United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 1 1 1 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

Vol. 155

WASHINGTON, FRIDAY, JULY 10, 2009

No. 103

House of Representatives

The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEINER).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 10, 2009.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ANTHONY
D. WEINER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———————

PRAYER

Dr. Alan N. Keiran, Office of the Sen-
ate Chaplain, offered the following
prayer:

Father God, as the challenging winds
of change blow across our beloved Na-
tion, we ask You to empower and en-
courage our leaders. Release in them
vibrant faith in Your word and grant
them supernatural wisdom to solve the
daunting problems facing our country
and our world.

Lord God Almighty, only You can
lead us out of darkness and into the
wonderful light of Your redeeming
love. Open our eyes that we may see
and our ears that we may hear what
Your Holy Spirit is saying in these try-
ing times. Protect us from the spirit of
fear and anoint us with power, love and
sound minds. Establish within us the
tenacious resolve needed to overcome
any obstacles inspired by the enemy of
our souls.

Father, please bless and encourage
the Members of this House, their fami-
lies and staff members. As they seek
Your counsel, speak tender words of
encouragement and direction into their
hearts. As they study Your word, may
they feel renewed and enlightened. And
as they worship, let them experience
Your transforming presence and abun-
dant love.

All this I pray in the name of Him
who is the light of the world. Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

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

——
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. BRIGHT)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. BRIGHT 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
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to five 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

———————

GUARANTEEING ALL AMERICANS
HEALTH CARE

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

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, one of
the tragic and laughable conceits of
the entire health care debate is that
people love their for-profit health in-
surance companies, so hands off the
private insurers.

These are the same insurance compa-
nies whose premiums, copays and
deductibles are forcing millions of
Americans into poverty. Sixty percent
of all U.S. bankruptcies are tied to peo-
ple not being able to pay their hospital
bills, and most of these people were in-

sured. But people love their insurance
companies.

Now, everyone knows that insurance
companies make money not providing
health care. But people love their in-
surance companies, so we have to leave
them in the game, right?

People love for-profit insurers, so
government ought to give the insur-
ance companies a bailout and subsidize
private insurers, because people love
their insurance companies, right?

Well, I don’t think that people love
for-profit insurance. I think people
want a not-for-profit system that guar-
antees all Americans health care.

——————

AMERICANS DESERVE A PROPER
DEBATE

(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, Democrats are beholden to
the failed policies of big government.
That is why they refuse to acknowl-
edge the commonsense proposals House
Republicans have provided to make
this Nation stronger, energy more af-
fordable and Americans healthier.

Rather than have the reasonable de-
bate that the American people deserve,
Democrats want to spend their time
presenting false choices. But despite
the tired rhetoric we hear from the
other side of the aisle, House Repub-
licans continue to offer commonsense
solutions to improve the economy and
create jobs through relief for families
and small businesses.

We are fighting for patient-first
health care solutions that will help
Americans afford insurance, protect
the doctor-patient relationship and
keep Washington out of your private
health care decision. We are standing
up for the middle-class families who
cannot afford a massive national en-
ergy tax.
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The American people deserve a de-
bate on the ideas, not more rhetoric
and false choices from this administra-
tion and their allies.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September
11th in the Global War on Terrorism.

HONORING GREG GAMBRIL AND
DARYL BAILEY

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

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor two very talented law
enforcement officials in my district.
Last week, Greg Gambril and Daryl
Bailey received the highest honors in
their respective fields from the Ala-
bama District Attorney’s Association.

Greg received the Brad Morris Memo-
rial DA of the Year Award. He has
served in the Covington County DA’s
office since 1992 and elected as district
attorney in 2004.

Daryl Bailey began in the Mont-
gomery County DA’s office in 1997 and
has served as Chief Deputy District At-
torney since 2002. He was named Assist-
ant District Attorney of the Year and
he has prosecuted capital murders as
well as the domestic violence cases in
his district.

Again, congratulations to Greg,
along can his wife Julie and sons, Jo-
seph and Charlie, and to Daryl Bailey
and his wife, Tracy, and children,
Laura and Jake, for their achievements
and dedicated service to our commu-
nities.

——

PRESCRIPTION OF THE DAY: EN-
SURING A STRONG FUTURE PHY-
SICTAN WORKFORCE

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘Are we
running out of doctors’ was a question
posed by the Texas Medical Association
last year. The United States popu-
lation continues to grow and there is
concern that there may not be enough
physicians to care for Americans.

If we do nothing to assist the train-
ing of new physicians, waiting lines
will grow longer, lapses in treatment
will occur, and many of our smaller
and rural communities will be at risk
of not having physicians.

What is the prescription? Helping
doctors as they enter training in med-
ical school and continuing assistance
throughout their residency in high-
need specialties and medically-under-
served areas to make certain that when
you need help, your doctor is in.

