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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CHAFFETZ).

————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
February 10, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JASON
CHAFFETZ to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

———
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.

——
EGYPTIAN ORPHANAGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. P1TTs) for 1 minute.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, as I rise
today, I am mindful of events occur-
ring in Egypt. And I want to extend my
congratulations to the Lillian Trasher
Orphanage of Asyut, Egypt, which is
celebrating 100 years of service this
month. As our ally Egypt stands on the
cusp of a new future, one hopefully
based on respect for democracy and
human rights, we honor the people who
have worked for decades to build an
educated and productive civil society
there.

The Lillian Trasher Orphanage,
begun in 1911 by an American from
Jacksonville, Florida, is one of the old-
est and longest-serving charities in the
world. It currently serves over 600 chil-
dren, along with widows and staff. This
pillar of the community has been home
to thousands of children who needed
food, shelter, and a family. Orphanage
graduates serve around the world as
bankers, doctors, pastors, teachers, and
even in the U.S. Government.

Despite many challenges over the
years, the wonderful staff, now led by
George and Fathia Assad, has contin-
ued serving the children no matter
what the circumstances. We applaud
that cloud of witnesses over the past
100 years who have supported this orga-
nization through service, friendship,
prayers, and donations. And we support
and stand with this great institution
and voice our ongoing support for this
and other similar Egyptian grassroots
organizations during this critical pe-
riod in the nation’s history.

———
HONORING BEV RENS

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

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Mr. Speaker,
there are 435 Members of the House of
Representatives. We come from all
over the country, and every one of us
encounters people from the towns and
cities and rural parts of our district
that inspire us through the heroic ac-
tion that they exhibit every day of
their lives.

Mr. Speaker, I rise this morning to
talk about one of those heroic people
that I've known for 35 years. Her name
is Bev Rens, and I met her when I was
working with her husband at a grain
elevator in the small town of Hartwick,
Iowa. I later got to know her better
playing softball for a team called the
Front Street Tap located in Brooklyn,
Iowa, and Bev’s voice was always the

loudest voice on the field because
that’s the kind of person that she is.
She is passionate, she is fierce in her
dedication to her friends, and she has
devoted her entire life to making her
community, her State, and her country
a better place for all Americans.

Bev recently had a curveball thrown
at her when she was diagnosed with
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, also
known as ALS—Lou Gehrig’s Disease.
Bev has always taken life head-on, and
that’s how she addressed this chal-
lenge, the same way she has lived her
life every day that she has spent on
this Earth. She didn’t get into self-
pity. She started thinking about what
she could do to stay connected to her
friends, her family, and the important
issues that she has cared about all of
her life.

Those of us who have known Bev
have known her as a nurse, as a com-
munity volunteer, and a political ac-
tivist. And, in fact, her start in politics
began in 1988 in the Iowa caucuses
when she went to caucus for a can-
didate named Jesse Jackson. And she
participated in her last Iowa caucus for
another political candidate mnamed
Barack Obama. Bev recently celebrated
her birthday on February 3, and you
can see her surrounded in this picture
by friends and family, including a
granddaughter that is the light of her
life.

But one of the things that Bev’s life
teaches us is that we face challenges
every day, and no challenge is too
great for us to solve if we come to-
gether in a spirit of cooperation and a
belief in the common good, that we can
solve the problems that we face as a
country. And that’s why I am here
talking about my friend Bev Rens, be-
cause she is an inspiration to all of us
in terms of what we can do to fight for
a better America.

She decided a long time ago that ac-
cess to health care was an important
priority being denied millions of Amer-
icans, and she knew that from her
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work as a front-line care provider tak-
ing care of sick people and trying to
take care of them in their end of life
experiences, which is one of the most
precious times that a family gets to
spend together. So as a nurse, Bev
fought for health care improvement
that would improve quality of care to
patients and expand access to care so
that no American family could say
that a loved one died because they
didn’t have access to the type of care
that all Americans deserve.

It’s important for those of us who are
struggling with this issue of how we
provide quality, affordable health care
to Americans to think about inspira-
tional people like Bev and what she has
done her entire life to help people in
need, whether as a community volun-
teer, as a nurse, as an activist. What is
the legacy that we will leave to our
children and grandchildren when they
look back at this Congress and say,
What did you do to help me in my time
of need? Because Bev never worries
about that question. She says, I'll be
the first one in, and I will fight until I
don’t have any breath in me left to
give. That’s why you’ll still find Bev on
her computer every day, networked
with friends around the country, talk-
ing about issues of vital public impor-
tance, trying to be part of the impor-
tant discussion that Americans have
every day about improving the quality
of this country.

And predictably, in the wonderful
small town where I grew up, Brooklyn,
Iowa, Bev’s story has inspired many
others to pick up the cause, and they
formed what has been called Bev’s Bri-
gade, an army of loyal volunteers who
show up at her house every day to take
care of her basic needs after a lifetime
of helping others. It’s one way we pay
it forward in this country, through the
example that others have given us, to
think every day about what we can do
to help each other. And that’s why Bev
is an example to all of us of what the
American spirit is all about.

———

REMEMBERING AMANDA ROS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, a
few days ago, I lost an irreplaceable
part of my family. My mother, Amanda
Ros, passed away from complications
due to Alzheimer’s. She was a warm,
loving, and caring woman who led an
extraordinary life. She was my father’s
rock, soulmate, best friend, and com-
panion for 65 years. They led a unique
and joyous life. She always kept him
company and guided him with her wis-
dom and her kindness.

It was her strength that helped our
family transition as we fled the Castro
regime and settled in south Florida. It
was her determination and sense of
purpose that inspired my father and
her to start a small freight forwarding
company in Miami that they ran to-
gether for over 30 years.
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Abu Mandy, as we called her, was an
amazing grandmother. When I was first
elected to Congress, my Kkids were very
young, and my mother was an unwav-
ering source of support, taking care of
them and traveling with me whenever 1
was in D.C. Her actions made my tran-
sition to Congress all the more man-
ageable. My most ambitious goal was
never to be a Member of Congress or to
be chair of an important committee; it
was to be for my children the kind of
mother that she was to me.

0 1010

She always taught me to be proud of
my Cuban heritage and of my Jewish
legacy.

My mother had many causes that
were near and dear to her heart. First
and foremost, both my parents cham-
pioned the cause of a free Cuba. They
participated in many projects to
achieve this noble goal, and it saddens
me deeply that my mother did not live
long enough to see this goal of a free
Cuba become a reality.

Her other passion, Mr. Speaker, was
promoting organ donations. My mother
believed in a world where individuals
would help and care for one another.
She believed that organ donation was
the least that one could do for others,
and I hope that others heed my moth-
er’s passion and become enthusiasts of
organ donations.

Losing someone we love to Alz-
heimer’s is sadly becoming all too com-
mon in our country. They call Alz-
heimer’s disease ‘‘the long goodbye,”
and it is something that no family
should have to go through. You see a
person whom you remember to be full
of life, wonder and passion become a
shell of her former self.

It destroys brain cells and causes
memory changes, erratic behaviors and
loss of body functions. It slowly and
painfully took away my mom’s iden-
tity, her ability to connect with oth-
ers, to think, to eat, to talk, to walk,
to find her way home.

Every 70 seconds someone new devel-
ops Alzheimer’s. Too often Alzheimer’s
falls under the wrongly held belief that
it’s an expected part of aging. We must
raise awareness of the disease and pro-
vide a voice to the voiceless. We must
improve early screening and detection,
giving families and loved ones a better
chance to prepare for and slow the
onset of this disease.

Families living with an Alzheimer’s
loved one need all the support that
they can get. My mother was fortunate
to have our entire family rallying
around her, as well as outstanding
medical personnel who helped us man-
age the disease.

Eighty-seven percent of the time, it
is family members who are the primary
caregivers. Family members need as-
sistance. It is tough for families to deal
with everyday struggles of caring for
loved ones with this disease, and the
emotional stress is quite high. One-
third of caregivers develop symptoms
of the disease. The financial toll is sig-
nificant.
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My mother may be gone, but her leg-
acy and love will forever be a constant
presence in our lives, and we must all
work together for a cure for Alz-
heimer’s.

——————

EMPLOYMENT FOR OUR
VETERANS

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

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, let me first identify with the two
previous speakers and offer my sin-
cerest condolences and heartfelt feel-
ings.

Mr. Speaker, there is no higher sac-
rifice in our Nation than military serv-
ice. Our men and women in uniform
serve honorably, whether they are sta-
tioned at a base here in the United
States or serving in a combat zone far
from home.

Some join the military out of patri-
otism. Some join in order to see the
world. But for many, those motivations
are coupled with another factor: the
lack of jobs in our communities. Fac-
ing shaky prospects, many young peo-
ple turn to military service as an hon-
orable, good-paying career.

But too many veterans end up unem-
ployed when they leave the military.
After dodging bullets on the battle-
field, they find themselves jobless in
the marketplace.

In the last few weeks, I've issued a
call for unemployed Americans to send
me their resumes at
resumesforamerica@mail.house.gov so
that I may enter their stories into the
RECORD as a way of dramatizing the
shameful unemployment problem in
this Nation. I’ve heard from thousands
of Americans, including a number of
veterans, who are struggling under the
weight of unemployment.

Mushi Israel of San Diego, California,
is a Navy veteran who served for 20
years. He’s an information technology
specialist who’s been out of work for an
entire year. As Mr. Israel said, ‘“‘There
are a lot of great people who are out of
work like myself who believe in the
American Dream and society and just
want to do an honest day’s work for an
honest day’s pay.”

David Reinke of Burbank, California,
was an Army lieutenant who received
an honorable discharge in 1980. Al-
though Lieutenant Reinke said in an
email to me that his service was ‘‘brief
and undistinguished,” I beg to differ.
Anybody who puts on a uniform is dis-
tinguished and has the right to a good
life right here in America.

David worked for an event staging
company for over 20 years. As he put it,
“Unfortunately the economic down-
turn forced our company to lay off 50
percent of the staff in an attempt to re-
main economically viable. I was one of
those casualties.”

So after serving our country, Lieu-
tenant Reinke became an economic
casualty. He lost his job in January of
2010 and has been substitute teaching,
where he tries to make ends meet.
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Andy Lang, a retired disabled vet-
eran from Snow Hill, North Carolina,
who’s been out of work since last Janu-
ary, wrote, ‘“You don’t know how
scared I am, Congressman. Some days I
don’t eat. Americans need help and
they need it now.”

Ms. Harmony Leonard of Bradford,
Pennsylvania, wrote to me. She served
in the U.S. Navy from 1975 to 1979 and
was honorably discharged. Ms. Leonard
has worked as a teacher, a grant coor-
dinator, a development officer, a gen-
eral manager of a restaurant. She’s ac-
tive in her community and said, ‘I did
everything I could to be a vital part of
my community, and now that I have
accumulated experience and education
I seem to be invisible and of little use
to society.”

She continues, ‘“‘My saving grace is
that I am a veteran, so I have medical
care should I need it. And I am not
starving because my partner is work-
ing in the natural gas industry. But
what about me? What about my self-es-
teem? What about the stigma attached
to not working?”’

Mr. Speaker, there’s not a Member of
this body who has a good answer for
Ms. Leonard. How can we look our vet-
erans in the eye, thank them for their
service, and then tell them they are
fresh out of luck when it comes to find-
ing a job? How can we let them down
like that?

I want to hear more stories like this
because I know they’re out there, and I
know there are more veterans who
serve our country with honor and dig-
nity and now find themselves unem-
ployed.

So I'm calling on unemployed and
underemployed veterans to send me
your resume and your story to
resumesfromveterans@mail.house.gov.
I'll submit them for the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD so that the unemployment
problem among our veterans can be put
front and center before our govern-
ment. Sending me your resume will not
get you a job, but it can help force
Washington to end the unemployment
problem once and for all.

Again, veterans and servicemembers
can send their resume to me at
resumesfromveterans@mail.house.gov.

Mr. Speaker, service to our Nation is
an honorable profession, and we should
honor that service by seeing to that
every veteran has a job when their
service is over. When you risk your life
for your country, we should make sure
you have a life when you return. No
veteran should be left questioning how
they will feed their family, wondering
about their self worth, or fretting
about their financial future.

It’s time, Mr. Speaker, we did some-
thing to end unemployment once and
for all for everybody, especially our
veterans.

RESUME—MUSHI ISRAEL

Hello Resumes for America, after seeing
Rev. Jesse Jackson on CNN this morning in
discussion about the state of unemployment
in the U.S., I decided to send in my resume.
And I hope this will bring light to the gov-
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ernment as to the real conditions of the
country. There are lots of great people who
are out of work like myself who believe in
the American dream and society and just
want to do an honest days work for an hon-
est days pay.

I am a Navy veteran who served 20 years
for my country. I have a BS degree in Infor-
mation Technology, and my background in
Naval Telecommunication is my expertise.
I'm currently working on a Masters Degree
in Information Technology Project Manage-
ment. I'm also working on Cisco Certifi-
cation Network Associate (CCNA), Cisco In-
formation System Security Professional
(CISSP) courses.

I believe it’s so unfair for people like my-
self to be out of work when there are so
many jobs that are outsourced to third world
countries just for the profits of companies.
What are we to do? I realize we are of a
globalization for products and services
around the world, but to the expense of US
workers that help build this country and
help to defend for the rights and privileges
for all.

Help.

MUSHI ISRAEL.
Mushi Israel,
PO Box 86714
San Diego, CA. 92138
Phone: (619) 843-2270
Email: mushi003@gmail.com
http:/www.linkedin.com/pub/mushi-israel/a/
72/85
Monday, January 17, 2011

JOB OBJECTIVE

Information Technology Project Manage-
ment, Naval Telecommunication Data Link
Analyst, Crypto Logic Management Techni-
cian, C4I System Integration, Acquisition
Support, Information Technology System
Networking Test and Evaluation Analyst,
Fiber Optics Maintenance/Installation.

SUMMARY

Exceptional professional with over 20 years
experience of service working with Naval
Telecommunications equipment with the US
Navy.

Information Technology Project Manager.

Communications Data Link-Navy Systems
Analyst.

Microsoft 2000 Server System Adminis-
trator.

Technical Control Supervisor US Navy
Telecommunication Systems.

Crypto, (EKMS) Electronic Keying Mate-
rial Systems Management.

Certified Fiber Optics Installer.

DELPHI Connection Systems.

Current Secret Security Clearance (SBI).

EXPERIENCE
CDL-N System Analysts, SAIC, San Diego,
CA, 10/2006 to 02/2010.

Performed as Project Program Manage-
ment for tactical line of sight radio net-
works and wireless wide area relay net-
working systems.

Assisted in the development and research
of Communications Data Link (CDL-N) sys-
tem, revised system design/test procedures,
and developed quality control standards.

Fiber Optic Installation and Test Certifi-
cation on tactical Navy terminals and ca-
bles.

Perform shipboard installation, testing,
Casualty Report (CASREP) activities, Sys-
tem Operational and Verification Testing
(SOVT) documentation.

Develop training materials and provided
operator/maintenance instruction. Per-
formed Crypto operation/maintenance, man-
aged EKMS material inventories and de-
structions.

Management Analyst, Telecom Network

Team, San Diego, CA, 10/2004 to 10/2006.

Assisted in system analyst in joint oper-
ational testing with Navy, Army, Air Force,
and Marine telecommunications engineers.
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Project Manager for Tactical Line of Sight
Wireless Wide Area Relay Network System;
coordinated and organized research and de-
velopment, analyzed and gathered data, and
developed solutions.

Documented findings of study and prepared
recommendations for implementation of new
system procedures according to organiza-
tional policy.

Organized and assisted in development of
test plans for tactical communications sys-
tems in support of research and analysis.

Communications System Analyst and Net-
work Administrator, Information System
Support, INC., San Diego, CA, 05/2003 to 10/
2004.

Naval Telecommunications Computer Sys-
tem Administrator designed and imple-
mented network architecture, configurations
including hardware and software technology
for Network Operating Center.

Utilized connectivity to include Frame
Relay Devices, High Speed Data, Bandwidth
Efficiency Satellite Transmission (BEST),
INMARSAT, NERA-B terminal equipment
and associated peripherals to support com-
munications for USNS ships and support
shore stations.

Help desk support with Naval Tele-
communications messaging service for the
Network Operating Center supporting USNS
ships.

EDUCATION

BS Information Technology
Certified Fiber Optics Installer
Forklift Operator Qualified
National University
KITCO Fiber Optics
Naval Base
San Diego, CA
U.S. NAVY ENLISTED CLASSIFICATION (NEC)
TRAINING

IT-2736 Information System Administra-
tion

IT-2306 Computer Based Training Techni-
cian

IT-2379 Transmission System Technician

IT-2318 Communication System Techni-
cian Control Operator

IT-2313 Communication System Manager

IT-2358 Super High Frequency/Satellite
Communications System Operator

IT-2346 Low-Level Keying Teletype Repair

IT-2342 MOD 28 Teletype Repair

IT-9710 Electronic Equipment Repair

IT-2782 Defense Message System Adminis-
trator

ADDITIONAL TRAINING EXPERIENCE

Naval Aviation Logistics Database Admin-
istrator (NALCOMS)

Naval Global Positioning System Operator
(GPS)

Communications Quality Monitoring Sys-
tem Operations

Common High Bandwidth Data Link
(CHBDL) Terminal

Communication Data Link-Navy (CDL-N)
Terminal

Video Integration Group (VIG) Terminal

Joint Tactical Radio System (JTRS)

AN/VRC-99A/B Radio Subject Matter Ex-
pert (SME)

Rave Computer and Sun Microsystems

Wideband Networking Waveform (WNW)
Radio System

Naval Tactical Data System (NTDS)

UNIX Based Computer Operating System
Administrator

Automated Digital Network System
(ADNS)
Integrated Shipboard Network System
(ISNS)

Advanced Narrowband Digital Voice Ter-
minal (ANDVT)

Demand Assigned Multiple Access (DAMA)

Global Command and Control System
(GCCB)
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Navy/Marine Corps Intranet (NMCI) Gig
(Global Information Grid)

COMSEC Security Operator

Naval Acquisition System

Navy Data Environment (NDE)

RESUME—REINKE, DAVID L.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE JACKSON: This is an
interesting project you have undertaken.
Perhaps it will put a human face on the sta-
tistics, perhaps it will even do some good. As
a so-called ““‘99°er”’ I must admit to a sense of
desperation as the end approaches.

For the past 20+ years I have worked in the
Event Staging industry providing audio/vis-
ual support to various clients and events.
Unfortunately the economic downturn forced
our company to lay off over 50% of the staff
in an attempt to remain economically via-
ble. I was one of those casualties.

By way of background I would note that I
was commissioned as a Lieutenant of Ar-
mored Cavalry in the Regular Army of the
United States and received an honorable dis-
charge in 1980. While my service was brief
and undistinguished, my father, on the other
hand, retired from the US Army as a full
Colonel after 30 years including service in
World War Two and Vietnam. My mother,
who was an AAU age group swimming coach
for over 30 years, had ancestors who fought
in the American Revolution. Her two broth-
ers and brothers-in-law all served in World
War Two (one in Europe and three in the Pa-
cific).

