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

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 22, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable RENEE L.
ELLMERS 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.

——————

THE MUFFIN MAN

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
do you know the muffin man, the muf-
fin man, the muffin man? Yes, I know
the muffin man, but he doesn’t live on
Drury Lane. He lives at the Depart-
ment of Justice on Justice Lane and is
growing rich on selling $16 muffins at
Justice Lane.

The Department of Justice’s inspec-
tor general states that at only 10 con-
ferences the Department of Justice
spent almost $500,000 on refreshments.

That’s $50,000 per conference for just
refreshments. And that includes $4,200
for 250 muffins.

Madam Speaker, how come these
critters cost $16 apiece? These are some
high-dollar muffins that the Depart-
ment of Justice is buying for its re-
freshments at conferences. Where do
you even find a muffin that costs $16?
I've never seen one. Maybe they’re
shipped in from a special bakery in
France with some secret ingredient.
My favorite bakery, RAO’s in Beau-
mont, Texas, tells me these things
should be about $2 apiece.

So why is the Justice Department
with all those fancy lawyers letting the
muffin man get away with this price
gouging? Because the government
doesn’t care. It lives high on the hog
with taxpayers’ money.

So, Madam Speaker, do you know the
muffin man, the muffin man? I know
the muffin man, and the government
should quit spending somebody else’s
money to keep the muffin man rolling
in the dough.

And that’s just the way it is.

————

AMERICA’S INFRASTRUCTURE
DEFICIT

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you,
Madam Speaker.

As Washington appears to be trapped
in partisan gridlock, sliding to budget
paralysis and the potential of another
government shutdown looming, there
is one particular area that doesn’t get
the attention it merits, even as it is
the key to our economic recovery. This
is our serious and ever-growing infra-
structure deficit. America’s roads,
bridges, water systems, transit, avia-
tion ports all are in serious need of re-
pair.

The American Society of Civil Engi-
neers has, over the years, given grades

every 5 years to the state of infrastruc-
ture in the United States. Sadly, the
latest survey showed that we are still
getting a failing grade, and the gap
necessary to bring these resources up
to standard is growing larger, over $2.3
trillion for 5 years to make it in a rea-
sonable state of repair.

For example, we lose 6 billion gallons
of water every day through leaks in
aging pipes and sewer mains through-
out the country. This is enough water
to fill 9,000 Olympic-sized swimming
pools. If you laid them end to end, you
could swim from Washington, D.C., to
Pittsburgh in the amount that is
leaked every single day.

But it doesn’t end there. In terms of
the sad state of rail, deteriorating
bridges, here is an opportunity for us
to step forward dealing with a serious
challenge that threatens America’s
productivity, threatens America’s envi-
ronmental and physical health, and
puts hundreds of thousands of Ameri-
cans to work at family wage jobs vir-
tually overnight.

Madam Speaker, in times past, in-
vestment in infrastructure has been
something that has captured the vision
for the United States; but more than
that, it has been part of how we have
repaired some of our problems fiscally.

Remember in 1982, Ronald Reagan ap-
proved, as part of his budget stabiliza-
tion program, a b-cent a gallon in-
crease in a user fee for gasoline that
helped put the budget in balance and be
able to finance needed infrastructure.

In 1993, as part of the Clinton pro-
gram that led to the first balanced
budgets that we had seen in decades,
every year the deficit declined until
the last 3 years he was in office, three
successive years of increasing budget
surplus, while we had an unprecedented
increase in jobs, they included a mod-
est gas tax increase.

There are a whole host of areas for
user fees. I have bipartisan legislation
for a water trust fund that would deal
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with the problem I mentioned a mo-
ment ago. We have the superfund tax
on the petrochemical industry to pay
for the damage to the environment
that they created that expired in 1995
and has not been renewed but we still
have the superfunds to clean up, push-
ing that burden on State and local gov-
ernments and on businesses that are
required to spend money that wasn’t
their fault, giving the petrochemical
industry a pass.

There’s an opportunity, Madam
Speaker, as the supercommittee is
meeting, for Congress to step up in a
bipartisan way to have resources to
help rebuild and renew America. We’'re
falling behind the Chinese. We’re fall-
ing behind the Indians, the Brazilians,
and the European Union, even while
unemployment in the building trades is
20 percent or more from coast to coast.

There’s an opportunity here for us to
be able to stabilize the budget, deal
with the infrastructure deficit, put
hundreds of thousands of Americans to
work virtually overnight, and maybe,
just maybe, work together to heal the
frayed political process here in Wash-
ington, D.C.

FUND FEMA NOT AFGHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. JONES. Thank you,
Speaker.

You know, Madam Speaker, it is so
ironic that the American people are
hurting in many, many ways, including
those in my district from Hurricane
Irene which did damage all of the way
up to Vermont, the fires in Texas, and
tornadoes, and yet we can’t come to-
gether as two different parties to find
agreement to increase the funding for
FEMA so they can help victims of
these disasters, and yet we can find $10
billion a month to send to a corrupt
leader in Afghanistan so that he can
wear his robes and his caps and Amer-
ican kids can die and lose their legs
and arms.

I do not understand why this Con-
gress and the President of the United
States do not understand that it’s time
to bring our troops home.
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The American people are hurting in
many, many ways, and the folly of the
last day here in Washington where we
cannot come together to increase the
funding for FEMA is absolutely unac-
ceptable—unacceptable—to the people
of this country.

I was listening to C-SPAN coming in
today, and it was just really somewhat
ironic that the people are so angry
with Congress, both parties actually,
and cannot figure out why we are not
doing what’s necessary to fix the econ-
omy and create jobs to fix the infra-
structure that my friend from Oregon
just talked about. Oh, yes, but we can
still find $10 billion a month for Mr.

Madam
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Karzai. Let’s fix his roads in Afghani-
stan. Let’s train his people to be troops
and policemen.

Madam Speaker, that brings me to
this poster I brought down to the floor
today. Two little girls, Stephanie and
Eden, their daddy, Sergeant Kevin
Balduf, a United States marine sta-
tioned in Camp Lejeune, which is in my
district, and Colonel Palmer, stationed
at Cherry Point Marine Air Station,
which is in my district, were sent to
Afghanistan to train Afghans to be po-
licemen.

One night, they were having dinner,
the trainees, the colonel, and the ser-
geant, and one trainee pulled out a pis-
tol and killed both of them. What is
ironic is the day before Sergeant
Balduf and Colonel Palmer were Killed,
Sergeant Balduf emailed his wife, Amy,
and said: I don’t trust them. I don’t
trust them. I don’t trust any of them.

So these two little girls are standing
at their daddy’s funeral at Arlington.
And you can see in their faces, Madam
Speaker, a look of pain and a look of
misunderstanding of what has hap-
pened. They don’t understand what has
happened.

So, Madam Speaker, I hope we in
Congress will find the will to encourage
President Obama to bring our troops
home, because Secretary Gates has al-
ready said and been recorded that we
will be there until 2015. How many
young Americans have to die in the
next 4 years to prop up a corrupt gov-
ernment? It makes no sense.

I hope the American people will rally
behind those of us in both parties who
want to bring our troops home, and
let’s get them home before 2015.

Madam Speaker, I close this way, the
way I always do: God, please bless our
men and women in uniform; God,
please bless the families of our men
and women in uniform; God, in Your
loving arms hold the families who have
given a child dying for freedom in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq; God, please bless
the House and Senate that we will do
what is right in God’s eyes for God’s
people; and I will ask God to give wis-
dom, strength, and courage to Presi-
dent Obama that he will do what is
right in the eyes of God for God’s peo-
ple. And three times I will say, God,
please, God, please, God, please con-
tinue to bless America.

HOUSING FORECLOSURES

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker,
I'm taking the floor today to talk
about foreclosures.

The problem of housing foreclosures
in this country continues to be one of
the central reasons our economy is not
moving forward. While a lot of this eco-
nomic wreckage is avoidable, this Con-
gress continues to fiddle while the
American housing market burns. Fami-
lies across this country are being
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tossed out in the street, and many of
them don’t need to be—and we can help
them. We can help fix the housing mar-
ket so that millions of American fami-
lies can stay in their homes and others
can have a smooth transition into rent-
ing. We could help, but this Congress is
doing nothing.

Millions of homeowners are suffering
through the worst recession in 100
years, and the Republican majority is
not doing one single thing to help
them. Just look at this map next to
me. This is a snapshot of foreclosures
across this country. The dark red areas
are where the worst places are, but you
see it covers everybody in the country.

Now, there isn’t a district that isn’t
affected by this crisis. The housing
market doesn’t care about your poli-
tics. Three years after the Wall Street
meltdown, millions of Americans are
still facing foreclosure. One in four
homeowners in this country is under-
water, and home prices continue to
drop.

While the housing market continues
to steadily destruct and millions of
Americans are needlessly pushed into
poverty, this Congress isn’t doing any-
thing to stop it. Instead of fixing the
economy, today we’re going to debate a
bill—a Republican bill—that attacks
public health and children. The Repub-
lican priority is not foreclosures. It is
to make sure that every American is
breathing more mercury and toxins.

When the Democrats were in charge,
it was different. We thought you should
be able to write down mortgage prin-
cipal in bankruptcy and modify mort-
gages more easily and get lenders to
the bargaining table to avoid fore-
closure. But the last Congress, Repub-
lican Senators stopped all that. And in
this Congress, the Republicans in the
House want to make sure we don’t do
anything. Instead, they cut programs
for foreclosures and cut affordable
housing. Instead of taking actions, Re-
publicans say the market will fix it. In
the market we trust. Not in God we
trust, but in the market we trust that
everything will be better.

But we’re losing. We’re long past a
healthy correction. The damage being
done is completely unavoidable. Make
no mistake, Republican economic phi-
losophy is pushing millions of Ameri-
cans into the street, middle class
Americans.

It’s important to remember it was
the banks that caused this crisis. Well,
we bailed out the banks, and how did
they thank the American people for
the bailout? The banks went into fore-
closure overdrive. They robo-signed
foreclosures and filed fraudulent docu-
ments as fast as they could.

FDR once said, ‘‘take a method and
try it. If it fails, admit it frankly, and
try another. But by all means, try
something.” And we can act. By just
reducing the principal on all under-
water homes to fair market value, $71
billion would be injected into the econ-
omy. Every homeowner would save
about $6,600 a year in payments, and
millions of new jobs would be created.
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Banks are still sitting on $1 trillion
in cash. By using 7 percent of that
money, there would be millions of peo-
ple kept out of poverty. The banks can
afford it and it would be something we
seem to have lost all sight of in Con-
gress—it would be fair. We can restart
the economy by helping homeowners.
We can come out of this economic cri-
sis by putting responsible homeowners
on solid ground. The map says it all.
Homeowners are struggling in every
district of every Member of this Con-
gress.

We can fix this foreclosure disaster.
We can help American families who
play by the rules. We could start action
today and help the middle class. But,
no, what are we going to do? We are
going to fool around out here about the
rules of the EPA that protect people
against toxins and mercury.

This Congress has lost its way and it
needs a change. And it’s going to come,
because all those people who are in
foreclosure in this country when the
next election comes are going to ask,
“What did the Republicans in the
House do?”’ And the answer is, ‘“‘Noth-
ing.”

——

EPA’S ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
INTERNSHIP PROGRAM

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

Mr. POMPEO. Madam Speaker, 1
came to Washington, D.C., 9 months
ago with the hope that we would re-
store a little bit of common sense and
a whole lot of spending control to
Washington, D.C. I also came to Wash-
ington, D.C., having never heard of an
eco-ambassador. Now I had heard of
ambassadors and I am familiar with
the environment, but I had never heard
of an eco-ambassador.

Indeed, I had never heard of an eco-
ambassador until just a few short
weeks ago when our Environmental
Protection Agency that has done so
much damage to our economy, so much
damage to our Kansas’ Fourth Congres-
sional District, our farmers, our manu-
facturers, and our families, our Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency decided
at this time of massive Federal deficits
that we needed a new program to cre-
ate eco-ambassadors—eco-ambas-
sadors, each of which will be given
$6,000 of your money, eco-ambassadors
which, in exchange for that money,
will come to Washington, D.C., and go
back to their home places and work for
20 weeks—20 weeks for $6,000—part-
time at that—for their internship pro-
gram.

When you read the requirements to
be eligible to receive an eco-ambas-
sador internship position, you will be
fascinated to see that it is an ideologi-
cally driven program. Students who
apply must have a strong interest in
environmental justice, social justice
issues, and other issues relating to en-
vironmental health disparities in
health, volunteer, or employment set-
tings. This is a liberals-only policy.
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The Environmental Justice intern-
ship is of course administered with
your taxpayer dollars. We don’t need a
program like this at any time; we cer-
tainly don’t need it at this time.

So I have offered a bill, H.R. 2876, the
EPA Student Nondiscrimination Act.
It simply says that when you apply for
employment with the Federal Govern-
ment, we’re not going to seek to find
out whether you agree with this ad-
ministration’s radical environmental
agenda. We’re not going to seek to find
out if you have worked as a community
organizer. All we’re going to ask is
that you are qualified for the position.

Now, there are many efforts and
many concerns about environmental
disparities across the country. I share
those concerns, but our EPA and our
Justice Department already have many
remedies for folks who feel like they
have been discriminated against. What
we don’t need is yet another Federal
program aimed at trying to solve a
problem that we know can’t be solved
in Washington, D.C.

