those people 
in trouble, but I think I can help them, 
and I need to try. I’m not sure how 
we’ll reach that better place beyond 
the horizon, but I know we’ll get there. 
I know we will.’’ 

We do big things. 
The idea of America endures. Our 

destiny remains our choice. And to-
night, more than two centuries later, it 
is because of our people that our future 
is hopeful, our journey goes forward, 
and the state of our Union is strong. 

Thank you, God bless you, and may 
God bless the United States of Amer-
ica. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
At 10 o’clock and 16 minutes p.m., 

the President of the United States, ac-
companied by the committee of escort, 
retired from the Hall of the House of 
Representatives. 

The Deputy Sergeant at Arms es-
corted the invited guests from the 
Chamber in the following order: 

The members of the President’s Cabi-
net; the Chief Justice of the United 
States and the Associate Justices of 
the Supreme Court; the Dean of the 
Diplomatic Corps. 

f 

JOINT SESSION DISSOLVED 
The SPEAKER. The Chair declares 

the joint session of the two Houses now 
dissolved. 

Accordingly, at 10 o’clock and 20 
minutes p.m., the joint session of the 
two Houses was dissolved. 

The Members of the Senate retired to 
their Chamber. 

f 

MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT RE-
FERRED TO THE COMMITTEE OF 
THE WHOLE HOUSE ON THE 
STATE OF THE UNION 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the message of the President be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union and 
ordered printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina (at the 
request of Mr. CANTOR) for January 24 
on account of airline mechanical fail-
ure. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 21 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, January 26, 2010, 
at 10 a.m. 

f 

OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE NOTICE 
OF ADOPTION OF SUBSTANTIVE 
REGULATIONS AND SUBMISSION 
FOR CONGRESSIONAL APPROVAL 

OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE, 
Washington, DC, January 24, 2011. 

Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: On March 21, 2008, the 
Board of Directors of the Office of Compli-
ance adopted and submitted for publication 
in the Congressional Record final regulations 
implementing section 4(c)(3) of the Veterans 
Employment Opportunities Act of 1998 which 
extends to the Congress certain rights, pro-
tections, and responsibilities under section 
2108, 3309 through 3312, and subchapter I of 
chapter 35 of title 5, United States Code. On 
December 10, 2010, the Senate agreed both to 
S. Res. 700 to provide for the approval of 
final regulations that are applicable to the 
employing offices and covered employees of 
the Senate, and to S. Con. Res. 77 to provide 
for approval of final regulations that are ap-
plicable to the instrumentalities of the Con-
gress, i.e., the employing offices and employ-
ees other than those offices and employees of 
the House and the Senate. Both S. Res. 700 
and S. Con. Res. 77 included technical correc-
tions to the regulations. On December 15, 
2010, the House agreed to S. Con. Res. 77, cov-
ering the instrumentalities, and in addition 
approved H. Res. 1757, to provide for the ap-
proval of the final regulations that are appli-
cable to employing offices and covered em-
ployees of the House. H. Res. 1757 also in-
cluded technical corrections. On December 
22, 2010, the House agreed to H. Res. 1783 
amending the technical corrections of H. 
Res. 1757 and the Senate agreed to S. Res. 705 
amending the technical corrections of S. 
Res. 700. 
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Together with the Senate’s approval of 

Res. 700, S. Res. 705, and S. Con. Res. 77, the 
House’s concurrence in S. Con. Res. 77 and 
its approval of H. Res. 1757 and H. Res. 1783 
constitute approval under section 304(c) of 
the CAA of the Board’s regulations pursuant 
to section 4(c)(3) of the Veterans Employ-
ment Opportunities Act of 1998. These regu-
lations are applicable both to employing of-
fices and covered employees of the House and 
of the Senate (other than those House and 
Senate offices expressly excluded in section 
4(c)(3) of the Veterans Employment Opportu-
nities Act of 1998 and to the instrumental-
ities of the Congress. Accordingly, pursuant 
to section 304(d) of the CAA, the Board sub-
mits these regulations (with technical cor-
rections included) to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President 
pro tempore of the Senate for issuance by 
publication in the Congressional Record. 

Pursuant to paragraph (3) of section 304(d) 
of the CAA, the Board finds no good cause for 
advancing the effective date of the House 
regulations from 60 days after their issuance. 
Therefore, the regulations will go into effect 
60 days from the date on which they are pub-
lished in the Congressional Record following 
this transmittal from the Board of Directors 
of the Office of Compliance. 

Respectfully submitted, 
BARBARA L. CAMENS, 

Chair of the Board of Directors 
Office of Compliance. 

Enclosure. 

TEXT OF REGULATIONS FOR THE VETERANS 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES ACT OF 1998 

When approved by the House of Represent-
atives for the House of Representatives, 
these regulations will have the prefix ‘‘H.’’ 
When approved by the Senate for the Senate, 
these regulations will have the prefix ‘‘S.’’ 
When approved by Congress for the other em-
ploying offices covered by the CAA, these 
regulations will have the prefix ‘‘C.’’ 

In this draft, ‘‘H&S Regs’’ denotes the pro-
visions that would be included in the regula-
tions applicable to be made applicable to the 
House and Senate, and ‘‘C Reg’’ denotes the 
provisions that would be included in the reg-
ulations to be made applicable to other em-
ploying offices. 

PART 1—Extension of Rights and Protec-
tions Relating to Veterans’ Preference Under 
Title 5, United States Code, to Covered Em-
ployees of the Legislative Branch (section 
4(c) of the Veterans Employment Opportuni-
ties Act of 1998) 

Subpart A—Matters of General Applicability 
to All Regulations Promulgated under Sec-
tion 4 of the VEOA 

Sec. 
1.101 Purpose and scope. 
1.102 Definitions. 
1.103 Adoption of regulations. 
1.104 Coordination with section 225 of the 

Congressional Accountability 
Act. 

SEC. 1.101. PURPOSE AND SCOPE. 
(a) Section 4(c) of the VEOA. The Veterans 

Employment Opportunities Act of 1998 
(VEOA) applies the rights and protections of 
sections 2108, 3309 through 3312, and sub-
chapter I of chapter 35 of title 5 U.S.C., to 
certain covered employees within the Legis-
lative branch. 

(b) Purpose of regulations. The regulations 
set forth herein are the substantive regula-
tions that the Board of Directors of the Of-
fice of Compliance has promulgated pursuant 
to section 4(c)(4) of the VEOA, in accordance 
with the rulemaking procedure set forth in 
section 304 of the CAA (2 U.S.C. §É 1384). The 
purpose of subparts B, C and D of these regu-
lations is to define veterans’ preference and 
the administration of veterans’ preference as 

applicable to Federal employment in the 
Legislative branch. (5 U.S.C. §É 2108, as applied 
by the VEOA). The purpose of subpart E of 
these regulations is to ensure that the prin-
ciples of the veterans’ preference laws are in-
tegrated into the existing employment and 
retention policies and processes of those em-
ploying offices with employees covered by 
the VEOA, and to provide for transparency 
in the application of veterans’ preference in 
covered appointment and retention deci-
sions. Provided, nothing in these regulations 
shall be construed so as to require an em-
ploying office to reduce any existing vet-
erans’ preference rights and protections that 
it may afford to preference eligible individ-
uals. 

H Regs: (c) Scope of Regulations. The def-
inition of ‘‘covered employee’’ in Section 4(c) 
of the VEOA limits the scope of the statute’s 
applicability within the Legislative branch. 
The term ‘‘covered employee’’ excludes any 
employee: (1) whose appointment is made by 
the President with the advice and consent of 
the Senate; (2) whose appointment is made 
by a Member of Congress within an employ-
ing office, as defined by Sec. 101 (9)(A–C) of 
the CAA, 2 U.S.C. §É 1301 (9)(A–C) or; (3) whose 
appointment is made by a committee or sub-
committee of either House of Congress or a 
joint committee of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate; (4) who is appointed to 
a position, the duties of which are equivalent 
to those of a Senior Executive Service posi-
tion (within the meaning of section 3132(a)(2) 
of title 5, United States Code). Accordingly, 
these regulations shall not apply to any em-
ploying office that only employs individuals 
excluded from the definition of covered em-
ployee. 

S Regs: (c) Scope of Regulations. The def-
inition of ‘‘covered employee’’ in Section 4(c) 
of the VEOA limits the scope of the statute’s 
applicability within the Legislative branch. 
The term ‘‘covered employee’’ excludes any 
employee: (1) whose appointment is made by 
the President with the advice and consent of 
the Senate; (2) whose appointment is made 
or directed by a Member of Congress within 
an employing office, as defined by Sec. 
101(9)(A–C) of the CAA, 2 U.S.C. §É 1301 (9)(A–C) 
or; (3) whose appointment is made by a com-
mittee or subcommittee of either House of 
Congress or a joint committee of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate; (4) who is 
appointed pursuant to section 105(a) of the 
Second Supplemental Appropriation Act, 
1978; or (5) who is appointed to a position, the 
duties of which are equivalent to those of a 
Senior Executive Service position (within 
the meaning of section 3132(a)(2) of title 5, 
United States Code). Accordingly, these reg-
ulations shall not apply to any employing of-
fice that only employs individuals excluded 
from the definition of covered employee. 

C Regs: (c) Scope of Regulations. The def-
inition of ‘‘covered employee’’ in Section 4(c) 
of the VEOA limits the scope of the statute’s 
applicability within the Legislative branch. 
The term ‘‘covered employee’’ excludes any 
employee: (1) whose appointment is made by 
the President with the advice and consent of 
the Senate; (2) whose appointment is made 
by a Member of Congres or by a committee 
or subcommittee of either House of Congress 
or a joint committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate; or (3) who is ap-
pointed to a position, the duties of which are 
equivalent to those of a Senior Executive 
Service position (within the meaning of sec-
tion 3132(a)(2) of title 5, United States Code). 
Accordingly, these regulations shall not 
apply to any employing office that only em-
ploys individuals excluded from the defini-
tion of covered employee. 
SEC. 1.102. DEFINITIONS. 

