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

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 19, 2012.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DANIEL
WEBSTER 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 17, 2012, 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.

———————

HONORING HEALTH CARE PROFES-
SIONALS WHO PROVIDE HOSPICE
CARE

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
today on Capitol Hill there are hun-
dreds of nurses, chaplains and social
workers, the people who deliver hospice
care at the bedside, here to promote an
honest discussion and careful analysis
of how to help individuals and their
families grapple with the final chapter
of life. It may be the hardest issue in

health care, and the fear that it in-
vokes can be a powerful weapon.

For most of us, the majority of
health care we receive in our lifetime
will be administered in those last few
months. It’s when we need the most
doctors and nursing care, medical pro-
cedures and oftentimes in hospitals.

But we know from scientific studies
that when patients are educated about
their treatment options, they make de-
cisions that are not only aligned with
their personal preferences, but shared
decision-making relieves stress and
anxiety. Ironically, sometimes getting
less intensive help, like in a hospice,
not only improves the quality of life,
these patients, many of them actually
live longer.

From a public policy perspective, it’s
perverse that Medicare will pay for al-
most any medical procedure, yet not
reimburse doctors to have a thoughtful
conversation to prepare patients and
their families for the delicate, com-
plex, and emotionally demanding deci-
sions surrounding the end of life.

That’s why I sought to direct Medi-
care, in the Affordable Care Act, to
cover a voluntary discussion with the
doctor about living wills, power of at-
torney, and end-of-life preferences.
Helping patients and their families
clarify what they want and need should
be an element of any rational, com-
prehensive health care system.

Despite our recent history, it’s also a
rare common denominator in health
care politics because it’s something
that most people actually agree on. In
fact, the majority of my Republican
colleagues supported a similar provi-
sion for terminally ill elderly patients
that was part of the 2003 prescription
drug bill.

I had a friend of mine, a Republican
cardiovascular surgeon here in the
House, who told me he had many end-
of-life conversations; but, unfortu-
nately, they were often too late. He
wished he could have spoken to pa-

tients and their families when they
could have properly reflected, not just
when the surgery was merely hours
away.

During the early debates on the Af-
fordable Care Act, I was confident that
this was an area where we were making
a contribution to improve the quality
of health care, but it actually might be
something that would bring us to-
gether because of the shared agree-
ment. But, unfortunately, battle lines
were drawn; and you know how the rest
of that story went: death panels, ra-
tioning, forced consultation with gov-
ernment-appointed physicians.

In war, truth is the first casualty.
The same goes for politics. As a coun-
try, we have a difficult time talking ra-
tionally and thoughtfully about end-of-
life issues. That’s why it’s so impor-
tant that we have these dedicated peo-
ple on Capitol Hill today—the nurses,
the hospice workers, the social work-
ers—to have this thoughtful conversa-
tion from people who do it every day.
Their work to help patients and fami-
lies can help Congress understand that
the work is not finished.

I urge my colleagues to take a look
at the Personalize Your Health Care
Act, H.R. 1589. Join me in making sure
that the Federal Government is a bet-
ter partner in helping families prepare
for this difficult chapter.

HONORING THE LIFE OF
SERGEANT TOM BAGOSY

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

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, today, a
number of us are rising to commemo-
rate an individual out of the now more
than 2,000 who have lost their lives dur-
ing Operation Enduring Freedom. I
would like to submit, for the RECORD,
11 names of brave servicemembers who
were recently killed in Afghanistan.
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Today, I would like to recognize a
man in particular who is not counted
in the 2,000. Sergeant Tom Bagosy, a
combat veteran of Iraq and Afghani-
stan, took his own life on May 10, 2010,
at Camp Lejeune marine base in North
Carolina. Tom’s wounds were mental,
but he is no less a casualty of the war
in Afghanistan.

That Tom is not counted in this 2,000
number speaks to the fact that our
country does not fully understand the
effect that a generation of war has had
on those who’ve fought it. We do not
understand the future cost of caring for
over 300,000 returning veterans with
mental wounds.

Tom’s death, like those of the 154 Ac-
tive Duty servicemembers who took
their lives at a rate of one per day this
year, was preventable.

Tom left behind a wife, Katie, and
two children. Today, Katie is working
towards becoming a mental health
counselor so she can support the thou-
sands of veterans coming home today
with mental wounds. We should be in-
spired by her efforts.

Mr. Speaker, I want to share with the
House a letter that Katie wrote to her
husband, Tom, who had died in May.
And she wrote this letter August 23 of
2011. These are her words:

I wonder what life would be like if you
didn’t die that day. I wonder what we would
be doing right now in this very moment in-
stead. I hate playing the ‘“what if”’ game, but
I'm playing it anyway right now.

I could really use a hug and kiss from you.
I love the way you kiss me. I wish your arms
were around me right now. Guess wishing is
all I can do.

Love always, Katie.

Mr. Speaker, it’s time now that our
Congress stands up and says let’s bring
our troops home now; let’s start the
process. If we brought them home now,
it would still take months, maybe even
years. But 2014 is the date that the
President says we’ll start bringing
them home.

Then, there’s also going to be a secu-
rity agreement with Afghanistan; 10
years, spending about $4 billion a
month.

We need to be spending that money
to take care of our wounded, both
physically and mentally, veterans. We
need to start spending that money here
in America to build our streets and
roads and bridges.

Mr. Speaker, it is time that the Con-
gress does its job based on the Con-
stitution. We have the authority based
on the Constitution.

I don’t know how many—this poster
of Sergeant Bagosy and his wife, Katie,
how many, how many are coming back
from Afghanistan, and those who came
back from Iraq, that are mentally
wounded. It’s time that this Congress
starts thinking about the wounded and
thinks about the families who lost
loved ones in Afghanistan and Iraq.
Let’s not cheat them out of their bene-
fits because we want to spend money in
Afghanistan that we can’t even ac-
count for by the Inspector General.

Mr. Speaker, I will, at this time, ask
God to please bless our men and women
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in uniform, to please bless the families
of our men and women in uniform.

I ask God, in His loving arms, to hold
the families who’ve given a child dying
for freedom in Afghanistan and Iraq.

I ask God to bless the House and Sen-
ate, that we will do what is right in the
eyes of God for God’s people today.

I ask God to bless the President of
the United States that he will do what
is right in the eyes of God for God’s
people today and tomorrow.

And three times I will ask God,
please, God, please, God, please, God,
continue to bless America.

RECENT U.S. SERVICE MEMBER DEATHS
Spc. Kedith L. Jacobs
Pfc. Leroy Deronde III
Staff Sgt. Alexander G. Povilaitis
Staff Sgt. Roberto Loeza
Petty Officer 2nd Class Sean E. Brazas
Cpl. Nicholas H. Olivas
Lance Cpl. Steven G. Sutton
Capt. John R. Brainard
Chief Warrant Officer Five John C. Pratt
Spc. Tofiga J. Tautolo
Spc. Vilmar Galarza Hernandez

————
0 1010

STAFFORD STUDENT LOAN
INTEREST RATES

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

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, unless
Congress acts in the next 11 days, the
interest rates for the subsidized Staf-
ford student loan program are going to
increase from 3.4 percent to 6.8 percent.
This is at a time when student loan
debt now has topped the $1 trillion
number, which is according to the Fed-
eral Reserve Bank.

This is a program which will provide
relief for over 7 million college stu-
dents who literally today are already
trying to budget for next fall’s semes-
ter at colleges and universities—at 2-
year colleges, at 4-year colleges. Yet
this Congress left for 10 days, up until
yesterday, for another recess—the
ninth recess this year. This number, 11
days until the rate-hike increase,
should probably be 6 days because
that’s all the number of days that the
Speaker has scheduled between now
and July 1.

How did we get to this point?