I’'ll close with this thought: this is a
small program. The total dollars ex-
pended in the scale of our massive Fed-
eral deficit are very, very small; but it
is symptomatic of a place, Washington,
D.C., that has become completely dis-
connected from America and common-
sense values, the values that we all
have in Kansas. We don’t need eco-am-
bassadors. We don’t need this program.
And I would ask my colleagues to sup-
port my legislation to eliminate it.

———

IT’S NOT TOO LATE

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. It’s not too late.
That’s my message to Palestinian Au-
thority President Abbas, who has an-
nounced his intention to seek unilat-
eral Palestinian statehood at the
United Nations this Friday. It’s not too
late to abandon this reckless route, en-
gage in direct negotiations with Israeli
Prime Minister Netanyahu, and choose
the path to peace.

There is only one road to a peace
agreement, and that is through direct
talks between Israelis and Palestin-
ians. This course forward is clearly
outlined in the Oslo Peace Agreement,
which states that the Israeli-Pales-

tinian conflict must be resolved
through direct, two-party negotiations.
Anything outside of these direct

talks—particularly this Palestinian ap-
peal for U.N. recognition—is a dan-
gerous digression from the known way
forward.

In addition to veering from the track
toward two states, a status upgrade at
this time could allow the Palestinians
to pursue cases against Israel in inter-
national institutions such as the Inter-
national Criminal Court. Such institu-
tions could even be used to request ad-
visory rulings on final status issues,
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further circumventing two-party nego-
tiations.

The U.S. has also made significant
investments in bolstering Palestinian
security and economic prosperity, all
in an effort to enable the Palestinians
to make the difficult concessions nec-
essary to move toward peace. This ap-
peal to the U.N. and rejection of direct
two-party talks directly undermines
considerable American efforts and in-
vestments in a peace deal. Abbas and
the Palestinians need to come back to
the negotiating table, and it is the U.S.
that needs to lead them back and
spearhead negotiations.

As a true and steadfast friend to
Israel, there has never been a more
vital time for America to stand strong
with our ally. With the excitement and
hope of the Arab Spring has also come
a great deal of uncertainty—uncer-
tainty about the strength of the rela-
tionship between Israel and Turkey;
uncertainty about the willingness of
the Egyptians to hold true to their
promises under the benchmark 1979
peace treaty; uncertainty about the se-
curity of the Sinai; uncertainty sur-
rounding the speed with which Iran
marches toward a nuclear bomb; and
uncertainty about the number of rock-
ets being stockpiled by Hezbollah and
Hamas aimed at the homes of Israeli
citizens.

But there is one thing that must
never be uncertain: America’s support
for Israel. A threat to Israel’s security
or legitimacy is a threat to America,
and we will not stand by and let Israel
face these challenges alone. Upon her
founding over six decades ago, the
United States was the first Nation to
recognize Israel. And since that rec-
ognition, the special bond between
Israel and the U.S. has only grown
stronger on the bedrock of the mutual
principles of freedom, justice, and
peace. Now is the time to stand with
our old friend and lead the way to
peace.

It is moments like these that test
our mettle. It is moments like these
that are recorded in our history books.
And it is moments like these where we
must show our leadership.

America must do everything in its
power to end this perilous Palestinian
bid for unilateral statehood and get di-
rect negotiations between the two par-
ties back on track. And President
Abbas must know there will be con-
sequences for choosing the path of con-
frontation over that of negotiation.

The course to unilateral recognition
is not free. The Israeli-Palestinian
peace process is at a pivotal crossroad.
The Palestinians can choose to pursue
the dead-end track toward U.N. rec-
ognition, or they can adjust their
course in their wrongheaded U.N. bid
and sit down at the negotiating table
with Israel. The choice is theirs. It’s
not too late to choose the path toward
peace.
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CALAMITY OVER KLAMATH
AGREEMENT

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

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Madam Speaker,
this generation is facing spiraling elec-
tricity prices and increasingly scarce
supplies. Californians have had to cut
back to the point that their electricity
consumption per capita is now lower
than that of Guam, Luxembourg, and
Aruba.

What is the administration’s solu-
tion? Interior Secretary Ken Salazar
announced yesterday that the adminis-
tration is moving forward with a plan
to destroy four perfectly good hydro-
electric dams on the Klamath River,
capable of producing 155,000 megawatts
of the cleanest and cheapest electricity
on the planet, enough for about 155,000
homes.

Now, why would the administration
pursue such a ludicrous policy? Well,
they say it’s necessary to increase the
salmon population. Well, the thing is,
we did that a long time ago by building
the Iron Gate Fish Hatchery. The Iron
Gate Fish Hatchery produces 5 million
salmon smolt every year—17,000 of
which return annually as fully grown
adults to spawn. The problem is, they
don’t include them in the population
count. And to add insult to insanity,
when they tear down the Iron Gate
Dam, we will lose the Iron Gate Fish
Hatchery and the 5 million salmon
smolt it produces annually.

Declining salmon runs are not unique
to the Klamath. We have seen them up
and down the Northwest Pacific coast
over the last 10 years as a result of the
naturally occurring Pacific decadal os-
cillation—cold water currents that
fluctuate over a 10-year cycle between
the Pacific Northwest and Alaska. In
fact, during the same decade that salm-
on runs have declined throughout the
Pacific Northwest, they have exploded
in Alaska. We are now at the end of
that cycle.

The cost of this madness is currently
pegged at a staggering $290 million, all
at the expense of ratepayers and tax-
payers. But that’s just the cost of re-
moving the dams. Consumers will face
permanently higher prices for replace-
ment power, which, we’re told, will be
wind and solar.

Well, not only are wind and solar
many times more expensive; wind and
solar require equal amounts of reliable
standby power, which is precisely what
the dams provide. We’re told that, yes,
this may be expensive, but it will cost
less than retrofitting the dams to meet
cost-prohibitive environmental re-
quirements. Well, if that’s the case,
maybe we should rethink those re-
quirements, not squander more than a
quarter billion dollars to destroy des-
perately needed hydroelectric dams. Or
here is a modest suggestion to address
the salmon population—count the
hatchery fish.

We’re told that this is the result of a
local agreement between farmers and
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stakeholders. Well, Mr. Speaker, every-
body knows that the Klamath agree-
ment was the result of local farmers
succumbing to extortion by environ-
mental groups that threatened law-
suits to shut off their water. And obvi-
ously the so-called ‘‘stakeholders”
don’t include the ratepayers and tax-
payers who will pay dearly for the loss
of these dams.

Indeed, local voters have repeatedly
and overwhelmingly repudiated the
agreement and the politicians respon-
sible for it. The 1locally elected
Siskiyou County Board of Supervisors
vigorously opposes it.
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Finally, the administration boasts of
1,400 short-term jobs that will be cre-
ated to tear down these dams. Just
imagine how many jobs we could create
if we tore down the Hoover Dam or Du-
luth, Minnesota.

Madam Speaker, amidst a spending
spree that threatens to bankrupt this
Nation, amidst spiraling electricity
prices and chronic shortages, to tear
down four perfectly good hydroelectric
dams at enormous cost is insane. And
to claim that this is good for the econ-
omy gives us chilling insight into the
breathtakingly bad judgment that is
misguiding our Nation from the White
House.

The President was right about one
thing when he spoke here several
weeks ago. Fourteen months is a long
time to wait to correct the problem.
Fortunately, the administration will
need congressional approval to move
forward with this lunacy, and that’s
going to require action by this House.

Earlier this year the House voted to
put a stop to this nonsense. I trust it
will exercise that same good judgment
as the administration proceeds with its
folly.

———

HAPPY 50TH BIRTHDAY TO THE
UNITED STATES PEACE CORPS

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

Mr. GARAMENDI. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today to celebrate a very, very spe-
cial birthday. It is the 50th birthday of
the United States Peace Corps, an in-
credible organization that was started
by President John F. Kennedy and a
whole lot of people that thought that
this Nation had an opportunity to
reach out to the men and women of
America, provide them with a chal-
lenge: to go out to the world to seek
peace, to work for peace, and to help
developing nations meet their needs,
whether it be in education, community
development, economic development,
or other activities. And so it has been.

More than 200,000 Americans, young
and old, men and women, have become
Peace Corps volunteers. They have
served in 139 countries around the
world, and today they serve in over 70
countries. It’s been a terrific program.
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It has presented the very best face of
America to millions of people around
the world.

Today, there are leaders of many
countries around this world that have
been taught by Peace Corps volunteers
in their high schools, in their grammar
schools or universities. They have a
very special understanding of America.
They know Americans. They know that
Americans have a big heart and they
have a desire to see progress, economic
and social progress in every country of
this world.

And so today we celebrate 50 years.
We celebrate over 200,000 Peace Corps
volunteers that have served around the
world, and we celebrate those who have
been in the administration, the direc-
tors, the country directors, the doc-
tors, the nurses, and the others who
have been part of this enormously im-
portant part of America.

As those Peace Corps volunteers have
returned to America, it is now clear in
recent polling that they have contin-
ued to serve. They serve as volunteers
at twice the rate of other Americans.
And they are found in the schools, they
are found in the community programs,
and they’re even found in Congress, as
strange as that might seem. But, none-
theless, they’ve served in many, many
ways, and they continue to do so.

Earlier today, I met two Peace Corps
volunteers who were in the very first
effort in Tanzania, then Tanganyika.
They returned some 40 years later. I'm
going to turn that around. They actu-
ally served in Afghanistan in the early
sixties and then came back 40 years
later to serve once again as Peace
Corps volunteers.

And what we have found over these
many years, that once you’ve become a
Peace Corps volunteer, you never stop
laboring for peace, wherever it may be.
And so today we celebrate the 50th an-
niversary of a remarkable idea that
was put forward by President John F.
Kennedy, the idea that Americans
could reach out to the whole world and
serve wherever that need might be.

Happy birthday, Peace Corps.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind all persons in the
gallery that they are here as guests of
the House and that any manifestation
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings is in violation of the rules of
the House.

——

THE UNITED NATIONS AND A
PALESTINIAN STATE

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

Mr. DOLD. I, too, want to send my
happy birthday out to the Peace Corps,
and certainly it’s a great day to cele-
brate that birthday.

Madam Speaker, what we are seeing
at the United Nations this week is a
brazen rejection of the basic principle
of a mnegotiated peace. Tomorrow,
Mahmoud Abbas will deliver a speech
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at the United Nations where he is ex-
pected to formally announce a resolu-
tion to unilaterally seek the declara-
tion of a Palestinian state.

While we are ultimately committed
to a future where the two states, Israel
and Palestine, are able to live side by
side in long-term peace and security,
while all of us in this Chamber heard
directly from Israeli Prime Minister
Netanyahu in May on his nation’s com-
mitment to a two-state solution, the
question I have and which I wish every
nation in the world who will be voting
on this issue should ask itself is: Are
the Palestinians ready to make peace?

This is the key question and is what
Prime Minister Netanyahu laid out in
his remarks right here in this Cham-
ber: ““The conflict has never been about
the establishment of a Palestinian
state. It has always been about the ex-
istence of the Jewish state. That is
what this conflict is about.”

Madam Speaker, this unilateral dec-
laration of independence is a direct
challenge to the United States and the
efforts and the dollars we have com-
mitted in recent years to promote a
real, lasting peace. It is fundamental
that peace cannot be imposed from the
outside. It can only be made in Jeru-
salem and Ramallah.

There are too many difficult core
issues which can only adequately be
addressed through direct negotiations,
which must be mutually accepted by
governments on both sides, and, most
importantly, which must be ratified by
the people who live there. Without
these vital elements, you don’t have
peace. You don’t even increase the
chances for peace down the road. Rath-
er, you undermine the prospects for
achieving it in the future.

This is the point of this unilateral
declaration. Where is the commitment
to peace on the Palestinian side?

Palestinian officials have made it
clear that this unilateral effort is an-
other means of isolating Israel and es-
calating the conflict against her. Pal-
estinian officials have made it clear
that they seek to advance this bid so
that they can attack Israel through the
international legal system, including
taking actions against Israel in the
International Court of Justice.

The tragic reality, Madam Speaker,
is that Israel lives in a very dangerous
region of the world, and the Israeli peo-
ple absolutely have grave security con-
cerns that should not simply be tossed
aside by countries that are allies of the
United States of America. The Israeli
people are surrounded by hostile neigh-
bors that want to drive Israel out of ex-
istence. We here in America must un-
derstand the reality on the ground and
the threats Israel faces each and every
day.

Israel is a peace-seeking democracy,
and the Israeli people simply want to
live in peace and security. Iran has its
proxies closing in: Hamas in Gaza; to
the south there’s the Muslim Brother-
hood, now gaining significant power in
Egypt; Hezbollah is in the north; and in
the northeast is Syria, led by Assad.
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The recent downgrade in relations by
Turkey is very serious. The instability
of the Sinai is of enormous concern.
This is a dangerous neighborhood, and
recent events are bringing into sharp
view Israel’s daily reality—increased
isolation and living under siege.

As we witnessed with the flotilla last
year, with the storming of Israel’s Em-
bassy in Cairo 2 weeks ago, or with
Turkey’s new aggressive, bellicose
rhetoric and actions, Turkey, who
until very recently had enjoyed a suc-
cessful diplomatic and economic part-
nership with the State of Israel, events
in the Middle East can easily spiral out
of control and lead to outcomes that
nobody desires.

Fortunately, the Members of this
Chamber have made it clear to the en-
tire world that we will not sit idly by
during the continued delegitimization
of the State of Israel and the inter-
national community. I applaud the ef-
forts of my colleagues in both parties
who have continued to beat the drum
and call this unilateral attempt ex-
actly what it is—an effort to cir-
cumvent direct negotiations and under-
mine peace.
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I am pleased that the President is
committed to vetoing this unilateral
attempt in the Security Council if it
does come to a vote, and I appreciate
his administration’s focus on this par-
ticular critical issue.