My wife’s family too has a long record of
service to our Republic. Her father is a civil-
ian veteran of the attack on Pearl Harbor,
while her two uncles served in both Korea
and Vietnam (one a Marine and the other an
Army NCO) as did her brother who served in
Vietnam with the US Army and then joined
the Air Force which he served in for 20 years.

Today my wife, who holds an MFA in The-
atre, teaches Drama, Reading and Speech as
a volunteer at a local school, while I work as
a substitute teacher when occasion calls.

We are not asking for any special favors,
just a opportunity to go back to work full
time.

My resume is attached.

Best of luck to you with this project.

Respectfully,

DLR.

David L. Reinke
2312 West Verdugo Avenue
Burbank, California 91506-2129
Voice: 818-726-4581
Email: dreinke0624@gmail.com
Monday, January 17, 2011

EDUCATION

Master of Arts, Asian Theatre. University
of Hawai‘i. Honolulu, Hawai‘i.

Bachelor of Arts (Cum Laude), History,
Trinity University.San Antonio, Texas.

SCHOOLS ATTENDED

Virginia Military Institute,
VA, History.

Trinity University, San Antonio, TX, His-
tory/Asian Studies.

Trinity Graduate School, San Antonio, TX,
History.

Claremont Graduate School,
CA, Asian Studies.

University of Hawai‘i, Honolulu, HI, Asian
Theatre.

Lexington,

Claremont,

ACADEMIC HONORS
Four-Year Army ROTC Scholarship.
Dean’s List (3 Years), Trinity University.
Academic Excellence Scholarship, Trinity
University.

Distinguished Military Graduate (aca-
demics), Trinity University.
Claremont Graduate Fellowship, Clare-

mont Graduate School.
Kabuki Hawai‘i Scholarship, University of
Hawai‘i.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

MILITARY SERVICE

Commissioned, Second Lieutenant of Ar-
mored Cavalry.

Served, as Support Platoon Leader and As-
sistant Battalion Supply Officer for the 1st
Battalion, 72nd Armor, 2nd Infantry Divi-
sion, Korea.

Awarded, Parachute Wings.

Honorable Discharge.

WORK EXPERIENCE

Feb 09-Jan 10, Freelance AV Project Man-
ager/AV Tech.

Feb 07-Jan 09, Manager Project Develop-
ment, Videocam Inc Anaheim, CA.

Apr 04-Aug 06, IC Controller Operational
Support, AVSC Long Beach, CA.

Feb 03-Jan 04, Equipment Return, Video
Equipment Rentals Inc. Glendale, CA.

Sep 02-Feb 03, Freelance AV Technician.

Mar 01-Jul 02, Director of Operations, Cre-
ative Technology Van Nuys, CA.

Nov 87-Mar 01, Director of Operations,
AVHQ Carson, CA.

TEACHING EXPERIENCE

1979 Delivered a series of lectures/dem-
onstrations on Kabuki Theatre to elemen-
tary and secondary school students through-
out the state of Hawai’i.

1979 Organized and presented a series of
demonstrations on Kabuki Theatre to high
school and university students in conjunc-
tion with the US tour of the Kabuki
play‘Chushingura—The 47 Samurai.’

1980 Delivered a series of lectures/dem-
onstrations on Kabuki Theatre to students
and professional actors at the invitation of
the South Carolina Arts Commission.

1981 Organized and presented a lecture/
demonstration on Kabuki Theatre to sec-
ondary school teachers in Honolulu, Hawai’i.

2006 30-Day Substitute Teaching Creden-
tial granted by the CCTC—Current thru 2010.

2009 Delivered a lecture on the Roman
Army to the Ancient Civilizations Class at
the Johns Hopkins University Center for
Talented Youth, Pasadena Campus.

2010 Substitute Teacher 3rd-8th Grade on
an As Needed basis.

References and Other Supporting Docu-
mentation Upon Request

RESUME—ANDY LANG

Mr. Jackson, I am sending you my resume.
I am a 24 year disabled Veteran retired. I
served my country but it seems as though
my country is not serving me! There is so
much bickering and an unwilleness from the
people we elected in Washington to help us.
The price of gasoline keeps going up its over
3.15 a gallon where I live in North Carolina
its hard to go look for a job. Something HAS
to be done NOW to solve the problem not 5-
10 years from now. Get rid of the tax on gaso-
line across the board. Even when they finally
change over to another form of energy for
automobiles how will the poor and middle
class and older people be able to afford the
change? I'm 55 now with no job, I fear soon
I will be living on the street. Our elected of-
ficials in Washington say they care about us
but in reality all they care about is them-
selves! You don’t know how scared I am!
Somedays I don’t eat! We need to stop send-
ing the millions of dollars to other countries!
Americans NEED Help NOW!

TSGT ANDY LANG RET,
Sent from Yahoo! Mail
on Android.
Andy Lang
4797 Hwy 903 North
Snow Hill, NC 28580
(252) 292-3717
(252) 558-6961
Ablang@live.com
EDUCATION

Macon Area Vocational College—Macon,
Ga., Business Education—January 1980-May
1982.
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Middle Georgia Technical College—Warner
Robins, Ga., Accounting, Associate Degree.

Rose State College—Midwest City, OK.,
Music, Associate Degree.

EMPLOYMENT

Army Corps Of Engineers—Deck Hand
August 2009-January 2010

I performed a variety of work in the main-
tenance and repair of the deck and general
housekeeping functions on dredges,
towboats, barges or other floating plant ves-
sels.

Midcoast Aviation—Aircraft Painter—July
2008-January 2009

I was a aircraft painter my many duties in-
cluded taping, wrapping, washing of the air-
plane, wiping down the airplane with sol-
vent, primering, applying the top coat with a
HVLP gun.

Strom Aviation—Aircraft Painter—June

2008-July 2008

I stripped paint from Coast Guard C-130’s
by applying with high pressure hose. Let the
stripper set for a while till paint blister then
removed with high pressure washer till all
paint was gone from airplane.

Areotek—Industrial Painter—April 2006—
June-2008

I worked as a contractor as a Industrial
Painter for Oklahoma Gas & Electric. I
painted all of the states Power equipment. I
also was responsible for the upkeep of the
paint shop as well of the disposal of the haz-
ardous paint booth filters, dirty floor paper,
waste paint cans and the upkeep and every-
day maintenance on my paint guns, sanders
and other tools I used in the shop.

Adecco—Industrial Painter—November 2001—
April 2006

I worked the same job site as the above!
Oklahoma Gas & Electric just changed Temp
services so I stayed in the same place but got
paid by different people.

Tinker Air Force Base—August 1984-October
2001

I started out as a Corrosion control spe-
cialist. I painted Air Force F-4’s and F-16
jets. Later the Air Force sent me to Sheet
Metal School and I became a Aircraft Sheet
Metal Mechanic.

Robins Air Force Base—April 1980-August
1984

I was a warehouseman. I issued tools, took
daily and weekly inventories, built pallets to
be shipped out daily. Drove a electric and gas
powered fork lift. Was involved with daily
shipping and receiving.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

I served in the United States Coast
Guard—April 1975-April 1979.

I served in the United States Air Force Re-
serves—April 1980-Oct 2000.

Attended Air Force NCO Leadership Acad-
emy Air Force Aircraft Airframe Repair
Warehouseman Training school.

RESUME—HARMONY J. LEONARD

Attached is my resume.

Yesterday I received yet another rejection
letter. I could paper a wall with them.

I moved to Bradford PA to combine house-
holds with my partner after dating long dis-
tance for 5% years. With our youngest chil-
dren graduating we thought it time. Before
moving here the only job I could find was
managing a health food coop in Virginia. At
$10 an hour I supported my son and myself.
Poverty level? Absolutely. My son joined the
Navy for job security and because there was
no money for college.

Since moving I have given up finding em-
ployment. I have discovered I have several
strikes against me: Education; experience;
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age; and I am a woman. While the first two
can be addressed outwardly the last two I
can not prove but I suspect.

Yesterday I had an interview with a local
non-profit organization. Sitting with the di-
rector and two managers I was told, ‘“We
wanted to talk with you but we can’t afford
you.” We talked for an hour and a half with
me acting as a consultant. Should I send
them a bill for my services?

My fear is that I will never work again;
that I will age out before I find employment.

I feel betrayed by our society. I worked
through college as a single parent in the
hopes I could earn a better living for my
children. I volunteered in my community. I
did everything I could to be a vital part of
my community and now that I have accumu-
lated experience and education I seem to be
invisible and of little use to society.

I was very disappointed during the recent
State of the Union address that President
Obama did not address the employed. There
are over 30 million of us with no income, and
in my case no unemployment. The vision of
the speech seemed to skip over the current
reality. At my age I probably will not see the
future he predicts. What will happen to those
of us who are caught between being produc-
tive citizens and retirement? We are the in-
visible people falling through the cracks.

My saving grace is that I am a veteran so
I have medical care should I need it. And I
am not starving because my partner is work-
ing in the natural gas industry. But what
about me? What about my self esteem? What
about the stigma attached to not working?

Thank you for all you are doing to bring
the plight of the unemployed to light.

Sincerely,

MsS. HARMONY LEONARD.

Harmony J. Leonard
549 W. Washington Street
Bradford, PA 16701
814.362.3348
lavendergrits@yahoo. com

EXPERIENCE AND ACCOMPLISHMENTS

ANNUAL GIVING

Planned and implemented the Annual Giv-
ing program soliciting alumni, parents and
friends giving by direct mail and phone. (Ca-
tawba College and Mansfield University.)

Wrote and coordinated the production of
segmented direct mail solicitations and out-
going correspondence to alumni, parents and
friends. (Catawba College and Mansfield Uni-
versity.)

Hired, trained and supervised 10-25 student
callers per semester for phonathon fund-
raising. (Catawba College and Mansfield Uni-
versity.)

Stewardship of donors through ongoing
communication and relationship manage-
ment. (Catawba College, TexasWoman’s Uni-
versity and Mansfield University.)

Responsible for the stewardship of founda-
tion and university endowment funds includ-
ing ensuring timely distribution of funds as
indicated by fund criteria, compiling yearly
report and stewardship of donors. (Catawba
College, TexasWoman’s University and
Mansfield University.)

GRANT FUNDING

Conducted the full range of activities re-
quired to prepare, submit and manage grant
proposals to foundation and corporate
sources. (Catawba College and Rowan Salis-
bury Schools.)

Wrote successful grant proposals to private
and public funding sources. (Catawba College
and Rowan SalisburySchools.)

Performed research on foundations and
corporations to evaluate prospects for
grants. (Catawba College and
RowanSalisbury Schools.)

SPECIAL EVENTS

Co-founded and managed the Bath County

Farmers’ Market in rural Bath County, Vir-
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ginia that grossed over $18,000 in vendor
sales the first year.

Planned, executed and evaluated a wide va-
riety of special events. (Rowan Salisbury
Schools, American CancerSociety, Mansfield
University, Catawba College, American
Heart Association.)

Planned and managed volunteer driven
special events resulting in revenue of over
$125,000, an increase of 78%, in a 15 county
rural area of Northeastern Oklahoma.
(American Heart Association.)

VOLUNTEER MANAGEMENT

Recruited, trained and supervised adult
and youth volunteers including board forma-
tion. (The Science Place, AmericanHeart As-
sociation, and American Cancer Society.)

Designed and produced volunteer recruit-
ment materials and newsletter. (The Science
Place.)

Created and managed summer volunteer
program for over 60 youth ages 10 to 18 from
the Dallas area. (The SciencePlace.)

TRAINING/TEACHING

Substitute teacher. (Bath County Schools,
Warm Springs, VA; Mercer County Public
Schools, Mercer County, WV.)

Long-term substitute teacher fourth grade.
(Tazewell Public Schools, Tazewell, VA.)

Increased Food I and II student achieve-
ment test scores by 20%. (Rowan Salisbury
Schools.)

Presented professional development work-
shops for central office, administrative and
school staff in the areas of grant writing and
grant  development. (Rowan  Salisbury
Schools.)

Co-presented three day Facilitative Lead-
ership, Tapping the Power of Participation,
training to school system employees, school
board members, and parents throughout the
state of North Carolina. (Rowan Salisbury
Schools.)

CAREER HISTORY

General Manager. Healthy Foods Coop and
Café. Lexington, VA, 2009-2010.

Substitute Teacher. Bath County Schools,
Warm Springs, VA, 2007-2008. Tazewell Coun-
ty Schools, Tazewell, Virginia and Mercer
County Schools, Princeton, West Virginia.
2006 to 2007.

Teacher, Foods I and II. West Rowan High
School, Rowan Salisbury Schools, Salisbury,
North Carolina. 2005-2006.

Income Development Specialist. American
Cancer Society, Williamsport, Pennsylvania.
2004-2005.

Director of the Mansfield Fund. Mansfield
University Foundation. 2003 to 2004.

Development Officer, Major Gifts and
Charitable Gift Planning. Texas Woman’s
University, Denton, Texas. 2002 to 2003.

Grant Coordinator. Rowan-Salisbury
Schools, Salisbury, North Carolina. 1999 to
2001.

Trainer. Facilitative Leadership: Tapping
the Power of Participation, Interaction As-
sociates, and North Carolina Network. 2000
to 2001.

Director of the Catawba Fund. Catawba
College, Salisbury, North Carolina. 1997 to
1999.

Manager, Volunteer Department.
Science Place, Dallas, Texas. 1995-1996.

Regional Director. American Heart Asso-
ciation, Oklahoma Affiliate. 1993 to 1995.

EDUCATION
Degrees

Bachelor of Science, Family Life and Mar-
keting, Texas Woman’s University, Denton,
Texas. May 1991. Graduated Magna Cum
Laude.

Associate of Applied Science, Small Busi-
ness Management, Tarrant County College,
Fort Worth, Texas. August 1990.

The
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Professional Certificates

YMCA Personal Trainer Certification, 2008.

Long Term Substitute Permit, Business
Education, State of West Virginia, 2007-2010.

ServSafe Certification and Instructor Cer-
tification, National Restaurant Association,
2005.

Training and Development Certificate,
University of North Carolina at Charlotte
and American Society for Training and De-
velopment, Charlotte Area Chapter, 2001.

Facilitative Leadership Trainer Certifi-
cation, Interaction Associates, North Caro-
lina Network, 2000.

Volunteer Mediation Certification,
Cabarrus County Mediation Center, Concord,
North Carolina, 2000.

Professional Training

RESA-1 Substitute Teacher Training, West
Virginia, 2006.

PG CALC Training Program, Standard and
Advanced Planned Giving Manager Training
Courses, 2002.

Seize the Opportunity, Major Gift Sem-
inar, The Institute for Charitable Giving,
2002.

Grant Proposal Writing Workshop, The
Grantsmanship Center, Charlotte NC, 1999.

Facilitative Leadership, Interaction Asso-
ciates, 1999.

COMMUNITY SERVICE

Bath County Farmers Market, Millboro,
VA, 2008 to 2010.

Rockbridge Grown, Lexington, VA, 2008.

Community Fitness Center, Millboro, VA,
2007-2010.

Moomaw Madness
Springs, VA, 2008.

Rowan Helping Ministries, Salisbury, NC,
2006.

Rowan County United Arts Council, Salis-
bury, NC, 2000-2001.

Leadership Rowan, Class of 2001, Salisbury,
NC.

Triathlon, Warm

MILITARY SERVICE
U.S. Navy, Radioman, 1975 to 1979. Honor-
able Discharge.
REFERENCES
Mrs. Donna Campagna
Bath County Farmers Market, Co-Founder
415 Mountain Creek RD
Millboro VA 24460
540.997.5452
donnac@bath.k12.va.us
Mr. John Green
Community Fitness Center Director and
Pastor
Calvary Baptist Church
Millboro VA 24460
540.997.5026
jmowryg@hotmail.com
Ms. Bonnie Johnson
Bath County Administrator
Bath County Courthouse
Warm Springs, VA 24445
540.839.7221
bathadmn@tds.net

———

GET DOWN TO THE BUSINESS OF
PUTTING PEOPLE BACK TO WORK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with a question for my friends on
the other side of the aisle: When will
we get down to the business of putting
people back to work?

My constituents in the First District
of Rhode Island sent me to here to do
everything I can to get our economy
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back on track, pave the way for sus-
tained recovery, and get Rhode Island-
ers back to work. And that’s why my
colleagues and I in the Democratic mi-
nority are focused on job creation, eco-
nomic development and debt reduction.

However, the first actions by the new
Republican majority during their first
month have not been consistent with
these principles.

Unfortunately, my constituents, like
Rhonda Taylor, for example, from
North Providence, Rhode Island, whom
I met with yesterday, do not have
months and months to wait for my Re-
publican colleagues to get their prior-
ities straight. She’s already been wait-
ing and waiting. And that’s because
Rhonda lost her job in the information
technology field due to outsourcing al-
most 3 years ago. And her unemploy-
ment compensation benefits were ex-
hausted nearly a year ago.

Rhonda is a mother of three. She’s
liquidated her savings and sold all of
her possessions, and now she’s afraid
she’ll become homeless.

Rhonda proves why there is no time
to spare. We need to focus on policies
that create jobs today. The struggles of
our unemployed friends and neighbors
are heartbreaking and, unfortunately,
all too common. People like Rhonda
have no time to wait. The partisan
games have to end.

Unfortunately, Rhonda’s story is not
unique. I've been hearing similar mes-
sages for the past year from men and
women all across Rhode Island. But in-
stead of working on policies that will
help real Americans like Rhonda, my
friends on the other side of the aisle
are playing politics with the Federal
budget and the national debt, a budget
that even Republican economists say
could lead to double-digit unemploy-
ment and reverse the economic growth
that is starting to take hold.

Blind budget cuts my colleagues in
the majority are pursuing won’t help
people like Rhonda but would, rather,
do more to cut jobs than save or create
them. What my friends fail to recog-
nize is that partisan political games
will not solve our Nation’s unemploy-
ment crisis which plagues nearly 14
million of our friends and neighbors.

The fact of the matter is the chal-
lenges facing us as a Nation are not
Democratic challenges or Republican
challenges. They are our challenges,
and they require American solutions.
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The work is demanding, yes, and it
will test the will of both parties to
make difficult choices. But as a Con-
gress, we need to both responsibly re-
duce the deficit, cut spending, but also
make the smart investments that will
create jobs now and guarantee the
prosperity of our great Nation.

Our Nation must make the invest-
ments in education, innovation, infra-
structure, science and research that
are critical to rebuilding our economy
and putting people back to work be-
cause we cannot compete in the short
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term if we cannot innovate. And we
cannot innovate in the long term if we
fail to provide our children with access
to a high-quality education. We cannot
move goods and services throughout
the economy if our infrastructure is
crumbling. And America cannot make
things again if we do not support the
research, the entrepreneurs, the small
businesses and manufacturers that
transform ideas into new products.