Except as otherwise provided in these regu-
lations, as used in these regulations: 

(a) ‘‘Accredited physician’’ means a doctor 
of medicine or osteopathy who is authorized 
to practice medicine or surgery (as appro-
priate) by the State in which the doctor 
practices. The phrase ‘‘authorized to practice 
by the State’’ as used in this section means 
that the provider must be authorized to diag-
nose and treat physical or mental health 
conditions without supervision by a doctor 
or other health care provider. 

(b) ‘‘Act’’ or ‘‘CAA’’ means the Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995, as amend-
ed (Pub. L. 104–1, §É 109 Stat. 3, 2 U.S.C. §§É 1301– 
1438). 

(c) ‘‘Active duty’’ or ‘‘active military 
duty’’ means full-time duty with military 
pay and allowances in the armed forces, ex-
cept (1) for training or for determining phys-
ical fitness and (2) for service in the Reserves 
or National Guard. 

(d) ‘‘Appointment’’ means an individual’s 
appointment to employment in a covered po-
sition, but does not include any personnel 
action that an employing office takes with 
regard to an existing employee of the em-
ploying office. 

(e) ‘‘Armed forces’’ means the United 
States Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, 
and Coast Guard. 

(f) ‘‘Board’’ means the Board of Directors 
of the Office of Compliance. 

H Regs: (g) ‘‘Covered employee’’ means 
any employee of (1) the House of Representa-
tives; and (2) the Senate; (3) the Office of 
Congressional Accessibility Services; (4) the 
Capitol Police; (5) the Congressional Budget 
Office; (6) the Office of the Architect of the 
Capitol; (7) the Office of the Attending Phy-
sician; or (8) the Office of Compliance, but 
does not include an employee (aa) whose ap-
pointment is made by the President with the 
advice and consent of the Senate; (bb) whose 
appointment is made by a Member of Con-
gress; (cc) whose appointment is made by a 
committee or subcommittee of either House 
of Congress or a joint committee of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate; or 
(dd) who is appointed to a position, the du-
ties of which are equivalent to those of a 
Senior Executive Service position (within 
the meaning of section 3132(a)(2) of title 5, 
United States Code). The term covered em-
ployee includes an applicant for employment 
in a covered position and a former covered 
employee. 

S. Regs: (g) ‘‘Covered employee’’ means 
any employee of (1) the House of Representa-
tives; and (2) the Senate; (3) the Office of 
Congressional Accessibility Services; (4) the 
Capitol Police; (5) the Congressional Budget 
Office; (6) the Office of the Architect of the 
Capitol; (7) the Office of the Attending Phy-
sician; or (8) the Office of Compliance, but 
does not include an employee (aa) whose ap-
pointment is made by the President with the 
advice and consent of the Senate; (bb) whose 
appointment is made or directed by a Mem-
ber of Congress; (cc) whose appointment is 
made by a committee or subcommittee of ei-
ther House of Congress or a joint committee 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate; (dd) who is appointed pursuant to sec-
tion 105(a) of the Second Supplemental 
Approriations Act, 1978; or (ee) who is ap-
pointed to a position, the duties of which are 
equivalent to those of a Senior Executive 
Service position (within the meaning of sec-
tion 3132(a)(2) of title 5, United States Code). 
The term covered employee includes an ap-
plicant for employment in a covered position 
and a former covered employee. 

C Regs: (g) ‘‘Covered employee’’ means 
any employee of (1) the Office of Congres-
sional Accessibility Services; (2) the Capitol 
Police; (3) the Congressional Budget Office; 
(4) the Office of the Architect of the Capitol; 
(5) the Office of the Attending Physician; or 
(6) the Office of Compliance, but does not in-
clude an employee: (aa) whose appointment 
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is made by the President with the advice and 
consent of the Senate; or (bb) whose appoint-
ment is made by a Member of Congress or by 
a committee or subcommittee of either 
House of Congress or a joint committee of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate; 
or (cc) who is appointed to a position, the du-
ties of which are equivalent to those of a 
Senior Executive Service position (within 
the meaning of section 3132(a)(2) of title 5, 
United States Code). The term covered em-
ployee includes an applicant for employment 
in a covered position and a former covered 
employee. 

(h) ‘‘Covered position’’ means any position 
that is or will be held by a covered employee. 

(i) ‘‘Disabled veteran’’ means a person who 
was separated under honorable conditions 
from active duty in the armed forces per-
formed at any time and who has established 
the present existence of a service-connected 
disability or is receiving compensation, dis-
ability retirement benefits, or pensions be-
cause of a public statute administered by the 
Department of Veterans Affairs or a military 
department. 

(j) Employee of the Office of the Architect 
of the Capitol includes any employee of the 
Office of the Architect of the Capitol or the 
Botanic Gardens. 

(k) Employee of the Capitol Police includes 
any member or officer of the Capitol Police. 

H Regs: (l) Employee of the House of Rep-
resentatives includes an individual occu-
pying a position the pay of which is dis-
bursed by the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives, or another official designated 
by the House of Representatives, or any em-
ployment position in an entity that is paid 
with funds derived from the clerk-hire allow-
ance of the House of Representatives but not 
any such individual employed by any entity 
listed in subparagraphs (3) through (8) of 
paragraph (g) above nor any individual de-
scribed in subparagraphs (aa) through (dd) of 
paragraph (g) section 1.102 of the regulations 
classified with an ‘‘H’’ classification. 

S Regs: (l) Employee of the House of Rep-
resentatives includes an individual occu-
pying a position the pay of which is dis-
bursed by the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives, or another official designated 
by the House of Representatives, or any em-
ployment position in an entity that is paid 
with funds derived from the clerk-hire allow-
ance of the House of Representatives but not 
any such individual employed by any entity 
listed in paragraph (g) above nor any indi-
vidual described in subparagraphs (aa) 
through (dd) of paragraph (g) section 1.102 of 
the regulations classified with an ‘‘H’’ classi-
fication. 

C Regs: (l) Employee of the House of Rep-
resentatives includes an individual occu-
pying a position the pay of which is dis-
bursed by the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives, or another official designated 
by the House of Representatives, or any em-
ployment position in an entity that is paid 
with funds derived from the clerk-hire allow-
ance of the House of Representatives but not 
any such individual employed by any entity 
listed in paragraph (g) above nor any indi-
vidual described in subparagraphs (aa) 
through (dd) of paragraph (g) section 1.102 of 
the regulations classified with an ‘‘H’’ classi-
fication. 

H Regs: (m) Employee of the Senate in-
cludes any employee whose pay is disbursed 
by the Secretary of the Senate, but not any 
such individual employed by any entity list-
ed in subparagraphs (3) through (8) of para-
graph (g) above nor any individual described 
in subparagraphs (aa) through (ee) of para-
graph (g) section 1.102 of the regulations 
classified with an ‘‘S’’ classification. 

S Regs: (m) Employee of the Senate in-
cludes any employee whose pay is disbursed 

by the Secretary of the Senate, but not any 
such individual employed by any entity list-
ed in paragraph (g) above nor any individual 
described in subparagraphs (aa) through (ee) 
of paragraph (g) section 1.102 of the regula-
tions classified with an ‘‘S’’ classification. 

C Regs: (m) Employee of the Senate in-
cludes any employee whose pay is disbursed 
by the Secretary of the Senate, but not any 
such individual employed by any entity list-
ed in paragraph (g) above nor any individual 
described in subparagraphs (aa) through (ee) 
of paragraph (g) section 1.102 of the regula-
tions classified with an ‘‘S’’ classification. 

H Regs: (n) ‘‘Employing office’’ means: (1) 
the personal office of a Member of the House 
of Representatives; (2) a committee of the 
House of Representatives or a joint com-
mittee of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate; or (3) any other office headed by 
a person with the final authority to appoint, 
hire, discharge, and set the terms, condi-
tions, or privileges of the employment of an 
employee of the House of Representatives or 
the Senate. 

S Regs: (n) ‘‘Employing office’’ means: (1) 
the personal office of a Senator; (2) a com-
mittee of the Senate or a joint committee of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate; 
or (3) any other office headed by a person 
with the final authority to appoint, or be di-
rected by a Member of Congress to appoint, 
hire, discharge, and set the terms, condi-
tions, or privileges of the employment of an 
employee of the House of Representatives or 
the Senate. 

C Regs: (n) ‘‘Employing office’’ means: 
the Office of Congressional Accessibility 
Services, the Capitol Police, the Congres-
sional Budget Office, the Office of the Archi-
tect of the Capitol, the Office of the Attend-
ing Physician, and the Office of Compliance. 

(o) ‘‘Office’’ means the Office of Compli-
ance. 

(p) ‘‘Preference’’ eligible means veterans, 
spouses, widows, widowers or mothers who 
meet the definition of ‘‘preference eligible’’ 
in 5 U.S.C. §É 2108(3)(A)–(G). 

(q) ‘‘Qualified applicant’’ means an appli-
cant for a covered position whom an employ-
ing office deems to satisfy the requisite min-
imum job-related requirements of the posi-
tion. Where the employing office uses an en-
trance examination or evaluation for a cov-
ered position that is numerically scored, the 
term ‘‘qualified applicant’’ shall mean that 
the applicant has received a passing score on 
the examination or evaluation. 

(r) ‘‘Separated under honorable condi-
tions’’ means either an honorable or a gen-
eral discharge from the armed forces. The 
Department of Defense is responsible for ad-
ministering and defining military dis-
charges. 

(s) ‘‘Uniformed services’’ means the armed 
forces, the commissioned corps of the Public 
Health Service, and the commissioned corps 
of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration. 

(t) ‘‘VEOA’’ means the Veterans Employ-
ment Opportunities Act of 1998 (Pub. L. 105– 
339, 112 Stat. 3182). 

(u) ‘‘Veterans’’ means persons as defined in 
5 U.S.C. §É 2108(1), or any superseding legisla-
tion. 
SEC. 1.103. ADOPTION OF REGULATIONS. 