In 2007, when the Democrats con-
trolled the Congress, we voted for the
College Class Reduction Act, with Re-
publican support, which cut the rate
for the subsidized Stafford student loan
program from 6.8 percent to 3.4 per-
cent. That has helped over 15 million
college kids over the last 5 years. It
was a sunset measure, like many other
bills that pass in this Congress; and
last July 25, on that podium, President
Obama challenged this Congress to
avoid allowing that rate to double on
July 1.

For 3 solid months, we had abso-
lutely no action in this Congress—no
hearings, no markup, no bill. Luckily,
external pressure was exercised on this
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Chamber. We had 130,000 college stu-
dents drop off petition signatures to
the Speaker, demanding action. Fi-
nally, the Speaker rushed a bill to the
floor, without a hearing, without a
markup—a totally hyper-partisan
bill—that did delay the rate hike for 1
year, yet was paid for with a measure
that was so unacceptable: cutting pro-
grams and funding for cervical cancer
screening, diabetes screening, cardiac
screening. It was a measure which was
dead on arrival, but at least it was
some response. It was at least a flicker
of acknowledgment that there was a
real problem out there for middle class
families around the country.

Now, on January b5, when the Presi-
dent announced his challenge to the
Congress, I introduced legislation be-
fore midnight that night which would
have locked in the lower rate at 3.4 per-
cent. We have 152 cosponsors in the
House for that measure, and in the
Senate there is a back-and-forth going
on right now about a 1-year extension.
So, again, there actually are some
hopeful signs. Leader REID, HARRY
REID, introduced a measure with a pay-
for, which was not greeted with imme-
diate criticism and denunciation, so
there is actually a chance that between
now and July 1 we can come together
and do our jobs and actually be here to
work on the people’s business and to
make sure that, again, 7 million col-
lege kids don’t see their interest rates
spike at a time when student loan debt
has shattered all records.

The stakes could not be higher. U.S.
graduation rates now have fallen to
12th in the world. We were No. 1 in the
1980s. There are a variety of reasons
which explain that, but certainly the
high cost of college is one of those rea-
sons. We are seeing now an alarming
trend of individuals who take on debt
to go to college and then never get
their degrees. Debt without a degree is
almost a death sentence—a lifetime of
struggling in terms of trying to get
ahead. We as the Congress have the re-
sponsibility to make sure that that
doesn’t happen or at least that we
don’t add to the problem by allowing
these rate hikes to go into effect on
July 1.

Mr. Speaker, if you look historically
at the Stafford student loan program,
if you look historically at the Pell
Grant program, if you look historically
at the Land Grant College program in-
stituted by President Abraham Lin-
coln, this is an issue on which we have
always been able to put aside partisan-
ship and move forward together in
order to make sure that the real crown
jewels of our country, which are our
people—particularly our young peo-
ple—are always protected. That test is
now before us over the next 11 days.

Let’s do the right thing; let’s work
together; let’s compromise; let’s come
up with a plan to protect 7 million col-
lege kids, and for once send a signal to
the people of this country that we are
listening and that we are actually re-
sponding to the critical needs that face
this Nation’s future.
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AN EMPEROR INSTEAD OF A
PRESIDENT?

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, our
Nation’s income tax system is a giant
mess. It’s complicated; it’s not fair; it’s
outdated—and not everyone follows the
law.

Hypothetically, suppose tomorrow,
the President issued an edict from the
White House directing the IRS not to
enforce tax laws for certain special
people, for example, people under the
age of 30.

Why? Maybe the President just
doesn’t like the law, so he issues that
new order. Well, Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day, much to the surprise of all of us
who believe in the Constitution and in
the separation of power, something
very similar did happen.

In his latest Friday afternoon sur-
prise, the President issued a decree
unilaterally discarding the immigra-
tion law of the land—a law passed by
Congress and signed by a previous
President. The President disagrees
with the law; and since he had to have
his way, in spite of the Constitution,
he improperly ordered his way to be
the law of the land. The President’s
temporary amnesty plan applies to
those who are under 30 years of age.
They also can obtain a work permit.

It would be nice if the President were
as concerned about the 23 million
Americans who are looking for work in
America as he is about the 12 million
undocumented individuals the Presi-
dent claims are looking for work in
America. News reports even show 50
percent of new American college grad-
uates can’t even find work.

Mr. Speaker, here is the chart we all
probably saw in ninth grade -civics
classes: a bill is filed in the House. If
the House of Representatives debates it
and passes the bill, it goes down the
hallway to the Senate, and they dis-
cuss it and vote on the bill. If they pass
the bill, it becomes the law if the
President signs it.

We call that ‘“‘the law of the land.”

But the President, it seems, has ig-
nored most of this and has just issued
new orders from the White House to
not pay any attention to the Senate or
to the House of Representatives.

Mr. Speaker, like most of us learned
in ninth grade civics classes, it is Con-
gress’ job to write laws and the Presi-
dent’s job to execute the laws. That
means: enforce the law. It doesn’t
mean he is supposed to ignore laws and
then issue his own policies like kings
used to do with their policies. He is to
follow the law whether he likes it or
not. Once upon a time, the President
even claimed to believe in the Con-
stitution.

Here is what he said last year:

With respect to the notion that I can just
suspend deportations through executive
order, that’s just not the case, because there
are laws on the books that Congress has
passed.
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But that was a year ago. That was
then and this is now. If the President
doesn’t like a law, he believes he can
ignore it and come up with his own set
of rules.

Our Founders envisioned a country in
which freedom was protected from gov-
ernment and was limited from the poli-
cies of kings. You see, old King George
IIT of England constantly decreed new
laws without the consent of the people.
That was one of the reasons we rebelled
against the merry ole King of England
and his monarchy and his policies. Our
ancestors structured the American
Government in the Constitution. The
last time I checked, it was Congress
that makes laws and the job of the ex-
ecutive branch to enforce laws, not to
ignore the ones it doesn’t like.

The immigration system needs fix-
ing. Congress should do its job and fix
the problem. In the meantime, the
President should do his job, not ours,
and he should enforce the law. Other-
wise, we have lawlessness in America.

The President says he can use pros-
ecutorial discretion not to enforce im-
migration law. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent is wrong again. I dealt with pros-
ecutorial discretion as a former pros-
ecutor and a judge. Prosecutorial dis-
cretion is when a prosecutor does not
prosecute a specific case because the
accused is innocent or there is insuffi-
cient evidence or witnesses have dis-
appeared or the government has vio-
lated the rights of the accused, et
cetera. Prosecutorial discretion cannot
be used to ignore a specific law because
the government just doesn’t like the
law.

It is true, through no fault of their
own, that young undocumented indi-
viduals are here as a result of decades
of a failed broken immigration system,
but the President has no interest in
fixing what is broken. He is more con-
cerned with picking up a few votes to
further his reelection. The law gets in
the way, so his policies look like they
come from an emperor instead of a
President.

So what new orders will be issued
next week from the President and the
White House? Is he going to ignore the
Tax Code for some in the name of pros-
ecutorial discretion? I guess it depends
on what political forces push the Presi-
dent to new orders and decrees.

We shall see.

Stay tuned for another day in the life
of the Republic. It’s time for the
former constitutional professor to fol-
low the Constitution, not to make up
his own rules during his on-the-job
training.

And that’s just the way it is.
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HELPING OUR CHILDREN ACROSS
THIS NATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from

Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 56 minutes.
Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Mr.

Speaker, I've had the pleasure of
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chairing the Congressional Children’s
Caucus for a number of years, having
founded it almost a decade ago.

I'm delighted to have, as part of our
agenda, a number of issues dealing
with mentoring, nutrition, obesity,
issues dealing with now a phenomena
that is raging across our Nation, bul-
lying, and introduced legislation just 6
months ago and now revised legislation
that deals with renewing the Juvenile
Accountability Block Grant, as well as
providing intervention on these issues.