People like Rhonda back home in
Rhode Island, and hardworking people
all across this Nation, have suffered for
too long. We must have the courage to
set the right priority, cut what doesn’t
work or isn’t needed, live within our
means, and make the right invest-
ments that ensure our ability to com-
pete in the global economy today and
into the future.

I call on my Republican colleagues to
join me so we can focus on putting
Americans back to work by developing
commonsense solutions and focusing
on jobs.

———

INGERSOLL-RAND OF MOCKSVILLE
NAMED “BUSINESS OF THE YEAR”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Ms. FoxX) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I am so
pleased to hear my colleagues start
talking about the need for jobs. For the
last 4 years, since they have been in
control of the Congress, Republicans
have been talking about that and how
their job-killing policies have worked
against the American people.

But, Mr. Speaker, today I want to
speak about an outstanding industry in
the Fifth District of North Carolina
that has gone about creating jobs.

Businesses that create jobs and in-
vest in their communities are our tick-
et to economic growth and recovery in
today’s economy. That’s why it’s im-
pressive that Ingersoll-Rand’s manu-
facturing facility in Mocksville, North
Carolina, recently received the Davie
County Chamber of Commerce’s Busi-
ness of the Year award.

The hardworking people at Ingersoll
have brought about 200 jobs to Davie
County in recent years, which, during
these difficult economic times, is a
tangible boost to the community.
These are good jobs that are strength-
ening the local economy.

Ingersoll’s major investment in
Davie County is a tribute to the fact
that the area’s skilled workforce is
composed of men and women who are
dedicated to producing the best prod-
ucts in the world. The hundreds of
workers at Ingersoll in Mocksville are
the driving force behind this award,
and I tip my hat to everyone at Inger-
soll-Rand in Mocksville for this impor-
tant recognition for their hard work
and investment in Davie County, North
Carolina.

————
THE BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
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the Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN)
for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker,
next week President Obama will send
his budget to Congress, and news com-
ing from the White House will not be
good. But the rumors of a budget war
from the Republican leadership prom-
ises to make a bad situation much,
much worse.

From what we are hearing, all of us
can expect the same Republican poli-
cies which took an over-$5 trillion sur-
plus that Democrats and President
Clinton sacrificed to create and turned
it into the dream-crushing deficit that
we are faced with today.

They have made cutting spending
sound like a good thing, but it is not
when you look at where the cuts will
come from. They will not come from
the tax cuts for the wealthy and not
from the wars we need to end, but they
will come from programs that commu-
nities and families need now more than
ever. This is Bush deja vu all over
again. And every economist that I have
read says that with this economy in
such a fragile state, with the country
only at the beginning of recovery, and
with far too many of our fellow Ameri-
cans hurting, this is not the time to
cut spending.

It is not that I am against making
prudent cuts to reduce the deficit, but
the cuts I am hearing about so far will
hurt those the President said should
not be hurt: the most vulnerable, chil-
dren, the poor, the majority of whom
are racial and ethnic minorities, and
our disabled and elderly.

We in the Congressional Black Cau-
cus have placed ourselves in the breach
on behalf of those who would otherwise
remain nameless because no one is
willing to name them. They are Native
Americans, Alaskan Natives, African
Americans, Hispanic Americans, Asian
and Pacific Island Americans, and the
poor and rural Americans of every race
and ethnicity.

As we do every year, we will develop
a budget that treats all Americans fair-
ly, does not leave anyone behind, but
gives a helping hand to those who need
it, and also reduces the deficit.

We agree with President Obama that
his budget must put the country on a
firm path to winning the future, and
we know that winning the future
means creating opportunity for every-
one who lives in this country. But the
CBC is further committed to making
sure that everyone means everyone, to
making sure that those who have been
most hurt by this recession and those
who have long been marginalized even
in the good times have the special help
they need to be a part of creating that
future and benefiting from it.

I cannot believe that there could be
one Member of Congress who does not
support our country being number one,
who does not want to win the future.
But we can’t win the future without
ensuring that every child has access to
a quality education and that those
schools which have lagged behind be-
cause they lack resources and adequate
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and well-trained staff are helped to
meet the standards that are required to
do that. And we cannot win the future
if we turn back all of the newly gained
benefits and savings in the Affordable
Care Act. We will never win the future
if we allow the Republicans to pass a
budget that causes us to lose those pro-
visions which enable minorities, rural
residents, and the poor to achieve bet-
ter health, to be more productive, and
to have a better quality of life. These
health equity provisions will begin to
end the inequality and injustice in
health care that Dr. King called shock-
ing and inhumane.

And we cannot win the future if we
don’t do all that we can to make sure
we address the mortgage crisis and
help families keep the homes they need
to raise their families in. We cannot
win the future without jobs and more
jobs. And I'm talking about good jobs.

So we know that there will have to
be limits of spending, but we want to
make sure that it starts at the most ef-
fective time and that the sacrifice is
fairly spread, that those who have sac-
rificed over the last decade while cor-
porations and the rich made off like
bandits will not be the ones that con-
tinue to bear the brunt of the cuts and
continue to suffer while Big Business
and the wealthy continue to amass
more wealth at their expense. That is
an affront to the principles of fairness
and equity that this country was
founded on.

And so we want a realistic budget,
not one that the Republicans are pre-
paring that will cause us to lose more
jobs, send more people into dire pov-
erty, that will deny education and
health care to those who need it most,
that will continue the loss of homes,
that will weaken programs like Med-
icaid, Medicare, and Social Security
which so many depend on, and one that
will decrease the deficit and continue
to drive this country into decline, con-
tinuing what the Republican policies
over the last decade have done.

That is not what we want. That is
not what the country needs. That is
not the kind of budget that will win
the future.

And so we in this Congressional
Black Caucus are willing to roll up our
sleeves, put on our thinking caps and
work with our President and our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle to
pass a different, a better budget, one
that will create jobs, that will give
people the tools to lift them and their
families out of poverty and keep them
in their homes, one that will create an
educational system that will put all of
our children first, and a health care
system that ensures quality health
care to all Americans, a budget that
will provide the retirement security
our seniors deserve and keep our coun-
try competitive and strong and number
one in the world, a budget that will win
the future. We know it can be done be-
cause we have shown how it can be
done every year with the CBC budget.

Working together, I know we can cre-
ate a budget worthy of this country,
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one that lives up to our ideals, one
based not on political ideology, but one
that responds to the needs of our coun-
try and the needs of the people who are
waiting and depending on us.

———
CBC BUDGETARY PRIORITIES

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
as we prepare to debate the budget, and
as we have already begun to debate, it
is a budget that in many instances and
in many ways spells gloom and doom
for people who have been expecting and
looking for some opportunity to move
our government and our country for-
ward.

In order to really understand how we
got to where we are, I think it is im-
portant for us to remember that Presi-
dent Clinton left President Bush with a
10-year projected surplus of $5.6 trillion
in 2001.
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Whereas President Bush on January
20, 2009, left President Obama with a
$1.2 trillion deficit. And let’s keep in
mind that this was the deficit on day
one of the Obama administration,
weeks before the President enacted a
single piece of legislation and the
American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act.

The failed economic policies of the
Bush administration led to this enor-
mous deficit: the 2001 and 2003 tax cuts
totaled $1.3 trillion over 10 years, in
which most of the tax relief went to
the top 1 percent of income earners; a
Medicare prescription drug benefit
with a 10 year cost of nearly another $1
trillion that was not offset; two over-
seas war that are near a cost of $1 tril-
lion; a $700 billion bailout of Wall
Street banks.

And all of these unpaid-for policies
were compounded by the worst eco-
nomic recession in 70 years that began
in 2007, which led to huge shortfalls in
Federal tax revenue and increased reli-
ance on unemployment insurance and
other Federal social safety net pro-
grams.

In order to get these huge deficits
under control, we have some tough de-
cisions to make. We have some very se-
rious and some difficult decisions as we
attempt to balance the budget and as
we attempt to continue to promote and
project economic recovery.

I have always been told that you can
measure the greatness of a society by
how well it looks after its young, how
well it looks after its old, and how well
it looks after those who cannot look
after themselves effectively. So as we
begin to talk about cuts, where I come
from, I have been told that if all that
you do is cut, cut, cut, all that you are
going to get is blood, blood, blood; and,
of course, the blood of the people will
be on the hands of those who have the
knives.

So as we cut, let’s look seriously at
the Community Services Administra-
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tion, the one little program, one little
agency, one little area that still pro-
vides resources to fund programs like
those established during the OEO War
on Poverty days, when we took a good
look at poverty and what was causing
it.

As we begin to cut, let’s understand
that health is essential for wealth, so
let’s make sure that we don’t tamper
with what I consider to be one of the
most effective ways of providing pri-
mary health care to large numbers of
poor people in this country, the com-
munity health centers, that provide
primary care to more than 20 million
low-income Americans without regard
in many instances to their ability to
pay.

And let’s understand that our prison
system has become the largest in the
world. More than 2 million people are
incarcerated, so let’s not cut or deci-
mate the little justice programs that
we are funding to help these individ-
uals try and successfully reintegrate
back into society.

So, I thank you, Mr. Speaker, and 1
urge that when we cut, let’s make good
cuts, and not those that cut the poor.

How much longer can we afford to extend
the Bush-era tax cuts? The President and
Congress extended all of them through 2012
at a two year cost of $800 billion. A ten year
extension of all these tax cuts will cost $3.8
trillion—$3 trillion of which are the popular
middle-class tax cuts.

Earlier this week, the Congressional Budget
Office released its latest projections of the So-
cial Security Trust Fund. It was previously pro-
jected to go into a cash deficit in 2017, but
now CBO has projected that the trust fund is
now running a deficit. The trust is expected to
be exhausted in 2037.

We can no longer operate under the as-
sumption of the last decade, that we can in-
crease spending and reduce taxes without
having to pay for it.

The last Congress took important steps to
restore some important tools that were used to
produce the first budget surplus in more than
a generation in the late 1990s, such as Statu-
tory Pay-As-You-Go—meaning if Congress
wants to increase mandatory spending, we
have to offset it by reducing spending else-
where in the budget or increase taxes to cover
the increase.

Unfortunately, the new Republican Majority
has changed House rules gutting PAY-GO’s
effectiveness in the Congressional budget
process. The so-called CUT-GO rule prohibits
offsetting any new mandatory spending with a
revenue increase. This makes it nearly impos-
sible to offset any new spending or tax cuts
with revenue increases and will require only
spending cuts.

In another unprecedented change, the
House last week voted to give the House
Budget Committee Chairman the sole respon-
sibility for setting discretionary spending levels
for the remainder of Fiscal Year 2011. The
House of Representatives as a whole will be
deprived of the right to vote up or down the
Budget Chairman’s levels.

We have to remember that what we do with
Federal budget touches everyone. Our fiscal
problems are very complex and they need to
be addressed, but there is no simple, one-
size-fits-all solution.
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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 34
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

——
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

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

———

PRAYER

Cardinal Donald Wuerl, Archdiocese
of Washington, Washington, D.C., of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us take ourselves in the presence
of God.

Good and gracious God, You call us
to make our way through this life with
You and challenge us to walk arm-in-
arm with each other. As we confront
the human condition, You bless us with
intellect and free will to establish in-
stitutions to guide our human affairs,
to confirm the possibility of freedom,
personal development, and prosperity
for the common good.

We ask You to bless and strengthen
all who strive to improve the human
condition and foster a caring respect
for each person. In Your goodness,
bless the Members of our Nation’s
House of Representatives. May all their
deliberations and discussions be in-
spired by the wisdom and vision of
Your kindness. And may the work con-
ducted here today bear rich fruit that
nurtures all of the citizens of this Na-
tion and our dreams for a better world.

All of this we ask in Your Most Holy
Name. Amen.

———

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.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania 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.

———————

WELCOMING CARDINAL DONALD
WUERL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Without objection, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) is rec-
ognized for 1 minute.
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There was no objection.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, it is my
distinct honor to welcome His Emi-
nence Cardinal Donald Wuerl, Arch-
bishop of Washington, D.C., and to
thank him for offering the opening
prayer as we begin our work today.

Like many of his parishioners, I
know Cardinal Wuerl to be a man of
generous spirit and immense gifts, a
true leader of the faithful. When he was
elevated to the College of Cardinals
last fall by Pope Benedict, it was a
proud and humbling moment for all of
us. His elevation came nearly a quarter
of a century after being ordained a
bishop by His Holiness John Paul II.
Cardinal Wuerl went on to serve as
Bishop of Pittsburgh, where he was
born and raised, until his appointment
here in Washington, D.C.

Around the world, Cardinal Wuerl is
respected and admired for his efforts on
behalf of Catholic education. He cur-
rently serves as chancellor of the
Catholic University of America and is a
champion of the D.C. Opportunity
Scholarship Program, which helps dis-
advantaged students gain access to
quality education.

Again, on behalf of my colleagues, it
is an honor to welcome Cardinal Wuerl
to the People’s House.

———

WELCOMING CARDINAL DONALD
WUERL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MURPHY) is recognized
for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, as a Member who represents
the area of Pittsburgh that is also part
of the Pittsburgh diocese, I would also
like to welcome Cardinal Wuerl to the
House of Representatives. He is a great
leader in the faith community and a
friend, and certainly a friend to every-
body in the Nation now as well as those
in the Pittsburgh region.

He began his career as an assistant
pastor at Saint Rosalia Parish in Pitts-
burgh. There he became secretary to
Pittsburgh Bishop John Wright. Then
at Saint Paul’s Seminary in Pitts-
burgh, he worked as a rector. In 1988,
Bishop Wuerl was installed as the 11th
Bishop of Pittsburgh, where he led 18
years. He led 800,000 Roman Catholics
in 214 parishes throughout south-
western Pennsylvania.

I should say we also knew him from
his television series called ‘‘The Teach-
ing of Christ,” which was distributed
throughout the Christian Associates
cable channel, and his best-selling cat-
echism of the same name, which is now
I believe in its 30th year of publication,
translated into over 10 languages.

I echo the comments made by our
Speaker in terms of the Cardinal’s
leadership and the esteem we all hold
him in. We are most grateful that he
came here today and led us in prayer.

February 10, 2011

COMMUNICATION

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

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, OF-
FICE OF THE PARLIAMENTARIAN,
Washington, DC, February 10, 2011.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Attached is a facsimile
of a letter of resignation submitted by Rep.
Christopher J. Lee to the pertinent Execu-
tive authority in the State of New York. It
was received in the Capitol last evening. The
facsimile previously laid before the House
was addressed to the Governor rather than to
the Secretary of State. This document will
round out the papers of the House on this
matter.

Sincerely,
JOHN V. SULLIVAN.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 9, 2011.
Hon. RUTH NOEMI COLON,
Acting Secretary of State, State of New York,
Albany, NY.

DEAR SECRETARY OF STATE COLON: I hereby
submit my resignation as United States Rep-
resentative of the 26th District of New York,
effective 5:00 p.m., Eastern Standard Time,
Wednesday, February 9, 2011. Attached is the
letter I submitted to Governor Andrew
Cuomo.

Sincerely,
CHRISTOPHER J. LEE,
Member of Congress.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will now entertain up to 15 fur-
ther requests for 1-minute speeches on
each side of the aisle.

———

NEED TO WORK ON CREATING
JOBS

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

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, it is time for
Congress to roll up its sleeves and
begin to work together. Democrats and
Republicans must come together to
create new jobs for the American peo-
ple, strengthen our recovery, and re-
duce the debt.

Yet instead of finding some common
ground solution, Republicans have put
forward an agenda that only serves to
divide the American people. Yes, we
must lower the deficit and national
debt, but it is wrong to balance the
budget on the backs of honorable
Americans with dangerous cuts that
may lead to double-digit unemploy-
ment.

In my district in California in the In-
land Empire, our unemployment rate is
nearly 14 percent. My constituents
can’t afford to have Congress play poli-
tics with the budget and the national
debt. They need jobs. They need to
make sure that they are putting food
on the table and paying their mort-
gage, not another government shut-
down.
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I urge all of my colleagues, Demo-
crats and Republicans, to focus on the
big picture and get to work on creating
jobs. Let’s build our future.

———

JUST ANOTHER DAY ON THE
TEXAS BORDER, PART II

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
American missionaries Nancy and Sam
Davis ran a charity in poor villages in
Mexico. Recently, Nancy and Sam were
driving home to Texas from Mexico
when they were ambushed near the
border by a roadblock of masked gun-
men who opened fire on them. Nancy
was shot in the back of the head. Sam
bravely raced against oncoming traffic
to the border while Nancy sat in the
passenger seat Dbleeding to death.
Nancy did not survive and died in
McAllen, Texas.

The Mexican government has already
said they will not investigate this
homicide, and the American govern-
ment must hold Mexico accountable.
The narcoterrorists continue to murder
Americans in lawless Mexico, and they
will continue their terror on our side of
the border if they are not stopped.
They are international bandits. Mean-
while, our Federal Government con-
tinues to whistle by the graveyard of
victims while the people in the border
towns live in constant fear and danger.
But it is just another day on the Texas
border.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

JOB CREATION, ECONOMIC
RECOVERY, AND DEBT REDUCTION

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

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Speaker, as I listen
to the debate in this House, we need to
put politics aside and pursue policies
that move America forward. I encour-
age my Republican colleagues to focus
on legislation that creates jobs, eco-
nomic recovery, and debt reduction.

While cutting spending is an impor-
tant aspect of reducing the deficit, we
must ensure that it is done in a way
that will not threaten jobs, economic
growth, and the security of our middle
class. I am particularly troubled by re-
cent proposals that would slash long-
term investment in transportation,
clean energy, innovation, and edu-
cation. Spending cuts in these areas
are unwise for our economic future, es-
pecially when it comes at the expense
of the American workers. We need to
continue to foster investment in these
fields in order to expand private sector
growth and put America back to work.

The situation in this country is such
that every bill that comes before this
House must be measured by whether it
creates jobs, strengthens the middle
class, and reduces the deficit. It is im-
perative that we come together to
meet these goals in order to lay the
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foundation for future prosperity in this
country.

———
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FEDERAL RESERVE CHAIR
BERNANKE: BIG DEFICITS COULD
HURT THE ECONOMY

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, Federal Reserve Chairman
Ben Bernanke of Dillon, South Caro-
lina, is the latest leading economist to
admit that out-of-control deficits could
hurt our national economy. Last week,
Mr. Bernanke warned, ‘‘Sustained high
rates of government borrowing would
both drain funds away from private in-
vestment and increase our debt to for-
eigners.” This borrowing would lead to
higher lending costs for small busi-
nesses and consumers. This threatens
small businesses across America trying
to create jobs.