Two bills, H.R. 914 and H.R. 916, bi-
partisan bills to help offer incentives
for physicians to practice in rural and
underserved areas of the country, will
help to ensure that health care cov-
erage actually equals access to a doc-
tor for all Americans.

All of the recent discussion on health
care reform has been on cost and cov-
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erage, but it matters not if there are
not enough doctors for America’s pa-
tients. Ensuring that our Nation has a
strong physician workforce is critical
and must be part of this national
health care debate.

For more information, please visit
my Website, healthcaucus.org.

ACKNOWLEDGING THE PROGRESS
AND IMPORTANCE OF GHANA

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

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, today I
rise to applaud the efforts of Ghana in
promoting good governance and civic
participation. President Obama will
wrap up the third leg of his inter-
national trip in Ghana. He will be there
today.

I am reminded of the important role
this democratic nation plays in the
international world. Ghana is an active
participant in the United Nations and
the African Union. In its region, it has
been extremely active in international
peacekeeping.

Ghana, the first state in Sub-Saharan
Africa to gain its independence, has
shown that it is a stable nation whose
government and people are accountable
to one another. These acts are a good
first step in developing future relation-
ships between our Nation and Ghana.

One of my constituents, five-time ka-
rate and Kkickboxing champion, An-
thony ‘“Amp’’ Elmore, fulfilled his life-
long dream by visiting Ghana in 1998.
The champ visited Accra, and it has
changed his life.

After returning to Memphis, Amp de-
veloped his vision of educating and en-
lightening people about the cultural
and economic importance of Africa as a
continent, as well as Ghana. At his
home and throughout the city, he
showcased African artifacts, fabrics
and arts.

This weekend, on Friday and Satur-
day both, he will be honoring Africa at
his home and inviting the public and
having a fashion show and an African
dinner. I will be there. Next year, I will
visit Ghana and hope to develop trade
between our city, Ghana and our Na-
tion.

COMMENDING SERVICE
ORGANIZATIONS

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

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, in the
midst of intense policy debates, we
must not forget that we are here for
one reason, to serve. Thankfully I have
constant reminders of that spirit of
service throughout my district. During
the past week, I visited two amazing
service organizations where I had the
great honor of joining their efforts.

Interfaith Outreach and Community
Partners helps people who are facing a
crisis, whether it be sudden job loss or
dealing with serious health care issues.
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Along with operating a local food shelf,
they offer emergency financial assist-
ance to those in need.

Feed My Starving Children provides
hand-packed meals formulated specifi-
cally for children suffering from
malnourishment and starvation. They
ship those meals to over 60 countries,
partnering with like-minded organiza-
tions worldwide. They have helped chil-
dren regain their health.

The spirit of service embodied by
these employees and volunteers at
these organizations is something we
should all be proud of and something
we should strive for each day.

———

HEALTH CARE INNOVATION ZONE
PROGRAM ACT

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

Ms. SCHWARTZ. Mr. Speaker, find-
ing a uniquely American solution to
our Nation’s health care challenges
means expanding access to high quality
health coverage, containing health
care costs, improving the quality of
care and achieving better health out-
comes. To achieve these goals, we have
to think in new ways about how to
bridge the current system’s fragmenta-
tion, encourage coordination and pro-
mote collaboration by health care pro-
viders.

Meaningful health care reform re-
quires that we expand delivery of care
models that encourage teamwork
among providers, improve efficiencies,
and ensure that Americans get better
value for their health dollars spent.
This includes patient-centered medical
homes and greater access to primary
care. We should also expand opportuni-
ties for doctors and hospitals, includ-
ing those based in community and aca-
demic medical centers, to design, im-
plement and evaluate such models of
care delivery.

I have introduced the Health Care In-
novation Zone Program Act to create
and expand these innovative models of
care. When we provide incentives to
payers and providers to work together
to improve care to communities of pa-
tients, we will undoubtedly see better
health care, better health care out-
comes and lower costs for all of us.

———

REPUBLICANS OFFER A BETTER
PLAN FOR HEALTH CARE REFORM

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, at some
point every American will see a doctor
or require some form of emergency
care. Whether it is the birth of a child
or an aging parent sick with cancer,
families are praying for the best health
care possible for their loved ones. But
right now, Democrats are pushing for a
government takeover of health care
that would severely limit many pa-
tients’ access to life-saving treatment.
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House Republicans know that health
care run by government bureaucrats
doesn’t work, because it has been tried
and failed in other countries. Tragedies
result when government controls
health care and makes decisions best
left to doctors and their patients.

Republicans will offer a better plan
for health care reform, one that pro-
vides patients and their families with
the peace of mind that comes with hav-
ing the care they need when they need
it.