I'm looking forward to bipartisan
support because, as we’'ve seen statis-
tics across America, children as young
as pre-K and kindergarten now can in-
terpret actions as bullying. We need to
give help and relief to school districts
and parents and families, and most of
all, a public statement that that action
is intolerable and that we want our
children to go to schools and play-
grounds and places that they will find
comfort and enjoyment as a child.

That brings me also to my commit-
ment to science, technology, engineer-
ing, and math. I was very pleased to be
involved in a program that provided
opportunity for sixth and seventh
grade boys at risk. It gave them math
and science in the morning with what
we called the SMART board, and then
in the afternoon they played with col-
lege football players and learned the
skills of football with various sports
leagues. Of course, we had the cor-
porate support.

So I raised the question to my good
friend, the company Halliburton, and
asked for their CEO, who was sup-
portive of this program last summer,
to recognize the value of science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math, and re-
spond to the needs of these inner-city
boys in Houston, the place where the
company is located with so many em-
ployees. I'm reminded of going to give
comfort to many of their employees
when KBR was owned by Halliburton
and they had tragically lost employees
in Iraq. It was my chance to go and re-
spond to that crisis and to give my
sympathy. That’s the way we are as
neighbors, but they are not acting
neighborly now. And there are a num-
ber of boys, the same kind of children
that I see that come here to Wash-
ington all the time. Of course, these at-
risk boys have probably never been out
of the city of Houston, but they are in
school districts across the city. Isn’t it
a shame that we can’t get a response,
with all the great employees that I
know care about the city, to be able to
support these children? I ask for the
CEO to respond to these at-risk boys.
I'1l certainly be looking forward to en-
gaging and making sure that that hap-
pens. It’s very important.

I understand that there has been
some question about an executive order
that deals with helping children again
across this Nation, children who have
come to the United States not of their
own accord, who were brought by their
parents and have been here since the
age of 16 and have attempted, like
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many children that I see, to do the
right thing, to get a high school di-
ploma, to be in the United States serv-
ice, to get a GED that happened to
have come and they’re unstatused.

This issue has been before the Con-
gress for 11 years. In fact, there was an
effort passed by the House that moved
to the Senate, as was instructed, and
the Senate refused to move forward on
something called the DREAM Act. If
you look at all of our cases and our
caseload in our respective districts,
particularly those of us in the South-
west, there are tons of cases that have
come in that will bring tears to your
eyes, children being deported away
from their families or families being
separated.

Let me disabuse you of the notion
that this is not done under the law.
There is a regulatory scheme under the
Homeland Security Department that
allows discretionary determination
about deportation or whether or not
someone should go into deportation.
These are children. The President did
the right thing by having an executive
order that utilized the powers by the
Secretary of Homeland Security under
the Code of Federal Regulations to be
able to use that discretion. It’s the
right thing to do.

Congress, it’s not too late, my col-
leagues, Republicans and Democrats,
to come forward and support the
DREAM Act that has been introduced
over and over again, that had bipar-
tisan support. In fact, it’s not too late
to help the farmers, to help the high-
tech industry, and pass comprehensive
immigration reform. Who are we, other
than Americans, who are humani-
tarians, who are empathetic, who love
the values of this Nation and believe in
opportunity?

I don’t want people to be equating
the loss of jobs with allowing a few
children to be able to be saved from de-
portation, whether they come from
South and Central America, they come
from Ireland, they come from Italy,
they come from the continent of Afri-
ca, the Caribbean. It is time to be the
Nation that we know we are, which is
lifting up people, giving opportunity.
This is the greatest country in the
world, and I look forward to corpora-
tions responding to at-risk boys, Mr.
Speaker, and, as well, that we recog-
nize the importance of helping children
wherever they are.

———

THE WHITE HOUSE DECREE IS
BAD FOR AMERICA

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

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, last
week, the White House decreed partial
amnesty for an estimated 3 million il-
legal aliens and mandated acceptance
of illegal alien work permit applica-
tions. The White House decree is bad
for America.

First, Mr. Speaker, it is unconscion-
able for the White House to pit unem-
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ployed Americans against illegal aliens
in a competition for scarce jobs. In
2009, the Pew Hispanic Center found
that 7.8 million struggling American
families have already lost job opportu-
nities to illegal aliens. America suffers
an 8.2 percent unemployment rate.
Even worse, Hispanic Americans suffer
an 11 percent unemployment rate. Even
worse, African Americans suffer a 14
percent unemployment rate. Even
worse, American teenagers suffer a 25
percent unemployment rate. All are
hammered by a White House decree
that grants as many as 3 million illegal
aliens work permits.

I understand heartfelt compassion for
illegal aliens, but where is the compas-
sion for millions of Americans who are
unemployed and suffering from jobs
lost to illegal aliens? Where is the com-
passion for American taxpayers who
must pay higher taxes to support mil-
lions of extra unemployed?

Second, the White House decree
grants amnesty to illegal aliens. Web-
ster’s defines ‘‘amnesty’ as ‘‘the act of
an authority, as a government, by
which pardon is granted to a large
group of individuals.” Further, ‘‘par-
don’ is defined as ‘‘a release from the
legal penalties of an offense.”

A penalty for breaking America’s im-
migration laws is not lawfully getting
a job. The White House releases illegal
aliens from this penalty; hence, the
White House grants amnesty. While the
amnesty is admittedly partial, it is
amnesty nonetheless.

Third, Mr. Speaker, the 1980s am-
nesty taught foreigners that America
won’t enforce its immigration laws.
The result is over 10 million illegal
aliens in America and an immigration
mess that is destructive to America. A
2011 Federation of Americans for Immi-
gration Reform study found that ille-
gal aliens cost American taxpayers a
net loss of $99 billion a year. Illegal
aliens overcrowd our schools and need
costly English interpreters. In 2011, il-
legal aliens drove up America’s K-12
education costs by $49 billion per year.
Illegal aliens overcrowd our emergency
rooms, delay treatment for Americans,
and drive up health care costs. Illegal
aliens commit crimes, sometimes hei-
nous, against American citizens and
burden taxpayers with higher jail
costs. In my home county, more Madi-
son Countians have been killed by ille-
gal aliens than have lost their lives in
Iraq and Afghanistan combined.

Mr. Speaker, amnesty did not solve
America’s illegal alien problem in the
1980s, nor will it today. Those who do
not learn from history are doomed to
repeat it. Mr. Speaker, America must
never again give blanket amnesty to il-
legal aliens.

Fourth, Mr. Speaker, the White
House decree is of questionable con-
stitutionality. The Constitution states,
and I quote article I, section 1, ‘‘all leg-
islative powers herein granted shall be
vested in a Congress of the United
States,” and ‘‘the Congress shall have
the power . .. to establish a uniform
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rule of naturalization.”” The Constitu-
tion does not empower a President to
make law. Hence, the only change to
immigration law is as our Constitution
demands, through Congress, not by im-
perial decree.

Mr. Speaker, in 2011, when it was not
an election year, President Obama
agreed. On March 28, 2011, the Presi-
dent stated:

With respect to the notion that I can just
suspend deportations through executive
order, that’s just not the case because there
are laws on the books that Congress has
passed. The executive branch’s job is to en-
force and implement those laws. For me to
simply, through executive order, ignore
those congressional mandates would not con-
form with my appropriate role as President.

Last September the President again
stated:

I just have to continue to say this notion
that somehow I can just change the laws uni-
laterally is just not true. The fact of the
matter is there are laws on the books that I
have to enforce. And I think there’s been a
great disservice done to the cause of the
DREAM Act that somehow, by myself, I can
go and do these things. It’s just not true.

Mr. Speaker, the President’s own
words speak volumes about the con-
stitutionality of a White House decree
that undermines America and the rule
of law.