We must continue in our efforts to
urge the nations of the world to stand
with the United States, support peace
efforts in the Middle East, and oppose
this resolution.

Peace between Israel and her Pales-
tinian neighbors cannot be achieved
unless both sides sit and find common
ground. Unilateral declarations and
third parties cannot do it for them.
The only path forward is for the
Israelis and the Palestinians to sit to-
gether and find peace. It is time for Mr.
Abbas to come back to the table—his
actions and decisions here must not be
rewarded; our allies in the world should
recognize this—otherwise they are le-
gitimizing and ratifying the Pales-
tinian refusals to negotiate.

———————

OPPOSING AUTOMATED KILLER
DRONES

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

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker,
there was an article in The Washington
Post earlier this week that we should
all find very unsettling and disturbing.

We know that in recent years the
Pentagon has increasingly used un-
manned drone aircraft to carry out vio-
lent acts of war. And frankly, that’s
bad enough. But now there’s a new and
even more frightening technology in
the works. It’s called ‘‘lethal auton-
omy.” And under the system, the
drones would no longer be remotely op-
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erated and controlled by actual human
beings. The lethal autonomy drones
would be computer programmed to
carry out their deadly mission inde-
pendently. No human hand providing
steering and guidance.

I can’t even begin to wrap my head
around the humanitarian red flags as-
sociated with this experiment in robot-
ics.

Software can break down. It could
even be hacked. Furthermore, com-
puters don’t have a conscience. They
aren’t nimble, they can’t make snap
decisions based on new information or
ethical considerations. They’re pro-
grammed to do what they do without
judgment, discretion, or scruples. You
can just imagine, or I can anyway,
mass civilian atrocities thanks to a
robot drone raging out of control.

Thankfully, a group called the Inter-
national Committee for Robot Arms
Control is speaking up and making
these points. Pointing out that if we
have a treaty banning land mines, why
not one that outlaws these automatic
killer drones.

According to the Post, the military
has begun to grapple with the implica-
tions of this technology. Well, I can
really suggest that they continue grap-
pling before using these technologies
and finding the flaws and possible
harmful and unpredictable con-
sequences.

One advocate of these new drones be-
lieves it’s possible to program them to
comply with international law regard-
ing the conduct of hostilities. Well, I'm
certainly skeptical. We couldn’t even
get the last President of the United
States to understand and abide by the
Geneva Conventions. I don’t know how
we’re going to get a robot to do it.

Madam Speaker, the increasing dehu-
manization of warfare is part of a terri-
fying trend. Somehow it’s easier to kill
one another when we have computers
and machines to carry it out for us,
when we don’t have to stare our own
mayhem in the face.

As a member of the Science Com-
mittee, I’'m totally enthusiastic about
American high-tech innovation. But I
believe we should be using our knowl-
edge and ingenuity to give the civilian
economy the boost it needs to create
good jobs for hardworking middle class
Americans and to create a smarter re-
sponse to world conflict. All of this
money we’re funneling to defense con-
tractors to devise evermore sophisti-
cated ways to kill one another must be
reinvested in alternatives to warfare
and nonviolent ways to resolving con-
flict.

That’s what my Smart Security plan
does. I've discussed this many, many
times from this very spot. It’s called
Smart Security. It defines military
force as the very, very last resort. And
it directs energy and resources toward
diplomacy, democracy promotion, de-
velopment, and peaceful ways of engag-
ing with the rest of the world.

Madam Speaker, in two weeks’ time
we will have been at war for a full dec-
ade. More than 6,000 Americans have
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died, 10,000 innocent Afghans and Iraqis
have been killed for the cause of their
so-called liberation. Many, many more
of our own troops have been harmed
and will always be living with the re-
sults of their injuries.

The time is now. The time is to stop
building machines that can kill more
efficiently and start bringing our
troops home.

———

PRESIDENT OBAMA’S AMERICAN
JOBS ACT

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

Mr. NUNNELEE. Madam Speaker, we
continue to suffer from an unemploy-
ment rate of over 10 percent, and
America saw zero job growth in the
month of August. Our Nation has a jobs
crisis. So why is the Obama adminis-
tration making it so difficult to create
jobs?

Not only do we have a jobs crisis, but
we also have a debt crisis. These two
things are interconnected, and we cer-
tainly should not make one worse
while making the other better.

The President has outlined his $447
billion jobs plan, and it’s essentially
stimulus number two. It’s the same re-
cycled ideas that clearly didn’t work
from the last $800 billion stimulus. At
the same time, the President wants to
pay for his plan with $1.5 trillion in
new taxes.

It’s estimated that small business
owners would pay over half the taxes
raised under this proposal, ultimately
hitting our employers the hardest and
creating an even worse environment
for private sector job growth.

Tax increases destroy jobs. They’re
not an option.

Now, there are some issues we agree
on. For example, infrastructure fund-
ing. That’s an appropriate function of
government. It’s something we could
do to boost a sagging economy. But the
problem is mistrust. With the Presi-
dent’s first stimulus, little went to ac-
tual infrastructure development.

Now, we agree that we must move
forward on the three free trade agree-
ments. By passing those agreements
with Colombia, Panama, and South
Korea we’ll increase competitiveness of
American manufacturers and have an
increase of 250,000 American jobs.

While we can find common ground on
a few things, the President continues
to show reluctance on impacting enti-
tlement program solvency. His pro-
posal seeks to strengthen the inde-
pendent advisory board which was cre-
ated by ObamaCare. This board of
unelected bureaucrats was given way
too much authority in the first place
to determine what benefits are covered
and how much physicians are paid.

The best way to control costs in
Medicare is to increase choice and
competition, not by empowering a
group of unelected bureaucrats.

The Obama administration has cre-
ated a triple threat of out-of-control
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spending, excessive regulations, and
higher taxes. And these three things
have resulted in an environment that
has destroyed the confidence and pre-
vented job creators from hiring.

Washington must create an environ-
ment favorable to job creation and
focus on removing this triple threat.
First, we must continue to fight to rein
in Washington’s unrestrained spending.

This fall, the Congress will deal with
a balanced budget agreement which
would finally force Washington to live
within its means and do what families,
businesses, and local and State govern-
ments are already required to do, and
that is balance their budgets.

We must focus on regulatory relief.
Just recently the House passed a bill
that would prohibit the National Labor
Relations Board from dictating where
an employer can and cannot locate jobs
in the United States. Employers need
to be allowed to invest in the State
that offers the best economic climate
for job creation.

This week we’re going to vote on the
TRAIN Act.

The Obama EPA has imposed unnec-
essary and burdensome regulations on
businesses, and we want to determine
how those regulations affect electricity
prices, fuel prices, and unemployment.
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The TRAIN Act will help uncover ex-
actly how much the EPA is costing
Mississippi consumers, farmers, small
businesses, and State and local govern-
ments. These are just a few examples of
the frustrating regulations that have
come out of the Obama administration.

Lastly, we must concentrate on tax
reform. The Joint Select Committee
has the opportunity to lay the founda-
tion for fundamental tax reform, but
they must not enact tax increases. The
American people don’t need or want
more solutions from the Federal Gov-
ernment. They want the Federal Gov-
ernment to get out of their way.

By tackling our spending problem, by
removing excess regulations and by
guaranteeing that taxes will not in-
crease, we will unleash the American
economy and give businesses the con-
fidence they need to grow and create
jobs.

———
POVERTY IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LEE) for 56 minutes.

Ms. LEE of California. As founder of
the congressional Out of Poverty Cau-
cus, I rise today to continue sounding
the alarm about the tide of poverty
sweeping across this country.

Last week, the United States Census
Bureau released its annual report, In-
come, Poverty, and Health Insurance
Coverage in the United States: 2010. It
revealed a disturbing but unsurprising
spike in the poverty rate—from 14.3
percent in 2009 to a staggering 15.1 per-
cent in 2010.

In 2010, 46 million people lived in pov-
erty in America. That is essentially
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the populations of California and
Michigan combined who are living in
poverty in America. It’s really a moral
outrage that in the richest country in
the world so many Americans are fac-
ing or are living in poverty, lacking
economic opportunity and economic
security.

Shamefully, our children bear the
greatest burden. In 2010, 22 percent, or
one in five children, lived in poverty.
That’s in America. Poverty continues
to hit communities of color much hard-
er, as the facts show. In 2010, the pov-
erty rate for whites rose to 9.9 percent.
The poverty rate for African Ameri-
cans rose to 27.4 percent. The poverty
rate for Latinos rose to 26.6 percent.
For Asian Pacific Americans, the 2010
poverty rate of 12.1 percent remained
the same.

This massive poverty crisis we are
facing didn’t happen overnight. Pov-
erty rates began to rise during the
Bush administration as 8 years of
failed economic policy wiped out all of
the gains made during the Clinton
years. The cochairs of the Out of Pov-
erty Caucus saw this day coming, and
while little attention has been placed
on the poor, we are determined to prick
the conscience of this Congress and to
act to stem the tide of poverty across
America.

The members of the congressional
Out of Poverty Caucus sent a letter
asking the Joint Select Committee on
Deficit Reduction, more commonly
known as the supercommittee, to stay
in line with prior deficit reduction
agreements of the past by not cutting
programs that provide basic human
services—the safety net. Of course, now
more and more Americans need this
safety net. We must not balance the
budget on the backs of the most vul-
nerable. Unfortunately, now middle-in-
come people are falling into the ranks
of the poor. As many of us know, mil-
lions of people are just one paycheck
away from poverty.

We really can turn the tide on pov-
erty. The solution to boosting this
stagnating economy, reducing our
long-term deficits, and lifting Ameri-
cans out of the crisis of poverty is real-
ly the same. We must invest in cre-
ating more stable, living wage jobs. In
fact, the most effective anti-poverty
program is an effective jobs program.
That is why Congress must imme-
diately pass the President’s American
Jobs Act to begin the work of creating
jobs, reducing poverty, and jump-start-
ing our economy.

Poverty rates have increased in rural
and urban communities throughout the
country. The American Dream has
turned into a nightmare for millions.
This is a crisis, but we must turn the
tide, and we must start today. So I
urge my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle to stop playing politics and to
act on jobs now. We can and we must
act urgently to turn the tide of poverty
sweeping across the Nation—a tide,
really, that knows no party affiliation.
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PRESIDENT OBAMA’S JOBS AND
DEFICIT REDUCTION BILLS

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

Mr. SOUTHERLAND. I rise today
with great disappointment in the ad-
ministration’s misguided agenda on job
creation and deficit reduction.

You see, I have been in a family that
has created jobs for generations. Short-
ly after World War II, my grandfather
wanted to create an opportunity for his
family. He wanted to create an oppor-
tunity to make a difference in his com-
munity. So, with a sixth-grade edu-
cation, with $3,000 of borrowed money,
and with a dream to make a difference,
he did what small businesses do natu-
rally when they do not have the im-
pediments of the Federal Government:
He created jobs. His dream, his vision,
included that—to make a difference, to
give other people an opportunity to
forge a brighter and better future for
them and their families.

It wasn’t a self-serving dream.

It was a dream to serve others.

During those decades following World
War II, we saw that same example all
across this great Nation of people
doing what people were created to do—
make a difference.

It is not government’s responsibility
to create a job through a bill. It is gov-
ernment’s responsibility to create an
environment, an environment that pro-
duces certainty, an environment that a
small business owner has the guarantee
that he knows what his taxes are going
to be, that he knows what his fees are
going to be, that he knows what his
regulations are going to be, not just in
6 months or 12 months, but for years,
and that creates certainty.

I had never served in elected office
before being sworn in as a Member of
this House in January. I went from
small business to Congress, and so I
bring with me that understanding that,
if government gets out of the way and
if we can do what Americans do better
than any country in the world, we will
make our communities a better place,
and, yes, because of our benevolence,
we will make the world a better place.

It was a great disappointment when
the President came to this Chamber
and the President introduced his plan.
I was saddened. Yes, there were some
things that I agreed with that we need
to do—the free trade agreements. We
are still waiting for those free trade
agreements with Colombia, Panama,
and South Korea. We’re waiting. There
was agreement on tax reform. There
was agreement on payroll tax reduc-
tion to give small businesses more
money, to give individuals more money
on their paychecks. We agreed there.
But if you look deeper into this bill,
you will see, unfortunately, more of
the same.

This jobs bill creates a brand new,
permanent, government-owned bu-
reaucracy. As a matter of fact, it’s a
corporation—the President’s American

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Infrastructure Financing Authority, a
solely owned subsidiary of the Federal
Government. It is not time for the Fed-
eral Government to create corpora-
tions, corporations that have chief ex-
ecutive officers and chief financial offi-
cers, risk officers, chief compliance of-
ficers, chief operating officers, chief
lending officers, general counsel, and
boards of directors who are lending
money—lending money—with terms
out to 35 years.

Now, unfortunately, this is insanity.
This sounds so much like the first
stimulus—and the first stimulus, we
know, with 35 percent of those funds
having yet to be spent. We were prom-
ised our unemployment numbers would
not go over 8 percent. As a matter of
fact, the administration claimed that
unemployment numbers by this time
would be at 6.5. Well, we all know that
is not true. As a matter of fact, in my
home State of Florida, we’re living
with 10.7 percent unemployment, and,
last year, we spent most of the year at
12—historic unemployment numbers.
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Unfortunately, insanity, when you do
the same thing over and over and over
again, expecting different results,
seems to be the order of the day; and
that is not what the American people
want right now. They want certainty.
They want certainty to be able to work
hard, to have honest dealings and to
know that after they work hard and
they’re honest, that they will have a
brighter future when they wake up to-
morrow.