———

DEVELOPING A CLEAN ENERGY

FUTURE FOR MAINE

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

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
in Maine we are witnessing the birth of
an industry, a clean energy industry
that will create the jobs and supply the
renewable energy we will need to grow
our economy. In Maine, we have the
people, the technology and the re-
sources to develop and grow this indus-
try.

Last week, Maine hosted the Inter-
national Energy Ocean Conference,
where hundreds of clean energy experts
from around the world gathered and
saw firsthand how serious our State is
about developing renewable energy.

Also last week the Maine Wind Indus-
try Initiative went public. MWII has
organized the complete wind power in-
dustry supply chain, from large organi-
zations like Bath Iron Works to small-
er companies that specialize in preci-
sion composite manufacturing.

Mr. Speaker, Maine has an important
role to play in Maine’s clean energy fu-
ture, and Maine people are ready to be
part of it.

———

WHY ARE AMERICANS FORCED TO
PAY FOR THE HEALTH CARE OF
ILLEGALS?

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

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
government control crowd is pushing
for universal government takeover of
health care. They say only Dr. Uncle
Sam can cure the high cost of medi-
cine.

Well, one way to keep down the high
cost of health care that no one dares
mention is to secure the borders. The
flood of illegals coming here for free
health care services costs taxpayers
billions every year. California spends
$1.5 billion a year in medical costs just
for illegals. No wonder they are going
broke. Texas spends $700 million a
year. Virginia spends $100 million a
year, and they are not even a border
state.

That doesn’t count the cost to hos-
pitals that treat illegals. Hospitals
aren’t allowed to check citizenship, so
illegals use expensive emergency rooms
to treat minor ailments. The hospital
then must charge more to citizens and
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legal immigrants just to stay in busi-
ness. Illegals also drive up the cost of
medical insurance for everybody else.

Mr. Speaker, if we stop paying for
medical coverage for illegals, then citi-
zens and legal immigrants could obtain
affordable health care. Americans
should not be forced and coerced to pay
for the health care of people illegally
in the United States.

And that’s just the way it is.

——
[ 0915
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION

OF H.R. 3082, MILITARY CON-
STRUCTION AND VETERANS AF-
FAIRS APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2010

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
by direction of the Committee on
Rules, I call up House Resolution 622
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 622

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. 3082) making
appropriations for military construction, the
Department of Veterans Affairs, and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived except those aris-
ing under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. The bill shall be considered as
read through page 58, line 6. Points of order
against provisions in the bill for failure to
comply with clause 2 of rule XXI are waived.
Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule XVIII, ex-
cept as provided in section 2, no amendment
shall be in order except the amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. 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 debat-
able for ten minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. All points of order
against such amendments are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. In
the case of sundry amendments reported
from the Committee, the question of their
adoption shall be put to the House en gros
and without division of the question. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

SEC. 2. After disposition of the amend-
ments specified in the first section of the
resolution, the chair and ranking minority
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member of the Committee on Appropriations
or their designees each may offer one pro
forma amendment to the bill for the purpose
of debate, which shall be controlled by the
proponent.

SEC. 3. The Chair may entertain a motion
that the Committee rise only if offered by
the chair of the Committee on Appropria-
tions or his designee. The Chair may not en-
tertain a motion to strike out the enacting
words of the bill (as described in clause 9 of
rule XVIII).

SEC. 4. During consideration of H.R. 3082,
the Chair may reduce to two minutes the
minimum time for electronic voting under
clause 6 of rule XVIII and clauses 8 and 9 of
rule XX.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I raise a
point of order against H. Res. 622 be-
cause the resolution violates section
426(a) of the Congressional Budget Act.

The resolution contains a waiver of
all points of order against consider-
ation of the bill, which includes a waiv-
er of section 425 of the Congressional
Budget Act which causes a violation of
section 426(a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arizona makes a point of
order that the resolution violates sec-
tion 426(a) of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974.

The gentleman has met the threshold
burden to identify the specific lan-
guage in the resolution on which the
point of order is predicated. Such a
point of order shall be disposed of by
the question of consideration.

The gentleman from Arizona and a
Member opposed each will control 10
minutes of debate on the question of
consideration. After the debate, the
Chair will put the question of consider-
ation, to wit: Will the House now con-
sider the resolution?

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. Speaker, there may
well be unfunded mandates in this bill,
but that’s not why I rise today. I rise
because it’s about the only mechanism
we have to talk about the fact that we
are bringing appropriation bills to the
floor under closed or structured rules,
which violates basically every precept
we’ve had in this House about openness
and transparency on appropriation
bills.

For years—and decades—appropria-
tion bills have been brought to the
floor under an open rule, allowing
Members to offer amendments to var-
ious sections of the bill and not be pre-
cluded from that. But these bills are
being brought to the floor all year
under closed or structured rules, allow-
ing very, very few amendments. Let me
tell you why that’s important.