——
O 1030

EXTENSION OF RENEWABLE
ENERGY TAX INCENTIVES

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

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, this Congress’ failure to ex-
tend renewable energy tax credits is al-
ready costing my home State, the
Commonwealth of Virginia, jobs. As
CBS News reported last month, Vir-
ginia is losing a wind turbine develop-
ment to Spain because the United
States doesn’t have the right policies
and tax incentives in place for renew-
able energy development. A spokes-
person for the wind energy company
Gamesa said that the uncertainty over
the future of those tax credits for wind
energy and the lack of Federal energy
policy caused the company to invest in
Spain instead of Virginia. The jobs to
construct and maintain that turbine
will be Spanish, not American.

The so-called Strategic Energy Pro-
duction Act, coming to the House floor
this week, actually perpetuates the
problem by doubling down on oil and
gas to the detriment of developing new
and renewable energy sources in Amer-
ica. Even the Republican Governor of
Virginia said that the lack of a na-
tional energy policy was one of the rea-
sons we aren’t moving forward with
this project in America. President
Obama has called on Congress to pass a
‘“‘clean energy standard’” that would
guarantee a market for wind, solar,
and other clean domestic energy
sources. That legislation has not re-
ceived any consideration in this House.
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The House Republican leadership
won’t even bring legislation to the
floor to extend critical renewable tax
credits for wind and solar energy. Re-
publicans consider it anathema to even
suggest that they reconsider special oil
and gas company tax breaks in the face
of record industry profits. Yet while
the extension of renewable energy tax
credits would encourage the develop-
ment of an innovative industry that
would support America’s energy inde-
pendence, they allow it to wither. In
fact, House Republicans actually at-
tacked the renewable energy sector
through a number of different amend-
ments to the Energy and Water appro-
priations bill earlier this month.

As part of the Recovery Act, Con-
gress and the President extended pro-
duction and investment tax credits for
the production of wind and solar en-
ergy. As a result of those investments,
wind energy electricity generation has
grown by 40,000 megawatts in the last 2
years. Between 2007 and 2010, wind en-
ergy represented 35 percent of all new
electricity generation in America.
Solar energy production in America
more than doubled in that time period.

Approximately 173,000 Americans
work now in the wind and solar indus-
tries, with 70 percent growth in the
number of wind energy jobs since 2007.
What other industry can we point to
that has seen that kind of significant
job growth? In fact, the growth in re-
newable energy jobs has helped offset
job losses in the coal industry, which
has been declining for many years. As
the Nation continues to recover, and as
monthly job growth moderates, it is es-
sential to support innovative American
industries, such as wind and solar, with
extensive growth potential.

Wind and solar electricity generation
creates American jobs throughout the
supply chain. For example, Micron is a
semiconductor manufacturer in my dis-
trict whose components are used in
solar installations. The value of solar
installations completed in 2011 was $8.4
billion. Thanks to Buy American provi-
sions and other domestic manufac-
turing programs in the Recovery Act,
we’re increasing the share of wind en-
ergy components manufactured in
America. Over 470 factories in the
United States now build components
for wind turbines. But as tax incentives
expire, where will that future growth
g0?

In the global hunt for scarce re-
sources, the renewable energy industry
will not just be a job creator, though it
will create jobs. It will also help sup-
port national security. If America is
not at the forefront of this burgeoning
field, then we will be left behind as
global competitors seize that initia-
tive.

Unfortunately, all of this economic
growth is at risk as the Republican
House leadership ignores renewable en-
ergy tax credit extensions. Failure to
extend the production and investment
tax credits for renewable energy will
mean losing projects across the coun-
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try. As our loss of a wind facility in
Virginia demonstrates, Mr. Speaker,
the failure to extend these tax credits
in a timely manner already is hurting
what would otherwise continue to be a
growth industry.

———

YUCCA MOUNTAIN

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

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I en-
joyed listening to my Republican col-
leagues talk about the Constitution
and how a bill becomes a law.

I taught freshman civics. And when a
bill passes both Chambers, the bill then
goes to the President. The President
then signs a bill. It becomes a law. The
job of the Chief Executive is to enforce
the law, as signed and as passed.

Like the 1982 Nuclear Waste Policy
Act, it is the law of the land. The
amendments passed in 1987 identified
Yucca Mountain as the sole geological
repository for nuclear waste in this
country. The problem is, it’s not being
enforced by the President, who is
complicit with the majority leader in
the Senate, Senator REID, in stopping
the project.

So over the past year, I have been
coming down to the floor and identi-
fying where we’re at on the status of
what do we do with high-level nuclear
waste. And I have gone through the
whole country. I have identified all the
Senators and where they stand. We ac-
tually have a majority of Senators—>55
of them—who support high-level nu-
clear waste being stored at Yucca
Mountain. We have 23 that either have
made statements of ‘‘no”’ or 22 that we
don’t know their position. Can you
imagine being a U.S. Senator on a very
important position, never having to
state your position on what to do with
high-level nuclear waste or defense
waste, especially if it’s in your own
State, and never being forced to come
to a position.

Over the past year, we've been going
around the country identifying all
these locations. And now the time for
truth has come, to really start nar-
rowing down on individual States and
Senators who should at least state
their position.

So I return to my next-door neighbor
State, the State of Missouri. I live in
the St. Louis metropolitan area. I rep-
resent parts of 30 counties in southern
Illinois. But I am very close to the
State of Missouri. In fact, I root for the
Cardinals, the Rams, the Blues. And if
the University of Missouri’s not play-
ing the Fighting Illini, I’ll root for the
Missouri Tigers.

Missouri has a nuclear power plant
called Callaway. And what I did
months ago, I came down on the floor—
these are old posters—and compared
Callaway to Yucca Mountain. Right
now, Callaway has 615 metric tons of
uranium spent fuel on site; Yucca has
none. Waste would be stored 1,000 feet
underground; waste is being stored in
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pools above ground. Waste would be
1,000 feet from the water table; at
Callaway, it’s 65 feet above the ground-
water. At Yucca, the waste would be
100 miles from the Colorado River; at
Callaway, it’s only 5 miles from the
Missouri River.

So the State of Missouri needs an an-
swer by their elected Members of what
should they do, how should we handle
the nuclear waste at Callaway? Well,
Senator BLUNT has already stated his
position that he supports moving nu-
clear waste to Yucca Mountain. In fact,
in a floor vote just 2 weeks ago, eight
of the nine Members of Congress—a bi-
partisan majority—said nuclear waste
should be in Yucca Mountain, or at
least we should finish the scientific
study to see if it’s feasible versus keep-
ing it in Missouri. The Members of the
House who voted in support of the
Shimkus amendment were Representa-
tive AKIN, Representative CLAY, Rep-
resentative CLEAVER, Representative
EMERSON, Representative GRAVES, Rep-
resentative HARTZLER, Representative
LoNG, and Representative LUETKE-
MEYER. Of course we know Senator
BLUNT supports it.

Now we focus on Senator MCCASKILL.
This is no surprise to her—I've talked
to her personally about this—that
there would be a time when eventually
she needs to state, does she support
high-level nuclear waste being stored
in Missouri? Does she support a long-
term geological storage underneath a
mountain in a desert in Nevada?
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If she would make a statement, we
could then move her from the unde-
cided to either a nay or a yea. And if a
yea, that would bring us to 56. We're
actually trying to see if we can get 60
United States Senators to say, Yeah,
we support moving forward. We’ve only
spent $15 billion, going back to 1982, to
prepare, locate the site.

Yucca Mountain is not just a moun-
tain on its own but it’s at the nuclear
test site. It’s bigger than the State of
Rhode Island, the Federal grounds. It’s
Federal property. And so we come
down on the floor—and we’ll be doing
this in the following weeks—high-
lighting individual Senators who are
either undecided, no commitment, no
position on what should be the disposi-
tion of high-level nuclear waste in
their State, where it should go, and at
least get them on the record as far as
this issue.

Again, this law was passed in 1982.
The amendment passed identifying
Yucca Mountain as the long-term geo-
logical repository was then signed in
1987. We would just ask the administra-
tion to follow the law.