At the same time, House Republicans
are proposing billions in spending cuts.
House Budget Chairman PAUL RYAN
called this is a ‘‘down-payment’’ in at-
tacking Washington’s spending spree.
This is just the beginning. As Speaker
JOHN BOEHNER has stated, ‘‘There’s no
limit to the amount of spending we’re
willing to cut.” Republicans made a
pledge to America, and we’re now mak-
ing good on it.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

HOCKEY IS FOR EVERYONE
MONTH

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as you
know, I come from Chicago, home of
the world champion Chicago
Blackhawks, and I rise today in sup-
port of the National Hockey League’s
designation of the month of February
as ‘“‘Hockey is for Everyone Month.”

‘““Hockey is for Everyone’ is a na-
tionwide initiative that works to break
racial and economic barriers that pre-
vent children from playing ice hockey.
It reaches more than 300,000 underprivi-
leged boys and girls annually across
North America and includes programs
for veterans and the disabled. I believe
that no matter your background, every
child should have the opportunity to
play the greatest sport in the world.
Increased access to healthy exercise
will aid in the fight against childhood
obesity and continue to decrease high
school dropout rates.

On behalf of kids all over the con-
tinent, I thank the National Hockey
League and ‘‘Hockey is for Everyone”’
for putting more hockey sticks in more
hands—and more pucks on those
sticks.
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WHERE ARE THE JOBS?

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

Ms. EDWARDS. Here we are, it’s
mid-February. The Republicans took
control. They won the election in No-
vember on an agenda of trying to cre-
ate jobs for the American people. Two
months into after being sworn in, here
we are now—still haven’t created a job.
We haven’t put a single bill on the
floor of the House of Representatives
to create jobs for the American people.
With over 9 percent unemployment—
among African Americans, 16 percent
unemployment—communities across
this country hemorrhaging, corpora-
tions in this country sitting on $2 tril-
lion in cash—and still no jobs.

So what are the Republicans doing
instead? Here’s what they’re trying to
do. They’re trying to further restrict a
woman’s right to choose—not creating
jobs, but want to get in the middle of
your doctor’s office to restrict your
right to choose. Hours and hours of de-
bate to direct committees to oversee
regulations. Well, that’s our job, to
oversee the regulatory process. We
don’t need hours of debate to give us
permission to oversee the regulatory
process. Still no jobs.

What else are the Republicans doing?
They’re reviewing, reviewing. Well,
that’s safe. What do we have to review?
Our job, of course, is to review. But our
job is to create jobs for the American
people. That’s what they expected out
of the election. That’s what we need to
deliver them.

————————

TITLE X FAMILY PLANNING
FUNDING

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

Ms. CHU. So far the Republican ma-
jority hasn’t created a single job. In
fact, they haven’t even put a jobs bill
on the House floor. Instead, they are
focusing on partisan priorities that
just don’t help the country come out of
this recession. Instead of putting peo-
ple back to work, they are restricting
women’s reproductive rights.

Next week they will gut Title X fund-
ing for family planning. This Federal
money is a critical health care safety
net for women around the country. It
has helped improve the quality of wom-
en’s health, given women free choice,
and also saved lives. Title X helps low-
income women afford Pap smears and
STD testing. It helps reduce unin-
tended births and abortions. And who
doesn’t want to do that?

It’s month 1; and instead of working
on the economy, they are working to
limit women’s personal choices. In-
stead of doing the bidding of ideolog-
ical extremists, let’s join together and
address the real needs of the American
people—jobs.
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BEADING TO BEAT AUTISM

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, it
takes real heroes and real leaders to
believe in the possibility of what we
can do through hard work, persever-
ance, and commitment to make the
world a better place. I'm proud to say
that my hometown of Louisville has
many of these leaders, and this week,
one of them, 13-year-old Michala
Riggle, was recognized nationally with
the Gloria Barron Prize for Young He-
roes. It’s a well-deserved recognition,
and I rise to applaud Michala’s work
with Beading to Beat Autism, which
has been nothing but miraculous.

Three years ago, after learning that
an underfunded treatment program
could help thousands of kids in Louis-
ville with autism, like her brother
Evan, Michala stepped up. She planned
to enlist her friends and family to raise
$200,000 by making beaded bracelets
and selling them for $3 each. People
told her it was impossible, but she said,
It’s just like a ball game. If you don’t
believe you can win, it’s game over be-
fore you start. You gotta believe. And
after 6 months, Michala had reached
her goal. To date, she’s raised $350,000
to help children with autism. Now,
through BeadingtoBeatAutism.org, she
hopes to raise $300 million to finance
an autism research center in Louis-
ville. And I don’t doubt that she can
accomplish that.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Members of
the House to join me to salute her. I'm
proud to wear her bracelets and proud
that she’s a resident of the Third Dis-
trict of Kentucky.

Congratulations, Michala.

———

JOBS CRISIS ON OUR HANDS

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

Mr. DEUTCH. In a time of great eco-
nomic strife, Americans deserve more
from their leaders than recycled at-
tacks on their constitutional rights.
Let’s not deny women access to birth
control and wellness care provided by
Planned Parenthood, or the Presi-
dential Women’s Center in my district,
or the many other providers instru-
mental in reducing unwanted preg-
nancies in America. Let’s not levy spe-
cial taxes on women who have never
had an abortion, but pay for a private
health plan that covers these proce-
dures. Let’s not subject any citizen to
government intrusion in the doctor’s
office because of their gender.

The retired women in my district
who were on the front lines of the fight
for equality in reproductive rights
know what path these policies will lead
us down. Let’s not create a crisis in
America—a crisis of public health, of
back-alley abortions and accidental
sterilization, of less education and
more sexually transmitted diseases, of
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fewer routine screenings and more cer-
vical cancer.

We already have a crisis on our hands
in this country—a jobs crisis—and in
November, Americans voted this Con-
gress to address it.

———

TURN TO THE FUTURE OF OUR
CHILDREN

(Ms. WILSON of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Ms. WILSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
today I rise with my colleagues for one
reason—to talk about jobs. My con-
stituents are hurting. They need help.
They want to work. I've been here for
almost 2 months, and I'm still waiting
to hear a Republican plan for jobs. So
far this week, the only things I've
voted on are our renaming of a court-
house and taking back money that we
have already given to the United Na-
tions. When are we going to talk about
jobs? I came to Washington to focus on
jobs. My constituents sent me to Wash-
ington to focus on jobs.

All across the Nation, the high
school class of 2011 is getting ready to
graduate. Some will go on to higher
education, and some will enter the
workforce. What type of world are they
entering? What type of jobs will await
them? I propose that we invest in the
class of 2011. Instead of political games
and bills that cut jobs, I propose that
we invest in education, innovation, and
infrastructure. Please, I urge all of my
colleagues to turn toward the future of
our children—turn toward creating
jobs for them.

————
DON'T IGNORE THE MIDDLE CLASS

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

Mr. TONKO. I rise today on behalf of
the regular, everyday American fami-
lies and those who work for a living.
Just yesterday, my friends on the other
side of the aisle released their job-kill-
ing spending policies. Make no mistake
about it, these policies will deeply hurt
the middle class and will not help grow
jobs.

Let’s look at these statistics: 83 per-
cent of all United States stocks are in
the hands of 1 percent of the American
public; the bottom 50 percent of income
earners in the United States now col-
lectively own less than 3 percent of our
Nation’s wealth. I encourage my Re-
publican colleagues in this House to
stop in their efforts to take money
away from those who use it to stay
warm in the winter and cool in the
summer, to stop in their efforts to take
away money from those who keep our
air safe and our water clean, and to
stop in their efforts to take invest-
ments away from technology and jobs
of the future.

Mr. Speaker, the middle class has
been ignored for far too long. As the
backbone of our country, it is time
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they get their fair share. I stand for
empowering our middle class, not re-
ducing jobs in America.

———
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ADVICE TO THE MAJORITY: KEEP
YOUR PROMISES

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to give some advice to
the Members of the majority party. My
grandmama used to tell me, ‘“Son, keep
your promises.”

As we all know, the majority prom-
ised to be focused on job creation; but
the 11 bills that have passed this body
thus far, in 2 months, have failed to
create a single job.

Watch out for these budget cuts that
these Republicans are proposing also.
I'm going to tell you, if you are a fire-
fighter or a police officer or a teacher,
you are out of luck. This recovery
needs to work for the working people of
this Nation, not just for the Wall
Street bankers.

Today, we should be voting for in-
vesting and making products in Amer-
ica, not on toothless resolutions. If we
continue on this path much longer, the
American people will see for them-
selves that they’ve been lied to.

To the majority party, you need to
keep your promises and stop shrinking
the middle class. You need to be about
job creation like you promised. Don’t
turn America into a pink slip Nation.

————
WHERE’S THE BEEF?

(Ms. HANABUSA asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. HANABUSA. Mr. Speaker, about
15 years ago, there was a commercial
that is really applicable to today. It
was about a woman who looked
through hamburger buns and asked,
“Where’s the beef?’” The American peo-
ple are asking us, Where’s the jobs?

We managed to survive and avoid the
Great Depression of this century. Let
me tell you, Mr. Speaker, what we need
to do to continue with our recovery is
to build public confidence. The only
way we are going to build that public
confidence is for people to feel that we
are looking at what is so essential to
their futures, so essential to the build-
ing of their confidence back in them-
selves and in government, and that is
the creation of jobs.

Mr. Speaker, I believe all Members of
this Congress must look to that. We
must get down and address jobs. That
is what we are here to do. That is what
we need to do, or we will have failed
the people who have sent us here.

—————
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I have a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may inquire.
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Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Can any
Member rise, Mr. Speaker, and move to
suspend the rules and pass H. Res. 72
prior to the rule being called up?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
within the Chair’s discretionary power
of recognition. In addition, today is not
a suspension day.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Further
parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may inquire.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. If a resolu-
tion can pass with unanimous support,
is there any provision in the House
rules that would allow the House to by-
pass 9% hours of debate proposed in
House Resolution 73, agree to House
Resolution 72, and begin to consider
other legislation dealing with job cre-
ation?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair cannot respond to hypothetical
questions.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Further
parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may inquire.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Is there
any provision in H. Res. 72 that will
create jobs?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is
not a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Further
parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may inquire.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Is it in
order to ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table H. Res.
72, ask for its immediate consideration,
and for it to be adopted?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair is constrained not to entertain
such a request.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Further
parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may inquire.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table H. Res. 72 and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House, so that we can move on cre-
ating jobs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the announced policy of previous
Speakers, as recorded in section 956 of
the House Rules Manual, the Chair is
constrained not to entertain that re-
quest.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s table H. Res. 72 and
ask for its immediate consideration in
the House, so that we can move on cre-
ating jobs.

Isn’t the appropriate response, Is
there objection?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the announced policy of recognition for
such unanimous-consent requests, that
request is not entertained.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF HOUSE RESOLUTION 72, DI-
RECTING COMMITTEES TO RE-
VIEW REGULATIONS FROM FED-
ERAL AGENCIES

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 73 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 73

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order without interven-
tion of any point of order to consider in the
House the resolution (H. Res. 72) directing
certain standing committees to inventory
and review existing, pending, and proposed
regulations and orders from agencies of the
Federal Government, particularly with re-
spect to their effect on jobs and economic
growth. The amendment recommended by
the Committee on Rules now printed in the
resolution shall be considered as adopted.
The resolution, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as read. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the resolution, as
amended, to final adoption without inter-
vening motion except: (1) nine hours and 30
minutes of debate, with 30 minutes equally
divided and controlled by the Majority Lead-
er and Minority Leader or their respective
designees, eight hours equally divided among
and controlled by the respective chairs and
ranking minority members of the Commit-
tees on Agriculture, Energy and Commerce,
Financial Services, the Judiciary, Natural
Resources, Oversight and Government Re-
form, Transportation and Infrastructure, and
Ways and Means, and one hour equally di-
vided among and controlled by the respec-
tive chairs and ranking minority members of
the Committees on Education and the Work-
force and Small Business; and (2) one motion
to recommit with or without instructions.

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

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my friend the
gentleman from Florida (Mr.
HASTINGS), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have b legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SESSIONS. House Resolution 73
provides for a closed rule for consider-
ation of H. Res. 72. It provides 9% hours
of debate, divided by the committees
outlined in H. Res. 72, and provides the
minority a motion to recommit with or
without instructions.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of this rule and the underlying bill.
This legislation is simple, direct, and
easy to understand. The text of the
three-page bill was posted last week on
the Rules Committee Web site. This
legislation is an attempt and an effort
to provide more transparency and ac-
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countability in the government regu-
latory process, something that my col-
leagues and I have called for numerous
times over the last two Congresses.

The legislation before us today calls
for 10 House committees to review ex-
isting, pending, and proposed regula-
tions and orders from agencies of the
Federal Government, particularly with
respect to their effects on destroying
jobs and economic growth.

With the current high unemployment
rate, it is essential we do everything
reasonably possible that we can to look
at and to reduce government rules and
regulations that impede job creation
and economic growth, that discourage
innovation, hurt or harm global com-
petitiveness, limit credit, create eco-
nomic uncertainty, impose unneces-
sary paperwork and cost on small busi-
nesses, and that result in large-scale
and often unnecessary unfunded man-
dates on employers.

That is exactly what this legislation
would do, and we are on the floor today
to talk about this as an important
component of allowing America to get
back to work and to highlight these
rules and regulations that stifle not
only investment but also job creation.

Every single Member of Congress un-
derstands and believes that regulations
are needed to provide the rules, safety,
and structures for this society to func-
tion properly. While regulations are
important, they can also cross that
fine line and can become too burden-
some. It is essential to strike a balance
to ensure that the imposed rules and
regulations do not lead to higher costs
and less productive societies.
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The Federal Government creates an
average of 4,000 final regulations each
year with about 500 to 700 that are re-
viewed by the White House.

According to a recent report from the
Small Business Administration, the
total cost of Federal regulations has
increased to $1.75 trillion a year from
the U.S. economy; $1.75 trillion is what
this burden is on the free enterprise
system. Additionally, the study shows
that regulatory and paperwork costs
were found to be more onerous for
smaller firms than their larger coun-
terparts. More specifically, the costs of
regulations per employee for firms
with fewer than 20 employees is now
$10,585, a 36 percent difference between
the costs incurred per employee by a
larger firm.

This is absolutely outrageous. This is
outrageous because small business is
the backbone and the engine of our
economy. It represents 99.7 percent of
all employers. Small businesses, ac-
cording to the Small Business Adminis-
tration, have generated 64 percent of
net new jobs over the past 15 years
while employing over half of all private
sector employees. One of the fastest
ways to put Americans back to work,
Republicans believe, is to limit the reg-
ulatory expenses that these small firms
have to comply with simply to satisfy
Federal Government regulations.
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Regulatory burdens are hindering job
growth. Regulatory burdens are hin-
dering investment and innovation
while eroding some of the most basic
and fundamental freedoms in America.
Congress and this administration must
work together to do more than prevent
harmful new regulations. They must
also review, study, and eliminate un-
necessary rules that are already on the
books.

On January 18 of last month, Presi-
dent Obama signed an Executive order
to provide a government-wide review of
the rules already on the books to re-
move outdated regulations. In an op-ed
placed in the Wall Street Journal last
month by the President, he clearly
states that ‘‘sometimes, those rules
have gotten out of balance, placing un-
reasonable burdens on business, bur-
dens that have stifled innovation and
have had a chilling effect upon growth
and jobs.”” Mr. Speaker, I applaud and I
appreciate the President for recog-
nizing this, and I ask my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to understand
what we are attempting to do today,
and that is to support as best as we can
not only the ideals that the President
talked about but also a focus on these
rules and regulations that stifle inno-
vativeness, create costs, and ruin jobs
in America.

Mr. Speaker, while the President is
now taking a step in the right direc-
tion when it comes to regulation, in
the last fiscal year alone the Obama
administration unleashed 43 major new
regulations that will cost America
more than, new, $28 billion annually.
These costs will affect Americans in
many ways, from raising the price of
cars, where we buy food, where we eat,
and every single one of these stands in
the way of making the free enterprise
more efficient and somehow does not
help in creation of jobs.

The President will have to take a
step back from some of the major bills
that he signed last year, and I believe
he can do that by employing the ideas
that he had in this op-ed. He can do
something about it, and that is join
Republicans who today are attempting
to work with the President. If the
President is serious about reducing
regulatory burdens impacting every
American, we can do this job together.
Fifteen of the 42 regulations proposed
last year were from the Frank-Dodd fi-
nancial regulatory bill. Another five
stemmed from the ObamaCare bill, and
10 others come from the Environmental
Protection Agency, or what is known
as the EPA, including the first manda-
tory reporting of greenhouse gas emis-
sions.

The annual compliance costs con-
stitute only a part of the economic
burden of regulations on business.
Many of these new rules curtail the
purchase of new equipment, conver-
sions of industrial practices, and are
about revising data collection and re-
porting procedures. One example is the
new restriction on short sales from the
Frank-Dodd bill that requires the Se-
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curities and Exchange Commission to
make modifications to computer sys-
tems and surveillance mechanisms for
gathering and managing this informa-
tion that will cost over $1 billion. Mr.
Speaker, that defies balance and I
think ultimate accountability of what
the regulations should be about.

Mr. Speaker, we have an opportunity
today to direct our committees to take
the first step in reining in Big Govern-
ment, reducing our deficit, and encour-
aging job growth and economic pros-
perity. This simple bill is three pages
long, and it shines the light on the reg-
ulatory process and provides the nec-
essary transparency and accountability
on Federal agencies that has been lack-
ing for years.

My Republican colleagues and I re-
main committed to putting America
back to work through creation of new
jobs. This legislation is a way to be a
part of that good start. I encourage all
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’” on the
rule and ‘‘yes’ on the underlying reso-
lution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in opposition to H. Res.
73, the rule providing for consideration
of H. Res. 72, which directs certain
standing committees to inventory and
review existing, pending, and proposed
regulations and orders from agencies of
the Federal Government, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The resolution isn’t objectionable in
and of itself. We all agree that regula-
tions that do more harm than good
should be eliminated. The President
has said that, Democrats have said
that, and Republicans have said that.
And the rules of the House already re-
quire committees to carry out this sort
of oversight. So I question, Mr. Speak-
er, why my friends on the other side of
the aisle insist on spending 9% hours
debating a resolution that is entirely
redundant. We’re committing the same
offense that Republicans claimed to
abhor about government: wasting time,
effort, and taxpayer dollars.

Devoting 9% hours to this exercise is
squandering yet another opportunity.
We could be using this time to pass leg-
islation that will create and retain jobs
right here in this country instead of
telling the committees of jurisdiction
to continue to do what they are al-
ready mandated to do. What’s next, Mr.
Speaker? Nine-and-a-half hours of de-
bate instructing the House to close for
Thanksgiving or Christmas?

Republicans marched into the major-
ity over a month ago vowing a laser-
like focus on job creation, and they’ve
done nothing towards that end since.
Today’s debate is yet another reminder
that Republicans care more about their
lockstep, anti-government ideology
than they do about getting down to the
business of improving the lives of hard-
working Americans.