(a) Adoption of regulations. Section 
4(c)(4)(A) of the VEOA generally authorizes 
the Board to issue regulations to implement 
section 4(c). In addition, section 4(c)(4)(B) of 
the VEOA directs the Board to promulgate 
regulations that are ‘‘the same as the most 
relevant substantive regulations (applicable 
with respect to the Executive branch) pro-
mulgated to implement the statutory provi-
sions referred to in paragraph (2)’’ of section 
4(c) of the VEOA. Those statutory provisions 

are section 2108, sections 3309 through 3312, 
and subchapter I of chapter 35, of title 5, 
United States Code. The regulations issued 
by the Board herein are on all matters for 
which section 4(c)(4)(B) of the VEOA requires 
a regulation to be issued. Specifically, it is 
the Board’s considered judgment based on 
the information available to it at the time of 
promulgation of these regulations, that, 
with the exception of the regulations adopt-
ed and set forth herein, there are no other 
‘‘substantive regulations (applicable with re-
spect to the Executive branch) promulgated 
to implement the statutory provisions re-
ferred to in paragraph (2)’’ of section 4(c) of 
the VEOA that need be adopted. 

(b) Modification of substantive regula-
tions. As a qualification to the statutory ob-
ligation to issue regulations that are ‘‘the 
same as the most substantive regulations 
(applicable with respect to the Executive 
branch)’’, section 4(c)(4)(B) of the VEOA au-
thorizes the Board to ‘‘determine, for good 
cause shown and stated together with the 
regulation, that a modification of such regu-
lations would be more effective for the im-
plementation of the rights and protections 
under’’ section 4(c) of the VEOA. 

(c) Rationale for Departure from the Most 
Relevant Executive Branch Regulations. The 
Board concludes that it must promulgate 
regulations accommodating the human re-
source systems existing in the Legislative 
branch; and that such regulations must take 
into account the fact that the Board does not 
possess the statutory and Executive Order 
based government-wide policy making au-
thority underlying OPM’s counterpart VEOA 
regulations governing the Executive branch. 
OPM’s regulations are designed for the com-
petitive service (defined in 5 U.S.C. 
§É 2102(a)(2)), which does not exist in the em-
ploying offices subject to this regulation. 
Therefore, to follow the OPM regulations 
would create detailed and complex rules and 
procedures for a workforce that does not 
exist in the Legislative branch, while pro-
viding no VEOA protections to the covered 
Legislative branch employees. We have cho-
sen to propose specially tailored regulations, 
rather than simply to adopt those promul-
gated by OPM, so that we may effectuate 
Congress’ intent in extending the principles 
of the veterans’ preference laws to the Legis-
lative branch through the VEOA. 
SEC. 1.104. COORDINATION WITH SECTION 225 OF 

THE CONGRESSIONAL ACCOUNT-
ABILITY ACT. 

Statutory directive. Section 4(c)(4)(C) of 
the VEOA requires that promulgated regula-
tions must be consistent with section 225 of 
the CAA. Among the relevant provisions of 
section 225 are subsection (f)(1), which pre-
scribes as a rule of construction that defini-
tions and exemptions in the laws made appli-
cable by the CAA shall apply under the CAA, 
and subsection (f)(3), which states that the 
CAA shall not be considered to authorize en-
forcement of the CAA by the Executive 
branch. 

Subpart B—Veterans’ Preference—General 
Provisions 

Sec. 
1.105 Responsibility for administration of 

veterans’ preference. 
1.106 Procedures for bringing claims under 

the VEOA. 
SEC. 1.105. RESPONSIBILITY FOR ADMINISTRA-

TION OF VETERANS’ PREFERENCE. 
Subject to section 1.106, employing offices 

with covered employees or covered positions 
are responsible for making all veterans’ pref-
erence determinations, consistent with the 
VEOA. 
SEC. 1.106. PROCEDURES FOR BRINGING CLAIMS 

UNDER THE VEOA. 
Applicants for appointment to a covered 

position and covered employees may contest 
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adverse veterans’ preference determinations, 
including any determination that a pref-
erence eligible applicant is not a qualified 
applicant, pursuant to sections 401–416 of the 
CAA, 2 U.S.C. §§É 1401–1416, and provisions of 
law referred to therein; 206a(3) of the CAA, 2 
U.S.C. §§É 1401, section 4(c)(3) of the Veterans 
Employment Opportunities Act of 1998; and 
the Office’s Procedural Rules. 

Subpart C—Veterans’ Preference in 
Appointments 

Sec. 
1.107 Veterans’ preference in appointments 

to restricted covered positions. 
1.108 Veterans’ preference in appointments 

to non-restricted covered posi-
tions. 

1.109 Crediting experience in appointments 
to covered positions. 

1.110 Waiver of physical requirements in ap-
pointments to covered posi-
tions. 

SEC. 1.107. VETERANS’ PREFERENCE IN APPOINT-
MENTS TO RESTRICTED POSITIONS. 

In each appointment action for the posi-
tions of custodian, elevator operator, guard, 
and messenger (as defined below and collec-
tively referred to in these regulations as re-
stricted covered positions) employing offices 
shall restrict competition to preference eli-
gible applicants as long as qualified pref-
erence eligible applicants are available. The 
provisions of sections 1.109 and 1.110 below 
shall apply to the appointment of a pref-
erence eligible applicant to a restricted cov-
ered position. The provisions of section 1.108 
shall apply to the appointment of a pref-
erence eligible applicant to a restricted cov-
ered position, in the event that there is more 
than one preference eligible applicant for the 
position. 

Custodian—One whose primary duty is the 
performance of cleaning or other ordinary 
routine maintenance duties in or about a 
government building or a building under 
Federal control, park, monument, or other 
Federal reservation. 

Elevator operator—One whose primary 
duty is the running of freight or passenger 
elevators. The work includes opening and 
closing elevator gates and doors, working el-
evator controls, loading and unloading the 
elevator, giving information and directions 
to passengers such as on the location of of-
fices, and reporting problems in running the 
elevator. 

Guard—One whose primary duty is the as-
signment to a station, beat, or patrol area in 
a Federal building or a building under Fed-
eral control to prevent illegal entry of per-
sons or property; or required to stand watch 
at or to patrol a Federal reservation, indus-
trial area, or other area designated by Fed-
eral authority, in order to protect life and 
property; make observations for detection of 
fire, trespass, unauthorized removal of public 
property or hazards to Federal personnel or 
property. The term guard does not include 
law enforcement officer positions of the Cap-
itol Police. 

Messenger—One whose primary duty is the 
supervision or performance of general mes-
senger work (such as running errands, deliv-
ering messages, and answering call bells). 
SEC. 1.108. VETERANS’ PREFERENCE IN APPOINT-

MENTS TO NON-RESTRICTED COV-
ERED POSITIONS. 

(a) Where an employing office has duly 
adopted a policy requiring the numerical 
scoring or rating of applicants for covered 
positions, the employing office shall add 
points to the earned ratings of those pref-
erence eligible applicants who receive pass-
ing scores in an entrance examination, in a 
manner that is proportionately comparable 
to the points prescribed in 5 U.S.C. 3309. For 
example, five preference points shall be 

granted to preference eligible applicants in a 
100-point system, one point shall be granted 
in a 20-point system, and so on. 

(b) In all other situations involving ap-
pointment to a covered position, employing 
offices shall consider veterans’ preference 
eligibility as an affirmative factor in the em-
ploying office’s determination of who will be 
appointed from among qualified applicants. 
SEC. 1.109. CREDITING EXPERIENCE IN APPOINT-

MENTS TO COVERED POSITIONS. 
When considering applicants for covered 

positions in which experience is an element 
of qualification, employing offices shall pro-
vide preference eligible applicants with cred-
it: 

(a) for time spent in the military service 
(1) as an extension of time spent in the posi-
tion in which the applicant was employed 
immediately before his/her entrance into the 
military service, or (2) on the basis of actual 
duties performed in the military service, or 
(3) as a combination of both methods. Em-
ploying offices shall credit time spent in the 
military service according to the method 
that will be of most benefit to the preference 
eligible applicant; and 

(b) for all experience material to the posi-
tion for which the applicant is being consid-
ered, including experience gained in reli-
gious, civic, welfare, service, and organiza-
tional activities, regardless of whether he/ 
she received pay therefor. 
SEC. 1.110. WAIVER OF PHYSICAL REQUIREMENTS 

IN APPOINTMENTS TO COVERED PO-
SITIONS. 

(a) Subject to (c) below, in determining 
qualifications of a preference eligible for ap-
pointment, an employing office shall waive: 

(1) with respect to a preference eligible ap-
plicant, requirements as to age, height, and 
weight, unless the requirement is essential 
to the performance of the duties of the posi-
tion; and 

(2) with respect to a preference eligible ap-
plicant to whom it has made a conditional 
offer of employment, physical requirements 
if, in the opinion of the employing office, on 
the basis of evidence before it, including any 
recommendation of an accredited physician 
submitted by the preference eligible appli-
cant, the preference eligible applicant is 
physically able to perform efficiently the du-
ties of the position; 

(b) Subject to (c) below, if an employing of-
fice determines, on the basis of evidence be-
fore it, including any recommendation of an 
accredited physician submitted by the pref-
erence eligible applicant, that an applicant 
to whom it has made a conditional offer of 
employment is preference eligible as a dis-
abled veteran as described in 5 U.S.C. 
§É 2108(3)(C) and who has a compensable serv-
ice-connected disability of 30 percent or 
more is not able to fulfill the physical re-
quirements of the covered position, the em-
ploying office shall notify the preference eli-
gible applicant of the reasons for the deter-
mination and of the right to respond and to 
submit additional information to the em-
ploying office, within 15 days of the date of 
the notification. The head of the employing 
office may, by providing written notice to 
the preference eligible applicant, shorten the 
period for submitting a response with respect 
to an appointment to a particular covered 
position, if necessary because of a need to 
fill the covered position immediately. 
Should the preference eligible applicant 
make a timely response, the highest ranking 
individual or group of individuals with au-
thority to make employment decisions on 
behalf of the employing office shall render a 
final determination of the physical ability of 
the preference eligible applicant to perform 
the duties of the position, taking into ac-
count the response and any additional infor-
mation provided by the preference eligible 

applicant. When the employing office has 
completed its review of the proposed dis-
qualification on the basis of physical dis-
ability, it shall send its findings to the pref-
erence eligible applicant. 