———

2,000 DEATHS IN OPERATION
ENDURING FREEDOM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.
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Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, while
the House was out of session last week,
the Nation suffered its 2,000th fatality
in the conflict known as Operation En-
during Freedom, the overwhelming
number of those deaths coming in Af-
ghanistan. For more than 10 years now,
we’ve been losing young, courageous
servicemembers on a mission that isn’t
bolstering our national security, isn’t
supported by the American people, but
is costing us billions of dollars every
month. What a disaster and what a
tragedy.

Mr. Speaker, from this Chamber, I
regularly hear Members of the major-
ity invoking morality in support of ef-
forts to cut effective programs that
help the most vulnerable members of
our society. So where is their moral
outrage and where is their budget axe
when it comes to the most expensive
government program imaginable that
has killed 2,000 of our troops?

Two of those 2,000 come from my part
of the country, the Sixth Congressional
District of California. Army Specialist
Christopher Gathercole and Army Ser-
geant Ryan Connolly, both of Santa
Rosa, California, were Killed less than
a month apart in the year 2008.

We had others who were killed during
the nearly 9 years that our troops were
in Iraq, but 2,000 deaths doesn’t even
begin to tell the story of the human
cost of this war. More than 15,000
Americans have come home wounded,
many in ways that will alter their lives
forever. Even those who returned with
their bodies intact often suffer from
devastating posttraumatic stress that
may never go away. Postdeployment
suicide has reached epidemic levels.

Nearly 2.5 million men and women
have served in Afghanistan and Iraq,
and I actually can’t say that I trust
that the veterans health care system is
prepared or will be prepared to deal
with the huge demand that will be
placed on the services in the coming
years.

A recent report prepared by VA doc-
tors outlines the unique and varied
health care needs of returning Iraq and
Afghanistan veterans. In addition to
traumatic brain injuries, depression,
and substance abuse, there’s chronic
muscle pain, sleep disturbances, hyper-
tension, and complications from envi-
ronmental exposures. Many of our re-
turning heroes have difficulty read-
justing to civilian life, integrating
once again into their families, their
workplaces, and their communities.

We had better be willing as a Nation
to write that check for their care as we
were for the war that damaged them in
the first place.

And it’s critical, Mr. Speaker, that
we remember the human cost is not
just here in the United States. Two
thousand Americans have died in near-
ly 11 years of war. Well, 3,000 Afghan
civilians, many of them children, were
killed last year alone for the cause of
their so-called liberation.

It’s not enough to acknowledge the
casualties of this war, to memorialize
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the dead and pay tribute to their serv-
ice. What we need is an immediate
change of policy. To extend the war
through 2014 is to sentence hundreds
more servicemembers to their deaths,
all for a policy that isn’t achieving its
stated objectives while strengthening
the very terrorists and extremists that
we’re trying to defeat.

There’s only one solution, Mr. Speak-
er. There’s only one choice that will fi-
nally keep the death toll from climb-
ing. That choice is bring our troops
home. Bring them home now.

————
WHEN WILL WE ATTACK SYRIA?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PAUL) for 6 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Plans, rumors, and war
propaganda for attacking Syria and de-
posing Assad have been around for
many months. This past week, how-
ever, it was reported that the Pentagon
indeed was finalizing plans to do just
that.

In my opinion, all the evidence to
justify this attack is bogus. It is no
more credible than the pretext given
for the 2003 invasion of Iraq or for the
2011 attack on Libya.

The total waste of those wars should
cause us to pause before this all-out ef-
fort at occupation and regime change
is initiated against Syria. There are no
national security concerns that require
such a foolish escalation of violence in
the Middle East. There should be no
doubt that our security interests are
best served by completely staying out
of the internal strife now raging in
Syria. We are already too much in-
volved in supporting the forces within
Syria anxious to overthrow their cur-
rent government. Without outside in-
terference, the strife, now character-
ized as a civil war, would likely be non-
existent.

Whether or not we attack yet an-
other country, occupying it and setting
up another regime that we hope we can
control, poses a serious constitutional
question: From where does a President
get such authority?

Since World War II, the proper au-
thority to go to war has been ignored.
It has been replaced by international
entities like the United Nations and
NATO, or the President, himself, while
ignoring the Congress. And sadly, the
people don’t object.

Our recent Presidents explicitly
maintain that the authority to go to
war is not the U.S. Congress’. This has
been the case since the 1950s, when we
were first taken into war in Korea
under a UN resolution and without con-
gressional approval. Once again, we are
about to engage in military action
against Syria, and at the same time ir-
responsibly reactivating the Cold War
with Russia. We’re now engaged in a
game of ‘‘chicken’ with Russia, which
presents a much greater threat to our
security than does Syria.

Would we tolerate Russia in Mexico
demanding a humanitarian solution to
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the violence on the U.S.-Mexican bor-
der? We would consider that a legiti-
mate concern for us. But for us to be
engaged in Syria, where the Russians
have a legal naval base, is equivalent
to the Russians being in our backyard
in Mexico.

We are hypocritical when we con-
demn Russia for protecting its neigh-
borhood interests, as we claim we are
doing the same ourselves thousands of
miles from our shore. There’s no ben-
efit for us to be picking sides, secretly
providing assistance and encouraging
civil strife in an effort to effect regime
change in Syria. Falsely charging the
Russians with supplying military heli-
copters to Assad is an unnecessary
provocation. Falsely blaming the Assad
government for a so-called massacre
perpetrated by a violent warring rebel
faction is nothing more than war prop-
aganda.

Most knowledgeable people now rec-
ognize that to plan war against Syria
is merely the next step to take on the
Iranian Government, something the
neoconservatives openly admit. Con-
trolling Iranian oil, just as we have
done in Saudi Arabia and are attempt-
ing to do in Iraq, is the real goal of the
neoconservatives who have been in
charge of our foreign policy for the
past couple of decades.

War is inevitable without a signifi-
cant change in our foreign policy—and
soon. Disagreements between our two
political parties are minor.
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Both agree that sequestration of any
war funds must be canceled. Neither
side wants to abandon our aggressive
and growing presence in the Middle
East and South Asia.

This crisis building can easily get out
of control and become a much bigger
war than just another routine occupa-
tion and regime change that the Amer-
ican people have grown to accept or ig-
nore.

It’s time the United States tried a
policy of diplomacy, seeking peace,
trade, and friendship. We must abandon
our military effort to promote and se-
cure an American empire.

Besides, we’re broke. We can’t afford
it. And worst of all, we’re fulfilling the
strategy laid out by Osama bin Laden,
whose goal had always been to bog us
down in the Middle East and bring on
our bankruptcy here at home.

It’s time to bring our troops home
and establish a noninterventionist for-
eign policy, which is the only road to
peace and prosperity.

This week I'm introducing legislation
to prohibit the administration, absent
a declaration of war by Congress, from
supporting—directly or indirectly—any
military or paramilitary operations in
Syria. I hope my colleagues will join
me in this effort.

MOURNING 2,000TH DEATH OF
OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM

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

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, last
Thursday, the 2,000th U.S. military
servicemember was Killed in Operation
Enduring Freedom. I send my deepest
sympathies to the families and loved
ones of each individual who has been
killed since this war began more than a
decade ago. Those losses are a cause for
sadness beyond what I can adequately
convey in my words. Having just cele-
brated Father’s Day with my daughters
and son, I reflect on the fact that each
fallen soldier was the child of some
parent. Many were husbands and wives,
and many were parents themselves.

We are a Nation at war. Yet the bur-
den of this war has been primarily
borne by a very few, by our military
servicemembers and their families.
Less than 1 percent of the TUnited
States population is in the armed serv-
ices. Many Americans were not aware
of last week’s tragic milestone, or per-
haps they may have glanced at the fa-
tality count in their local paper and
then they went about their daily
events. This is a war that, for many,
goes on in the background while most
Americans carry on their daily lives.