They deserve that. They deserve that
and unfortunately this plan goes in the
opposite direction. So it bothers me
that with the regulations that we face,
the cloud of uncertainty just grows.

Madam Speaker, I say in closing,
business has never been asked to do
more with less, and they clearly know
less certainty.

———

RAPE AND SEXUAL ASSAULT IN
MILITARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes.

Ms. SPEIER. Madam Speaker, I rise
today, as I come each week, to share
yvet another horrific story about rape
in the military.

It is a black eye on this country that
must be erased. Nineteen thousand
rapes a year occur in the military.
Those are figures determined by the
Department of Defense itself. I encour-
age those who want to tell their story
to email me at stopmilitaryrape
@mail.house.gov.

Today I am going to talk about Sea-
man Kori Cioca, who served in the
Coast Guard from August 2005 to June
2007. Her allegations are as follows:

Seaman Cioca was consistently
threatened and harassed by her supe-
rior. On one occasion, when she made a
mistake during a knot-tying quiz, he
called her a ‘‘stupid bleeping female
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who didn’t belong in the military.”
Then he spit in her face.

She complained about her superior’s
abusive behavior and expressed fear of
him to other military personnel in the
chain of command. As is too often the
case, this reporting led to her being
punished and not the perpetrator.

Her superior began to drive past
Cioca’s home many times during the
day and called her repeatedly, leaving
her voice mails threatening her life. He
then began to break into her room at
night and stand over her bed. Seaman
Cioca began sleeping with a Kknife
under her pillow to defend herself.

During work one day, her superior
thrust his groin into her buttocks as
she bent over to pick up some trash. He
then called her a ‘‘bleeping whore’ and
laughed. Seaman Cioca and another
shipmate who witnessed the incident
reported it to the command. Seaman
Cioca requested a transfer, but it was
denied.

At the end of November 2005, the su-
perior broke into Seaman Cioca’s
room. He directed her to touch his
genitals. When she refused loudly, he
grabbed her hand and pushed it into his
groin. When she yelled again and
pushed her superior away, he struck
her so hard in the face that she was
thrown across the room and against a
wall.

Seaman Cioca and two other ship-
mates, who witnessed the harassment,
went to command and reported the as-
sault. Command did nothing in re-
sponse.

In December 2005, Seaman Cioca was
ordered to go to retrieve some keys
from her superior, who was in his
stateroom. When he realized she was
alone, he pulled her into the room,
grabbed her by the hair and raped her.

Command obtained an admission of
sex from the superior, but told Seaman
Cioca that if she pressed forward with
reporting the rape, she would be court-
martialed for lying. They refused her
pleas to take a lie detector test so she
could prove her case.

The superior only pled guilty to hit-
ting her. He got a slap on the wrist.

She, on the other hand, was forced to
sign a paper saying she had an inappro-
priate relationship with her superior
and was discharged.

As part of the discharge process,
command made her stay in an all-male
barracks for 60 days. She now suffers
from PTSD and an abnormal EEG due
to nerve damage in her face.

Cioca later told the press, “It’s like
they didn’t care. It wasn’t important. I
wasn’t important.”

Well, Seaman Cioca, you are impor-
tant, and it is important. And it’s high
time that the Congress of the United
States take action to rid the military
of rape.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind the Members that re-
marks in debate must be addressed to
the Chair and not to others in the sec-
ond person.
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JOBS

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

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Madam
Speaker.

It’s always an honor and privilege to
speak in this body. There has just been
so much information about the Amer-
ican Jobs Act that the President has
touted that he demanded that we pass
here in this room, and at the time he
had no American Jobs Act.

The next day, Friday, he had spent
millions of dollars, taxpayer dollars,
running around the country demanding
that people pass his bill. On Saturday,
the same thing, all weekend, running
around telling people to pass his Amer-
ican Jobs Act when there was no such
bill.

Monday afternoon, very late, there
became a bill. It’s hard to believe that
this is what came out of the White
House because it does not represent
what the President said he wanted to
do, said he believed in. I’'m sure he
doesn’t have time to go through and
actually read and see that the things
he’s saying in his speech are com-
pletely opposite of what he’s doing in
his so-called American Jobs Act, but
that’s why, after 6 days of being beat
up verbally by the President for not
passing his American Jobs Act and
finding that there was no such Amer-
ican Jobs Act on file here in the House,
I felt like I needed to help the Presi-
dent by creating an American Jobs Act
that really will create jobs. So I filed a
two-page American Jobs Act that will
do more than anything the President
has talked about or put in writing to
create jobs in America.

But just since the President is obvi-
ously not aware of what’s actually in
his bill based on what he’s saying, in
the limited time we have here, I want-
ed to touch on some of these things.

For example, the President said over
and over and over that he wants to go
after these greedy, big oil companies
like British Petroleum, Exxon, Shell,
those big companies, and that his
American Jobs Act, his bill, actually
will do that. It will go after their prof-
its. He probably has no clue that the
fact is the three pages of deductions
that are eliminated for oil companies,
they’re basically for oil companies that
produce less than a thousand barrels of
0il a day. They don’t even apply to the
people that the President says he’s
going after for these unseemly profits
they’re making.

I'm sure he’s also not aware, but the
fact is that over 94 percent of all oil
and gas wells drilled on the continental
U.S. are done by independent oil pro-
ducers who these three pages will dev-
astate and put most out of business.
And so the President, by these three
pages, that I'm sure he doesn’t really
understand what they do, but the fact
is they’ll put the independent oil pro-
ducers out of business.

They will affect the major oil compa-
nies because once over 94 percent of all
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oil and gas wells in America and the
continental U.S. are stopped, then the
major oil companies that he’s demon-
ized will actually make more money
than they’ve ever made in their his-
tory, and it will be the middle hard-
working Americans that will pay the
biggest price. They’re the least able to
afford dramatically higher gasoline
prices, but that’s what will happen.

We are also told that we’re going to
go after the millionaires and billion-
aires that have all this money and not
paying their fair share. Now, to me, if
we’'re going to make sure everybody
pays their fair share, and you’ve got
somebody like Warren Buffett that
pays a 15 percent capital gains tax,
why don’t we make everybody’s tax 15
percent? Everybody in America ought
to have some financial interest in see-
ing this government is accountable.
That’s what should happen.

Instead, at pages 134 and 135 of his
bill—and, again, it has to be filed in
the House because it’s a revenue-rais-
ing bill and under the Constitution
he’ll have to start here—it’s not on
file. There hasn’t been one Democrat
willing to file this disaster of a bill
that the President is out there beating
us up over. Actually, he’s just saying
pass the American Jobs Act, which is
my two-page bill that really will create
jobs.
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But people need to know, Madam
Speaker, that the definition in here ap-
parently of a millionaire and billion-
aire is anybody who’s married and
makes over $125,000 a year. For some of
us, $125,000 a year is not a millionaire
or billionaire or gazillionaire. This is
somebody who is paying taxes. They’re
paying their fair share. They’re paying
over 30 percent of their income in
taxes. Well, why shouldn’t we just say,
all right, ultra-rich 1like Warren
Buffett, quit fighting not to pay the
billions of dollars you already owe in
taxes, just write the check.

I think if people will go read the
President’s bill, they will find out we
need to pass the American Jobs Act
that’s on file with the House. That’s
my bill.

———————

REPEAL 3 PERCENT WITHHOLDING
PROVISION

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

Mr. HERGER. Madam Speaker, the 3
percent withholding provision, which
will come into effect if Congress does
not act, essentially forces businesses
that have contracts with the govern-
ment to forgo 3 percent of their pay-
ments as a downpayment on their tax
bill. This represents yet another bur-
den on our Nation’s small businesses
and job creators, the lifeblood of our
economy.

As a small businessman, I know first-
hand about the negative impact of bur-
densome taxes and cumbersome regula-
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tions. Many small businesses that con-
tract with the government operate on
very slim profit margins, so a 3 percent
tax would create serious cash flow
problems for them at a time when so
many are struggling. Aside from that,
this provision will actually cost the
government money. Federal, State, and
local governments are already facing
unprecedented deficits, and yet agen-
cies will have to create new collection
systems and may face higher costs for
goods and services if this is not re-
pealed. The Department of Defense has
said that for the DOD alone, the provi-
sion will cost $17 billion to implement.
Madam Speaker, that is $7 billion more
than the total revenue the tax is ex-
pected to raise. In another example of
Washington math, the provision will
force the government to spend more
money and end up eliminating jobs and
hurting small businesses.

Congress can certainly do better. We
must do better. Twenty million Ameri-
cans are out of work, and our small
businesses must have the certainty
they need to create more jobs. We can-
not punish law-abiding businesses be-
cause a few contractors do not pay
their taxes. Instead, the government
should stop awarding government con-
tracts to businesses that do not pay. To
that point, the OMB and the Treasury
Department have announced several
initiatives to prevent contracts from
going to companies that are delinquent
on their taxes.

Madam Speaker, we’re looking for
something we can do right now to help
job creation in America. Well, this is
it. Repealing the 3 percent withholding
provision will provide a significant
benefit to small businesses just by get-
ting Washington out of their way. If we
don’t repeal it, we will put small busi-
nesses, jobs across America, and our ef-
forts at economic recovery at greater
risk. It’s time to get this harmful job-
killing provision off the books forever.

————
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 11 o’clock and 15
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

———
0 1200
AFTER RECESS

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

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Eternal God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

Once again we come to ask You for
wisdom, patience, peace, and under-
standing for the Members of this peo-
ple’s House. At a time when once again
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strong sentiments stand in opposition,
we ask discernment for the Members
that they might judge anew their ad-
herence to principle, conviction, and
commitment.

Protect them from a deafness toward
one another, lest they slide unchari-
tably toward an inability to work to-
gether to solve the important issues of
our day.

Give them the generosity of heart
and the courage of true leadership to
work toward a common solution which
might call for compromise, even sac-
rifice, on both sides.

In the end, may we all, as Americans,
be proud of the processes of elective,
democratic government.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

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 Missouri (Mr. LONG) come forward
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al-
legiance.

Mr. LONG led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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.

—————

APPOINTMENT OF DIRECTOR OF
OFFICE OF INTERPARLIAMEN-
TARY AFFAIRS

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to section
103(c) of Public Law 108-83, the Speaker
appoints Janice C. Robinson as Direc-
tor of the Office of Interparliamentary
Affairs of the United States House of
Representatives.

———
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a bill and
agreed to a concurrent resolution of
the following titles in which the con-
currence of the House is requested:

S. 633. An act to prevent fraud in small
business contracting, and for other purposes.

S. Con. Res. 17. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that Taiwan
should be accorded observer status in the
International Civil Aviation Organization
(ICAO).

The message also announced that
pursuant to provisions of Public Law
107-306, as amended by Public Law 111-
259, the Chair, on behalf of the Repub-
lican Leader, and after consultation
with the Chairman of the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, announces the
appointment of the Senator from Indi-
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ana (Mr. COATS) to serve as a member
of the National Commission for the Re-
view of the Research and Development
Programs of the United States Intel-
ligence Community.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 1-minute requests on each
side.

————

NO NEW TAXES

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

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I'm new to
this House. I'm new to politics, actu-
ally. I’'m a small business owner. I ran
my own business for 30 years. And
when you have your own business, you
get a lot of free, unsolicited advice, and
most of that advice is telling you how
to run your business.

Back home, a fellow would tell you,
after his 30-minute dissertation on how
to run your business, he’d stop and re-
vise and extend his remarks by saying,
“Well, I guess I can run everybody’s
business but my own.’’ Because usually
they’ve been bankrupt a couple of
times and been fired, but they want to
tell you how to run your business.

When I hear the United States gov-
ernment say, ‘“We need to create jobs,
we need to tell the job creators how to
operate, what to do,” I'm reminded of
the fellow back home who says I can
run everybody’s business but my own.
Because we haven’t had a budget in
this country in over 850 days.

We don’t do much right up here, and
trying to run businesses is not some-
thing we should be doing. We should be
reducing taxes, reducing spending, re-
ducing regulation. And we need to get
those three free trade agreements from
the White House over here. If you don’t
believe me, ask the Huropean Union.
Car exports up over 200 percent after
they signed their free trade agreement
with Korea. Their aircraft is the same.
It’s up over 2,300 percent.

——————

LONG-TERM INFRASTRUCTURE
BILL

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

Ms. HAHN. Madam Speaker, last
week we passed a bill to extend funding
for critical highway and transit infra-
structure projects for 6 months. I don’t
think 6 months is long enough.

We’re told by businesses that they
need certainty before they can invest,
and the same is true for those busi-
nesses that would help us build an in-
frastructure that reflects the chal-
lenges of the 21st century. To give that
certainty, we need to pass a long-term
highway and transit funding bill now
so0 we can create lasting jobs.

In my home city of Los Angeles,
we’re already pursuing innovative
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measures like the 30/10, America Fast
Forward initiative to get the infra-
structure we need to stay competitive
tomorrow built today. That initiative
promises to create 160,000 jobs in my
area alone. Just think of what that
good program could do for our country
as a whole.

A long-term bill will put us one step
closer to realizing that goal.

Keeping our Nation competitive in
the future requires vision and boldness
in the present, and I urge my col-
leagues to pass a long-term surface
transportation bill equal to the oppor-
tunity before us.

——————

WE LOVE OUR CARRIE MEEK

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

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Madam Speaker,
today I rise to honor one of our former
colleagues, a woman who is really an
institution in south Florida, in Flor-
ida, and in the Nation, and that is, of
course, Congresswoman Carrie Meek.