(c) Nothing in this section shall relieve an 
employing office of any obligations it may 
have pursuant to the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. §É 12101 et seq.) 
as applied by section 102(a)(3) of the Act, 2 
U.S.C. §É 1302(a)(3). 

Subpart D—Veterans’ preference in 
reductions in force 

Sec. 
1.111 Definitions applicable in reductions in 

force. 
1.112 Application of preference in reductions 

in force. 
1.113 Crediting experience in reductions in 

force. 
1.114 Waiver of physical requirements in re-

ductions in force. 
1.115 Transfer of functions. 
SEC. 1.111. DEFINITIONS APPLICABLE IN REDUC-

TIONS IN FORCE. 
(a) Competing covered employees are the 

covered employees within a particular posi-
tion or job classification, at or within a par-
ticular competitive area, as those terms are 
defined below. 

(b) Competitive area is that portion of the 
employing office’s organizational structure, 
as determined by the employing office, in 
which covered employees compete for reten-
tion. A competitive area must be defined 
solely in terms of the employing office’s or-
ganizational unit(s) and geographical loca-
tion, and it must include all employees with-
in the competitive area so defined. A com-
petitive area may consist of all or part of an 
employing office. The minimum competitive 
area is a department or subdivision of the 
employing office within the local commuting 
area. 

(c) Position classifications or job classi-
fications are determined by the employing 
office, and shall refer to all covered positions 
within a competitive area that are in the 
same grade, occupational level or classifica-
tion, and which are similar enough in duties, 
qualification requirements, pay schedules, 
tenure (type of appointment) and working 
conditions so that an employing office may 
reassign the incumbent of one position to 
any of the other positions in the position 
classification without undue interruption. 

(d) Preference Eligibles. For the purpose of 
applying veterans’ preference in reductions 
in force, except with respect to the applica-
tion of section 1.114 of these regulations re-
garding the waiver of physical requirements, 
the following shall apply: 

(1) ‘‘active service’’ has the meaning given 
it by section 101 of title 37; 

(2) ‘‘a retired member of a uniformed serv-
ice’’ means a member or former member of a 
uniformed service who is entitled, under 
statute, to retired, retirement, or retainer 
pay on account of his/her service as such a 
member; and 

(3) a preference eligible covered employee 
who is a retired member of a uniformed serv-
ice is considered a preference eligible only if 

(A) his/her retirement was based on dis-
ability— 

(i) resulting from injury or disease re-
ceived in line of duty as a direct result of 
armed conflict; or 

(ii) caused by an instrumentality of war 
and incurred in the line of duty during a pe-
riod of war as defined by sections 101 and 1101 
of title 38; 

(B) his/her service does not include twenty 
or more years of full-time active service, re-
gardless of when performed but not including 
periods of active duty for training; or 

(C) on November 30, 1964, he/she was em-
ployed in a position to which this subchapter 
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applies and thereafter he/she continued to be 
so employed without a break in service of 
more than 30 days. 

The definition of ‘‘preference eligible’’ as 
set forth in 5 U.S.C 2108 and section 1.102(p) 
of these regulations shall apply to waivers of 
physical requirements in determining an em-
ployee’s qualifications for retention under 
section 1.114 of these regulations. 

H&S Regs: (e) Reduction in force is any 
termination of a covered employee’s employ-
ment or the reduction in pay and/or position 
grade of a covered employee for more than 30 
days and that may be required for budgetary 
or workload reasons, changes resulting from 
reorganization, or the need to make room for 
an employee with reemployment or restora-
tion rights. The term ‘‘reduction in force’’ 
does not encompass a termination or other 
personnel action: (1) predicated upon per-
formance, conduct or other grounds attrib-
utable to an employee, or (2) involving an 
employee who is employed by the employing 
office on a temporary basis, or (3) attrib-
utable to a change in party leadership or ma-
jority party status within the House of Con-
gress where the employee is employed. 

C Reg: (e) Reduction in force is any ter-
mination of a covered employee’s employ-
ment or the reduction in pay and/or position 
grade of a covered employee for more than 30 
days and that may be required for budgetary 
or workload reasons, changes resulting from 
reorganization, or the need to make room for 
an employee with reemployment or restora-
tion rights. The term ‘‘reduction in force’’ 
does not encompass a termination or other 
personnel action: (1) predicated upon per-
formance, conduct or other grounds attrib-
utable to an employee, or (2) involving an 
employee who is employed by the employing 
office on a temporary basis. 

(f) Undue interruption is a degree of inter-
ruption that would prevent the completion 
of required work by a covered employee 90 
days after the employee has been placed in a 
different position under this part. The 90-day 
standard should be considered within the al-
lowable limits of time and quality, taking 
into account the pressures of priorities, 
deadlines, and other demands. However, 
work generally would not be considered to be 
unduly interrupted if a covered employee 
needs more than 90 days after the reduction 
in force to perform the optimum quality or 
quantity of work. The 90-day standard may 
be extended if placement is made under this 
part to a program accorded low priority by 
the employing office, or to a vacant position. 
SEC. 1.112. APPLICATION OF PREFERENCE IN RE-

DUCTIONS IN FORCE. 
Prior to carrying out a reduction in force 

that will affect covered employees, employ-
ing offices shall determine which, if any, 
covered employees within a particular group 
of competing covered employees are entitled 
to veterans’ preference eligibility status in 
accordance with these regulations. In deter-
mining which covered employees will be re-
tained, employing offices will treat veterans’ 
preference as the controlling factor in reten-
tion decisions among such competing cov-
ered employees, regardless of length of serv-
ice or performance, provided that the pref-
erence eligible employee’s performance has 
not been determined to be unacceptable. 
Provided, a preference eligible employee who 
is a ‘‘disabled veteran’’ under section 1.102(i) 
above who has a compensable service-con-
nected disability of 30 percent or more and 
whose performance has not been determined 
to be unacceptable by an employing office is 
entitled to be retained in preference to other 
preference eligible employees. Provided, this 
section does not relieve an employing office 
of any greater obligation it may be subject 
to pursuant to the Worker Adjustment and 
Retraining Notification Act (29 U.S.C. §É 2101 

et seq.) as applied by section 102(a)(9) of the 
CAA, 2 U.S.C. §É 1302(a)(9). 
SEC. 1.113. CREDITING EXPERIENCE IN REDUC-

TIONS IN FORCE. 
In computing length of service in connec-

tion with a reduction in force, the employing 
office shall provide credit to preference eligi-
ble covered employees as follows: 

(a) a preference eligible covered employee 
who is not a retired member of a uniformed 
service is entitled to credit for the total 
length of time in active service in the armed 
forces; 

(b) a preference eligible covered employee 
who is a retired member of a uniformed serv-
ice is entitled to credit for: 

(1) the length of time in active service in 
the armed forces during a war, or in a cam-
paign or expedition for which a campaign 
badge has been authorized; or 

(2) the total length of time in active serv-
ice in the armed forces if he is included 
under 5 U.S.C. §É 3501(a)(3)(A), (B), or (C); and 

(c) a preference eligible covered employee 
is entitled to credit for: 

(1) service rendered as an employee of a 
county committee established pursuant to 
section 8(b) of the Soil Conservation and Al-
lotment Act or of a committee or association 
of producers described in section 10(b) of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act, reenacted with 
amendments by the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937; and 

(2) service rendered as an employee de-
scribed in 5 U.S.C. §É 2105(c) if such employee 
moves or has moved, on or after January 1, 
1966, without a break in service of more than 
3 days, from a position in a nonappropriated 
fund instrumentality of the Department of 
Defense or the Coast Guard to a position in 
the Department of Defense or the Coast 
Guard, respectively, that is not described in 
5 U.S.C. §É 2105(c). 
SEC. 1.114. WAIVER OF PHYSICAL REQUIREMENTS 

IN REDUCTIONS IN FORCE. 
(a) If an employing office determines, on 

the basis of evidence before it, that a covered 
employee is preference eligible, the employ-
ing office shall waive, in determining the 
covered employee’s retention status in a re-
duction in force: 

(1) requirements as to age, height, and 
weight, unless the requirement is essential 
to the performance of the duties of the posi-
tion; and 

(2) physical requirements if, in the opinion 
of the employing office, on the basis of evi-
dence before it, including any recommenda-
tion of an accredited physician submitted by 
the employee, the preference eligible covered 
employee is physically able to perform effi-
ciently the duties of the position. 

(b) If an employing office determines that 
a covered employee who is a preference eligi-
ble as a disabled veteran as described in 5 
U.S.C. §É 2108(3)(c) and has a compensable 
service-connected disability of 30 percent or 
more is not able to fulfill the physical re-
quirements of the covered position, the em-
ploying office shall notify the preference eli-
gible covered employee of the reasons for the 
determination and of the right to respond 
and to submit additional information to the 
employing office within 15 days of the date of 
the notification. Should the preference eligi-
ble covered employee make a timely re-
sponse, the highest ranking individual or 
group of individuals with authority to make 
employment decisions on behalf of the em-
ploying office, shall render a final deter-
mination of the physical ability of the pref-
erence eligible covered employee to perform 
the duties of the covered position, taking 
into account the evidence before it, includ-
ing the response and any additional informa-
tion provided by the preference eligible. 
When the employing office has completed its 

review of the proposed disqualification on 
the basis of physical disability, it shall send 
its findings to the preference eligible covered 
employee. 

(c) Nothing in this section shall relieve an 
employing office of any obligation it may 
have pursuant to the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. §É 12101 et seq.) 
as applied by section 102(a)(3) of the CAA, 2 
U.S.C. §É 1302(a)(3). 
SEC. 1.115. TRANSFER OF FUNCTIONS. 

(a) When a function is transferred from one 
employing office to another employing of-
fice, each covered employee in the affected 
position classifications or job classifications 
in the function that is to be transferred shall 
be transferred to the receiving employing of-
fice for employment in a covered position for 
which he/she is qualified before the receiving 
employing office may make an appointment 
from another source to that position. 