It’s imperative that we stop and
think deeply about the human cost of
this war. We must read the names of
those who have been killed, look at
their pictures, and imagine the grief of
those who have been left behind. We
must also think about those who have
been wounded. Every day outside this
Chamber, we see yet one more military
man or woman who has lost a limb,
who has been harmed. They are in our
military hospitals now, their futures
uncertain. We must think about those
servicemembers whose lives have been
so shattered by the experience of war
that they cannot continue living. More
servicemembers took their lives in this
year than were Killed in combat in Af-
ghanistan. Only when we feel those
losses can we fully comprehend the
cost of this war.

Recently, this House passed its
version of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act that I opposed but the
majority pushed forward, a bill that
has no meaningful timeline for ending
combat operations and bringing our
troops home, no concrete plans for
transitioning full responsibility for Af-
ghanistan security to Afghan forces.
Most Republican supporters of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act
would slow down the withdrawal of our
troops. They would have American
troops continue to fight against a do-
mestic insurgency in Afghanistan, and
they would have American troops
fighting for the corrupt Karzai govern-
ment.

As Members of Congress, we’re re-
sponsible for authorizing the funds
that sustain this war. If we believe this
war should continue, we should say
that this war is absolutely essential to
our Nation’s security. This war is not.

Can we look into the eyes of the
mother or father of a serviceman who
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has been killed and say your child died
for a mission that’s absolutely essen-
tial to our Nation’s security? I can’t do
that, and I believe most of us cannot. I
believe it is time for the war in Af-
ghanistan to come to an end. Our
troops and their families have given
enough. We should welcome them home
as heroes, and we should ensure that
they receive the support and care that
is due when they return.

We sent our brave servicemen and
-women to Afghanistan to eliminate
international terrorist organizations
that threaten the United States. As
President Obama said last month, our
goal is to destroy al Qaeda. Our troops
have successfully executed this mission
with phenomenal dedication and capac-
ity. We have virtually eliminated al
Qaeda from Afghanistan. No expert
says that there’s more than 100 there,
and they have no meaningful oper-
ation. They have demonstrated that we
can take terrorists out wherever they
are in this world. We have captured and
killed most all of al Qaeda’s top com-
manders. One year ago, we celebrated
the historic moment when Osama bin
Laden, the 9/11 mastermind, was killed.
He met his just end.

The cost of this war in blood and
treasure has been staggering. Even
those who have not given their lives
have given of their lives. It’s time for
this war to end. The loyalty and dedi-
cation of our servicemembers, our most
sacred resource, must be conserved. We
must not squander it. End this war
now.

Mr. Speaker, last Thursday, the 2,000th
U.S. military service member was killed in Op-
eration Enduring Freedom. | send my deepest
sympathies to the families and loved ones of
each of the individuals who have been killed
since we began this war in Afghanistan more
than a decade ago. These losses are a cause
for sadness beyond what | can adequately
convey in words. Having just celebrating Fa-
ther's day with my daughters and son, | reflect
on the fact that each fallen soldier was the
child of some parent. Many were husbands
and wives, and many were parents them-
selves.

We are a nation at war. Yet the burden of
this war has been primarily borne by the few—
by our military servicemembers and their fami-
lies. Less than 1% of the U.S. population
serves in the armed forces. Many Americans
were not aware of last week’s tragic mile-
stone, or perhaps glanced at the fatality count
in their local paper and continued with their
day. This is a war that, for many, goes on in
the background while they carry on with their
daily lives.

It is imperative that we stop and think deep-
ly about the human costs of this war. We must
read the names of those who have been
killed, look at their pictures, and imagine the
grief of those they left behind. We must think
also about those who have been wounded,
who are right now in our military hospitals with
uncertain futures. Every day outside this
Chamber, we see yet one more soldier who
has lost a limb. And we must think about
those servicemembers whose lives were so
shattered by the experiences of war that they
could not continue living. More

H3741

servicemembers took their own lives this year
than were killed in combat in Afghanistan.
Only when we feel these losses can we fully
comprehend the costs of this war.

Recently, this House passed its version of
the National Defense Authorization Act, which
contains a provision inserted by the majority
that would continue this war indefinitely. | op-
posed this bill. This majority bill has no mean-
ingful timeline for ending combat operations
and bringing our troops home. It has not con-
crete plans for quickly transitioning full respon-
sibility for Afghanistan’s security to Afghan
forces. The majority has pushed to slow down
the withdrawal of U.S. forces. They would
have American troops continue fighting
against a domestic insurgency in Afghanistan
and striving to defeat those armed factions
that threaten the corrupt Karzai government.

As Members of Congress, we are respon-
sible for authorizing the funds that would sus-
tain this war. If we believe this war should
continue, we affirm that this war is essential to
our national security. It is not. We should be
able to look into the eyes of a mother or father
of a service member has been killed and say,
“Your child died in a war that is absolutely
necessary to keep our country safe.” | cannot
do that, and | believe most of us cannot. It is
time for the war in Afghanistan to come to an
end. Our troops and their families have given
enough. We should welcome them back as
heroes and ensure that they receive the sup-
port and care that is their due when they re-
turn.

We sent our brave service men and women
to Afghanistan to eliminate those international
terrorist organizations that threatened the
United States. As President Obama stated
very clearly last month, “Our goal is to destroy
Al Qaeda.” Our troops have successfully exe-
cuted this mission with phenomenal dedication
and capacity. They have virtually eliminated Al
Qaeda from Afghanistan, as our intelligence
experts report that fewer than 100 Al Qaeda
operatives remain in the country. They have
demolished terrorist training camps, and cap-
tured or killed most of Al Qaeda’s top com-
manders. One year ago we all celebrated the
historic moment when Osama Bin Laden, the
9/11 mastermind who bears responsibility for
the death of thousands of innocent American
civilians, met his just end.

The costs of this war, in blood and treasure,
have been staggering. Even those who have
not given their lives have given of their lives,
missing time with loved ones at home while
they serve our country abroad. The loyalty and
dedication of our military servicemembers is
America’s most sacred resource, and we must
not squander it. They have achieved the core
national security objectives for which they
were sent to Afghanistan. It is now time for
our troops to come home to their families.

——————

COMMEMORATING LEVITTOWN’S
60TH ANNIVERSARY

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

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor and commemorate
the 60th anniversary of Levittown,
Pennsylvania, which is the place that I
have called home my entire life.
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Located in historic Bucks County,
Pennsylvania, construction of Levit-
town began in 1952 and was completed
in 1958. One of the first planned com-
munities built in the United States, it
became a popular first home for thou-
sands of returning veterans from World
War II and Korea.

Over the course of its rich history,
Levittown has developed into a model
middle class community. Now it is
home to over 50,000 residents with
schools, churches, and businesses that
help create a sense of community and
foster a warm environment for families
to live and to work, to raise their fami-
lies and to retire to.

Levittown’s residents have worked in
our steel mills, built our communities,
and served in our military, all while
raising their children and their grand-
children. It was a pleasure growing up
in such a close-knit, hard-working
community. I'm proud to say that I'm
from Levittown, raising my own family
there.

The highest honor of all is being
given the chance to serve Levittown in
the United States Congress. I will con-
tinue to listen to and work with mem-
bers of my community to ensure that
all of their voices are heard. Congratu-
lations to all who have called Levit-
town home over the last 60 years. With
such a rich history, Levittown deserves
our recognition and praise. I'm honored
to live amongst these great families
and wish them all the best on this mo-
mentous occasion.