She was the first African American
elected to the Florida Senate in 1982,
and then along with two other col-
leagues became the first African Amer-
ican to be elected from Florida to the
U.S. Congress since Reconstruction.

But here is what I know and remem-
ber about Carrie Meek. She is the con-
summate stateswoman. She is a person
who loves her country. She loves this
institution. It doesn’t matter what
party you’re from. Whenever you have
a need, whenever you have an issue,
when you want counsel, she’s the per-
son that to this day we continue to go
to.

So today again, Madam Speaker, I'm
here to honor a great woman, a great
stateswoman, a person who in the
State of Florida is revered by Repub-
licans and Democrats alike. Her son
followed her into Congress, Kendrick
Meek, and he did a wonderful job, and
also comes from that great tree that is
Carrie Meek.

Again, I'm here to honor Carrie
Meek. Carrie, we love you, we miss
you, we honor you.

—————

HONORING THE PEACE CORPS

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

Mr. FARR. I rise today to honor the
50th anniversary of the founding of the
Peace Corps, and today over a thou-
sand returned Peace Corps volunteers
are here in our Capitol to bring us the
attention that the Peace Corps de-
serves.

Congress passed legislation author-
izing the Peace Corps and giving it a
mandate to ‘‘promote peace and friend-
ship.”

Since then, 200,00 Americans, includ-
ing myself and Congress Members ToMm
PETRI, MIKE HoONDA, and JOHN
GARAMENDI have served our great coun-
try in the name of peace and friend-
ship.
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I am so proud that 18 volunteers cur-
rently are serving from my district in
California. They include Jonathan
Cotham from Monterey. He’s producing
500 environmental educational books in
El Salvador, which will help 6,300 folks
in local schools; Joshua Twisselman
from Salinas. He’s teaching English in
Madagascar and has an English lan-
guage radio station.

Just now there are 8,666 Americans
currently serving in 80 countries. But
Peace Corps service doesn’t end when
you leave the country. This weekend,
more than 1,300 Peace Corps volunteers
are here in Washington, D.C. They are
the advocates for peace and prosperity
and goodwill that the Peace Corps em-
bodies.

Join me in making the 50th anniver-
sary of the Peace Corps truly an oppor-
tunity to serve our country.

———

CREATING ECONOMIC CERTAINTY

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Madam
Speaker, solving this Nation’s crushing
unemployment problem has been my
focus since the people of eastern and
southeastern Ohio sent me to Wash-
ington to start the process of change.

Today I rise to outline five specific
actions we must accomplish to create
economic certainty, give job creators
the confidence they need to begin hir-
ing again, and make American compa-
nies more competitive both here at
home and globally.

They are: require the Federal Gov-
ernment to balance its budget annu-
ally; scrap the current Federal Tax
Code and implement a flatter, fairer
tax code; eliminate all pending Federal
regulations not directly tied to public
health or national security; establish a
clear national energy policy; and re-
peal the President’s health care law.

Now, I've discussed all of this with
countless residents of eastern and
southeastern Ohio, and they all like
what they hear. But the popularity of
this agenda has little to do with me.
These ideas are rooted in the American
dream, and they can boost America’s
economy and lead to real job creation.

If this administration wants to help
us, we can start creating the jobs Ohio
and America needs.

——
0 1210

WE LOVE OUR CARRIE MEEK

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

Ms. WILSON of Florida. I have asked
some of my colleagues to join me today
to pay tribute to a wonderful, wonder-
ful stateswoman who represented Flor-
ida’s 17th Congressional District for
more than a decade—Congresswoman
Carrie Pittman Meek. It is my present
district. As a part of the Congressional
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Black Caucus Annual Legislative Con-
ference, her colleagues are honoring
her today for her distinguished service
to greater Miami, to Florida, and to
this Nation.

In Congress, she focused on issues
near and dear to her heart and to those
of her constituents, including economic
development, education, affordable
housing, and issues affecting Haiti and
Haitian Americans.

The Miami-Dade County community
has shown its appreciation to her by
naming an elementary school, a health
clinic, a boulevard, a branch of a local
college, and a community center in her
honor.

Congresswoman Meek once said,
“Service is the price you pay for the
space which God has let you occupy.” I
cannot think of someone who embodies
this principle more than she.

Thank you, Carrie Pittman Meek, for
standing up for all of us, and we are all
standing on your shoulders.

———

IN TRIBUTE TO THE MEMORY OF
MICHAEL COLE

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

Mr. LANCE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to the memory of
Michael Cole, a distinguished New Jer-
sey resident who died over the weekend
and whose funeral will be held tomor-
row in Morristown, Morris County.

Michael was among New Jersey’s dis-
tinguished lawyers and public servants.
He served as Governor Thomas Kaine’s
chief counsel in the 1980s and was very
active in heading the board of the New
Jersey Legal Services Corporation. Mi-
chael was a mentor to more than a gen-
eration of New Jersey lawyers, includ-
ing me when I worked under his leader-
ship in Governor Kaine’s administra-
tion.

Michael 1leaves his wife, Jaynee
LaVecchia, a member of our State’s
highest tribunal, the New Jersey Su-
preme Court, as well as a daughter,
Elyse, and a son-in-law and grand-
daughter.

The State of New Jersey has been en-
riched enormously by the life of Mi-
chael Cole. My wife, Heidi, and I mourn
his loss, but join countless New
Jerseyans in celebrating his wonderful
life.

——
WE LOVE OUR CARRIE MEEK

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

Ms. LEE of California. I want to
thank Congresswoman WILSON for
bringing us together today to honor a
truly exceptional public servant and
friend, Congresswoman Carrie Meek.

Carrie Meek’s record of accomplish-
ments is truly too long to list, but her
unique commitment to fighting for our
most vulnerable communities is un-
matched. Of course, there is no bigger
supporter and protector of Medicare,
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Medicaid, and Social Security than
Congresswoman Meek, who was a mem-
ber of the Appropriations Committee;
and she actually counseled me to seek
a slot on that committee.

So, today, we say thank you for
fighting the good fight, and we applaud
all of your service and your work,
Carrie. Now, in this new chapter of
your life, our young people continue to
benefit from your wisdom through your
foundation, which really deserves all of
our support.

Carrie was a friend of my mentor’s,
our beloved Shirley Chisholm. I miss
sharing our memories of Shirley Chis-
holm, and I also remember so much
wise counsel that Carrie gave to me. I
remember her sound guidance and also
her principled stance. Today, I join in
celebrating the many ways in which
her work and her spirit have contrib-
uted to the success and well-being of
countless, countless people throughout
south Florida, our country, and our
world.

I miss you, Carrie. I miss you espe-
cially during this Congressional Black
Caucus ALC weekend. I miss your con-
gressional classrooms. We love you.
Thank you so much for your leader-
ship. Believe you me, all of us are bet-
ter people as a result of your being
here for so long and for your con-
tinuing to fight the good fight for our
seniors and for our children.

——
WE LOVE OUR CARRIE MEEK

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

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I rise to join with my col-
leagues in their friendly comments
about our former colleague from Flor-
ida, Carrie Meek.

I first met Carrie when I was rep-
resenting her brother, who was a re-
tired military veteran and a highly
decorated veteran. That relationship
ended when we laid him to rest at Ar-
lington National Cemetery. We really
got to know each other well when I had
the privilege of chairing the Appropria-
tions Committee, and Carrie was a
really great member of that Appropria-
tions Committee. I remember, in some
of the very tense moments which hap-
pened on occasion, she would always
find some way to bring a little bit of
light and a little bit of pleasure to re-
lieve the tension that was there.

We talked often. I would say Carrie,
Why is it that I can never get you to
vote right?

And she would say, You know, Chair-
man, I've been wondering the same
thing about you, why I can never get
you to vote right.

We had this great relationship. I miss
her serving here because she brought a
lot to the House. She brought a lot to
the committee.

Carrie, like your other colleagues
have mentioned, we really love you;
and we really appreciate and respect
your service to our great Nation.
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THE RESPECT FOR MARRIAGE ACT
AND THE END OF “DON'T ASK,
DON'T TELL”

(Mr. PRICE of North Carolina asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Madam
Speaker, the end this week of Don’t
Ask, Don’t Tell shows us that we have
nothing to fear and can only gain by
extending liberty and equality to all of
our citizens. Brave young men and
women will not be denied the oppor-
tunity to serve their country, and sol-
diers will be judged on their ability to
do their jobs, not on their sexual ori-
entation.

This is a great step forward, but
some seem eager to step back. In North
Carolina, there is a ballot initiative to
amend the State constitution to ban
same-sex marriage. This seems to be
more about turning out the Republican
political base than about marriage, and
many of our businesses say it would
hinder their attempts to treat employ-
ees fairly. We must defeat it.

At the national level, we also have an
anachronistic law, the so-called De-
fense of Marriage Act. This should be
repealed. Repeal would ensure that
marriages entered into in one State
will be recognized by other States. This
year, I have again cosponsored repeal
and don’t intend to rest until DOMA is
erased from the U.S. Code.

Madam Speaker, history will judge
these efforts at discrimination harshly.
It is time for America’s political lead-
ers, including Members of this body, to
catch up.

———

BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT

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

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Madam
Speaker, if our Nation’s debt crisis has
taught us anything, it’s that we need a
permanent fiscal solution to keep
America the permanent land of the free
for our children and grandchildren.

There is only one way to bind Con-
gress to such a commitment, and that
is a constitutional amendment requir-
ing us to balance the budget. Ordinary
spending cuts and pledges to slash the
deficit are no longer sufficient.

Washington went on a record-break-
ing spending binge and left Americans
in an economic hangover. New taxes, as
some propose, would only punish the
victim and reward the spenders with
more money to waste. We need to stop
spending money we don’t have and
begin living within our means. The fu-
ture of our Nation depends on it.

A Washington promise is always tem-
porary. A constitutional amendment is
permanent. For the sake of tomorrow’s
generations, let’s get it done today.

———
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WE LOVE OUR CARRIE MEEK

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I rise today to honor an extraor-
dinary woman, a dedicated public serv-
ant, and a dear friend: Congresswoman
Carrie Meek. Carrie has lived a life of
distinction, and her legacy is extensive
and incredible.

The granddaughter of a slave, Carrie
became the first African American
woman to serve in the Florida Senate.
My husband, Dexter Lehtinen, and I
had the honor of serving with Carrie in
the Florida House and then in the Flor-
ida Senate, and then Carrie went on to
become the first African American
from Florida since Reconstruction
elected to Congress. What an honor.

While in Congress, Carrie worked vig-
orously and resolutely for her constitu-
ents in all of south Florida, playing an
instrumental role in rebuilding our
community after the devastation of
Hurricane Andrew.

Her accomplishments and service to
our south Florida community are too
many to be enumerated; however, she
hasn’t rested on her laurels. Since leav-
ing this Chamber, she continues her
commitment to service through The
Carrie Meek Foundation.

I ask my colleagues to join us today
in paying tribute to our dear friend,
Congresswoman Carrie Meek.

———

JOBS

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

Mr. HIGGINS. Madam Speaker, we
each talk in this Chamber about jobs.
The good news is legislation that will
create jobs has already been intro-
duced. Now we have to pass it.

The American Jobs Act includes $50
billion to repair our aging infrastruc-
ture. It would create 3,100 jobs in west-
ern New York, alone, rebuilding our
roads and bridges, which will encour-
age private development and even fur-
ther job creation. Economists have
concluded that this bill will create 2
million jobs and Kkeep the U.S. from
sliding back into recession.

Also, Madam Speaker, according to
the Alliance for American Manufac-
turing, 2.8 million jobs have been lost
over the last decade as a result of our
trade deficit with China, including
22,000 jobs in western New York, alone.
American workers can compete with
anyone so long as there is a level play-
ing field, but China is fixing the game
through currency manipulation. The
Currency Reform for Fair Trade Act
would put a stop to that.

The time is long past due for this
Congress to pass legislation that will
create jobs. I urge the House to take up
the American Jobs Act and the Cur-
rency Reform for Fair Trade Act imme-
diately.

———

THE STATE OF ISRAEL

(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS asked
and was given permission to address
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the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Madam
Speaker, it is with tremendous pride
that I rise today to reaffirm my deep
and unwavering commitment to the
State of Israel, our greatest friend and
closest ally in the Middle East.

This is a country that has celebrated
our triumphs and mourned our trage-
dies, a country that has shared our
principles of peace, freedom, and de-
mocracy, and, most of all, a country
that has, without fail, defended Amer-
ica in her darkest hour.

As the U.N. considers recognizing an
independent Palestinian state, it is
more important now than ever that we
stand up, speak out, and oppose this
blatant attempt to circumvent direct
talks with Israel. I've joined with
many other colleagues in a letter to
President Obama urging the U.N. to
veto any resolution that grants the
Palestinian statehood without direct
negotiation with Israel.

Peace cannot be created or sustained
through a single unilateral decision
from the U.N. I will continue to urge
the U.N. to veto, and I will stand with
tremendous pride and admiration be-
side our friends in Israel.

————

TRAIN ACT—REPUBLICANS’ SO-
CALLED JOBS BILL

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

Ms. CHU. Some in Congress want to
use the jobs crisis as an excuse to roll
back clean air protections that have
prevented 200,000 premature deaths.

Today we are debating the TRAIN
Act. This is the Republicans’ so-called
jobs bill, conducting studies that will
do nothing but add paper to landfills
instead of creating jobs by upgrading
toxic power plants so that they are no
longer a threat to public health.