Democrats did offer to improve to-
day’s rule by adding language instruct-
ing the committees to make job cre-
ation legislation their highest priority
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and for such legislation to be consid-
ered under an open amendment proc-
ess. In other words, Mr. Speaker,
Democrats made the effort to work in
agreement with Republicans on this
matter and to ensure that this body
emphasizes legislation to create jobs
and improve the American economy,
but the Republicans said ‘‘no.” They
said ‘‘no” to working with Democrats.
They said ‘‘no’’ to prioritizing job cre-
ation. They said ‘‘no” to fulfilling their
promise for an open and transparent
legislative process.

My friend from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS)
declared at the end of last year that,
and I quote him, ‘“‘Open rules will make
a triumphant return to the House
floor,”” unquote, and that all Members,
and I quote him again, ‘“‘will have a
chance to fully contribute in this legis-
lative process.”
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The House has been under Republican
control for 5 weeks. In that time, we
have voted on 11 bills. None of those
bills went through their respective
committees and none of those bills had
actual open rules. One had a modified
open rule. That’s not very triumphant
in my opinion, Mr. Speaker.

It is already the second month of this
Congress and Republicans are still
dodging a real debate on real legisla-
tion that will create real jobs and im-
prove the American economy. And Re-
publicans are still refusing to address
exactly what these cuts will mean to
the lives of the American people.
Which regulations do Republicans pro-
pose to get rid of? The ones for clean
drinking water? The ones preventing fi-
nancial abuse on Wall Street? I was
here, Mr. Speaker, along with my
friend on the other side of the aisle
when Republicans assumed control and
that we did not provide the necessary
regulation at the Securities and Ex-
change Commission. I for one thought
when a friend of ours who served with
us went to be the chair of the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission that fi-
nally we would get some regulations
there. We did not get regulations. What
we got—and there’s no secret about
this, no finger to point at anybody—
the simple fact of the matter is by not
having adequate regulation of Wall
Street, this country came to the brink
of disaster in November of ’08. Do they
want to get rid of the ones that protect
against massive oil spills and mine col-
lapses?

So far this year, Republicans have
moved to repeal health care, they’ve
moved to restrict a woman’s right to
choose, and they’ve moved drastically
to cut spending for a huge range of es-
sential government services that en-
sure public safety, economic oppor-
tunity and national security. It seems
the Republicans want to use their ma-
jority to settle old scores. But I don’t
think that’s what the American people
have in mind as a national priority.

Republicans seem to think that if we
spend 9% hours debating a resolution
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that simply remarks on what House
committees are already doing, they
will suffice to convince the American
people that Republicans have a plan for
improving the economy.

It is clear that this resolution is real-
ly about demonizing Federal regula-
tions. But the Republicans ignore the
benefits of regulations, the importance
of protecting existing jobs, and the ne-
cessity of leveling the playing field to
ensure economic growth and prosperity
for all Americans. If our constituents
had the choice of whether to spend this
time practicing our rhetorical skills or
actually passing meaningful legislation
that creates more jobs, I believe they
would vote for jobs. Let’s get back to
what the American people need from
us, and that is to improve the Amer-
ican economy.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote against this rule.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the words
of my friend the gentleman from Flor-
ida. I would like to state that the bills
we have done in the Rules Committee
during these 12 bills have been about
original jurisdiction by the Rules Com-
mittee, which is what this bill is. This
bill is a jurisdictional issue where the
Rules Committee, through the legisla-
tion that my name sits on as the chief
sponsor, is directing other committees
to have hearings, to be part of an open
process, to do the things that will be
necessary not only for minority par-
ticipation but any Member who choos-
es in these committees to come and
have their voices heard, for hearings to
be held, for thoughtful people across
this country to come and provide us in-
formation about the way they see the
regulatory burdens that are being
placed upon them. If someone thinks
that what we are doing today is all
about trying to stifle regular order, it’s
completely the opposite. Nine-and-a-
half hours of debate, which is unheard
of for a three-page bill, is all about reg-
ular order and is exactly what I've been
arguing for for years. That’s what the
Republicans are delivering today on
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives.

Notwithstanding that the gentleman
brought up some good ideas about job
creation, I would like to just put it
into some bit of context. Today what
we are trying to do is to gather steam
behind rules and regulations that stifle
the ability for the free enterprise sys-
tem to employ people. But in the larger
scheme of things, our friends on the
other side are upset because what we as
Republicans are going to do is to find a
way to live up to our campaign prom-
ises to cut spending during the year by
$100 billion.

Now some people say, oh, that’s not
enough amount, or it’s too big of an
amount because it will mean all these
draconian cuts across the government.
Well, I would remind this House that
$100 billion is a small part of the $3,000
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billion spending plan that the Congress
has already given to government—
$3,000 billion—and what we are talking
about not just today and not just over
the past few weeks but taking $100 bil-
lion and trying to take that as a bur-
den off the American people. The rea-
son why is because 30 percent of all
government spending today or more
ends up as debt, meaning that we have
to borrow it from somebody else.

“But this is so important, we’ve got
to make sure we do it.”” Well, Repub-
licans disagree. We think not only a re-
view of regulatory process but a review
of spending is important in Wash-
ington. Mr. Speaker, I refer to what
might be a sheet of paper that was in
print described as Obama Announces
Review of Government Regulations.
Within this paper, there is a paragraph,
a short paragraph that I would like to
read which perhaps embodies exactly
why we are here today:

“Business leaders say government
regulations, including those being writ-
ten for health care overall and finan-
cial reform, have hurt job creation at a
time of high unemployment.”’

In fact, the Department of Treasury
describes where we are as chronic un-
employment for today and our imme-
diate past for as far as the eye can see.
Last year at some point even the long-
est projection by this government
showed no net new job creation. That
is what Republicans have inherited. We
intend to be serious about what we’re
doing, and we intend to make sure that
the American people see this for what
it is, and that is an opportunity by
Congress to work on the issues that
they’re demanding.

[From FoxBusiness.com, Jan. 18, 2011]
OBAMA ANNOUNCES REVIEW OF GOVERNMENT
REGULATIONS

President Barack Obama said on Tuesday
he would order a government-wide review of
regulations with the goal of eliminating
those that hurt job creation and make the
U.S. economy less competitive.

In an op-ed piece in The Wall Street Jour-
nal, Obama said some government regula-
tions have placed ‘‘unreasonable burdens on
business—burdens that have stifled innova-
tion and have had a chilling effect on growth
and jobs.”

He said he would require that in the future
government agencies ‘‘ensure that regula-
tions protect our safety, health and environ-
ment while promoting economic growth.”

The president has recently ratcheted up ef-
forts to soothe relations with the business
community, after alienating corporate
America through rhetorical attacks against
Wall Street and an agenda heavy on regula-
tion.

Business leaders say government regula-
tions, including those being written for the
healthcare overall and financial reform, have
hurt job creation at a time of high unem-
ployment.

“It’s a review that will help bring order to
regulations that have become a patchwork of
overlapping rules, the result of tinkering by
administrations and legislators of both par-
ties and the influence of special interests in
Washington over decades,”” Obama wrote.

Noting that small businesses create most
new jobs in the economy, he said he would
direct the government to make a greater ef-
fort to reduce the burden regulations place
on them.
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While vowing to eliminate rules that are
‘“not worth the cost, or that are just plain
dumb,” the president said his administration
wouldn’t shy away from writing new rules to
address obvious gaps in government over-
sight.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 2
minutes to my good friend, the distin-
guished gentleman from Washington
(Mr. INSLEE).

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I would
suggest that we need more jobs and
less speeches. And what we will get
from this bill on the floor is more
speeches and no jobs.

It is very disappointing in the cur-
rent economic context that what we
bring to the floor for 9% hours is a bill
that simply instructs the committees
to do what we’ve already instructed
them to do. This is already in the
rules, it’s already required, we all
agree on it. What are we doing here
wasting 9% hours? If we just produced
a thousand jobs an hour, we could have
produced 9,500 jobs. Instead, we’re
going to produce 95 speeches. That’s
not what we need.

If you want to look for waste in gov-
ernment, take a look at this bill: 9%
hours down the tube doing something
we’'re already doing. We had a hearing
yesterday in the Commerce Com-
mittee. We're already talking about
these regulations.

But let me give a warning to people
about what happens when the Repub-
lican Party wants to look at regula-
tions. You know the first thing they
did, they’re trying to repeal the Clean
Air Act. They’re trying to gut the
Clean Air Act which is the guardian
angel for the air that our kids breathe.
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You know, they have introduced a
bill, and we had a hearing yesterday.
The first hearing we had was to pass
their dirty air act. They have a dirty
air act that would gut the ability—that
would eliminate in total the ability of
the Environmental Protection Agency
to regulate harmful gases, carbon diox-
ide, ozone, and a host of other dan-
gerous chemicals.

Now, can you believe that? Their
dirty air act will eliminate the ability
of the EPA to do things to try to pre-
vent our Kkids from having aggravated
asthma attacks. Their dirty air act
would eliminate the ability of the EPA
to deal with dangerous gases that exac-
erbate the respiratory problems of our
senior citizens.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the
gentleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. INSLEE. If you think I'm just
blowing smoke here, go take a look at
their bill. Their bill doesn’t try to fix
the regulation. It absolutely eliminates
in total the ability of the EPA. The
EPA was started under a good Repub-
lican, Richard Nixon, and it is a sad
story that the first bill out of the box

The
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they want to go backwards on clean

air.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I am
joined by the chairman of the Rules
Committee, and I will tell you that he
is so pleased that we have not only this
bill that has been brought to the floor,
but he is so pleased that we are taking
the time to speak about the facts of
the case. And one fact is that the first
bill that we took up was the bill to re-
peal ObamaCare. It had nothing to do
with the Clean Air Act. It had every-
thing to do with a bill which has
caused an amazing number of regula-
tions.

And I would like to quote, if I can, a
fact that, since the passage in March
2010, the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act, which is known as
ObamaCare, has added 6,123 pages of
regulations, and the Federal Register
has printed those just over the last 9
months. Secondly, according to a Sep-
tember 2010 report from the Small
Business Administration, total regu-
latory costs amount to $1.756 trillion
annually, which is nearly twice as
much as all individual income taxes
collected last year. That means that
the ability for a person to have to fill
out all of their paperwork, the cost of
that is twice what we even collected in
taxes. There is a balance here that’s
been overrun.

HOUSE REPUBLICANS: IDENTIFYING AND RE-
MOVING ONEROUS JOB-DESTROYING REGULA-
TIONS
This week, House Republicans are bringing

a resolution to the floor directing the com-

mittees to inventory and review federal

agency rules and regulations that may un-
fairly harm the ability to create jobs and
grow the economy.

While the nation suffers from 21 straight
months of unemployment at 9 percent or
higher, President Obama and congressional
Democrats have doubled down on their strat-
egy to burden job creators with more govern-
ment red tape.

With the U.S. economy struggling and
American families hard pressed to pay their
bills and put food on the table, the costs of
federal regulations have never been more
significant. The fact is that federal regula-
tions increase the cost of doing business and
destroy jobs.

Undue and archaic government red tape
takes money out of the hands of families and
businesses. Agencies should not be author-
ized to heap billions in new added costs on
the economy without reducing another bur-
den elsewhere.

JOB-CRUSHING REGULATIONS—BY THE NUMBERS
During the Democrats’ leadership of Con-

gress, unemployment skyrocketed from 4.6

percent to 9 percent as the economy has lost

more than 6.8 million jobs.

With 243 expected rulemakings from the
Democrats’ permanent bailout of Wall Street
law, and the inestimable number of regula-
tions to come from ObamacCare’s government
takeover of healthcare, the President’s new-
found concern for the regulatory burdens
facing employers does not match his actions
over the past two years.

The Obama administration has not shied
away from flexing its regulatory muscle
since taking office. A recent study by the
Heritage Foundation found that an unprece-
dented 43 major regulations were imposed in
fiscal year 2010 with a total economic cost of
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$26.5 billion, the highest total since at least

1981.

Since passage in March 2010, the Patient
Protection and  Affordable Care Act
(ObamaCare) has added 6.123 pages of regula-
tions and Federal Register notices in just its
first nine months.

According to a September 2010 report from
the Small Business Administration, total
regulatory costs amount to $1.75 trillion an-
nually, nearly twice as much as all indi-
vidual income taxes collected last year.

WHO IS PAYING FOR THIS REEULATORY BURDEN?
AMERICA’S SMALL BUSINESSES AND AMERICAN
WORKERS
The cost of regulations is felt even harder

by America’s small business owners, the en-
gine of our nation’s economy. According to
the Small Business Administration, the av-
erage small business with less than 20 em-
ployees faces a cost of $10,5685 in federal regu-
lations each year per worker they employ.

Businesses with fewer than 20 employees
spend on average 36 percent more per em-
ployee than larger firms to comply with fed-
eral regulations. These small employers rep-
resent 99.7 percent of all businesses and have
created 64 percent of all new jobs over the
past 15 years.

The cost of federal regulations to small
businesses must either be passed on to the
consumer or workers, either in the form of
lower wages or a shortage of jobs that would
have been otherwise paid for with money
spent complying with federal regulations.
Imagine if small businesses could put the
$10,000 they spend on federal regulations di-
rectly back into new jobs.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. ANDREWS), my good friend.

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

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank my friend
from Florida for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, as we meet this after-
noon, there are 15 million Americans
who are unemployed, and for them,
this is another day of searching the
Web or the want ads to try to find a job
they’'ve been unable to find after
months of diligent searching. So what
is the Congress of the United States
doing about this? We are wasting yet
another opportunity to work together,
Republicans and Democrats, to create
an environment in which small busi-
ness people and entrepreneurs can cre-
ate jobs for our country, the way we
did work together at the end of last
year and passed legislation that 80 Sen-
ators voted for, 270-some House Mem-
bers voted for across party lines.

The majority says that this process
will somehow help to create jobs. It is
important to understand what this res-
olution really says. It says, in response
to the 15 million unemployed people we
have in this country, let’s have a bunch
of politicians have a bunch of meetings
they were already scheduled to have;
right? So their response, Mr. Speaker,
is let’s spend 9% hours debating a bill
that says a bunch of politicians should
have a bunch of meetings they would
have had anyway to talk about the
problem.

You know, if we called 911 to report a
fire in our home, we wouldn’t be very
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happy if the fire department said, ‘“We
are going to immediately have a meet-
ing to decide whether to put the fire
out at your house.” We would expect
the fire company to come put the fire
out at your house.

The majority is not putting on the
floor regulations they want to repeal.
That would be a worthy debate. We
should have that. What they are doing
is saying let’s, for 9% hours, talk about
whether to have a bunch of meetings to
talk about the problem.

In the last 5 weeks, there has not
been one word in one bill or 1 hour of
debate about a plan to create jobs for
the American people. SO now we are
going to spend 9% hours talking about
whether to have a series of political
meetings.

Why don’t we put on the floor and
argue the pros and cons of a plan to put
our people back to work building
schools and bridges and highways? You
can be for or against that, but it’s a
real plan that would actually put peo-
ple back to work.

Now, the majority says that they do
want to create jobs by cutting spending
and reducing the deficit. But of course
the very first bill they passed increased
the deficit by more than $1 trillion
over the next 20 years. Then they ran
on a promise—a promise—to reduce the
current year’s budget by $100 billion,
but 2 days ago, the Appropriations
Committee reported out a bill that re-
duces it by $32 billion.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the
gentleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. ANDREWS. The American people
are placing a 911 call to Washington
that says this country needs help. It
needs a real plan to produce real jobs
for the American people. What they are
getting from the majority once again is
wasted words, wasted time, wasted op-
portunities.

Yes, looking at regulations is a good
thing to do. We support that. But, Mr.
Speaker, there is a difference between
analysis and paralysis. The majority is
giving us paralysis. All talk, no jobs.
The right vote on this resolution is
44n0.77

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. ANDREWS) coming down to the
floor. I would like to let him know that
we are doing 9% hours of debate, and at
the end there will be an opportunity
for a motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions that has been lacking
for the previous 4 years by my col-
leagues on the other side, that they ex-
tended to us. So you will have every
single opportunity, if you want, just to
use your brainpower and put together
that great jobs bill that you want to
talk about.

But I would say to the gentleman, we
have chosen to talk about the things
which stifle jobs, and we believe that
as we talk about these that a lot of the
American people will get it. For in-
stance, if you lived out in the coun-
try—I will just bring up one example.

The
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The EPA has issued a draft policy dou-
bling the stringency of the standard by
which dust is regulated—dust. Now, the
Speaker would understand dust be-
cause he is from a rural State. I under-
stand dust from some perspective,
being from Texas. But the EPA regu-
lates dust, and they are going to issue
a draft policy—or already did—that
doubles the stringency of the standard.
Many farming activities kick up dust:
tilling the field, operating a feed lot,
driving farm vehicles, even dusty
roads.

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey.

Mr. ANDREWS. I thank my friend.

I think we can have a very worthy
debate about whether that rule is a
good one or a bad one. Why aren’t we
having that debate? Why don’t you just
put on the floor a bill that says let’s
repeal that rule and have a debate?
Why aren’t we doing that?

Mr. SESSIONS. Well, that’s a good
point. I don’t think the gentleman was
up in the Rules Committee yesterday
to hear this, but the Rules Committee
has original jurisdiction on this bill.
We are sending this bill, when passed
on the floor, to 10 committees, asking
them to look at specifics, and dust will
be one of those issues. It will be in
front of a committee, probably the Ag-
riculture Committee. Perhaps it could
be in front of the Resources Com-
mittee, where they will look at what
this proposed ruling is.

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I continue to yield to
the gentleman.

Mr. ANDREWS. It still seems to me
to be all windup and no pitch, that if
you really believe that that regulation
should be repealed, why don’t you put a
bill on the floor that repeals it and
let’s do something rather than just
talk about it.

Mr. SESSIONS. Reclaiming my time,
the answer is because this floor is the
wrong place to do it, and we need to do
it in reverse order. We need to go—and
I know this is a new concept to a lot of
people on your side. We are going to
send it to the committees. We are
going to let there be hearings about it.
We are going to let the Democrats and
the Republicans have an opportunity—
for instance, the gentleman from Min-
nesota, Mr. COLLIN PETERSON, as the
former chairman of the Ag Committee,
will have an opportunity in working
with Mr. LUCAS, the chairman of the
Ag Committee now, on who those wit-
nesses will be who are experts.
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I don’t think we have enough intel-
lectual content because we don’t spend
time on farms, I don’t, to where I can
make an accurate decision. But if I re-
view the transcript and listen to what
happens in the committee of jurisdic-
tion, regular order, like the 10 other
committees, then it gives us a chance
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to realistically understand, study, talk
about, and receive feedback.

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman
further yield?

Mr. SESSIONS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey.

Mr. ANDREWS. I appreciate his cour-
tesy.

The gentleman just makes a very
good point about the importance of
hearings before legislation takes place.
How many hearings have there been on
the renewal of the Patriot Act?