(b) When one employing office is replaced 
by another employing office, each covered 
employee in the affected position classifica-
tions or job classifications in the employing 
office to be replaced shall be transferred to 
the replacing employing office for employ-
ment in a covered position for which he/she 
is qualified before the replacing employing 
office may make an appointment from an-
other source to that position. 
Subpart E—Adoption of Veterans’ preference 

policies, recordkeeping & informational re-
quirements. 

Sec. 
1.116 Adoption of veterans’ preference pol-

icy. 
1.117 Preservation of records made or kept. 
1.118 Dissemination of veterans’ preference 

policies to applicants for cov-
ered positions. 

1.119 Information regarding veterans’ pref-
erence determinations in ap-
pointments. 

1.120 Dissemination of veterans’ preference 
policies to covered employees. 

1.121 Written notice prior to a reduction in 
force. 

SEC. 1.116. ADOPTION OF VETERANS’ PREF-
ERENCE POLICY. 

No later than 120 calendar days following 
Congressional approval of this regulation, 
each employing office that employs one or 
more covered employees or that seeks appli-
cants for a covered position shall adopt its 
written policy specifying how it has inte-
grated the veterans’ preference requirements 
of the Veterans Employment Opportunities 
Act of 1998 and these regulations into its em-
ployment and retention processes. Each such 
employing office will make its policies avail-
able to applicants for appointment to a cov-
ered position and to covered employees in 
accordance with these regulations. The act 
of adopting a veterans’ preference policy 
shall not relieve any employing office of any 
other responsibility or requirement of the 
Veterans Employment Opportunity Act of 
1998 or these regulations. An employing of-
fice may amend or replace its veterans’ pref-
erence policies as it deems necessary or ap-
propriate, so long as the resulting policies 
are consistent with the VEOA and these reg-
ulations. 
SEC. 1.117. PRESERVATION OF RECORDS MADE 

OR KEPT. 
An employing office that employs one or 

more covered employees or that seeks appli-
cants for a covered position shall maintain 
any records relating to the application of its 
veterans’ preference policy to applicants for 
covered positions and to workforce adjust-
ment decisions affecting covered employees 
for a period of at least one year from the 
date of the making of the record or the date 
of the personnel action involved or, if later, 
one year from the date on which the appli-
cant or covered employee is notified of the 
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personnel action. Where a claim has been 
brought under section 401 of the CAA against 
an employing office under the VEOA, the re-
spondent employing office shall preserve all 
personnel records relevant to the claim until 
final disposition of the claim. The term ‘‘per-
sonnel records relevant to the claim’’, for ex-
ample, would include records relating to the 
veterans’ preference determination regard-
ing the person bringing the claim and 
records relating to any veterans’ preference 
determinations regarding other applicants 
for the covered position the person sought, 
or records relating to the veterans’ pref-
erence determinations regarding other cov-
ered employees in the person’s position or 
job classification. The date of final disposi-
tion of the charge or the action means the 
latest of the date of expiration of the statu-
tory period within which the aggrieved per-
son may file a complaint with the Office or 
in a U.S. District Court or, where an action 
is brought against an employing office by 
the aggrieved person, the date on which such 
litigation is terminated. 
SEC. 1.118. DISSEMINATION OF VETERANS’ PREF-

ERENCE POLICIES TO APPLICANTS 
FOR COVERED POSITIONS. 

(a) An employing office shall state in any 
announcements and advertisements it makes 
concerning vacancies in covered positions 
that the staffing action is governed by the 
VEOA. 

(b) An employing office shall invite appli-
cants for a covered position to identify 
themselves as veterans’ preference eligible 
applicants, provided that in doing so: 

(1) the employing office shall state clearly 
on any written application or questionnaire 
used for this purpose or make clear orally, if 
a written application or questionnaire is not 
used, that the requested information is in-
tended for use solely in connection with the 
employing office’s obligations and efforts to 
provide veterans’ preference to preference el-
igible applicants in accordance with the 
VEOA; 

(2) the employing office shall state clearly 
that disabled veteran status is requested on 
a voluntary basis, that it will be kept con-
fidential in accordance with the Americans 
with Disabilities Act (42 U.S.C. §É 12101 et seq.) 
as applied by section 102(a)(3) of the CAA, 2 
U.S.C. §É 1302(a)(3), that refusal to provide it 
will not subject the individual to any ad-
verse treatment except the possibility of an 
adverse determination regarding the individ-
ual’s status as a preference eligible applicant 
as a disabled veteran under the VEOA, and 
that any information obtained in accordance 
with this section concerning the medical 
condition or history of an individual will be 
collected, maintained and used only in ac-
cordance with the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act (42 U.S.C. §É 12101 et seq.) as applied 
by section 102(a)(3) of the CAA, 2 U.S.C. 
§É 1302(a)(3); and 

(3) the employing office shall state clearly 
that applicants may request information 
about the employing office’s veterans’ pref-
erence policies as they relate to appoint-
ments to covered positions, and shall de-
scribe the employing office’s procedures for 
making such requests. 

(c) Upon written request by an applicant 
for a covered position, an employing office 
shall provide the following information in 
writing: 

(1) the VEOA definition of ‘‘preference eli-
gible’’ as set forth in 5 U.S.C. § 2108 or any su-
perseding legislation, providing the actual, 
current definition in a manner designed to be 
understood by applicants, along with the 
statutory citation; and 

(2) the employing office’s veterans’ pref-
erence policy or a summary description of 
the employing office’s veterans’ preference 
policy as it relates to appointments to cov-

ered positions, including any procedures the 
employing office shall use to identify pref-
erence eligible employees; and 

(3) the employing office may provide other 
information to applicants regarding its vet-
erans’ preference policies and practices, but 
is not required to do so by these regulations. 

(d) Employing offices are also expected to 
answer questions from applicants for covered 
positions that are relevant and non-confiden-
tial concerning the employing office’s vet-
erans’ preference policies and practices. 
SEC. 1.119. INFORMATION REGARDING VET-

ERANS’ PREFERENCE DETERMINA-
TIONS IN APPOINTMENTS. 

Upon written request by an applicant for a 
covered position, the employing office shall 
promptly provide a written explanation of 
the manner in which veterans’ preference 
was applied in the employing office’s ap-
pointment decision regarding that applicant. 
Such explanation shall include at a min-
imum: 

(a) the employing office’s veterans’ pref-
erence policy or a summary description of 
the employing office’s veterans’ preference 
policy as it relates to appointments to cov-
ered positions; and 

(b) a statement as to whether the applicant 
is preference eligible and, if not, a brief 
statement of the reasons for the employing 
office’s determination that the applicant is 
not preference eligible. 
SEC. 1.120. DISSEMINATION OF VETERANS’ PREF-

ERENCE POLICIES TO COVERED EM-
PLOYEES. 

(a) If an employing office that employs one 
or more covered employees provides any 
written guidance to such employees con-
cerning employee rights generally or reduc-
tions in force more specifically, such as in a 
written employee policy, manual or hand-
book, such guidance must include informa-
tion concerning veterans’ preference under 
the VEOA, as set forth in subsection (b) of 
this regulation. 

(b) Written guidances described in sub-
section (a) above shall include, at a min-
imum: 

(1) the VEOA definition of veterans’ ‘‘pref-
erence eligible’’ as set forth in 5 U.S.C. § 2108 
or any superseding legislation, providing the 
actual, current definition along with the 
statutory citation; and 

(2) the employing office’s veterans’ pref-
erence policy or a summary description of 
the employing office’s veterans’ preference 
policy as it relates to reductions in force, in-
cluding the procedures the employing office 
shall take to identify preference eligible em-
ployees. 

(3) the employing office may provide other 
information in its guidance regarding its 
veterans’ preference policies and practices, 
but is not required to do so by these regula-
tions. 

(c) Employing offices are also expected to 
answer questions from covered employees 
that are relevant and non-confidential con-
cerning the employing office’s veterans’ pref-
erence policies and practices. 
SEC. 1.121. WRITTEN NOTICE PRIOR TO A REDUC-

TION IN FORCE. 
(a) Except as provided under subsection (c), 

a covered employee may not be released due 
to a reduction in force, unless the covered 
employee and the covered employee’s exclu-
sive representative for collective-bargaining 
purposes (if any) are given written notice, in 
conformance with the requirements of para-
graph (b), at least 60 days before the covered 
employee is so released. 

(b) Any notice under paragraph (a) shall in-
clude— 

(1) the personnel action to be taken with 
respect to the covered employee involved; 

(2) the effective date of the action; 
(3) a description of the procedures applica-

ble in identifying employees for release; 

(4) the covered employee’s competitive 
area; 

(5) the covered employee’s eligibility for 
veterans’ preference in retention and how 
that preference eligibility was determined; 

(6) the retention status and preference eli-
gibility of the other employees in the af-
fected position classifications or job classi-
fications within the covered employee’s com-
petitive area, by providing: 

(A) a list of all covered employee(s) in the 
covered employee’s position classification or 
job classification and competitive area who 
will be retained by the employing office, 
identifying those employees by job title only 
and stating whether each such employee is 
preference eligible, and 

(B) a list of all covered employee(s) in the 
covered employee’s position classification or 
job classification and competitive area who 
will not be retained by the employing office, 
identifying those employees by job title only 
and stating whether each such employee is 
preference eligible; and 

(7) a description of any appeal or other 
rights which may be available. 

(c) The head of the employing office may, 
in writing, shorten the period of advance no-
tice required under subsection (a), with re-
spect to a particular reduction in force, if 
necessary because of circumstances not rea-
sonably foreseeable. 