HAPPY 100TH BIRTHDAY TO
ROBERT GRAY SHIPLEY

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to wish a well-deserved happy 100th
birthday to a pillar of Watauga Coun-
ty, Mr. Robert Gray Shipley, Sr. Mr.
Shipley was born in Valle Crucis,
North Carolina, on June 23, 1912. Grow-
ing up on his parents’ farm, Mr.
Shipley’s aptitude for agriculture and
ranching was evident from a young
age.
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He put that skill to use, working his
way through college, milking cows,
judging livestock competitions, and
maintaining records in Virginia Poly-
technic Institute’s dairy department.

Mr. Shipley began teaching upon his
graduation from Virginia Tech in 1933,
and aside from the time he spent in the
United States Air Force as a gunnery
instructor on B-24 bombers; teaching
agriculture in an innovative and hands-
on manner is what he did for most of
his professional life. In fact, Mr. Ship-
ley counts among his many students
my husband, Tom.

Today, if you take a trip down to
Watauga County, evidence of Mr.
Shipley’s involvement in the commu-
nity is everywhere. He helped organize

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the Watauga County Hereford Associa-
tion, he taught sheep sheering at 4-H
clubs, and he ran the Cove Creek Horse
Show for two decades. He’s a member
of the North Carolina State Fair Hall
of Fame, the Western North Carolina
Agricultural Hall of Fame, and the
North Carolina Livestock Hall of
Fame. He’s a charter member of the
Boone Rotary Club and is a mainstay
in the Cove Creek Ruritan Club, work-
ing faithfully at every monthly fish
fry.

Throughout his busy life, Mr. Shipley
has had a wonderful partner, his wife of
nearly 70 years, Agnes. Together, they
are the proud parents of three children,
grandparents to six, and great-grand-
parents to nine. This weekend, friends
and former students of the Shipleys
will be gathering at the historic Cove
Creek High School in Sugar Grove to
celebrate Mr. Shipley’s 100th birthday
and Mrs. Shipley’s 95th birthday.

I speak for the community when I ex-
press gratitude for the lives of the
Shipleys and for their being the won-
derful role models that they are.

———
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 2 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess.
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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:

Loving and gracious God, we give
You thanks for giving us another day.

We ask today that You bless the
Members of this assembly to be the
best and most faithful servants of the
people they serve. Purify their inten-
tions that they will say what they be-
lieve and act consistent with their
words.

Help them, indeed help us all, to be
honest with themselves, so that they
will not only be concerned with how
their words and deeds are weighed by
others, but also with how their words
and deeds affect the lives of those in
need and those who look to them for
support, help, strength, and leadership.

May all that is done this day in the
people’s House 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.
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Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

—————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. WELCH 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.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

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

———

NEW POLICY IS OUT OF TOUCH
WITH AMERICAN FAMILIES

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, last Friday, the President re-
vealed a new policy that promotes ille-
gal aliens who are in our country from
deportation. This shifts jobs from law-
ful Americans to illegal aliens. As a
former immigration attorney myself,
we welcome legal immigrants. In 2009
and 2010, Congress refused to pass legis-
lation giving amnesty to the same indi-
viduals included under the President’s
new policy. Not only is this decision a
Presidential abuse of power, it also
shows this administration is out of
touch with American families who are
suffering from lack of jobs.

Instead of encouraging policies aimed
to help our law-abiding citizens find
jobs, the President believes that he
should reward those who have broken
laws by granting them work permits.
At a time of record unemployment, I
urge the President and the liberal-con-
trolled Senate to take up the dozens of
bipartisan bills that have passed the
House to help American families find
jobs.

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

————

DELPHI SALARIED RETIREES

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

Ms. HOCHUL. Imagine you got up
every day of your adult life working for
the same company, helping build the
American auto industry. You worked
hard, but you’re proud because you’re
part of something bigger than just col-
lecting a paycheck—you’re part of re-
building the economic engine that gave
us the middle class. You counted on a
pension, life insurance, and health in-
surance when you retired, because
that’s what you were promised. You
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thought you lived the American
Dream—until one day that dream
turned into a nightmare.

That’s what happened when GM spun
off Delphi Corporation in 1999 and later
filed for bankruptcy, and over 20,000
salaried employees were left out to dry.
Family finances were ruined all across
this country, including the cities of
Lockport and Rochester in my district.
This must be corrected. That’s why I'm
delighted to see the reemergence of GM
as a global powerhouse.

But we cannot forget these individ-
uals. I’ve called on this administration
for their help. I've not received an ade-
quate response from the Department of
Labor and the Department of Treasury.
And I call on the President to take up
the cause of these retirees because they
need our help. Their promises are bro-
ken, and it’s our responsibility to help
them at this time.

————
FARMERS DESERVE CERTAINTY

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

Mr. HULTGREN. Madam Speaker,
successful agriculture is vital for
America and for my home State of Illi-
nois to thrive in the future. The farm-
ers in my district in northern Illinois
are saying that they can do without di-
rect payments as long as there is some
protection from catastrophe. That’s
why I'm looking forward to supporting
a broad plan for strong, reliable, and
affordable crop insurance when we take
up the farm bill next week.

A successful farm bill must have
strong protection from uncontrollable
risks for our Nation’s agriculture sec-
tor. Farmers take large risks every
year to acquire the seed, feed, and sup-
plies they will need for the season.
Crop insurance gives them the cer-
tainty to take these risks, knowing
that they will be protected from condi-
tions beyond their control.

We have an opportunity to empower
farmers by giving them choices and the
ability to tailor protection to their
needs while also asking that they share
the risk so the taxpayer isn’t picking
up the whole tab.

——————

IT"S TIME TO EXTEND THE
STUDENT LOAN RATE

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

Mr. WELCH. Madam Speaker, in 11
days, the interest rates on the Stafford
student loans will double from 3.4 per-
cent to 6.8 percent. It’s unthinkable
that Congress would allow this to hap-
pen. But here we are, only 11 days from
the deadline, and no closer to a solu-
tion than we were months ago. This is
one of those only-in-Washington situa-
tions. Nearly everyone agrees that we
can’t let these rates double. Doing so
will be a real blow to the middle class
and those trying to climb their way

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

into the middle class. It would be bad
for the economy, and it makes no prac-
tical sense. The Federal Government is
borrowing at 1.6 percent. Yet Congress
has been unable to extend the lower
rate, and it is now only 11 days away.

Take Jessie from Norwich, who will
be affected. Despite significant finan-
cial support from scholarships and her
family, she’s graduating from nursing
school with over $150,000 in student
loan debt. At age 26, Jessie worries
that she’ll not be able to start a family
or put a down payment on a home be-
cause of this staggering debt. She wor-
ries that if interest rates increase, a
bad situation will be even worse.

Madam Speaker, we have 11 days. It’s
time to get this done.

———

CHINA’S ONE-CHILD POLICY

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

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, last
week, I received an extremely dis-
turbing report about China’s one-child
policy from China’s central Shaanxi
province. Feng Jianmei was 7 months
pregnant and home alone when she was
abducted by government family plan-
ning officials. She was taken to a hos-
pital and bound while her child was ad-
ministered a powerful poison. After she
gave birth to her dead child, without
the aid of painkillers, the baby was
then left beside her on the hospital bed,
as shown in this picture. Her husband
is a common worker, who has no re-
course for the crime that has been per-
petrated on his wife and child. Family
planning officials in Shaanxi took this
gruesome step in order to meet their
quotas under China’s brutal one-child
policy. This is further evidence that
government officials routinely take ex-
treme measures to enforce China’s bar-
baric one-child policy.

It’s a human rights issue. It’s far past
time that the Chinese government stop
this terrible repression and end the de-
struction of lives. I call on Secretary
Clinton to condemn this policy in the
strongest terms.