Mr. SESSIONS. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Speaker, and I do appreciate the
gentleman. This House of Representa-
tives, after 9/11, debated to the fullest
extent not only the issues of the Pa-
triot Act, but we have had continuing
hearings and dialogue on that. There’s
a requirement that these be looked at,
and we intend to make sure that
there’s a full debate on this.

Mr. Speaker, I do appreciate the gen-
tleman engaging me. I would also make
my point that the economic impact of
the regulation of dust that it will have
on farmers, that it will have on people
who live in rural areas, is enormous.
And this is part of that overall cost.
It’s not a hidden cost; it’s a real cost
that makes us unproductive and costs
consumers a lot of money. And this is
the kind of discussion we’re going to
have.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, would you be so kind as to
tell both sides the remaining amount
of time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida has 17 minutes re-
maining; the gentleman from Texas
has 9 minutes remaining.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, if we defeat the previous ques-
tion, I will offer an amendment to the
rules to provide that immediately after
the House adopts this rule, it will bring
up H.R. 11, the Build America Bonds to
Create Jobs Now Act.

To explain that further and to expli-
cate as she so desires, I am pleased to
yield 1 minute to the distinguished
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI), the minority leader.

Ms. PELOSI. I thank the gentleman
for yielding and thank him for his lead-
ership in calling up H.R. 11, the Build
America Bonds, later.

Mr. Speaker, it’s very interesting to
watch this debate because what you see
here is that we are talking about jobs.
The American people want us to create
jobs now. And what you see on the
floor of the House now today and to-
morrow is a make-work project.

The Republicans have no job initia-
tives; so they need to fill time, and
they’re filling time with a resolution
that we all recognize the committees
have the jurisdiction to do, and some of
the committees already have.

We should subject every dollar, every
initiative to the harshest scrutiny to
make sure it fills its purpose, that we
bring common sense to what we are
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doing. But we don’t need to spend 10
hours on the floor of the House because
we have no job proposal on the side of
the Republicans and make it look as if
this is a job creation bill.

This is a make-work product for Re-
publicans who are without an agenda
for job creation. However, we hope they
will join us in renewing the Build
America Bonds to build America to
create jobs now.

In every district nationwide, our con-
stituents, many of them struggling
without a paycheck, tell the same
story. They’re waiting for us to create
jobs, to focus on jobs and economic
growth before we do anything else.
Today I rise to echo their call and urge
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle
to act in the best interest of America’s
families and put people back to work.

In his State of the Union address,
President Obama encouraged us to do
what it takes to out-innovate, out-edu-
cate, and out-build the rest of the
world. In that statement he continued
his job-creating initiative. From day
one, President Obama has been a job
creator. We had to dig our way out of
a deep recession, but, nonetheless, the
Recovery Act created or saved over 3
million jobs, and other initiatives like
Cash for Clunkers and other initiatives
that this Congress took, working with
President Obama, spared us an even
worse unemployment rate.

Now, that isn’t good enough if you
don’t have a job. And it isn’t good
enough for us who are responsible for
creating them. And that is why the ef-
fort that the President started at the
beginning of his administration, reiter-
ated in his State of the Union address,
starts with creating more jobs here at
home, and in this Congress there
should be no higher priority. Yet, the
Republican leadership has not met that
challenge.

Since taking charge of the House
more than 1 month ago, they have yet
to propose a single jobs bill. They have
yet to unveil a concrete plan, and
Americans are still waiting.

This week is no different. Instead of
focusing on job creation, this Congress
is spending 10 hours on the floor, a
filler, as concrete evidence of the fact
that they have nothing else to fill the
time with, directing our committees to
conduct oversight, a very appropriate
instruction. The committees are al-
ready doing that.

These committees don’t need a par-
tisan resolution in order to start their
work, and this House does not need a
long floor debate that only diverts us
from our purpose, which is to create
jobs.

Instead, we should focus on invest-
ments that work, that create jobs, that
build America and grow our economy.
And that is why we are proudly putting
forth the Build America Bonds to Cre-
ate Jobs Now Act. This legislation
would leverage public dollars probably
40 to 1: For every public dollar spent,
$40 of investment to strengthen the pri-
vate sector and spur job creation at
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home by supporting projects to rebuild
schools and transit projects.

Last week we had a hearing on this
subject following the President’s State
of the Union address and his pro-
nouncements about innovation, edu-
cation, infrastructure, et cetera. We
had a hearing on infrastructure to
which the Build America Bonds di-
rectly relates. A representative of the
Society of Civil Engineers told us that
our country has trillions of dollars of
deficits; that our roads and bridges get
D’s and C minuses in terms of their
safety and effectiveness.

In addition, our water projects, some
of them are ancient, made of brick and
wood, and that’s a health problem.

In terms of innovation for the future,
our investments in infrastructure such
as broadband are also essential to the
growth and creation of jobs in our
country. And so there’s every reason
for us to do this in the best of times.
But we’re not in the best of times. And
s0 in this not good time, as far as jobs
are concerned, it’s absolutely essential
that we make a decision as a Nation to
put forth the greatest social initiative
ever, job creation.

The initiative to Build America
Bonds and leverage dollars for encour-
aging the private sector has the sup-
port of mayors, governors, and local
businesses. It is good for taxpayers,
using Federal investments, to unleash
billions from private businesses in our
neighborhoods. That’s why Governor
Martin O’Malley came to testify for
this, and Mayor Nutter of Pennsyl-
vania, giving us their direct experience
on what a difference the Build America
Bonds initiative, which was in the Re-
covery Act, makes, and which needs to
be renewed.

Most significantly, Build America
Bonds keeps our promise to stay fo-
cused on jobs, and it helps put Ameri-
cans back to work.

Both parties agree that we must stay
focused on reducing our deficit, and
that’s exactly what Build America
Bonds do. You cannot achieve the goal
of deficit reduction unless you invest
in growth and job creation. Vigorous
oversight is critical to that effort, and
Democrats remain committed to doing
our part. We are ready to eliminate
waste, fraud, abuse, duplication, and
obsolescence in our budget, and we
would subject every dollar, taxpayer
dollar, to the harshest scrutiny.
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We are prepared to make tough deci-
sions to get our fiscal house in order,
but we will not sacrifice key invest-
ments that are helping our economy
grow, our small businesses expand. And
we need to make more investments in
small business, not less, and help our
workers find jobs.

We said from the beginning of this
Congress Democrats will measure
every effort by whether it creates jobs,
strengthens the middle class, and re-
duces the deficit. The resolution before
us today does none of the above.
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I think it’s interesting just to make
a contrast between the first month of
this Republican majority and our first
days here in the Congress. Most of
what we proposed is along the line,
some of it signed by President Bush in
a bipartisan way.

H.R. 1 enacts the 9/11 Commission
recommendations. This is 2007. The 9/11
Commission recommendations had not
been enacted by the Republican Con-
gress. We know our first responsibility
is to keep the American people safe.
H.R. 1, now the law of the land.

Raise the minimum wage. Economic
fairness. It hadn’t been raised in over a
decade of Republican rule, and we
raised the minimum wage and it be-
came the law. Making college more af-
fordable, which is now the law of the
land. We also had the Energy Independ-
ence Act as part of our Six for 06, much
of which is signed into law by Presi-
dent Bush at the end of that Congress
and his term.

A couple initiatives did not become
law. One of them was to remove the
subsidies we give to Big Oil to give
them an incentive to drill. Big Oil,
which has made $1 trillion in profit
over the last 10 years, does not need
billions of dollars in taxpayer money to
have an incentive to drill for oil.

And so on this side, H.R. 1, instead of
enacting the 9/11 Commission rec-
ommendations, lowering the minimum
wage, making us more energy inde-
pendent, making college more afford-
able, H.R. 1: repeal the health care bill.
No prospect of success in doing that, no
hearings leading up to it; but, nonethe-
less, a filler for the floor, red meat for
those of the health insurance industry,
which opposes giving leverage to Amer-
ica’s patients and consumers by saying
that they will not be deterred from
having coverage because they have a
preexisting medical condition, or keep-
ing kids on their parents’ policies until
they are 26 years old. That’s what they
wanted to repeal. Again, red meat for
the industry, for the special interests,
no jobs for the American people.

In the weeks ahead, we must renew
our focus on job creation. Let’s vote on
bills that grow our economy through
innovation, public-private partner-
ships, and tackle unemployment head
on. Together, we can help Americans
create jobs, rebuilding America in a
very green way; and the technologies
we will develop will make us and keep
us number one, investing in transpor-
tation and manufacturing and clean
energy and new technologies and indus-
tries and in small businesses.

As my colleague Mr. HOYER reminds
us every minute: If we make it in
America, America’s families can make
it in America. Let’s set our path on
doing that, instead of frivolously using
10 hours that are unnecessary, but they
are for only one purpose: you have
nothing else to offer.

Today, we can keep our recovery on
track and put Americans to work. I
urge our colleagues to vote ‘‘no’”” on
this resolution, not that we don’t think
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we should subject regulation to scru-
tiny, but because we think we
shouldn’t waste the public’s time on
this when it’s already being done in
committee and we should be having a
debate, a lively debate, on what the
best approach is to create jobs, grow
the economy, reduce the deficit, and
strengthen the middle class.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia, my friend, Ms. SANCHEZ.

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. I thank my colleague from Flor-
ida. And, Mr. Speaker, I urge my Re-
publican colleagues to focus their pri-
orities on saving and creating jobs, in-
stead of spending 10 hours debating
what Congress already has the power
to do. We already have the power of
oversight over the Federal agencies.
And if 10 hours were not enough to de-
bate this, imagine the 54 hearings al-
ready scheduled by the Republicans to
focus on redebating the health care re-
form. Americans remember, we debated
that for almost 2 years, but they took
the vote on getting rid of the health
care reform before they are ever even
doing the 54 hearings.

Listen, we do oversight. Actually, a
legislative and authorizing committee
like the ones I sit on, be it Homeland
Security or the Armed Services Com-
mittee, we already have the power to
do that; and the Republicans hold the
chairmanship. The chairman gets to
decide what the committee does. Just
tell your chairman, let’s do oversight.
It’s really straightforward.

We don’t have to spend 10 hours on C-
SPAN telling the American people, oh,
my gosh, we’ve got to pass a resolution
telling the committees to do oversight.
We already have that. We are already
doing that. We have already got sub-
committees. On Armed Services Com-
mittees, we have an oversight com-
mittee. I hope your chairmen know
what they’re doing. They don’t need a
resolution telling them to do their job.
Or do they? We need jobs. Americans
want jobs. That’s what we want. When
I go home, we want jobs.

Build it in America. The Build Amer-
ica Bonds, I am a cosponsor of that.
Mr. HASTINGS, I'm so glad you’re going
to bring that up. Let’s pass that. For
every dollar that we spend in that pro-
gram, $40 at the local, State, and pri-
vate levels is used towards that.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to my good friend, the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Let me
thank the gentleman from Florida and
as well my good friend from Texas on
managing of this time.

Mr. Speaker, I know that there’s a
great opportunity to be redundant
sometimes. And I would imagine that
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any American would consider 9 hours
of debating the authority of oversight,
which is vested in all of our commit-
tees, to be redundant. But let me share
just a few points of opportunity.

First of all, in the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, having served as the
chairwoman of the Transportation Se-
curity Committee, we introduced H.R.
2200, which would heighten the security
for the Nation’s mass transit. Jobs
being created, of course, but also secur-
ing the homeland. The idea of increas-
ing the professionalism of TSA or TSO
officers, again, providing enhanced
training for jobs, but also in essence
protecting the homeland. These are
quick and ready issues that could be
addressed in the time allotted for de-
bating redundancy.

Let me also congratulate my good
friend on the infrastructure bank, be-
cause infrastructure creates jobs, the
high-speed rail that our President is
announcing, hearings to be able to as-
sess how we can move quickly on in-
vesting in high-speed rail to create
jobs.

Or, for example, as one of my col-
leagues and I mentioned in a hearing as
well, a number of our airlines are using
overseas airline repair stations. Bring-
ing those back to the United States
would create and provide more jobs.
Again, an action item that could be
done through this Congress, creating
jobs.

So my question is, When will we get
to the discussion of how we rebuild
America? When will we get to answer-
ing the question, why, in some of our
cities, huge sink holes exist where
trucks, buses, and cars fall into sink
holes because of the lack of resources
in infrastructure. When will we fix the
flooding that goes on in this country to
avoid natural disasters?

So let me thank you for this time,
but I'm ready to go to work in creating
jobs for America.
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, thanks for the oppor-
tunity to be here today on this impor-
tant bill. What I want to say to you is
continually we need to make the point
that this bill is all about referring to
committees the opportunity for them
to look at onerous rules and regula-
tions.

I would like to bring up just one
more burdensome regulation. Milk con-
tains animal fat, and the EPA has sug-
gested that milk storage could be regu-
lated under the Clean Water Act as
large oil tanks. It is estimated that it
would cost U.S. dairy farmers thou-
sands of dollars to come into compli-
ance with such a regulation that would
be exactly the same as large oil tanks.
The EPA, only after congressional
pressure, has signaled that it would fi-
nalize an exemption for milk. However,
it has yet to do so and continues to
drag its feet. Meanwhile, farmers are
having to face what is a burdensome
regulation.
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Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER),
the chairman of the Rules Committee.

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, it is true
that this is all about creating jobs. Job
creation and economic growth is our
number one priority.

I have been listening to this debate
over the last few minutes and have
come to a really striking conclusion.
My colleagues on the other side of the
aisle seem to believe that Democrats
believe that the government creates
jobs, and we believe that the American
people create jobs, and our goal is to
get out of the way so that in fact that
can happen. We want the government
to get out of the way so that that can
happen.

Now, my friend from Santa Ana ear-
lier was talking about the fact that
this institution has the ability to pro-
ceed with oversight to deal with these
onerous regulations. Everyone seems
to acknowledge that the regulations
are great, but the fact of the matter is,
in 2009, the Obama administration pro-
pounded 59 major new regulations; in
2010 it was 61; and under the permanent
bailout bill, it is projected there will be
218 new regulations dealing with 11
agencies that will be impinging on the
ability for economic growth.

We know that the average cost per
employee for small businesses, busi-
nesses with 20 or fewer employees, is
$10,685. That is the average per em-
ployee cost for businesses with fewer
than 20 employees. That is a study that
came out last September from Lafay-
ette University. So it is obvious that
we have been talking about this regu-
latory burden undermining the poten-
tial for job creation and economic
growth. This is all about creating jobs,
contrary to what so many of my
friends on the other side of the aisle
are making.

We had in our pledge—we said we are
going to rein in the red tape. That is
the priority we established last sum-
mer when we came forward with our
Pledge to America, and I am very
gratified to see that the President has
followed through with his Executive
order to try and deal with the regu-
latory burden.

We know that in The Wall Street
Journal he penned a very important
piece in which he recognized that this
regulatory burden is very great and
needs to be reduced, and, of course, we
saw the President’s speech before the
United States Chamber of Commerce in
which he talked about the problems of
regulation and his priority of ensuring
that we do that.

Why is it that we have this resolu-
tion? Let me say I greatly appreciate
the fact that my good friend, the vice
chairman of the Rules Committee from
Dallas, Mr. SESSIONS, has authored this
important resolution. Why? Because we
believe that this institution, with the
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strength of a strong, bold, bipartisan
vote, saying to committees that we un-
derstand that when you have a $10,585
per employee cost for small businesses
with fewer than 20 employees due to
regulation, that we need to have a
laser-like approach on dealing with
that regulatory burden. That is why we
are here. That is why we are doing this.

So we believe that the signal that
this resolution will send, Mr. Speaker,
will go a long way toward letting the
American people know, the market-
place know, that we are going to be
committed in a bipartisan way to get-
ting input from both Democrats and
Republicans to try and rein in this reg-
ulatory burden that exists and under-
mines the potential for job creation
and economic growth. So I think that
we will have a strong bipartisan vote
on the measure, and I urge my col-
leagues to vote for it.

I say that I look forward, as I have
upstairs in the Rules Committee, to
continuing my effort to reach out to
Democrats, to working with them on
thoughtful proposals that they have,
because there are good ideas that come
from both sides, and I believe that as
we tackle the issue of regulatory re-
form that both sides will be able to
participate.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, in the Rules Com-
mittee, the chairman and two other
Members cited repeatedly the January
18 article offered by President Obama
that appeared in The Wall Street Jour-
nal. Interestingly, they leave out one
section of what the President did, in
fact, say. They do say, and I agree that
he said in the article, ‘“‘Sometimes
those rules have gotten out of balance,
placing unreasonable burdens on busi-
ness, burdens that have stifled innova-
tion and had a chilling effect on growth
and jobs.” That is where they stop. But
the President in that article goes on:
““At other times, we fail to meet our
basic responsibility to protect the pub-
lic interest, leading to disastrous con-
sequences.”’

If you recall, Mr. Speaker, earlier I
began by saying what a lack of regula-
tion caused at the Securities and Ex-
change Commission. The President, in
The Wall Street Journal article, says,
““Such was the case in the run-up to the
financial crisis, from which we are still
recovering. There, a lack of proper
oversight and transparency nearly led
to the collapse of the financial markets
and a full-scale depression.”

Now, that began before Barack
Obama was President of the United
States. Most of us, especially those of
us on the floor that are senior Mem-
bers, were here in November when Sec-
retary Paulson came here and cited
with 3% pages in his hands that the
whole financial system of this country
was about to collapse; and I, along with
countless others, thought that that
was the case, and we worked in a bipar-
tisan fashion, I might add, to do what
we could to shore it up.



H620

‘“Over the past 2 years,” the Presi-
dent said, ‘‘the goal of my administra-
tion has been to strike the right bal-
ance, and today I am signing an execu-
tive order that makes clear that this is
the operating principle of our govern-
ment.”

Then what else do we need? Here is
what we did one month ago, just one
month ago. We approved the rules
under which committees must, and I
repeat, one, lay out a written plan for
overseeing Federal regulations; and,
two, conduct oversight through hear-
ings and investigations and provide the
American people a written report on
the results of that oversight twice a
year.

The rules even specifically tell com-
mittees to review, and I am quoting
from the rules that we passed for the
House of Representatives for the 112th
Congress, they tell the committees ‘‘to
review specific problems with Federal
Rules, regulations, statutes and court
decisions that are ambiguous, arbi-
trary or nonsensical, or that impose se-
vere financial burdens on individuals.”
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Mr. Speaker, I find it passing
strange, then, that we would come here
today and say that we are doing some-
thing constructive and substantive for
the membership. My friend Mr. SES-
SIONS said earlier that we’re going to
give every Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives who so chooses during
that 9% hours an opportunity to speak
out on the regulations and to have
what they would offer to the commit-
tees for regulation oversight. But what
he fails to say is that we’re proceeding
under a closed rule.