The studies have been done. Ameri-
cans are still breathing mercury, ar-
senic, and chromium, and we have a
means to clean it up. It’s called the
Clean Air Act, and it was passed in
1963.

No matter what anyone says, in-
creased pollution is not a sustainable
path to job creation. Instead, we should
be saving lives, saving our environ-
ment, and investing in the clean tech
jobs of the future.

The TRAIN Act is a train wreck for
Americans.

——
JOBS

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

Mr. MEEHAN. Madam Speaker, few
come to this Congress with more inter-
est in protecting air and water than
myself, as I did as a prosecutor who ac-
tually used the Clean Air Act, the
Clean Water Act for the good of the
country. We must find balance.
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Madam Speaker, I am here today be-
cause I woke up this morning with the
thought of steelworkers on my mind,
some of the 1,500 steelworkers whose
jobs are now at risk since the Sun Oil
Refinery announced last week that it is
getting out of the refining business—in
essence, the inability to compete be-
cause of the overregulation that we
have—and these jobs are going to be
shipped overseas.

Good union-paying American jobs
that could be here, because of the poli-
cies that are coming out of Wash-
ington, are being destroyed and sent
overseas. It is counterintuitive; it is
counterproductive. We must use com-
mon sense.

We can’t let the rhetoric stand in the
way of reality. We must fight for the
future of those jobs while we fight for
clean air.

———

AMERICAN JOBS ACT

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

Mr. SIRES. Madam Speaker, the
President has offered a clear path for-
ward to put the country back to work,
help small business succeed and hire,
provide tax relief for our workers, and
rebuild America.

The American Jobs Act will provide
an immediate boost to our economy
through job creation and tax relief for
American workers and businesses. Spe-
cifically, this plan will prevent teacher
layoffs and keep firefighters and police
officers on the job.

It will support the modernization of
at least 35,000 public schools across the
country to ensure that every student
has access to a 21st century education.
This plan will create even more jobs by
investing in America’s crumbling in-
frastructure by rebuilding our roads,
rebuilding our railways, and rebuilding
our airports.

Finally, the American Jobs Act will
cut payroll taxes in half for at least 160
million workers next year, allow more
Americans to refinance their homes at
today’s near 4 percent interest rates,
and provide incentives for employers to
hire long-term unemployed workers.

Madam Speaker, Americans across
this country are counting on this Con-
gress to swiftly act to create jobs and
rebuild our economy.

——
HEALTH CARE

(Mr. DUNCAN 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. DUNCAN of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, when the health care
bill known as ObamaCare was being de-
bated in this Congress, Republicans
said the bill would bankrupt our coun-
try, ration care for seniors, and cost
Americans jobs.

Well, that’s exactly what will be hap-
pening if the new provision of the law
goes into effect next week. Unelected
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Washington bureaucrats have ignored
calls from Congress asking for a delay
in Medicare cuts to skilled nursing fa-
cilities and rehab centers.

My colleagues know that I have a
reputation for being one of the more
fiscally conservative Members of Con-
gress. I understand the need for cuts.
But as one medical professional re-
cently said: “If I'm told I need an am-
putation, I'd like to know what limb is
being cut off.”

The administration is proposing a
reckless cut of nearly 13 percent to
skilled nursing facilities and rehab
centers. Eighty percent of the overhead
at these facilities is staffed, meaning
the people who take care of our seniors
will be the first to lose their jobs. Re-
ceiving a lower quality of care at rehab
centers means there’s a greater chance
that patients will spend more time at a
costly hospital, resulting in higher
overall costs.

Madam Speaker, this isn’t common
sense. This policy isn’t thinking smart.
Our seniors deserve better, and I
strongly urge the administration to re-
consider their position.
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ARTIFICIAL PANCREAS TO HELP
TREAT DIABETES

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

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I rise today to express my
strong support for the artificial pan-
creas, which will transform the way we
treat diabetes in our country. Millions
of Americans have diabetes. Diabetes
accounts for approximately $174 billion
in health care costs in the U.S. each
yvear, 32 percent of our Medicare ex-
penditures.

Studies show that tight control of
blood glucose levels significantly re-
duces or delays the development of dia-
betic complications. Most patients
with diabetes cannot achieve tight glu-
cose control with traditional diabetes
tools. Erratic blood glucose levels can
cause devastating complications, in-
cluding kidney failure, blindness, nerve
damage, amputations, heart attack,
and stroke.

The artificial pancreas can allow in-
dividuals suffering from diabetes to
regulate their blood glucose levels
using an insulin pump and a sensor.
The system can prevent low and high
glucose levels and help individuals
with diabetes avoid the worst and most
costly complications while allowing
them to remain healthy until a cure is
found.

In April of this year, 260 Members of
the House, myself included, and 60 Sen-
ators sent a letter to the FDA urging
them to approve the artificial pan-
creas. I am encouraged by FDA’s re-
sponse to have a decision by December.

September 22, 2011

END BURDENSOME REGULATIONS

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, since this year began,
the United States House has put forth
measure after measure to incentivize
growth and end burdensome regula-
tions, only to see them stall in the
Senate and be ignored by the Presi-
dent.

Two years after passage of the stim-
ulus, unemployment remains at stag-
gering levels, despite billions of dollars
still sitting in government coffers. It
was my hope that the President would
move past his stimulus spending pro-
posals and offer real economic relief.
While some of the President’s proposals
put forward in his Joint Session speech
merit consideration, this bill is no sub-
stitute for the targeted, long-term poli-
cies needed to empower private sector
investment by facilitating an economic
climate where businesses have the con-
fidence to hire workers and take on
new endeavors.

We’re not talking about real, pro-
growth tax reform and regulatory re-
lief because it sounds good. It’s what
our economy needs, and badly.

It’s time for Congress—both Cham-
bers—and the President to recognize
the pressing need for real tax relief and
aggressive regulatory reform. It’s time
for a new direction, and it’s time for
action.

PASS THE AMERICAN JOBS ACT

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

Mr. SARBANES. Madam Speaker, I
want to commend the President for the
American Jobs Act. This bill gets
squarely behind the program of putting
our country back to work and rebuild-
ing the Nation.

As you go around and you talk to
people, Americans understand implic-
itly that we have to rebuild this coun-
try and make it strong. That means a
lot of things, but, first and foremost, it
means investing in our infrastructure,
rebuilding our bridges, tunnels, and
highways; and this bill would put re-
sources towards that task, investing in
human capital, education, innovation,
technology, entrepreneurship. This bill
would make sure that teachers go back
to work so they can teach our young
people in the classroom, investing in
strong communities.

This bill would support resources for
our firefighters, put more police offi-
cers out there on the beat. That’s in-
vesting in communities. We have to re-
build this country. The American Jobs
Act does that. Let’s pass the American
Jobs Act, put this country back to
work.
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CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF MATT
BRUNO

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

Mr. DENHAM. Madam Speaker, this
past weekend, California’s central val-
ley lost a great leader, a leader in the
dairy construction field, a man that
has been a supporter to many commu-
nity causes, such as the Education
Foundation of Stanislaus County, Cen-
ter for Human Services, and the Memo-
rial Hospital Foundation.

Matt Bruno owned and operated
Turlock Dairy & Refrigeration, which
employed 65 employees. He played a
key role in the expansion of dairy
farming in the area. His family grew
peaches, almonds, and grapes, and he
still continued that tradition on the
farm where he was raised.

He graduated from Ripon High
School, was very active in real estate
investing and commercial properties,
and in 1972 he bought Turlock Refrig-
eration Center. A year later, he bought
Turlock-based Miller Dairy Supply,
and the two companies were merged in
1974.

Matt Bruno is survived by his wife,
Barbara; sons, Tony and Matt; three
grandchildren; brother, Ed Bruno of
Ripon; and sister, Vickie Maselis of
Modesto.

On this day, the House of Representa-
tives will celebrate his life.

WAR ON THE MIDDLE CLASS

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

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker,
Republican leaders have made the
laughable accusation that the Presi-
dent is engaging in class warfare. What
President Obama is actually doing is
ending class warfare, the relentless war
on the middle class. Since 1983, over 80
percent of the growth in income has
gone to the richest 5 percent of Ameri-
cans, while the bottom 60 percent has
lost 7.5 percent in income, of real in-
come. That’s the majority of Ameri-
cans that are doing worse.

When I was growing up, a family
could live a middle class life on one
good job, often a good union job, public
or private sector, with health benefits
and a pension. That was the normal.
Seems like the new normal in America,
the one that I see the Republicans pro-
moting is the rich get richer, the mid-
dle class is disappearing, and the poor
get even poorer.

We need to enact bold laws like the
President’s American Jobs Act and
common sense and fair budget pro-
posals, both of which would help re-
store the middle class, protect the
poor, and keep America strong.
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UNLEASH THE AMERICAN
ECONOMY

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

Mr. NUNNELEE. Madam Speaker,
our Nation is faced with 10 percent un-
employment and rising, out-of-control
deficits. And the Obama administra-
tion solution: spend more, tax more,
and regulate more. This has created an
environment that has destroyed con-
fidence and increased unemployment.

Instead, Washington must create an
environment favorable to job creation.
We must rein in out-of-control spend-
ing. This fall, we will vote on a bal-
anced budget amendment that will re-
quire Washington to do what families
and small businesses already do: live
within their means. We must remain
focused on relieving the regulations
that are choking job creation. And
lastly, we must concentrate on tax re-
form, not tax increases, because in-
creased taxes are the enemy of job cre-
ation.

The American people don’t want
more solutions from the Federal Gov-
ernment; they want the Federal Gov-
ernment to get out of the way. And if
we do those things, we will unleash the
American economy and give businesses
the confidence they need to grow and
to create jobs.

————

WE'RE LOSING OUR MIDDLE
CLASS

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

Mr. MORAN. Madam Speaker, cor-
porate profits have now reached his-
torically high levels—$2 trillion just in
the last two quarters. But most of that
profit comes from reductions in per-
sonnel and benefit costs which are at a
50-year low as a percent of our econ-
omy. This is one of the reasons why the
richest 1 percent earn as much as the
bottom 60 percent and have as much
wealth as the bottom 90 percent of
Americans. Tax cuts for the richest, as
the House majority demands, is only
going to widen this historic disparity.
The President’s Jobs Act, though, will
help to close this gap.

Madam Speaker, we’re losing our
middle class. Our country is becoming
divided between the very rich and the
rest. That may be good for the finan-
cial base of the Republican Party, but
it’s bad for America. The private sector
will start to hire when the public sec-
tor shows it has sufficient faith in our
future to adequately invest in the
physical and the human infrastructure
of this country. It takes money, but
the future of our middle class is worth
it.

———

JOB CREATION AND GROWTH

(Mr. STUTZMAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. STUTZMAN. Madam Speaker,
the American people want to be in the
business of job creation and growth.
Unfortunately, Washington is in the
business of regulating, spending, and
taxing.

This administration has barreled
down the road of massive deficits, his-
toric debt, and ridiculous mandates.
We all know where that road leads—
right off a cliff.

Job creators know that our $14.6 tril-
lion debt is a tax on the American tax-
payer. They know that higher taxes
mean fewer jobs. And they know that
focusing on compliance rather than in-
novation is a failing business model.

But in the face of these difficult
times, Americans are optimistic. Not
even the worst unemployment since
the Great Depression can kill the
American spirit. Washington can give
job creators confidence by living with-
in its means and reining in the regu-
latory machine. The American drive to
succeed will take care of the rest.

Job creators are ready for real
growth, not another failed stimulus.
Let’s pass a balanced budget amend-
ment to require Washington to use
common sense, just like Americans do.

——
0O 1240

WE LOVE OUR CARRIE MEEK

(Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, we love you, Carrie Meek.
And I am delighted to rise today to
admit that Carrie Meek, Congress-
woman Meek, was a mentor to me and
someone who drew the admiration of
Republicans and Democrats and did
some unique and remarkable activities
here in this Congress.

One, as a freshman, she pushed
enough to become a member of the Ap-
propriations Committee and led gra-
ciously during her tenure. And then
she worked very closely with Repub-
licans and Democrats to fight to ensure
that cigarette packages had warnings
about the impact—the negative im-
pact—on groups like African Ameri-
cans.

Carrie, do you remember the picture
that we took with Rosa Parks and
some of our colleagues, and how gra-
cious you were? And do you remember
the 25,000 people in Florida when they
were trying to overturn affirmative ac-
tion? And yes, you walked as long and
as hard as anybody else.

So, Carrie, I think the jobs bill that
the President has could be named after
you, where it provides some 80 percent
compensation to small businesses to
hire people. That sounds like Carrie
Meek. And I think we can resolve the
CR and provide for those who have suf-
fered disasters and do the right thing.
That sounds like Carrie Meek. So I'm
here to pay tribute to our friend,
Carrie Meek, and to thank her for send-
ing her son, Kendrick, who is a great
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friend, and to let you know that we
need to follow in the pathway of Carrie
Meek that brings us all together to
pass the jobs bill, a bill that could real-
ly be named after you Carrie, and as
well to ensure that we protect those
who have been harmed by disasters.

Thank you, Congresswoman Carrie
Meek.

———
BARRIERS TO JOB CREATION

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

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Speaker, this
House and this Congress need to be fo-
cused on job creation. In fact, this
House has passed scores of legislation
out of the House over to the Senate
that would create millions of American
jobs. Yet the Senate refuses to take
any action on them.

And what do we get from the Presi-
dent? We get more of the same class
warfare and failed stimulus legislation.
Of course, his first stimulus was such a
disaster. We had a hearing last week
that exposed the Solyndra scandal.
That’s the company that the President
used as the poster child for the stim-
ulus bill 2 years ago. And what hap-
pened? The taxpayers are on the hook
right now for over $530 million of
money that was thrown away by this
company that the President called a
year ago the ‘“‘future of this country.”