———————

LET’S PASS A TRANSPORTATION
BILL

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

Mr. WALZ of Minnesota. The Amer-
ican public deserves better. They de-
serve more from their Congress. The
sacrifices that so many millions of
Americans have given, whether it’s in
military service or service to this Na-
tion, to allow us to stand here and self-
govern ourselves needs to be repaid
with maybe the words of Daniel Web-
ster above us up there: Let’s do some-
thing great in our time. The differences
this Nation has is what makes us
strong—differences of opinion. But
compromise and common purpose is
the glue that hold us together.
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If there’s anything that we can agree
upon, it’s that this Nation should have
a world-class transportation system to
move people and goods in an efficient,
effective manner. And we’re sitting
here not passing a transportation bill.
We have never had this problem in this
Congress. The last five transportation
bills have passed with an average of 375
bipartisan votes. We have a bill that
passed the Senate 100 days ago that
passed with a 74-22 vote. I'm not sure
they can agree it’s Tuesday in the Sen-
ate, and they compromised on a trans-
portation bill.

I urge my colleagues here, either get
the compromise done this week or
bring the Senate bill forward and let us
vote up or down to put America back
to work and do something great in our
time.

———
0 1210

UTILITY MACT AND PJM AUCTION

(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, President Obama’s
regulatory war on coal is having an ef-
fect. In the 2015-2016 capacity auction
by regional transmission organization
PJM Interconnection, the market
clearing price for the mid-Atlantic
area was $167 per megawatt. And for
northern Ohio, it was $357 per mega-
watt. The average over the last 8 years
has been $89.

Andy Ott at PJM Interconnection
said:

Capacity prices were higher than last
year’s because of retirements of existing
coal-fired generation resulting largely from
environmental regulations which go into ef-
fect in 2015.

A study published in 2010 by the Edi-
son Electric Institute identified seven
different new regulations that will
raise the cost of electrical generation
by 2017. The costs are huge. The EPA’s
estimate of costs for its utility MACT
regulation alone is $9.6 billion per year
starting in 2015.

The House of Representatives has
taken action to prevent the imposition
of new regulatory burdens in the midst
of this fragile economic recovery, but
the Senate has yet to follow that lead.
Madam Speaker, prices are climbing,
and Americans will suffer.

——————

2,000 AMERICAN FATALITIES IN
OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker,
last Thursday, June 14, marked the
2,000th American fatality in Operation
Enduring Freedom. Today, that num-
ber is now 2,004 OEF fatalities, of
which 1,887 happened in Afghanistan.
Suicide rates by our veterans are now
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one every day. This is the human cost
of war. It is heartbreaking. Forty-three
hail from Massachusetts, including
eight from my district. These are not
just statistics. They were living,
breathing men and women in uniform.

At this solemn moment, I would like
to send my condolences to the families
of:

Army Private Brian Moquin, Jr., 19
years old, Worcester; Army Master Ser-
geant Shawn Simmons, 39, Ashland;
Army Major Brian Mescall, 33,
Hopkinton; Marine Captain Kyle Van
De Giesen, 29, North Attleboro; U.S.
Air National Guard Sergeant Robert
Barrett, 21, Fall River; Army Specialist
Scott Andrews, 21, Fall River; U.S.
Army National Guard Private 1st Class
Ethan Goncalo, 21, Fall River; and Air
Force Major David Brodeur, 34, Au-
burn.

You are not forgotten.

————

REBUILDING OUR NATION’S
INFRASTRUCTURE

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

Mr. ALTMIRE. Madam Speaker, we
all agree that rebuilding our Nation’s
infrastructure is the best way to create
jobs today and ensure long-term eco-
nomic growth tomorrow. Our failure to
pass a long-term, fully funded trans-
portation authorization has under-
mined our competitiveness as a Nation,
overburdened our local and State gov-
ernments, and hurt American busi-
nesses.

It prevents the State and local gov-
ernments in every single one of our dis-
tricts from funding repairs to their
bridges, roads, and railways. It leaves
our infrastructure crumbling. And it
discourages businesses from creating
construction and manufacturing jobs
that American workers could be filling
today.

Madam Speaker, I urge the transpor-
tation conference committee to final-
ize their work before the current au-
thorization expires at the end of next
week. We owe it to the American peo-
ple to get this done.

———
LOOK TO THE GREEN ECONOMY

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

Ms. HANABUSA. Madam Speaker,
President Obama laid out in his State
of the Union address a blueprint for an
America to last. To do this, he said, we
need to rebuild the American economy
by reviving manufacturing, new and in-
novative energy sources, educating and
creating a strong, more skilled work-
force. And, more importantly, renew-
ing our American values.

I want to talk about the new and in-
novative energy sources. Remember
when the ARRA was passed, President
Obama spoke about building the green
economy, jobs in the energy field that
look to the future. Hawaii shows that
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this can work. Our recent unemploy-
ment rate shows that it does work. Our
UI rate is 6.3 percent, though we would
like to see it lower. Note that our ini-
tial claims are down 16 percent. Total
claims are down 10 percent from last
yvear. And the area where we’re seeing
job creation is in the solar energy mar-
ket. We have an 18 percent increase in
the permits in the first 5 months of
this year.

Our Department of Labor projects
2,900 jobs by the end of this year—green
jobs, 25 percent over the past 2 years.

President Obama has got it right.
Let’s look to the green economy.

SUBSIDIZING ENERGY COMPANIES
IS A FAILED POLICY

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Madam Speaker,
each year, Americans write a check to
Uncle Sam in hopes that their money
is going to the right places. Unfortu-
nately, the Federal Government has
lost credibility as the steward of tax-
payer money.

In the past 3 years, millions of tax-
payer dollars have been squandered in
risky ‘‘clean and green’” energy
projects, and many of those companies
have failed. And the beneficiaries of
these shady ventures just happen to be
the President’s men. Enter Solyndra.
Half a billion tax dollars subsidized a
company that was doomed to fail.
Eighteen hundred people lost their
jobs, and Americans will never see the
refund on their money. But the cro-
nyism continues. Last week, the De-
partment of Energy awarded $2 million
to Solar Mosaic. The President’s
former green jobs czar, Van Jones, is
an adviser to that company. Imagine
that.

It’s time to quit gambling taxpayer
money on risky projects for all the
President’s men.

And that’s just the way it is.

——
McCONNELL AND DISCLOSURE

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker, in
2003, the current Senate minority lead-
er told NPR:

Money is essential in politics, and not
something that we should feel squeamish
about—provided the donations are limited
and disclosed, everyone knows who’s sup-
porting everyone else.

I agree with that version of Senator
MCcCONNELL. But there’s a new version
who revealed last week that he doesn’t
think that we should know who’s buy-
ing our democracy, and he compared
this administration’s opposition to un-
limited anonymous campaign contribu-
tions to the Nixon administration. I
understand why Nixon came to mind,
but I think the Senator is projecting
here. After all, he now believes anony-
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mous donors using secret money should
be able to influence elections, all out of
public view. Nixon wrote that play-
book.

Anonymity allows people in cam-
paigns to distort the truth at best, or
to lie outright, with no chance of being
held accountable. If you oppose disclo-
sure of campaign financiers, you’re en-
dorsing dishonest campaigns.

Madam Speaker, the voters have a
right to judge the credibility of cam-
paign ads, and that is simply impos-
sible without disclosure of those who
are influencing our elections.

———————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1380.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that my name be withdrawn as a
cosponsor of H.R. 1380, the New Alter-
native Transportation to Give Ameri-
cans Solutions Act of 2011.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
South Carolina?

There was no objection.

—————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 2578, CONSERVATION AND
ECONOMIC GROWTH ACT

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Madam Speak-
er, by direction of the Committee on
Rules, I call up House Resolution 688
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:

H. RES. 688

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. 2578) to amend
the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act related to a
segment of the Lower Merced River in Cali-
fornia, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and amendments specified in
this resolution and shall not exceed 90 min-
utes equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Natural Resources. 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 an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of
Rules Committee Print 112-25. That amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall be
considered as read. All points of order
against that amendment in the nature of a
substitute are waived. No amendment to
that amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be in order except those printed
in the report of the Committee on Rules ac-
companying this resolution. Each such
amendmen