(d) No notice period may be shortened to 
less than 30 days under this subsection. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

193. A letter from the Administrator, Rural 
Business-Cooperative Service, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
‘‘Major’’ final rule — Subpart B — Advanced 
Biofuel Payment Program (RIN: 0570-AA75) 
received January 21, 2011, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

194. A letter from the Administrator, Rural 
Business-Cooperative Service, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
‘‘Major’’ final rule — Biorefinery Assistance 
Guaranteed Loans (RIN: 0570-AA73) received 
January 21, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

195. A letter from the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — Disclo-
sure for Asset-Backed Securities Required by 
Section 943 of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street 
Reform and Consumer Protection Act [Re-
lease Nos. 33-9175; 34-63741; File No. S7-24-10] 
(RIN: 3235-AK75) received January 21, 2011, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

196. A letter from the Secretary, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule — Issuer 
Review of Assets in Offerings of Asset- 
Backed Securities [Release Nos. 33-9176, 34- 
63742; File No. S7-26-10] (RIN: 3235-AK76) re-
ceived January 21, 2011, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

197. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-638, ‘‘Annual Fi-
nancial Reporting Modernization Amend-
ment Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

198. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-630, ‘‘Veterans 
License Plates Authorization Amendment 
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Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

199. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-649, ‘‘Rental 
Housing Commission Reform Amendment 
Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

200. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-637, ‘‘Computa-
tion of Gross Income Clarification Act of 
2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

201. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-650, ‘‘Rental 
Housing Act Extension Amendment Act of 
2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

202. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-627, ‘‘Extension 
of Time Temporary Amendment Act of 2010’’; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

203. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-642, ‘‘Long-Term 
Care Ombudsman Program Amendment Act 
of 2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

204. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-641, ‘‘14W and 
Anthony Bowen YMCA Project Tax Abate-
ment Implementation Clarification Act of 
2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

205. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-628, ‘‘Fiscal Year 
2011 Income Tax Secured Revenue Refunding 
Bond Issuance Temporary Approval Act of 
2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

206. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-640, ‘‘Settlement 
Payment Integrity Amendment Act of 2010’’; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

207. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-626, ‘‘Perform-
ance Parking Extension Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

208. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-629, ‘‘Fiscal Year 
2011 Income Tax Secured Revenue Bond and 
General Obligation Bond Issuance Tem-
porary Approval Act of 2010’’; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

209. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-639, ‘‘Closing of a 
Public Alley in Square 0441, S.O. 09-8516, Act 
of 2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

210. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-648, ‘‘Miss B’s 
Center, the Bernice Elizabeth Fonteneau 
Building Designation Act of 2010’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

211. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-625, ‘‘Department 
of Health Functions Clarification Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2010’’; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

212. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-624, ‘‘Solar Col-

lector Certification Temporary Amendment 
Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

213. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-632, ‘‘Samuel J. 
Simmons NCBA Estates No. 1 Limited Part-
nership Real Property Tax Exemption and 
Equitable Real Property Tax Relief Act of 
2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

214. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-634, ‘‘District of 
Columbia Uniform Law Commission Act of 
2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

215. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-631, ‘‘Artist Pro-
tection Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

216. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-647, ‘‘District of 
Columbia Good Time Credits Amendment 
Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

217. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-646, ‘‘Reverend 
Donald Robinson Field Designation Act of 
2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

218. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-645, ‘‘Processing 
Sales Tax Clarification Act of 2010’’; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

219. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-644, ‘‘Closing of 
G Street, S.E., adjacent to Square 1104, S.O. 
06-5665, Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

220. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-635, ‘‘Saving D.C. 
Homes from Foreclosure Amendment Act of 
2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

221. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-643, ‘‘Capital Ac-
cess Program Act of 2010’’; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

222. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-636, ‘‘Alternative 
Money Lending and Services Reform Amend-
ment Act of 2010’’; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

223. A letter from the Chairman, Council of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 18-633, ‘‘Prevention 
of Child Abuse and Neglect Amendment Act 
of 2010’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

224. A letter from the Chair of the Board of 
Directors, Office of Compliance, transmit-
ting notice of proposed rulemaking regula-
tions under Section 304(b)(1) of the Congres-
sional Accountability Act of 1995 for publica-
tion in the Congressional Record, pursuant 
to 2 U.S.C. 1384(b)(1); to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

225. A letter from the Program Manager, 
Deparmtment of Health and Human Serv-
ices, transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Major’’ 
final rule — Medicare, Medicaid, and Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Programs; Addi-
tional Screening Requirements, Application 
Fees, Temporary Enrollment Moratoria, 
Payment Suspensions and Compliance Plans 
for Providers and Suppliers [CMS-6028-FC] 
(RIN: 0938-AQ20) received January 25, 2011, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to 

the Committees on Ways and Means and En-
ergy and Commerce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Ms. FOXX: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 54. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 359) to reduce 
Federal spending and the deficit by termi-
nating taxpayer financing of Presidential 
election campaigns and party conventions 
(Rept. 112–5). Referred to the House Cal-
endar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. REHBERG (for himself, Mr. 
BARTLETT, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. DUNCAN 
of Tennessee, Mr. GRAVES of Mis-
souri, Mr. HERGER, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. 
JONES, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. MCKINLEY, 
Mr. PAUL, Mr. ROSS of Arkansas, Mr. 
SCHOCK, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. TERRY, 
Mr. WALBERG, Mr. WALZ of Min-
nesota, Mr. WESTMORELAND, and Mr. 
YOUNG of Alaska): 

H.R. 412. A bill to amend the lead prohibi-
tion provisions of the Consumer Product 
Safety Improvement Act of 2008 to provide 
an exemption for certain off-highway vehi-
cles, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. STARK: 
H.R. 413. A bill to reduce the budget of the 

Department of Defense to the level provided 
for fiscal year 2008 and to freeze the budget 
at such level through fiscal year 2016; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina (for 
himself and Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

H.R. 414. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to reform the system of 
public financing for Presidential elections, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas, Mr. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. JACKSON of Illi-
nois, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. 
LEE of California, Mr. MARKEY, and 
Ms. NORTON): 

H.R. 415. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
allow a local educational agency that re-
ceives a subgrant under section 2121 of such 
Act to use the funds to provide professional 
development activities that train school per-
sonnel about restorative justice and conflict 
resolution; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Mr. 
ANDREWS, Mrs. CAPPS, Ms. DELAURO, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. ELLISON, Mr. FARR, 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
GARAMENDI, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. HARMAN, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. LEE of 
California, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Ms. 
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MOORE, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. 
STARK, Ms. SUTTON, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Ms. WOOLSEY, and Mr. 
PALLONE): 

H.R. 416. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to provide protections for con-
sumers against excessive, unjustified, or un-
fairly discriminatory increases in premium 
rates; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. OWENS (for himself, Mr. 
TONKO, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. KEATING, Mr. WELCH, 
Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. JACKSON LEE of 
Texas, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Mr. HOLT, Mr. WEINER, Mr. MICHAUD, 
and Mr. HINCHEY): 

H.R. 417. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the expansion of 
certain information reporting requirements 
to corporations and to payments for prop-
erty, to impose a surcharge on high income 
taxpayers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. MALONEY (for herself, Mr. 
FATTAH, Mr. MORAN, Mr. MCNERNEY, 
Ms. WOOLSEY, and Mr. RYAN of Ohio): 

H.R. 418. A bill to express United States 
foreign policy with respect to, and to 
strengthen United States advocacy on behalf 
of, individuals persecuted and denied their 
rights in foreign countries on account of gen-
der, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and in addition to 
the Committees on Financial Services, and 
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. COOPER (for himself, Mr. BAR-
ROW, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. CARDOZA, 
Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of 
California, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. BACA, 
Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. BOREN, Mr. 
SHULER, Mr. ROSS of Arkansas, Ms. 
HARMAN, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. 
MCINTYRE, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. 
HOLDEN, and Mr. CUELLAR): 

H.R. 419. A bill to require States to carry 
out Congressional redistricting in accord-
ance with a process under which members of 
the public are informed of redistricting pro-
posals and have the opportunity to partici-
pate in the development of such proposals 
prior to their adoption, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REHBERG (for himself and Mr. 
BOSWELL): 

H.R. 420. A bill to provide an amnesty pe-
riod during which veterans and their family 
members can register certain firearms in the 
National Firearms Registration and Transfer 
Record, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MCCLINTOCK (for himself, Mr. 
JORDAN, Ms. FOXX, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. 
CAMPBELL, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, 
Mr. LONG, Mr. WEBSTER, Mr. 
GOHMERT, and Mr. FLAKE): 

H.R. 421. A bill to require that the Govern-
ment prioritize all obligations on the debt 
held by the public in the event that the debt 
limit is reached; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BACA: 
H.R. 422. A bill to amend the Elementary 

and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to en-
sure that schools have physical education 

programs that meet minimum requirements 
for physical education; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. BACA: 
H.R. 423. A bill to amend the Help America 

Vote Act of 2002 to prevent the addresses of 
the residences of Members of Congress from 
appearing on the computerized Statewide 
voter registration lists required to be main-
tained by States under such Act, and to per-
mit a Member of Congress who seeks to be a 
candidate for election for public office in a 
State to meet any requirement under State 
law to provide the appropriate election offi-
cial with the address of the Member’s resi-
dence by providing the chief State election 
official with an affidavit certifying that the 
Member is a resident of the State; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. BURGESS: 
H.R. 424. A bill to repeal certain amend-

ments to the Clean Air Act relating to the 
expansion of the renewable fuel program, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. DOLD (for himself and Mr. LI-
PINSKI): 

H.R. 425. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to establish a deadline 
for restricting sewage dumping into the 
Great Lakes and to fund programs and ac-
tivities for improving wastewater discharges 
into the Great Lakes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. FLAKE: 
H.R. 426. A bill to repeal certain incentives 

and subsidies for renewable fuels; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HELLER (for himself, Mr. 
HECK, and Ms. BERKLEY): 

H.R. 427. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a 5-year recov-
ery period for computer-based gambling ma-
chines; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HELLER (for himself, Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. CONNOLLY of 
Virginia): 

H.R. 428. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax on 
telephone and other communications serv-
ices; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ISSA: 
H.R. 429. A bill to repeal the Patient Pro-

tection and Affordable Care Act and the 
health care-related provisions in the Health 
Care and Education Reconciliation Act of 
2010 and to amend title 5, United States 
Code, to establish a national health program 
administered by the Office of Personnel Man-
agement to offer Federal employee health 
benefits plans to individuals who are not 
Federal employees, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committees on Ways 
and Means, Oversight and Government Re-
form, Education and the Workforce, Natural 
Resources, the Judiciary, Rules, House Ad-
ministration, and Appropriations, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. JORDAN (for himself, Mr. ISSA, 
and Mr. MCHENRY): 

H.R. 430. A bill to terminate the Home Af-
fordable Modification Program of the De-
partment of the Treasury; to the Committee 
on Financial Services. 