Well, I don’t want a future of bank-
ruptcy, I don’t want a future of scan-
dal, and I don’t want a future of the
radical regulations and this class war-
fare that this President has given to
this country. We need to create Amer-
ican jobs. We need to get these crazy
regulations off the backs of our small
business owners and create jobs in
America.

———
WE LOVE OUR CARRIE MEEK

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I want to thank FREDERICA
WILSON for organizing the ‘“We Love
Our Carrie Meek’ 1-minutes.

Carrie, I want to make sure that you
understand that this is not funereal,
and they’ve kind of made it sound that
way. This is a tribute to you. And since
you and I came here together, along
with JIM CLYBURN, CORRINE BROWN,
SANFORD BISHOP and EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON, and BENNIE THOMPSON half-
way, since he came a little bit later, I
speak for them as well.

EDDIE BERNICE could not be here but
asked that I recite a portion of her re-
marks, and that is that your career in
the House was distinguished as well as
that on the State level.

Almost immediately, the Congress-
woman established herself as a cham-
pion of expanding federal programs to
create jobs and provide initiatives for
African American business owners. In a

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

battle that is still being fought today,
Congresswoman Meek passionately op-
posed cuts to social welfare programs
in the 1990s to prevent the financial
burden from being carried on the backs
of the middle class and the disadvan-
taged.

I have the distinction of offering
EDDIE BERNICE’s full remarks and the
compliments and congratulations from
all of our class that came here in 1992,
and an even greater distinction of
speaking with Carrie perhaps as much
or more than most of the Members
with regularity and sharing with her
the number of jokes and a number of
anecdotes that we have together.

I, as well as all of us, are proud of
you, Carrie, and the enormous work
that you have done and that you will
continue to do through the foundation.
And thanks again for sending Kendrick
to us as well.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). The Chair would
remind all Members to address their re-
marks through the Chair.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2401, TRANSPARENCY IN
REGULATORY ANALYSIS OF IM-
PACTS ON THE NATION ACT OF
2011

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, by direction of the Committee on
Rules, I call up House Resolution 406
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 406

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant 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
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2401) to re-
quire analyses of the cumulative and incre-
mental impacts of certain rules and actions
of the Environmental Protection Agency,
and for other purposes. 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 two hours
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule. It
shall be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Energy and Commerce now
printed in the bill. The committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute are waived. No amend-
ment to the committee amendment in the
nature of a substitute shall be in order ex-
cept those printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion. Each such amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report, may
be offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in the re-
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port equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for division of the question in
the House or in the Committee of the Whole.
All points of order against such amendments
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. Any Member may demand a
separate vote in the House on any amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the Whole
to the bill or to the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute. The previous
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.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, for the purpose of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. HAS-
TINGS), pending which I yield myself
such time as I may consume. During
consideration of this resolution, all
time yielded is for purpose of debate
only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I also ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days during which
they may revise and extend their re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, this resolution provides for a struc-
tured rule for consideration of H.R.
2401, the Transparency in Regulatory
Analysis of Impacts on the Nation.
Fortunately, the anagram comes to
TRAIN, so it’s the TRAIN Act of 2011.

It makes in order 12 specific amend-
ments out of the 14 that were received
by the Rules Committee. Of the two
not made in order, one was withdrawn
by the sponsor and the other was not
germane to the rules of the House. So
what the Rules Committee has pre-
sented here is a rule that is, quite
frankly, not bad. It is going to provide
for an open discussion for those who
are interested in this particular issue
on the floor. It’s a very fair rule, and it
continues the record of the Rules Com-
mittee in this Congress of making as
many amendments in order as possible
which simply conform to the rules of
the House. That’s been the goal of our
chairman, Mr. DREIER, and say what
you will, he has produced a standard of
fairness in the floor discussions that
we will be having here on the floor in
the past as well as in the future.

There are a lot of people that say
Congress is simply dysfunctional. I
admit, the system was designed to be
complex, but there are a lot of people,
especially those that have very little
contact with this system, who simply
stand up and say, why can’t you just
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reach across the aisle, find some com-
promise, and work in a bipartisan man-
ner? To those people who are contin-
ually asking for that, you got it. It’s
here today in this particular bill.

The discussion draft of this bill was a
bipartisan bill with a Republican and
Democrat sponsor. First hearings on
this bill were done back in April, so
they have done their due diligence in
studying the issue and working the bill
to the point that they actually
scrapped the first bill and reintroduced
another, and once again, with bipar-
tisan sponsorship of the bill.

0O 1250

If you look at the cosponsors on this
bill, you will find Republicans and
Democrats. Even in the final vote in
committee, one Republican voted
against it, and 29 percent of the Demo-
crats actually voted for it. This is a
process to be envied. If you want a
good system, a bill that comes through
in a bipartisan manner, this is it.

We all know that business is im-
pacted by both legislation and regula-
tion, and sometimes the blatant dis-
regard for the cumulative negative im-
pacts of onerous and sometimes over-
lapping new rules and regulations have
had a disastrous effect on industry and
on jobs. The current EPA appears to be
driven to regulatory excess by assert-
ing powers or controls in an area where
that power and control have never been
expressly delegated to the agency by
Congress.

So, Madam Speaker, while I’'m sure
that every Member wants to have clean
air and clean water and all Americans
want clean air and clean water—they
are vital objectives and laudable
goals—however, I also think that many
would agree that some of the current
issues in some areas have gone beyond
what Congress ever intended or ever
approved, and also far beyond common
sense. It has not helped the economic
health of this particular country,
which is why I commend the sponsors,
both sides of the aisle, who recognize
this problem and have come up with
this legislation to fix the problem.

The underlying bill, H.R. 2401, simply
says to the EPA—and potentially other
agencies—stop, slow down. Take a
more careful look at what you’re doing
or proposing to do. Take a serious and
methodical look at whether or not
what you’re doing is duplicative of
rules and regulations already on the
books, whether or not they are overlap-
ping, confusing, or contradictory rules
and regulations to those already on the
books. It tells them to do an analysis
of alternative strategies that may be
used to avoid damage to our fragile en-
vironment as well as our fragile econ-
omy.

This bill tells EPA—and others—that
before certain draft regulations go into
effect, it actually needs to study and
consider the cumulative impacts of
these new rules and regulations on en-
ergy production, on costs, on jobs, and
on our Nation’s global competitiveness.
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Imagine that. Imagine a Federal agen-
cy seeking to institute rules and regu-
lations which actually took the time to
study the impacts of those plans and
rules and regulations first. Who could
oppose such a concept? It is just com-
mon sense.

There will be some that will com-
plain, when the bill is discussed on the
floor—maybe even here on the rule
itself—that this goal is to dismantle
the EPA and dismantle other organiza-
tions. No programs are cut by this
process. Nothing is changed by this
process. Some will stand up and say
it’s going to be a biased study. There
are no limits to what the agencies can
study. What this bill simply does is it
makes sure that what has been ignored
in the past is no longer ignored.

Are there some specific things that
have to be considered? Yes, that’s
right, because we specifically identify
what has been ignored. There is noth-
ing in this bill that forbids any rules or
regulations. It just says to the agen-
cies, for heaven sakes, get the facts
first.

This bill holds the executive branch
agencies accountable and forces them
to be reasonable and actually study
what they’re doing before they imple-
ment it.

This is a good bill, it is a very good
rule, and I would urge adoption of both.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I rise today in strong opposi-
tion to H.R. 2401. I do thank my col-
league, Mr. BIsHOP, for granting the
time for the opposition.

This bill is really another attempt by
the Republican leadership to demonize
the Environmental Protection Agency
and dismantle any government regula-
tion intended to protect our Nation’s
public health and the environment.

H.R. 2401 is a waste of time and an
absolute insult to the millions of
Americans without jobs. Instead of
crafting legislation to increase con-
sumer confidence, instead of helping
Americans hold on to their homes, in-
stead of creating jobs for the millions
of people who are unemployed, instead
of relieving the burden of the middle
class by making the Tax Code more
fair, my friends on the other side are
asking us to vote on a bill that effec-
tively bars the EPA from finalizing and
implementing two of the most signifi-
cant air quality regulations in decades.

Coal plants—and let me lay my bona
fides out here: I do believe in clean
coal—the biggest source of unregulated

mercury emissions in the TUnited
States, pump out 48 tons of emissions
every year. Mercury contaminates

more than 6 million acres of freshwater
lakes, and I want to just take the pre-
rogative of talking about one.

I was born in Altamonte Springs,
Florida, and the nearest lake to where
I was born is called Mobile. At one
point, my grandfather could pass by
and say to my grandmother, I'm going
down to the lake and catch some fish—
and be guaranteed that that was going
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to be the case—and bring it back home
in short time.

Now that lake is dead, and it’s be-
cause of mercury contamination that
that lake 1is dead; 46,000 miles of
streams, and the stream that led into
Lake Mobile is dead. And 225,000 acres
of wetlands across the United States in
all 50 States have some type of fish
consumption advisory. Let me repeat
that: all 50 States have some type of
fish consumption advisory.

What’s more, there are substantial
economic benefits to these clean air
rules that my friends are trying to
block. The EPA estimates that the
Mercury and Air Toxic Standards alone
could generate more than 30,000 con-
struction jobs and 9,000 long-term util-
ity jobs, benefiting steelmakers, pipe-
fitters, boilermakers, and others.

The economic value of air quality
improvements totals $59 billion to $140
billion annually. That’s 25,300 lives lost
to toxic air pollution; over 11,000 heart
attacks; more than 12,000 asthma at-
tacks, and a significant portion of
them being children; over 12,200 addi-
tional visits to the emergency rooms of
our country; and hundreds of thousands
of missed work days.

Overall, the EPA predicts that the
monetary value of protecting Ameri-
cans’ health through implementing the
Clean Air Act is projected to reach $2
trillion in 2020 alone. Yet this bill ig-
nores those benefits.

Madam Speaker, all of us know that
times are tough, but this great Nation
has been through tough economic
times before. Environmental regula-
tions are not the problem. The econ-
omy was really tough—and we are re-
minded of it often by my colleagues—
under President Carter; yet the EPA at
the time managed to set new national
air pollution standards for airborne
lead and began the phaseout of ozone-
layer-destroying gases from aerosol
spray products.

Nor has protecting the environment
always been a partisan issue. The EPA
has also had great successes under Re-
publican Presidents. Upon founding the
EPA in 1970, President Richard Nixon
said the following: ‘“We can no longer
afford to consider air and water com-
mon property, free to be abused by
anyone without regard to the con-
sequences. Instead, we should begin
now to treat them as scarce resources
which we are no more free to contami-
nate than we are free to throw garbage
into our neighbor’s yard.”” That was in
1970.

One of the first tasks assigned to the
EPA was to enforce the Clean Air Act,
also signed by President Nixon. Since
its adoption, these regulations have
prevented an estimated 200,000 pre-
mature deaths.

O 1300

During President Reagan’s adminis-
tration, the EPA tested elementary
and secondary schools for asbestos for
the first time and named protecting en-
dangered wetlands a top priority, while
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subsequently opening the new Office of
Wetlands Protection.

And contrary to what many of my
friends across the aisle believe, history
did not end with President Reagan.
President George H.W. Bush imple-
mented the new cap-and-trade policies
that successfully addressed the grow-
ing problem of acid rain.

President Bush’s EPA also started
the wildly successful Energy Star pro-
gram, helping Americans save money
through adopting energy-efficient
products and practices. Since then, En-
ergy Star has saved Americans $17 bil-
lion on utility bills.

And on a more personal level, I grew
up at times with asthma, as did a cous-
in of mine who still suffers the effects
of it. Several of the employees that
work with me now and some before
have had asthma, and I genuinely be-
lieve that if we did not have the clean
air standards that we have today, some
of us may not be here.

In light of all these accomplish-
ments, it’s clear that H.R. 2041 is noth-
ing more than an effort, at the behest
of a big, big set of businesses, to delay
and block necessary and important reg-
ulations that will keep our country
safe and clean.

Republicans claim that this bill as-
sists agencies with their economic
analyses of EPA regulations. This is
nothing more than a convenient, ad
hoc justification.

Firstly, all major regulations already
receive years of extensive cost-benefit
analysis before implementation. At the
same time, this bill fails to take into
account any of the health and environ-
mental benefits of the regulations in
question, rendering the one-sided
‘‘cost-only” analysis set forth by this
bill unnecessary.

Second, the version of the Energy
and Commerce bill that was reported
out suspends two major regulations
that have been the subject of analysis,
litigation, re-examination and rewrit-
ing for over two decades. Both the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act and
Executive order 12866 signed by Presi-
dent Clinton require Federal agencies
to perform the type of analysis re-
quired in the bill, including a com-
prehensive cost-benefit analysis.

By requiring unnecessary and dupli-
cative studies, my friends on the other
side could not make their desire to in-
definitely block these regulations any
more clear.

I've introduced an amendment that
carves out an exception for rules and
regulations drafted in adherence to the
rules already on the books, freeing
these important regulations to proceed
along as scheduled.