Now, it isn’t that the American pub-
lic always understands this Wash-
ington inside-baseball closed rule, open
rule, modified rule. He was going to fix
it, he says, by offering the Democrats a
motion to recommit, as if that would
then provide all the substantive input
that Members could have. One of the
reasons we have a Rules Committee is
so that Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives can come to the Rules
Committee to offer amendments to
proposals. The proposal that we are
here on today is regulatory reform. Not
one amendment was permitted nor will
be permitted under this rule. We can
come down here and talk all we want,
but it won’t change anything sub-
stantively about this rule. As I have in-
dicated, Democrats are not opposed to
conducting proper oversight. If there
are superfluous or excessive regula-
tions clearly of no benefit to the Amer-
ican people, then we ought to take a
hard look at how best to eliminate
them.

Mr. Speaker, may 1 inquire how
much time I have remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has 6% minutes remaining.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield 1%
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY).

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. I thank
my good friend from Florida.
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Mr. Speaker, we’re more than 5
weeks into this Congress and the ma-
jority has yet to bring to the floor even
a single bill aimed at job creation. Yes-
terday I asked, Where is the job cre-
ation agenda? The American people
have said loud and clear job creation
should be our top priority, and the Re-
publicans have pledged a ‘‘laser-like
focus” on the issue. Today they're
planning 10 hours of meaningless de-
bate to instruct committees to do over-
sight which they should be doing any-
how. Let me offer an alternative.

Today I introduced H.R. 11, legisla-
tion to extend the successful Build
America Bonds program—a jobs bill.
During the last 2 years, $4.4 billion
from the Recovery Act leveraged $181
billion in new bonds at the State and
local levels. And $181 billion is needed
in construction, bridge, and road re-
pairs—$181 billion in job creation. My
own State of Virginia issued $3.3 billion
of those bonds in 45 distinct projects,
and Nationwide, hundreds of thousands
of jobs were created. We can create
hundreds of thousands more if we ex-
tend this program. So I ask my col-
leagues, if you’re serious about job cre-
ation, support H.R. 11.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, with all due respect to my
colleague Mr. SESSIONS, as a matter of
comity, it was pointed out to me by
the chairman that I could have asked
him. I was of the opinion that the
Speaker would give the direction you
did, and therefore I apologize to Mr.
SESSIONS for that.

But Democrats now stand for the
wholesale undertaking of what is nec-
essary to provide essential public safe-
ty measures and crucial economic ben-
efits. We will not stand for Republicans
eliminating rules that prevent pol-
luters from dumping toxic waste into
drinking water resources. We will not
stand for Republicans eliminating rules
that prevent Wall Street greed from
forcing people out of their homes. And
Democrats will not stand for Repub-
licans eliminating rules which ensure
that Americans can purchase food at
the grocery store without worrying
about getting life-threatening ill-
nesses.

While we won’t object to Republicans
wanting to debate the efficiency of
Federal regulations, we do object to
spending 9% hours debating what ev-
eryone has already agreed to. House
committees are already required to
conduct oversight. They already exam-
ine Federal regulations. And they al-
ready promulgate legislation making
changes to Federal law. Wasting this
body’s time debating this matter only
serves to underscore that Republicans
still have no plan for improving the
economy and no interest, it does ap-
pear, in prioritizing legislation that
will create jobs and best serve the
American people.

In the 9% hours this body will debate
today and tomorrow this entirely un-
necessary, inconsequential resolution,
not a single regulation will be im-
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proved, not a single law will be
changed, and not a single job will be
created. The American people watching
know that this is simply a waste of
time. They know it is nothing but
empty rhetoric. And they know that a
9%%-hour ideological rant is no replace-
ment for the job-creating measures our
Nation so desperately needs.

If we defeat the previous question,
Mr. Speaker, as I announced earlier, 1
will offer an amendment to the rule to
provide that immediately after the
House adopts this rule, it will bring up
H.R. 11, the Build America Bonds to
Create Jobs Now Act.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, Big
Government is still alive and well on
the floor today. Big Government is
going to spend people’s money from
back home. Spending, spending, spend-
ing—all about the government.

Well, that’s why the Republican
Party is the majority party on the
floor of the House of Representatives
now, because the American people saw
the effects of huge government, bigger
government, and rules and regulations.

Mr. Speaker, you heard me earlier
say that my Republican colleagues and
I are committed to putting Americans
back to work. We believe that what
happens in Washington can aid and
help the free enterprise system by tell-
ing the story, putting the spotlight,
showing the light of day on the rules
and regulations that are costing busi-
ness $1.7 trillion a year, which takes
resources away from the activities that
they would have of job creation and
keeping our job growth, innovation,
and our economy stable.

While small businesses are getting
hit harder than any other firms in the
United States, now is the time to pro-
vide that relief to these businesses so
that they can reinvest in themselves,
create jobs, and level out the economy.
This Republican Congress remains
committed to scaling back some of the
43 major regulations imposed in the
last year by the Obama administration
that would add $28 billion annually.

Mr. Speaker, it’s obvious to me that
we must do better.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. HASTINGS of Florida is as fol-
lows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 73 OFFERED BY

MR. HASTINGS OF FLORIDA

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections:

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House
resolved into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 11) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the Build
America Bonds program. The first reading of
the bill shall be dispensed with. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the Majority
Leader and Minority Leader or their respec-
tive designees. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. All points of order against
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provisions in the bill are waived. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered
on the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions. If the Committee of the Whole
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after
the third daily order of business under clause
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of
the Whole for further consideration of the
bill.

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of the bill speci-
fied in section 2—of this resolution.

(The information contained herein was
provided by the Republican Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 110th and
111th Congresses.)

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT IT
REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
‘“‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Republican majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution .. . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
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““‘Amending Special Rules” states: ‘“‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 514, EXTENDING COUN-
TERTERRORISM AUTHORITIES

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 79 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 79

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 514) to extend expir-
ing provisions of the USA PATRIOT Im-
provement and Reauthorization Act of 2005
and Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Pre-
vention Act of 2004 relating to access to busi-
ness records, individual terrorists as agents
of foreign powers, and roving wiretaps until
December 8, 2011. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived. The bill
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill are
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill to final passage
without intervening motion except: (1) one
hour of debate, with 40 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
the Judiciary and 20 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Permanent Select
Committee on Intelligence; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit.

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield the customary 30 min-
utes to my good friend and Rules Com-
mittee colleague, the gentleman from
Boulder (Mr. PoL1s), pending which I
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yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, 18 days
from now, three key provisions of the
Patriot Act are set to expire, leaving a
gap in our national security frame-
work. Today’s underlying legislation
would temporarily—and I underscore
the word, Mr. Speaker—temporarily
extend these provisions to allow for the
development of a long-term solution,
with the many questions that are out
there.
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With strong bipartisan support, the
previous Congress simply passed a
blanket 1l-year extension without ad-
dressing any of the underlying chal-
lenges, questions and controversies. I
am the first to admit that there are
challenges, questions and controversies
that relate to the Patriot Act. Unfortu-
nately—and again, it was by a vote of
315-97 on February 25 of last year, Mr.
Speaker—we went through that entire
year. But guess what. Not a single
hearing was conducted subsequent to
the passage of that extension. Not a
single hearing over the past year has
been held.

I feel very confident that my col-
leagues who have joined me on the
floor here from the Judiciary Com-
mittee—Mr. LUNGREN, who is here
right now, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, who
chairs the Crime Subcommittee, and
Mr. GOHMERT—I mean, these gentlemen
and I have just had a conversation, Mr.
Speaker, in which they have made an
absolute commitment that this Con-
gress will not make the mistake that
was made over the past year. Following
this short-term extension, we will have
a thorough oversight process in which
the committees of jurisdiction will
take a very close look at how we pur-
sue the terrorists who threaten our
homeland.

Now, everybody acknowledges that
this is not only controversial, not only
filled with questions and not only filled
with challenges, but that it is very,
very complicated. The individuals and
networks who seek to do harm to
Americans change and adapt every sin-
gle day. Mr. LUNGREN and I were just
having a conversation in which we
were looking at the situation that ex-
isted a decade ago, right after Sep-
tember 11. The threat is much different
today than it was 10 years ago, and
that’s why we need to recognize that
they are constantly changing and
adapting their tactics to try and undo
the United States of America and the
free world. Staying one step ahead re-
quires a tremendous amount of flexi-
bility, ingenuity, coordination, and of
course the right law enforcement tools.

Just today, Secretary of Homeland
Security Janet Napolitano said that
the threat that exists today—and Mr.
GOHMERT just showed it to me on his
iPad; it’s on the front of one of the
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newspapers around here—is as great as
it has been since September 11. Then
when I said it to Mr. LUNGREN, he re-
minded me that it’s a different threat,
a different threat today than the one
that we faced in the past. That’s why
flexibility, ingenuity, and coordination
are absolutely essential if we are going
to proceed.

We need to ensure that we are taking
all necessary steps while fully pro-
tecting the rights of all Americans. I
want to underscore that this is one of
the reasons that, going back 10 years,
as we were legislating through the
prism of September 11, I was very in-
sistent that we have the ability to have
oversight and to look and make sure
that we are not undermining the rights
of the American people. We need to en-
sure that that is a priority as we pro-
ceed.

This process is going to be a lengthy
process over the next 10 months. It is
not a process that can be resolved in
the 7 legislative days that exist be-
tween now and February 28 when this
is scheduled to expire. In the imme-
diate term, it is imperative that we
temporarily extend the expiring provi-
sions to ensure that we do not suddenly
create glaring loopholes in our na-
tional security. It is imperative that
we commit to a comprehensive and,
yes, transparent process. I had a con-
versation downstairs with my Cali-
fornia colleague, Mr. ROHRABACHER. All
the way to when this measure comes to
the floor, we want to ensure that we
have an open and transparent process
when it comes to changes/modifica-
tions to the Patriot Act, and we want
amendments to be considered. We want
there to be a free-flowing debate as we
proceed.

Mr. Speaker, the last piece of legisla-
tion, the resolution that we were just
discussing, has to do with job creation
and economic growth because we want
to unleash the potential of American
workers by freeing them from the oner-
ous regulations that have been imposed
on them. Some might ask, Is this in
fact a jobs bill? Well, I think about
what happened to our Nation’s econ-
omy following September 11 of 2001. We
all know the devastation that took
place. The New York Stock Exchange
had to close down for a week. We saw
tremendous disruptions in our econ-
omy and the job force.

This measure is designed to ensure
our national security. Without na-
tional security, we won’t have the po-
tential to save and create jobs in this
country. So as we are enjoying eco-
nomic recovery today, I see this meas-
ure as being critical to our quest for
sustained job creation and economic
growth, and believe that they are so in-
extricably tied that it is essential that
we put this extension in place so that,
over the next 10 months, nothing will
be done to undermine the security and
the safety of our fellow Americans.

The five most important words in the
middle of the Preamble of the Con-
stitution, Mr. Speaker, are ‘‘provide for
the common defense.”
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That is what priority number one is.

Mr. LUNGREN and I were talking
about this yesterday morning at the
Republican Conference. It is absolutely
essential that we recognize that as our
number one priority because providing
for the common defense and ensuring
our security ensures that our economic
security with the potential for job cre-
ation will be able to be sustained.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues in
a bipartisan way—since we had a vote
of 315-97 on February 25 of last year
and with, again, strong bipartisan sup-
port from many, many, many Demo-
crats who, unfortunately, chose to vote
“no’” when we had this under suspen-
sion of the rules, now we are consid-
ering it under a process. This is bipar-
tisan, by the way. When a measure is
not successful under suspension of the
rules, Democrats and Republicans alike
bring measures to the floor under this
process that we are considering this
measure today.

So I urge my colleagues to support
this so that we can proceed with the
very important work that Messrs. SEN-
SENBRENNER, LUNGREN, GOHMERT, and
others will be pursuing.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the Patriot
Act is a bill that has been plagued with
abuse since it was first passed, and to-
day’s rule is yet another example of
short-circuiting the system that our
Founding Fathers set up. If there were
ever the need for the close supervision
and congressional oversight of a law, it
is a law that discusses how and under
what conditions a government can spy
on its own citizens. After 10 years of
public record, we all agree there are
some clear sections of the law that can
be improved; but instead of debating
these sections of the law to better find
that balance between protecting what
makes it special to be Americans and
protecting our national security, the
Republican leadership has decided to
ram through this bill with as little de-
bate as possible.

Mr. Speaker, we spent an hour earlier
discussing how we will spend 9% hours
discussing the organizational aspects
of the House committee structure. Yet,
for something that cuts to our core
identity as Americans, we only have an
hour under the rule and an hour under
the bill to discuss it in its entirety.

This bill would reauthorize three of
the most troubling provisions in the
Patriot Act. Again, instead of actually
debating the merits of these provisions
and coming up with solutions that both
sides can agree on to protect what it
means to be an American, the Repub-
lican leadership has attempted first to
force it through under the suspension
calendar and now under a closed rule,
the most restrictive kind of rule.

In spite of their plethora of promises
to change the culture of Congress, this
bill looks like it’s being done under old
business. On such an important issue,
one that affects our national security
and the civil liberties of every Amer-
ican, one that goes right to the heart
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of what it means to be an American
and to our identity as citizens of this
great Republic, the Republican major-
ity has reverted to short-circuiting the
system and closing down discussion.

Just yesterday, they held the vote
open for more than half an hour, pres-
suring Members to switch votes.
Thankfully, the effort failed to muster
the majority, and that’s why we are
here before you today with an addi-
tional hour to discuss the Patriot Act,
which is woefully insufficient; but I
think the American people can be
grateful that Members on both sides of
the aisle stood up and said at least let’s
have more discussion about this. Only
after failing to jam through the bill as
a suspension bill did the Republican
leadership bring it up under a rule.

The Judiciary Committee, which the
Republicans argue has not had time to
look at this or to consider this under
the normal process, has actually al-
ready had several hearings in the past
few weeks on other topics. Apparently,
the topic of abortion was important
enough on which to have a discussion
by the Judiciary Committee but not
the topic of the security of the Amer-
ican people and our civil rights as
Americans.
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So why can’t the Judiciary Com-
mittee find the time to even hold a
hearing to discuss an issue this impor-
tant that cuts the very definition of
what it means to be American? Even if
a little more time is needed, a month,
2 months, why isn’t there a 30-day ex-
tension, a 60-day extension before us
instead of a 10-month extension? It
should not be used as an excuse to pre-
vent all proceedings from moving for-
ward.

Mr.
yield?

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

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

I will explain why it is that we have
more than a 30-day extension. As I
said, with the controversies, the chal-
lenge and the absolute humongous task
that is faced, we know that the legisla-
tive process takes a while, and to have
that 10 months’ extension is essential
for them to do their work.

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, I
think there would be broader agree-
ment perhaps if there was a 60-day ex-
tension and then perhaps a need for an-
other 60-day extension if there was no
legislative business completed, but
putting it off 10 months or a year can
actually give an excuse not to bring to
the forefront these very important
issues that need to be dealt with.

This body can produce results. The
single most significant bill was H.R. 2,
the repeal of an entire body of health
care law, and somehow there was the
ability to bring that to the floor within
days of the opening of the new Con-
gress.

You know, both parties want to en-
sure that the government has the tools

DREIER. Will the gentleman



February 10, 2011

we need to fight terrorism. We can all
agree that the Patriot Act has issues
that need to be resolved. If we can
move this bill through the regular
order, I'm confident that the Judiciary
Committee can make improvements
that they’ve already discussed in prior
session. In fact, just last year, the Ju-
diciary Committee reported out by
voice vote reform measures that would
improve the Patriot Act and add real
oversight.

It’s clear that there is bipartisan sup-
port to improve this bill. Even as we
speak, the Senate is debating three dif-
ferent versions of the reauthorization
bill, and yet here in the House, we have
only this one, originally scheduled
with hardly any debate and now with a
very closed structure and no ability for
Members of either party to offer
amendments.

Apart from its procedural flaws, the
reauthorization fails to provide the ad-
ministration the tools and support it
truly needs. The administration, which
does support reauthorizing the Patriot
Act, has repeatedly asked for a real re-
authorization rather than the short-
term extensions that increase the un-
certainty surrounding long-term plan-
ning, intelligence, and law enforcement
as they carry out this mission. Instead
of a patch that will get us through an-
other few months at the expense of the
civil liberties of the American people,
we need the opportunity to truly work
together to fix this bill.

Specifically, this bill would reauthor-
ize three provisions: section 215, 206,
and 6001 of the Intelligence Reform and
Terrorism Prevention Act.

Section 215 allows the government to
capture any tangible thing that might
be relevant to terrorist investigations.
This includes your medical records,
your diary, even what books you’ve
checked out of the library and what
Web sites you visited. In the past,
these orders were limited to narrow
classes of business and records, but the
specific facts pertain to any agent of a
foreign power, and the Patriot Act has
swept away these basic requirements.
In fact, it was reported by a bookstore
that the information regarding every-
body who purchased biographical books
about Osama bin Laden had been re-
quested.

The justification used for this provi-
sion is that the government needs to
have the ability to protect our national
security, and yet this goes against the
basic constitutional notions of search
and seizure. We ought to seriously con-
sider making changes to this section
instead of blindly giving the govern-
ment the ability to spy on its citizens.

Let me just give a few examples—and
I think this will come as some surprise
to many people—of the transgressions
that have already occurred, the af-
fronts to our civil liberties and free-
doms as Americans that have already
occurred under the Patriot Act.

Perhaps some of us have taken
Christmas vacations to Las Vegas.
Well, there is a list of 300,000 people
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that visited Las Vegas in Christmas of
2003 that according to an article in the
Las Vegas Review Journal said the ca-
sino operators said they turned over
the names and other guest information
on an estimated 270,000 visitors. Now, I
think a lot of people don’t expect that
to happen when they visit Las Vegas.

There needs to be an oversight proc-
ess in place to ensure that, when ex-
treme measures are necessary that
interfere with our privacy, it goes
through the right channels. This par-
ticular incident, even the FBI conceded
that the personal records had not borne
out a particular threat.

The Patriot Act has been used more
than 150 times to secretly search indi-
viduals’ homes, and 90 percent of those
cases have had nothing to do with ter-
rorism.

The Patriot Act was used against
Brandon Mayfield, a Muslim American,
innocent of any crime, to tap his
phones, seize his property, copy his
computer files, spy on his children,
take his DNA, all without his knowl-
edge, Mr. Speaker.

It’s been used to coerce an Internet
service provider to divulge information
about Web surfing and Internet activ-
ity and then gagged that provider, pre-
venting them from even saying that
their information had been com-
promised.

It’s been used to charge, obtain, and
prosecute a Muslim student in Idaho
for posting Internet Web site links to
materials that were found objection-
able by some, even though those same
links were available on a U.S. Govern-
ment Web site.

Mr. Speaker, part of what makes
America special is the balance between
our civil liberties and our rights as
Americans and our national security.
When so many Members of Congress, so
many Americans on both sides of the
aisle, of all ideologies, feel that we can
do better, I think we owe it to the peo-
ple of this country to do better and
have a better process as a Congress, to
improve the Patriot Act to help pro-
tect our liberties and keep us safe over
the long term.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds to say that I agree
with much of what my friend from
Boulder has said.