By Mr. LATTA (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAUL, Mr. JORDAN, and Mr. 
NUGENT): 

H.R. 431. A bill to eliminate automatic pay 
adjustments for Members of Congress, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration, and in addition to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and 
Mr. MORAN): 

H.R. 432. A bill to ban the use of bisphenol 
A in food containers, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. MATSUI: 
H.R. 433. A bill to authorize improvements 

to flood damage reduction facilities adjacent 
to the American and Sacramento Rivers near 
Sacramento, California, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 
H.R. 434. A bill to prevent the Secretary of 

the Treasury from hiring new employees to 
enforce the individual health insurance man-
date; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: 
H.R. 435. A bill to terminate the National 

Flood Insurance Program and related man-
datory purchase and compliance require-
ments, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PAULSEN (for himself, Mr. 
ALTMIRE, Mr. LEE of New York, Mr. 
GERLACH, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. LANCE, 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. ROGERS 
of Michigan, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. KLINE, 
Mr. CRAVAACK, Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. 
AKIN, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. BROUN of 
Georgia, Ms. BUERKLE, Mr. BURTON of 
Indiana, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. COLE, Mr. CRAWFORD, 
Mr. DENT, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. FLEM-
ING, Mr. FLORES, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. 
GUINTA, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. LAMBORN, 
Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. 
MCCLINTOCK, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
NUGENT, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Mr. 
STUTZMAN, Mr. WALSH of Illinois, and 
Mr. YOUNG of Indiana): 

H.R. 436. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax on 
medical devices; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. POMPEO (for himself, Ms. JEN-
KINS, and Mr. HUELSKAMP): 

H.R. 437. A bill to authorize and request 
the President to award the Medal of Honor 
posthumously to Captain Emil Kapaun of the 
United States Army for acts of valor during 
the Korean War; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. WEINER: 
H.R. 438. A bill to amend the Energy Policy 

and Conservation Act to provide further re-
quirements for the Energy Star program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. WELCH: 
H.R. 439. A bill to provide for an earlier 

start for State health care coverage innova-
tion waivers under the Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 
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By Mr. WOLF (for himself, Mr. PITTS, 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. HOLT, 
Ms. ESHOO, and Mr. SMITH of New 
Jersey): 

H.R. 440. A bill to provide for the establish-
ment of the Special Envoy to Promote Reli-
gious Freedom of Religious Minorities in the 
Near East and South Central Asia; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 441. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of the Interior to issue permits for a 
microhydro project in nonwilderness areas 
within the boundaries of Denali National 
Park and Preserve, to acquire land for 
Denali National Park and Preserve from 
Doyon Tourism, Inc., and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 442. A bill to amend the Omnibus 

Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993 to require 
the Bureau of Land Management to provide 
a claimant of a small miner waiver from 
claim maintenance fees with a period of 60 
days after written receipt of 1 or more de-
fects is provided to the claimant by reg-
istered mail to cure the 1 or more defects or 
pay the claim maintenance fee, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 443. A bill to provide for the convey-

ance of certain property from the United 
States to the Maniilaq Association located 
in Kotzebue, Alaska; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, and in addition to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 444. A bill to provide for the convey-

ance of certain property located in Anchor-
age, Alaska, from the United States to the 
Alaska Native Tribal Health Consortium; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida (for himself, 
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mrs. ADAMS, 
Mr. ROSS of Florida, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. GRANG-
ER, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, and Mr. CRENSHAW): 

H.R. 445. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent the de-
duction of State and local general sales 
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEINER (for himself, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. ROO-
NEY, Mr. WEST, and Mr. GRIMM): 

H. Con. Res. 12. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that an appro-
priate site on Chaplains Hill in Arlington 
National Cemetery should be provided for a 
memorial marker to honor the memory of 
the Jewish chaplains who died while on ac-
tive duty in the Armed Forces of the United 
States; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
Armed Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut: 
H. Res. 52. A resolution electing Members 

to certain standing committees of the House 
of Representatives; considered and agreed to. 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. HENSARLING: 
H. Res. 53. A resolution electing certain 

Members to certain standing committees of 

the House of Representatives; considered and 
agreed to. considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. BACA: 
H. Res. 55. A resolution honoring Christina 

Taylor Green for giving the gift of life with 
organ donation and encouraging Americans 
to join her call to make organ donation a 
personal choice; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. RIVERA (for himself, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Ms. WILSON 
of Florida): 

H. Res. 56. A resolution congratulating the 
Florida International University Golden 
Panthers for the school’s first Bowl victory; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

f 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
Ms. DEGETTE introduced A bill (H.R. 446) 

for the relief of Rosa Isela Figueroa Rincon, 
Miguel Angel Figueroa Rincon, Blanca 
Azucena Figueroa Rincon, and Nancy Araceli 
Figueroa Rincon; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. REHBERG: 
H.R. 412. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress 

shall have Power To regulate Commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. STARK: 
H.R. 413. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
All legislative powers herein granted shall 

be vested in a Congress of the United States, 
which shall consist of a Senate and House of 
Representatives (Article I, Section 1). 

The constitutional authority on which this 
bill rests is the power of Congress to make 
rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 
H.R. 414. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Congressional power to provide for public 

financing of presidential campaigns arises 
under the General Welfare Clause, Art. I, 
Sec. 8, of the Constitution. In Buckley v. 
Valeo, 424 U.S. 1, 91 (1976), the Supreme 
Court upheld the congressional power to 
enact public financing of presidential elec-
tions under this Clause. The Supreme Court 
stated with regard to the provisions in the 
Federal Election Campaign Act Amendments 
of 1974 establishing a presidential public fi-
nancing system, ‘‘In this case, Congress was 
legislating for the ‘general welfare’—to re-
duce the deleterious influence of large con-
tributions on our political process, to facili-
tate communication by candidates with the 
electorate, and to free candidates from the 
rigors of fundraising.’’ 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 415. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

The changes made by this bill to the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act are 
within Congress’ authority under Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1 of the Constitution. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 
H.R. 416. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
‘‘The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, Section 8 of the United States Con-
stitution (Clause 3), which grants Congress 
the power to regulate Commerce among the 
several States.’’ 

By Mr. OWENS: 
H.R. 417. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18: 
‘‘The Congress shall have Power To lay and 

collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States;’’ 

‘‘To make all Laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into Execu-
tion the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Officer thereof.’’ 

By Mrs. MALONEY: 
H.R. 418. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3, which reads: 

‘‘To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and 
with Indian Tribes.’’ 

By Mr. COOPER: 
H.R. 419. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
(1) The authority granted to Congress 

under Article I, Section 4 of the Constitution 
of the United States gives Congress the 
power to enact laws governing the time, 
place, and manner of elections for Members 
of the House of Representatives; and 

(2) The authority granted to Congress 
under Section 5 of the 14th Amendment to 
the Constitution gives Congress the power to 
enact laws to enforce Section 2 of such 
Amendment, which requires Representatives 
to be apportioned among the several States 
according to their number. 

By Mr. REHBERG: 
H.R. 420. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have Power To lay and collect 
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay 
the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States;’’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: ‘‘The Con-
gress shall have Power * * * To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof.’’ 

Second Amendment: ‘‘A well regulated Mi-
litia, being necessary to the security of a 
free State, the right of the people to keep 
and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.’’ 

The specific Constitutional Authority 
cited here is not intended and should not be 
construed to be exclusive of any other gen-
eral or specific Constitutional Authority 
that is otherwise applicable. 
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By Mr. MCCLINTOCK: 

H.R. 421. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution states that ‘‘The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts and excises, to pay the debts and 
provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, 
imposts and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States; 

To borrow money on the credit of the 
United States;’’ 

By Mr. BACA: 
H.R. 422. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the U.S. 

Constitution. 
By Mr. BACA: 

H.R. 423. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 4, Clause of the U.S. Con-

stitution. 
By Mr. BURGESS: 

H.R. 424. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The attached legislation falls under Con-

gress’ enumerated constitutional authority 
to regulate interstate commerce pursuant to 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mr. DOLD: 
H.R. 425. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3, giving Con-

gress the power to regulate interstate com-
merce. 

By Mr. FLAKE: 
H.R. 426. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 

United States Constitution. 
By Mr. HELLER: 

H.R. 427. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

United States Constitution and Amendment 
XVI of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. HELLER: 
H.R. 428. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to 

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
United States Constitution and Amendment 
XVI of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. ISSA: 
H.R. 429. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Interstate Commerce Clause. 

By Mr. JORDAN: 
H.R. 430. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution, under which Congress has the 
power to regulate commerce among the 
States. 

By Mr. LATTA: 
H.R. 431. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 6: ‘‘The Senators and 

Representatives shall receive a Compensa-
tion for their Services, to be ascertained by 
Law, and paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States.’’ 

By Mr. MARKEY: 
H.R. 432. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the 
Constitution. 

By Ms. MATSUI: 
H.R. 433. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3. 

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS: 
H.R. 434. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Vesting Clauses of Articles I, II, and 

III along with the Supremacy Clause of Arti-
cle VI, as well as of the Oath of Office that 
each constitutional officer of the Federal 
government must take pursuant to Article 
VI make clear that each coordinate branch 
of government must ensure that their ac-
tions are constitutional. 

This bill is enacted pursuant to Congress’ 
legislative powers under Article I, Section 1, 
of the Constitution, and the oath to support 
the Constitution that all Members are re-
quired to take under Article VI. Under those 
provisions, Congress has the authority to 
prevent the enforcement of unconstitutional 
federal laws previously passed. 