Madam Speaker, based on what I've
seen by this Republican-led Congress,
it’s clear to me that they obviously
have no intention of using their real
power to create jobs. Instead, they pre-
fer to waste time on measures such as
this bill that are designed to do one
simple thing, and that is to further
delay both past and future regulations.
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Now, let me make it clear. I’ve quar-
reled, as have some of my colleagues,
with the Environmental Protection
Agency, as rightly we should when the
circumstances permit, and that is, in
my case, with the numeric nutrient
standards that are proposed in Florida.
A court has made a decision regarding
the enforcement of those nutrient
standards, and I believe that the com-
munities involved are prepared to un-
dertake to do what’s necessary. And I
do not believe that EPA has to involve
itself at this point in time.

But when I quarrel with EPA, as I do,
I don’t do it in a way that demonizes
the agency. I do it in a way that’s look-
ing for a solution.

One thing that I've learned in the
years that I've been in this institution
is that whether you have a right or left
or center ideological perspective, to
begin demonizing certain people sug-
gests to me that those people probably
have been successful. I don’t know Lisa
Jackson, the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency Cabinet official, but I do
know that the way people are scream-
ing about the work that she has done
suggests that she must be having some
success.

It’s time to call my friends out on
the other side for their shenanigans,
and show the American people that
they are more interested in helping big
business and the wealthy than the mid-
dle class and working poor Americans
who continue to struggle all across this
Nation every single day.

If we start cutting the regulations
that protect the environment when we
are down, where will we be when we re-
cover?

I've seen firsthand what happens in
places that disregard environmental
protections for the sake of business. I
remember being in Seong, China with a
departed colleague, Gerald Sullivan,
who was chair of the Rules Committee,
and holding my hand in front of my
face and not being able to see it. I also
had that same experience in Los Ange-
les, California, in the late 1950s.

This certainly is not the kind of
home that we want to leave for our
grandchildren. The air that we breathe,
the water that we drink, the soil on
which we produce our crops is the
earth that we call home. And, in my
view, we must keep it clean.

Let me tell you what Ronald Reagan
said. If we’ve learned any lessons dur-
ing the past few decades, perhaps the
most important is that preservation of
our environment is not a partisan chal-
lenge. It’s common sense. Our physical
health, our social happiness, and our
economic well-being will be sustained
only by all of us working in partner-
ship as thoughtful, effective stewards
of our natural resources. President
Reagan made those remarks on signing
an annual report of the Council on En-
vironmental Quality.

Additionally, he said, in a radio ad-
dress, that I'm proud of having been
one of the first to recognize that States
and the Federal Government have a
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duty to protect our natural resources
from the damaging effects of pollution
that can accompany industrial devel-
opment.

And more importantly, what he said
is, what is conservative after all, but
one who conserves, one who is com-
mitted to protecting and holding close
the things by which we live? And we
want to protect and conserve the land
on which we live, our countrysides, our
rivers and mountains, our plains and
meadows and forests. This is our pat-
rimony. This is what we leave to our
children, and our great moral responsi-
bility is to leave it to them either as
we found it or better than we found it.
He made those remarks at the dedica-
tion of the National Geographic Soci-
ety’s new headquarters building in 1984.

President George W. Bush said, our
country, the United States, is the
world’s largest emitter of manmade
greenhouse gases. We account for al-
most 20 percent of the world’s man-
made greenhouse gas emissions.

In addition, in a joint address to Con-
gress he said, I also call on Congress to
work with my administration to
achieve the significant emission reduc-
tions made possible by implementing
the clean energy technologies proposed
in our energy plan. Our working group
study has made it clear that we need to
do a lot more.

Those words from two Presidents
that are revered, rightly, by many of
us in this institution, and certainly by
my colleagues that are Republican that
share the same ideological perspec-
tives, should be sufficient to put to rest
this polluting bill that we could re-
name the Toxic Polluting America
measure.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank the
gentleman for not demonizing me or
my colleagues and our motives on this
bill.

I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I'1l try to
do better about that as we progress.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
my good friend, a former member of
the Rules Committee, a distinguished
Member of this body from Maine (Ms.
PINGREE).

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I thank my
colleague from Florida for his eloquent
words and for allowing me a moment to
speak on the floor.

Madam Speaker, the TRAIN Act will
repeal two critical clean air standards:
the proposed Mercury and Air Toxics
Standards and the final Cross-State Air
Pollution Rule for power plants that
burn coal and oil.

I'm from the State of Maine, and
Maine is the tailpipe of the Nation for
most atmospheric pollution. Nearly
130,000 people in Maine have been diag-
nosed with asthma. Yesterday in my
office, I met with a wonderful young
man named Jake, one of 28,000 children
in the State of Maine who suffer from
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asthma. I also met with his parents,
small business owners who struggle to
pay more than a thousand dollars a
month in insurance and medication to
keep Jake healthy.

Since 1970, the Clean Air Act has
saved hundreds of thousands of lives
and decreased air pollution by 60 per-
cent. Implementing Clean Air stand-
ards will mean fewer kids and parents
will struggle with life-long costs of
dirty air. Improved standards will also
mean reducing the amount of mercury
and toxins in the air and water.

In 2000, the government determined
that major coal-burning entities are
the single largest source of manmade
emissions of mercury in the United
States. It’s estimated that 6 percent of
women in the U.S. of childbearing age
have dangerous levels of mercury in
their blood, and more than 410,000 chil-
dren born each year in the United
States are exposed to levels of mercury
in the womb high enough to impair
neurological development.

Madam Speaker, improved Clean Air
Act standards will dramatically reduce
atmospheric pollution and decrease
dangerous healthy effects of dirty air.
The TRAIN Act would delay those
standards.

Companies are prepared to meet im-
proved Clean Air Act standards by
making further investments in tech-
nology that would create over a mil-
lion jobs in the United States between
2011 and 2015. The TRAIN Act will
delay those investments.

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

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

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. The TRAIN
Act will delay those investments and
delay those jobs in this country. The
TRAIN Act is bad for business, it’s bad
for our health, and it’s bad for the
State of Maine. I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on
the TRAIN Act and a ‘‘no’ vote on de-
laying Clean Air Act standards.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I continue to
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, if we defeat the previous ques-
tion, I will offer an amendment to the
rule to provide that immediately after
the House adopts this rule, it will bring
up H.R. 1366, the National Manufac-
turing Strategy Act of 2011.

Madam Speaker, I am very pleased to
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI),
whose father I had the privilege of
serving with as well.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to urge my colleagues to op-
pose the previous question so we can
bring to the floor a bipartisan bill that
I reintroduced earlier this year, H.R.
1366, the National Manufacturing
Strategy Act.

I know that my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle recognize our near-
term and long-term economic chal-
lenges and understand that the Amer-
ican people want us to help them get
back to work. So rather than consid-
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ering a bill to tie up pending environ-
mental regulations in red tape, we
should be bringing to the floor a bill we
can agree will improve our competi-
tiveness and help the private sector
create good jobs.

The National Manufacturing Strat-
egy Act requires the President to es-
tablish a Dbipartisan public/private
manufacturing strategy board. This
board would analyze the various fac-
tors that affect manufacturing, includ-
ing trade, taxes, regulations, among
others. It would also consider the gov-
ernment’s programs, policies, and role
in promoting manufacturing and iden-
tify goals and recommendations for
Federal, State, and private sector enti-
ties to pursue in order to achieve the
greatest economic opportunity for
manufacturers in America.

The strategy will be reexamined
every 4 years so it would reflect the
implementation of prior recommenda-
tions, reassess global markets and
technological development, and plot a
revised strategy.

The Federal Government already has
significant and broad influence on the
domestic environment for manufac-
turing; and certain areas of the govern-
ment rely greatly on a strong manufac-
turing base, particularly our national
defense. Yet there’s little to unify the
multitude of programs and policies
that exist throughout the government
toward the common goals and agenda
for promoting our domestic manufac-
turing base and securing our place in
the world’s markets.

Unfortunately, the government’s pro-
motion of manufacturing has been ad
hoc. Instead, we need to be proactive
and organized and efficient across our
government.

Most of our competitors understand
the need for a strategy. Not just China
and India but also Germany, Canada,
the United Kingdom, among others,
have developed and implemented strat-
egies.

This idea enjoys widespread support
in America from a wide range of indus-
trial sectors, labor, and the public. A
poll conducted last year by Alliance for
American Manufacturing found that 86
percent of Americans favor a national
manufacturing strategy aimed at get-
ting economic, tax, labor, and trade
policies working together.

This public support already has been
echoed in this Chamber where last year
we passed this bill by a bipartisan vote
of 379-38.

I urge my colleagues in the House to
join me in calling for action on jobs
and the economy. We cannot continue
to sit idly as our manufacturing base
and quality, well-paying jobs depart for
China, India, or elsewhere.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. I yield the
gentleman an additional 1 minute.

Mr. LIPINSKI. We must take action
to provide a competitive and focused
foundation for those who will continue
to make it in America, and we can do
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so now by defeating the previous ques-
tion and then passing the National
Manufacturing Strategy Act. The
American public is waiting. They need
jobs. They want us to act. So let’s
move forward together on something
we can agree to and get Americans
back to work.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I am pleased to
yield as much time as he may consume
to the distinguished chairman of the
Rules Committee, the gentleman from
California (Mr. DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, 1
thank my extraordinarily quick-wit-
ted, thoughtful and hardworking col-
league from the Rules Committee for
yielding me the time. I rise in strong
support of this rule, and I take the
floor to do my doggone-est to help us
put in perspective why it is that we’re
here and what it is that we’re doing.

Let me say that at the outset I think
most everybody acknowledges if you’re
a job creator, that often government
regulation and government control has
undermined your potential to create
new jobs and streamline your operation
and make sure you can deliver a prod-
uct or a service to a consumer at a
lower price.

Let’s just at the outset say that the
notion of trying to tackle the issue of
the overreach of government overregu-
lating businesses and individuals is a
challenge that needs to be addressed.
That’s really what came to the intro-
duction by our colleague, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, and the very hard work done by
Mr. WHITFIELD in the Energy and Com-
merce Committee of this so-called
TRAIN Act, T-R-A-I-N. Don’t ask me
to say exactly what the acronym
means. I'd have to read it to see it.

It basically means that we’re going
to have an entity put into place that’s
going to look at both the costs as well
as the benefits for dealing with the
issue of regulation.

Now, my friend from Fort Lauderdale
regaled us in the Rules Committee
when we were marking this up a couple
of days ago about the time that he
spent in Los Angeles. He told the story
about awakening and not being able to
open his eyes because the air pollution
was so great in Los Angeles. He may
have shared that with our colleagues
here on the House floor as he did in the
Rules Committee. I don’t know. I
haven’t followed the debate that close-
ly. I was in another meeting.

I will say that I live in Los Angeles
today, and I represent the Los Angeles
basin. I’'m a Republican. I'm a Repub-
lican who likes to breathe clean air,
and I'm a Republican who likes to
drink safe water. I don’t have as a goal,
as a priority, the obliteration of air
quality or water quality. It’s not a pri-
ority for me, and I frankly don’t know
of any Democrat or Republican in this
institution who has a desire to do that.
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I am also one who recognizes that
many of the things that have been done
at the governmental level have played



H6364

a role in actually improving air quality
and in playing a role in improving
drinking water. I will say that there is
no desire on the part of anyone to un-
dermine the assurance that we have of
clean air and safe drinking water.

Now, having said that, I think it’s
important for us to recognize that we
are going to do everything that we can,
though, to say when we see duplicative
regulation. When we see the kind of
burden that has been imposed, we
should see action taken. But guess
what? This committee is not empow-
ered to do anything—anything at all—
like what has been described or implied
by my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle. This committee will not be
able to repeal any regulation as it re-
lates to drinking water or clean air or
any of these ideas.

I also want to say that I happen to
believe that good environmental policy
happens to be good business. I know
there is often this sense that, if you're
pro-environment, you must be anti-
business, and if you’re pro-business,
you must be anti-environment. I see
the two really going hand in hand; but
it’s important for us to make sure that
we don’t go overboard in undermining
businesses’ potential to address envi-
ronmental needs with a regulatory bur-
den that is as great as some have re-
ported it to be.

To me, we have made every single
amendment that complied with the
rules of the House in order, so we’re
going to have an opportunity for a free-
flowing debate with Democrats, includ-
ing an amendment that the Democratic
floor manager of this rule will have
that has been made in order by the
Rules Committee.

We’re going to have an opportunity
for a free-flowing debate, and I urge my
colleagues to support this very com-
monsense measure.

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

My colleague from California spoke
about what our committee would do. I
would urge him to understand that
Congress is doing it for them with this
measure.

Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to insert the text of the
amendment in the RECORD along with
extraneous material immediately prior
to the vote on the previous question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, the day before yesterday,
Frances Beinecke, the president of the
Natural Resources Defense Council,
said the following:

“GOP lawmakers would have us be-
lieve that the public health and envi-
ronmental safeguards stemming from
the Clean Air Act—a 40-year-old law
signed by President Nixon—are thwart-
ing economic growth. It’s not the un-
regulated market in mortgage debt,
the U.S. trade deficit with China, or
the shaky state of European banks
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that is freezing growth. It’s the EPA’s
effort to reduce toxins from old power
plants.”

Madam Speaker, millions of Ameri-
cans are hurting and are in desperate
need of our help. Instead of working to
create jobs, my colleagues on the other
side would rather consider ‘‘do noth-
ing”’ bills. We’ve been doing nothing
around here for a very long time now
and have been considering ‘‘do noth-
ing”’ to get our economy back on track.
This ‘‘do nothing” bill does not create
jobs, and it does nothing to help the
struggle of middle class and working
poor Americans. Let me just give some
examples of the time line on the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency’s laws
and list them, in part, by administra-
tion.

I spoke earlier about the Clean Air
Act of 1970 and the Clean Water Act
that President Nixon vetoed. His veto
was overridden, and 