I will say this. It was February 25 of
last year that a 1-year extension was
provided and not a single hearing held.
It is very important that we deal with
these questions that my friend has
raised, and we have them as well. They
need to be addressed.

The administration has come out in
strong support of this extension.
They’d like to have the extension not a
30- or 60-day; they’d like this extension
to go to December of 2013 if they had
their way. That’s what the Statement
of Administration Policy says.

And so, Mr. Speaker, I've got to say
that I believe that we are very much on
the right track to ensure that we get
those issues addressed.
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I now yield 4 minutes to my friend
from Menomonee Falls (Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER), the author of this extension
and the chairman of the Crime Sub-
committee, who will be explaining in
great detail the challenges that we
face.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, first of all, the argument that has
been advanced by my colleague from
Colorado just doesn’t mesh with the
facts, and maybe I can give him a little
bit of historical background.

First of all, I was the chairman of the
full Judiciary Committee on Sep-
tember 11. When the Patriot Act was
introduced, we had two hearings and a
full committee markup. The Senate
didn’t have that, even though it was
controlled by the Democrats, and there
were long negotiations to come up with
the original Patriot Act that the Presi-
dent signed.

At that time, I insisted that there be
a sunset provision on all of the 16 addi-
tional provisions of the Patriot Act
that expanded law enforcement powers,
and I gave the commitment as chair-
man of the committee I would hold
hearings on each of these 16 provisions,
subsequently increased to 17, before the
sunset expired, and I did.

At that time, the testimony was very
clear that there was no controversy
over making permanent 14 of the 16
provisions, and the Patriot Act exten-
sion did that. The three provisions that
were not made permanent were the
ones that were in controversy, and
most of the complaints advanced by
my friend from Colorado (Mr. POLIS)
were on the 14 provisions, that there
were no abuses that were brought out
during the 2005 hearings.

Now, let me talk about the three pro-
visions that do expire that are the sub-
ject of the underlying bill.

First of all, section 206, the roving
wiretap authority. Law enforcement
has had this authority on organized
crime and drug pushing since 1986. The
Patriot Act expanded it to include ter-
rorism. There has been no constitu-
tional challenge that has been filed
against section 206.

Section 6001, which was the 17th pro-
vision and the lone wolf provision, says
that someone who can be investigated
under the Patriot Act doesn’t have to
be a member of an identifiable group
like al Qaeda in order for the Patriot
Act’s provisions to come into play.
Constitutionality of that is unchal-
lenged.
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Now section 215, which is the busi-
ness records provision, there was a con-
stitutional challenge and it was with-
drawn. The challenge was in the case of
Muslim Community Association v.
Ashcroft which was filed in the Eastern
District of Michigan. The plaintiff in
that case alleged that section 215 vio-
lated the First, Fourth and Fifth
Amendments to the Constitution. The
2005 reauthorization of the Patriot Act
amended section 215, and as a result of
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the amendment, the plaintiffs with-
drew their complaint. We had solved
those problems.

So, much of what we hear today are
about issues that were made perma-
nent because there really wasn’t an
issue, or something that involves other
types of law enforcement activity
other than the Patriot Act.

This Congress, I am the chairman of
the Subcommittee on Crime, and we
will have those hearings before this ex-
tension expires on December 8, and we
will give everybody a chance to thor-
oughly air their complaints just like I
promised and just like I delivered in
2005. And when the record is brought up
to date, I hope that the Members will
confine their debate to what is actually
in the expiring provisions of the Pa-
triot Act rather than talking about a
lot of other things, some of which don’t
even involve the Patriot Act whatso-
ever.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. JOHNSON), a member of the Ju-
diciary Committee.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I appreciate the historical account
that was just delivered by my col-
league on the Judiciary Committee,
former Chairman SENSENBRENNER, and
I have abundant respect and admira-
tion for him and his motives and his
desire to protect the civil rights that
we all hold dear. But I find it dis-
turbing that today we’re going to start
out on a 9%-hour debate on a meaning-
less, redundant measure that simply
instructs Congress and its committees
to review regulations and we could be
spending that time dealing with such a
very important, serious issue such as
reauthorization of this so-called Pa-
triot Act.

This bill is too serious, it’s too im-
portant, to be reauthorized without
any hearings, no markups, no oppor-
tunity for amendments. I was glad to
be one of the true patriots to vote
against this measure when it was
brought to the floor yesterday on a sus-
pension of the rules without due con-
sideration by our Judiciary Com-
mittee.

There is bipartisan consensus that
these provisions need some improve-
ment—roving wiretaps, the lone wolf
provisions, especially business records.
While the threat of terrorism is real
and law enforcement must have the
right tools to protect Americans, any
counterterrorism measure must have a
solid constitutional footing and respect
the privacy and civil liberties of the
American people.

If Congress reauthorizes these provi-
sions with no changes, Americans will
remain subject to warrantless intru-
sions into their personal affairs and a
gross overreach of Federal investiga-
tive authority that could be and has
been abused. It’s just not how we do
things in this country, ladies and gen-
tlemen.

Rather than taking the time to craft
reforms that will better protect private
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citizens’ communications and privacy
from overbroad government surveil-
lance, the Republican Party simply
wants to ram this bill through without
providing any opportunity for anybody
to offer amendments that would im-
prove the bill.

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

Mr. POLIS. I yield the gentleman an
additional 30 seconds.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. We all ac-
knowledge that law enforcement needs
new tools to keep up with 21st century
threats, but surely it’s our responsi-
bility in Congress to reexamine legisla-
tion that was hurried through Congress
in the wake of 9/11 to make sure it lives
up to our national ideals.

Because this bill fails to contain any
checks and balances to prevent law en-
forcement abuses and protect civil lib-
erties, I must oppose the rule and the
underlying bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds to say to my good
friend from Georgia that no one is try-
ing to ram anything through at this
point. President Obama strongly sup-
ports this extension, I would say to my
friend. He, in fact, wants it to go to De-
cember of 2013. We had a 1-year exten-
sion that was put into place, passed
here by a vote of 315-97 on February 25,
2010.

There was a commitment then, and
certainly people inferred, that we
would have hearings. There was not a
single hearing held during that entire
period of time, and we’ve made an ab-
solute commitment. We’ve just heard
from the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER). We are about to
hear from the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LUNGREN), the chairman of
the Cybersecurity Subcommittee, that
we are going to, in fact, have the proc-
ess that my friend desires.

Mr. Speaker, I now yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from Gold River, Cali-
fornia (Mr. LUNGREN), the chairman of
the Cybersecurity Subcommittee.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I thank the chairman of the
Rules Committee for granting me this
time.

I sit on this floor as the author of the
sunset provision that requires us to
consider these three portions of the Pa-
triot Act. I offered that when we had
the reauthorization of the overall bill
because I thought these were three sec-
tions that were at that time controver-
sial and that we ought to be required
to review it. So I did support the au-
thorization for a year that we had last
year, but I fully expected that the Ju-
diciary Committee would hold hearings
so that before this date we would have
acted on any changes that anyone
deemed necessary.

I would say, I am not aware of any
changes that are necessary, and I have
followed this ever since they put the
sunset provisions in. But nonetheless I
had thought that during the last year
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while my friends on the other side were
in charge, we would have acted. As a
matter of fact, I believe our committee
passed out a full reauthorization of the
Patriot Act, that is, the Judiciary
Committee, under the leadership of
Chairman CONYERS, but it was never
brought to the floor for us to consider,
under any rule, open or closed.

So what we are asking for, in concert
with the President of the TUnited
States, is to extend it to the end of this
year so that we can carry out the con-
stitutionally mandated obligation of
oversight.

Chairman SENSENBRENNER, chairman
of the Crime Subcommittee, has a
track record. I believe it was 13 hear-
ings that we held on these subjects. We
went through chapter and verse. We
had the FBI before us. We had the At-
torney General before us. We had the
head of the criminal division before us.
We had the ACLU before us. We had
classified briefings as well as public
hearings. We made some changes in
2005 pursuant to requests and informa-
tion that was presented to us.

Now, I know some of our members
said after they voted against this on
the suspension calendar, ‘“Well, look
this bill’s been in effect for 10 years.
Times have changed.” Yes, they have.
And if we would examine the changes,
we would see that these three provi-
sions are more necessary today than
they were when we first put them into
the law. Why? Because as Secretary
Napolitano, the Secretary in the
Obama administration, stated just
today, we are on as high alert today, as
far as she’s concerned in terms of the
threat, as we have been at any time
since 9/11. And as the two cochairs of
the 9/11 Commission said in testimony
last year, which is basically repeated
by Secretary Napolitano and the head
of the NCTC in testimony this week,
we have a different threat today.
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We have the continuing threat of
those of al Qaeda on the international
scene, still attempting to probe and
find where they might be able to pro-
vide a catastrophic event against the
United States. But the new facts show
that the greater threat to us today is,
as they have said, less consequential
attacks from smaller groups, some not
even officially allied with al Qaeda,
sometimes inspired by them, some-
times incited by them. And these three
provisions go directly to the investiga-
tions that are necessary for us to deter
that.

This is not the regular criminal jus-
tice system where you examine the evi-
dence after the crime has been com-
mitted to try to convict the individual.
This is in the essence of deterrence, to
make sure that we’re not collecting
body parts after the attack has oc-
curred. As a result, we have tried to
make changes in the law that will
allow us to do what the 9/11 Commis-
sion said we couldn’t do beforehand,
connect the dots.
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Why do we have the lone wolf provi-
sion in here? Because that is more and
more the concern we have to have.
Now, this would not apply to Major
Hasan because he is an American cit-
izen. We are talking about lone wolf
provisions for those who are not U.S.
citizens. But he was a lone wolf, if you
want to understand what a lone wolf is.
He wasn’t officially connected with al
Qaeda or anybody else, but he was in
conversation. He was incited by or in-
spired by. And if anybody doesn’t be-
lieve that he committed a terrorist at-
tack, they don’t know what terrorism
is.
You talk about a lone wolf. How
about the guy who was on the airplane
on Christmas a little over a year ago?
That would be a lone wolf. We might
have been able to collect information
on him had we had an opportunity to
get some of this information.

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I yield to the gentleman from
California.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, we have the benefit of
having my friend from Gold River, my
friend from Menomonee Falls here on
the floor, and I would like to ask each
of them, if I might, if they would un-
derscore the commitment that was
raised by the gentleman from Georgia.

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 12 minutes.

I would like to inquire of both my
friends what kind of commitment they
are prepared to make in dealing with
this, in light of the fact that we have
gone for an entire year following the
3156-97 vote passage of this measure
without a single hearing being held.

First, I yield to my friend from
Menomonee Falls, the chairman of the
Crime Subcommittee.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

I plan on doing, with this reauthor-
ization of the Patriot Act, the same
thing I did with the 2005 reauthoriza-
tion of the Patriot Act. Examine every
one of the expiring provisions, let ev-
erybody speak their piece, and let the
House of Representatives work its will.

There have been no civil liberties
violations on these three expiring pro-
visions. They have all been upheld as
constitutional or not challenged. And
we did have a problem with business
records, and we solved that in 2005. So
all of the fears that the gentleman
from Colorado is making I think are a
red herring. We did it when we were in
the majority in the Judiciary Com-
mittee; and unfortunately, when the
other side was in the majority, they
didn’t do it. That’s why we are here
today.

Mr. DREIER. Reclaiming my time, I
would say to my friend that I think it’s
very important to note that, as those
hearings proceed, issues that relate to
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civil liberties will clearly be part of the
hearing process and part of the debate.

Am I correct in concluding that?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. You are ab-
solutely right. I did it 5% years ago,
and you have my commitment I will do
it again.

Mr. DREIER. I appreciate that.

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself an additional 45 seconds.

And I am happy to yield to the gen-
tleman from Gold River to respond to
the question I propounded earlier.

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Absolutely. I mean, the reason I
came to the House of Representatives
was in response to 9/11, to try to make
sure we had the tools necessary to pro-
tect this country from these kinds of
attacks and, at the same time, as
someone who has devoted his entire life
to enforcing the law but with the pro-
tection of civil liberties, to make sure
that is done in this case as well.

Let me just say one last thing about
the roving wiretap. It is not controver-
sial. It has been used in domestic
criminal cases since at least 1980. And
all it does is respond to new tech-
nology.

You have a wiretap that now grants
authority—once proven—grants au-
thority to follow the person with what-
ever device he uses because—guess
what?—most people are not confined to
a single landline today. That’s all this
does. And you would think that we
would have the same provisions we use
against criminals, that we could use
those against those who would want to
destroy Americans and America, ter-
rorists.

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself an additional 30 seconds.

I would just like to say in response to
my friend on the roving wiretap issue,
it is fascinating. As I began my open-
ing remarks, I was talking about the
fact that Mr. GOHMERT showed me his
iPad, which had the headline on that
iPad that the Secretary of Homeland
Security, Janet Napolitano, has indi-
cated that the threat that exists today
is greater than it has been at any time
since September 11, 2001. That tech-
nology didn’t exist back in 2001 or cer-
tainly back in 1980. The roving wiretap
is designed to focus on the potential
terrorist and not on some antiquated
technology that we have.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POLIS. I yield myself 30 seconds.

The gentleman from Wisconsin men-
tioned that he is not aware of abuses
under section 215. I would remind my
colleagues that most of the uses are
classified under 215, and there has not
yvet been a briefing for Members this
Congress for us to make our assess-
ment of whether there have been
abuses of section 215. I have not had a
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briefing nor has there been one offered
here to the Members of the 112th Con-
gress. And I think before we make a de-
cision about section 215, we need to
know how it has been used. That’s a
very simple request.

With that, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. I would like to get
back to first principles here. The First
Amendment, ‘‘Congress shall make no
law respecting an establishment of re-
ligion, or prohibiting the free exercise
thereof; or abridging the freedom of
speech, or of the press, or the right of
the people peaceably to assemble, and
to petition the government for a re-
dress of grievances.”

This Patriot Act represents a whole-
sale abandonment of the right to as-
semble peaceably, of the right of free-
dom of association. This Patriot Act is
a square violation of the Fourth
Amendment, ‘“The right of the people
to be secure in their persons, houses,
papers, and effects, against unreason-
able searches and seizures.”

Now, I can trust my friends on the
other side of the aisle. They are decent
people. This isn’t about Democrat
versus Republican. It’s not about a
Democratic President. It’s not about if
there was a Republican President or if
we will have one in the future. This is
about something actually much more
important than all of us and then who-
ever might be an executive. It’s about
the Constitution of the United States.

Congress made a mistake when it
passed the Patriot Act. Instead of
sunsetting it and being done with it,
we kept the provisions going. Some of
them were made permanent. This law
today, we seek to reauthorize certain
sections of the Patriot Act. What I
maintain is that what we have here is
a destructive undermining of constitu-
tional principles. We can’t just say,
well, let’s trust our friends to do the
right thing. This is about the Constitu-
tion. This is beyond friendship. This is
beyond party. This is beyond who is the
President. So I disagree with President
Obama on this.

It’s interesting. At this very moment
that our President is on television cele-
brating the tremendous movement to-
wards the free will of the people of
Egypt who have suffered real repres-
sion and suppression of their basic lib-
erties, we can celebrate something hap-
pening thousands of miles away, but it
would be much better for America if we
celebrated our Constitution.

What we have done with the Patriot
Act, we have given the government
enormous power. We have given the
government the authority to reach
deeply into people’s private lives, into
their business affairs without a court
order. We need to think about that.
Some people say they don’t want gov-
ernment involved in certain things.
Well, government is involved in a way
that is devastating when you come to
the devastation of constitutional prin-
ciples, you give the FBI the ability to
reach into people’s private lives with-
out a court order.
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I'm telling you, whether you’re a
Democrat or Republican, this is a very
dangerous thing that we’re doing here.

Stand up for the Constitution.

[From the New York Times, Jan. 9, 2011]
TWITTER SHINES A SPOTLIGHT ON SECRET
F.B.I. SUBPOENAS
(By Noam Cohen)

The news that federal prosecutors have de-
manded that the microblogging site Twitter
provide the account details of people con-
nected to the WikiLeaks easel including its
founder, Julian Assange, isn’t noteworthy
because the government’s request was un-
usual or intrusive. It is noteworthy because
it became public.

Even as Web sites, social networking serv-
ices and telephone companies amass more
and more information about their users, the
government—in the course of conducting in-
quiries—has been able to looke through
much of the information without the knowl-
edge of the people being investigated.

For the Twitter request, the government
obtained a secret subpoena from a federal
court. Twitter challenged the secrecy, not
the subpoena itself, and won the right to in-
form the people whose records the govern-
ment was seeking. WikiLeaks says it sus-
pects that other large sites like Google and
Facebook have received similar requests and
simply went along with the government.

This kind of order is far more common
than one may think, and in the case of ter-
rorism and espionage investigations the gov-
ernment can issue them without a court
order. The government says more than 50,000
of these requests, known as national security
letters, are sent each year, but they come
with gag orders that prevent those contacted
from revealing what the agency has been
seeking or even the existence of the gag or-
ders.

“It’s a perfect example of how the govern-
ment can use its broad powers to silence peo-
ple,” said Nicholas Merrill, who was the first
person to file a constitutional challenge
against the use of national security letters,
authorized by the USA Patriot Act. Until
August, he was forbidden to acknowledge the
existence of a 2004 letter that the company
he founded, the Calyx Internet Access Cor-
poration, received from the F.B.I.

Mr. Merrill is now free to speak about the
request, but part of the gag order remains in
place, and he is still barred from discussing
what information he had been asked to pro-
vide. As a result, he said, before he gives a
talk he consults a six-page guide prepared by
his lawyers at the American Civil Liberties
Union to be sure that he complies with the
order to avoid risking a punishment of five
years in prison.

The government cites national security as
the reason the contents of the letters—even
their existence—are kept secret. The F.B.I.
is trying to prevent plots as they are being
hatched, according to Valerie Caproni, the
general counsel of the agency, and thus
needs stealth.

In the case of a small Internet service pro-
vider like Calyx, which was located in down-
town Manhattan and had hundreds of cus-
tomers, even mentioning that the F.B.I. had
been sniffing around could harm an inves-
tigation, she said, especially if ‘‘the target is
antsy anyway.”

Mr. Merrill, a 38-year-old from Brooklyn
who studied computer science and philos-
ophy, said he created Calyx in 1994 when it
was ‘‘really pretty easy, there wasn’t really
any competition.” His clients included ‘‘doz-
ens of nonprofit organizations and alter-
native media outlets.”

Mr. Merrill challenged the constitu-
tionality of the letter he received in 2004,
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saying the request raised ‘‘red flags’ of being
politically motivated. As a result of his suit
and two later ones, the law governing the
letters has been overturned and then revised
by Congress.

In 2007, the F.B.I1.’s inspector general found
that the agency had abused its own guide-
lines by including too many peripheral peo-
ple in its searches. The letters now receive
the ‘“‘indiv