By Mrs. MILLER of Michigan: 
H.R. 435. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The bill accompanying this statement de-

livers powers back to the states, pursuant to 
the Tenth Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. PAULSEN: 
H.R. 436. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mr. POMPEO: 
H.R. 437. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution (Clauses 12, 13, 14, and 16), 
which grants Congress the power to raise and 
support an Army; to provide and maintain a 
Navy; to make rules for the government and 
regulation of the land and naval forces; and 
to provide for organizing, arming, and dis-
ciplining the militia. 

By Mr. WEINER: 
H.R. 438. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. WELCH: 

H.R. 439. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article One, Section 8, Clause 18—The Nec-

essary and Proper Clause. 
By Mr. WOLF: 

H.R. 440. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution, which states: ‘‘The Con-
gress shall have Power to make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by the Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof’’ 

Article II, Section 2, Clause 2 of the United 
States Constitution, which states: ‘‘[The 
President] shall have Power, by and with the 
Advice and Consent of the Senate, to make 
Treaties, provided two thirds of the Senators 
present concur; and he shall nominate, and 
by and with the Advice and Consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint Ambassadors, other 
public Ministers and Consuls, Judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other Officers of the 
United States, whose Appointments are not 
herein otherwise provided for, and which 

shall be established by Law: but the Con-
gress may by Law vest the Appointment of 
such inferior Officers, as they think proper, 
in the President alone, in the Courts of Law, 
or in the Heads of Departments.’’ 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 441. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 442. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 443. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 and Article 

1, Section 8, Clause 3. 
By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 

H.R. 444. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 and Article 

1, Section 8, Clause 3. 
By Mr. YOUNG of Florida: 

H.R. 445. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Amendment XVI of the United States Con-

stitution. 
Ms. DEGETTE: 

H.R. 446. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The power granted to Congress under Arti-

cle I, Section 8, Clause 4 of the United States 
Constitution. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 4: Mr. HOLDEN and Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 5: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. ROGERS of Michi-

gan, Mrs. BLACKBURN, and Mr. PLATTS. 
H.R. 27: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. LIPINSKI, 

Mr. FATTAH, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. BERMAN, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 
MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, and Ms. JACK-
SON LEE of Texas. 

H.R. 38: Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. GIBBS, Mr. ROO-
NEY, Mr. NUNNELEE, Mr. PAUL, and Mr. 
NUGENT. 

H.R. 49: Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, Mr. KING of Iowa, and Mr. NUGENT. 

H.R. 59: Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 68: Mr. KLINE, Mr. ROSS of Florida, 

and Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 69: Mr. KLINE, Mr. ROSS of Florida, 

Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
MARCHANT, and Mr. FLORES. 

H.R. 97: Mr. LATTA and Mr. HARPER. 
H.R. 111: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Ms. 

TSONGAS, and Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 152: Mr. JONES and Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 153: Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. FLORES, and 

Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 154: Mr. TERRY. 
H.R. 198: Mr. LEE of New York, Ms. SUT-

TON, Mr. STARK, and Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 212: Mr. POMPEO. 
H.R. 217: Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr. 

CASSIDY, Mr. PETRI, Mr. LANDRY, and Mr. 
HULTGREN. 

H.R. 234: Mr. HENSARLING. 
H.R. 237: Mr. KISSELL and Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 262: Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. STIVERS, 

Mr. OWENS, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. KIND, and Mr. 
FORBES. 

H.R. 303: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania and 
Mr. MORAN. 
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H.R. 314: Mr. ROONEY and Mr. GRIMM. 
H.R. 347: Mr. DEUTCH. 
H.R. 358: Mr. PETRI and Mr. FLORES. 
H.R. 359: Mr. ROKITA and Mr. WILSON of 

South Carolina. 
H.R. 365: Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 370: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 386: Mr. LONG, Ms. CHU, and Mr. 

COBLE. 
H.J. Res. 9: Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. 

THORNBERRY, Mr. OLSON, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
LATHAM, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. 
CALVERT, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. DENT, and Mr. 
FLORES. 

H. Res. 11: Mr. LEVIN, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. HIMES, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. MEEKS, and 
Mr. GUTIERREZ. 

H. Res. 20: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H. Res. 25: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 

and Mr. YOUNG of Florida. 
H. Res. 34: Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. BURTON of 

Indiana, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr 
Faleomavaega, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
ACKERMAN, Mr. BARROW, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. SIRES, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, and Ms. BERKLEY. 

H. Res. 41: Ms. FUDGE and Mr. CICILLINE. 
H. Res. 44: Mr. FLORES. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. CAMP 
The provisions that warranted a referral to 

the Committee on Ways and Means in H.R. 
359 do not contain any congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 359 
OFFERED BY: MS. CASTOR OF FLORIDA 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 2, amend line 21 to 
read as follows: ‘‘to the Office of Justice Pro-
grams for local law enforcement for costs of 
providing security at Presidential nomi-
nating conventions.’’. 

H.R. 359 
OFFERED BY: MS. CASTOR OF FLORIDA 

AMENDMENT NO. 3: Strike line 3 on page 1 
and all that follows through line 2 on page 2 
and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. FINANCING OF SECURITY FOR PRESI-

DENTIAL NOMINATING CONVEN-
TIONS. 

Page 2, line 3, strike ‘‘(b)’’ and insert ‘‘(a)’’. 

Page 2, line 7, strike ‘‘such Code’’ and in-
sert ‘‘the Internal Revenue Code of 1986’’. 

Page 2, strike line 14 and all that follows 
through line 21 and insert the following: 

(B) TRANSFER OF FUNDS TO GENERAL 
FUND.—Section 9006 of such Code is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section: 

‘‘(d) TRANSFER OF FUNDS FOR SECURITY FOR 
PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATING CONVENTIONS.— 
After the date of the enactment of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall transfer all 
amounts in the fund the Office of Justice 
Programs for local law enforcement for costs 
of providing security at Presidential nomi-
nating conventions.’’. 

Page 3, line 5, strike ‘‘(c)’’ and insert ‘‘(b)’’. 
Page 3, after line 11, add the following: 
(c) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 

regulation, document, paper, or other record 
of the United States to the Presidential 
Election Campaign Fund shall, with respect 
to any amounts in such Fund after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, be deemed to 
be a reference to Presidential Nominating 
Convention Security Fund. 

H.R. 359 
OFFERED BY: MS. TSONGAS 

AMENDMENT NO. 4: Add at the end the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 2. PROHIBITION ON THE USE OF FEDERAL 

FUNDS FOR PRESIDENTIAL CAM-
PAIGN AND LOBBYING ACTIVITIES. 

With respect to Federal funds received by 
an entity, other than a natural person, it 
shall be unlawful for such entity to— 

(1) use such funds to advocate the election 
or defeat of a Presidential candidate; 

(2) use such funds to engage in any lob-
bying activity; or 

(3) donate such funds to any entity that ad-
vocates for the election or defeat of a Presi-
dential candidate or engages in lobbying ac-
tivities. 

H.R. 359 
OFFERED BY: MR. POLIS 

AMENDMENT NO. 5: Strike all after the en-
acting clause and insert the following: 
SECTION 1. VOLUNTARY FINANCING OF PRESI-

DENTIAL ELECTION CAMPAIGNS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6096 of the Inter-

nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 6096. VOLUNTARY DESIGNATION BY INDI-

VIDUALS. 

‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—Every taxpayer who 
makes a return of the tax imposed by chap-
ter 1 for any taxable year may designate an 
amount shall be paid over to the Presidential 
Election Campaign Fund in accordance with 
the provisions of section 9006(a). The amount 
designated under the preceding sentence— 

‘‘(1) may not be less than $1, and 
‘‘(2) shall be in addition to any payment of 

tax for the taxable year. 
‘‘(b) MANNER AND TIME OF DESIGNATION.— 

Any designation under subsection (a) for any 
taxable year— 

‘‘(1) shall be made at the time of filing the 
return of the tax imposed by chapter 1 for 

such taxable year and in such manner as the 
Secretary may by regulation prescribe, ex-
cept that such designation shall be made ei-
ther on the first page of the return or on the 
page bearing the taxpayer’s signature, and 

‘‘(2) shall be accompanied by a payment of 
the amount so designated. 

‘‘(c) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS DES-
IGNATED.—For purposes of this title, the 
amount designated by any taxpayer under 
subsection (a) shall be treated as a contribu-
tion made by such taxpayer to the United 
States on the last date prescribed for filing 
the return of tax imposed by chapter 1 (de-
termined without regard to extensions) or, if 
later, the date the return is filed.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to section 6096 in the table of sections for 
part VIII of subchapter A of chapter 61 of 
such Code is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘Sec. 6096. Voluntary designation by indi-

viduals.’’. 
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

H.R. 359 

OFFERED BY: MS. MOORE 

AMENDMENT NO 6: Strike all after the en-
acting clause and insert the following: 

SECTION 1. TAXPAYER OPTION TO CONTRIBUTE 
OWN FUNDS TO PRESIDENTIAL 
ELECTION CAMPAIGNS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6096 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘SEC. 6096. CONTRIBUTIONS OF OWN FUNDS BY 
INDIVIDUALS. 

‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—Every taxpayer who 
makes a return of the tax imposed by chap-
ter 1 for any taxable year may designate 
that $3 ($6 in the case of a joint return) in ad-
dition to any payment of tax for such tax-
able year shall be paid over to the Presi-
dential Election Campaign Fund in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 9006(a). 

‘‘(b) MANNER AND TIME OF DESIGNATION.— 
Any designation under subsection (a) for any 
taxable year— 

‘‘(1) shall be made at the time of filing the 
return of the tax imposed by chapter 1 for 
such taxable year and in such manner as the 
Secretary may by regulation prescribe, ex-
cept that such designation shall be made ei-
ther on the first page of the return or on the 
page bearing the taxpayer’s signature, and 

‘‘(2) shall be accompanied by a payment of 
the amount so designated.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The item relat-
ing to section 6096 in the table of sections for 
part VIII of subchapter A of chapter 61 of 
such Code is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘Sec. 6096. Contributions of own funds by in-

dividuals.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to taxable 
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
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