Here, in the past, when Republicans
were in the majority, we were lacking
a lot of transparency on earmarks. I
would come to the floor and offer some-
times a dozen earmark amendments on
the floor to strike earmarks, and I had
no idea most times when I would come
to the floor whose earmark I was chal-
lenging. I would simply come and chal-
lenge it. And sometimes the sponsor of
the earmark would come down to the
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floor to defend it, sometimes they
wouldn’t; but at least I had the oppor-
tunity to come down and challenge the
earmark and there was some type of
back and forth and discussion of it.
Now we have some transparency rules,
which is good. Some of us have pushed
for these transparency rules for a
while. Now we know whose earmark
we’re challenging on the floor. Now we
know because there is a name next to
it, and Members are required to fill out
a certification letter stating that they
have no financial interest in the ear-
mark that they are sponsoring.

Those are good reforms; I'm glad we
have them. The Speaker of the House
said during the campaign a couple of
years ago that we were going to drain
the swamp, referring to some of the
corruption that had gone on, much of
it due to earmarking. And I am pleased
that some of these transparency rules
have come into being. It’s a good thing.
The problem is we have not drained the
swamp; we simply know how deep the
mud is. We know that we have a prob-
lem, but we have not done much to cor-
rect that problem. Let me give you an
example. And this is the case here with
this rule and the rules on other appro-
priation bills this year.

Now we know whose earmarks are in
the bills, and we know that some of
them raise questions, particularly in
the Defense bill that is upcoming later
this month. There are numerous inves-
tigations going on by the Department
of Justice right now examining the re-
lationship between earmarks and cam-
paign contributions. Our own Ethics
Committee issues guidance that says if
you receive a campaign contribution in
close proximity to an earmark that
you’ve sponsored, that doesn’t nec-
essarily constitute financial interest;
in other words, go ahead and do it. And
we have many examples of earmarks
going out and campaign contributions
flowing in to the sponsor of the ear-
mark. We may not see that as a prob-
lem here, but clearly the Justice De-
partment seems to see there is a prob-
lem with that.

And so what do we do here in the
House? Instead of allowing Members to
come to the floor during debate and
saying, what about this earmark, what
about the campaign contributions that
seem to have been received as soon as
that earmark was sponsored, as soon as
that report came to the floor saying
that that earmark was in the bill, why
did campaign contributions flow in re-
sponse to that—instead of being able to
examine those things, we’ve decided to
cut off debate.

And so we have transparency rules
where we now know whose earmark is
in the bill, but we’ve prohibited Mem-
bers from actually coming to the floor
to examine that. So you have some
more transparency, but you’ve cut out
accountability.

Now, we’ve done a number of appro-
priation bills, and some amendments
have been allowed—very few. I think in
one bill there were more than 100
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amendments that were prefiled and
only maybe 20 or so were allowed. I
myself have submitted, in one of the
latest bills, about a dozen amendments
and was only allowed to offer three on
the floor. My guess is that these are
going to be narrowed further and fur-
ther until we get to the Defense bill
later this month, which we have al-
lowed only one day of debate for. Keep
in mind, this is going to be a bill that
will have, likely, if tradition holds,
more than 1,000 House earmarks in it,
several hundred of which will con-
stitute no-bid contracts for private
companies, nearly all of which there
will be a pattern of campaign contribu-
tions flowing back to the Member who
sponsored that earmark.

Now, I am not a fan of public funding
of campaigns. That’s not the direction
we should go. And campaign contribu-
tions typically flow to Members who
share the philosophy of the person who
is making the contribution. But when
you have a pattern, as the press has
duly noted, accurately noted, that as
soon as an earmark is sponsored, often
there are campaign checks that come
directly to that Member who sponsored
the earmarks. There is an appearance
of impropriety that we simply have to
take account of here in the House.

Our role here in the House and the
role of the Ethics Committee is to
make sure that we uphold the dignity
of this institution, and we simply can’t
do that when you have the appearance
of impropriety. And when you give a
no-bid contract to a private company
whose executives turn around and
make large campaign contributions
back to that Member who sponsored
the no-bid contract to them, you have
the appearance of impropriety. And it
is simply wrong for us now to shut
down debate on that and to say, all
right, now we used to allow Members
to challenge these things on the floor,
but now that we know that there’s an
appearance of impropriety, we’'re sim-
ply going to shut down debate, we’re
not going to talk about it, we’re not
going to allow that debate to occur on
the House floor.

Now, I would hope that these ear-
marks would be talked about and dis-
cussed and vetted in the Appropria-
tions Committee, but clearly that is
not the case. If it were the case, if
these were properly vetted in the Ap-
propriations Committee, we wouldn’t
see the scandals that we’ve seen. We
wouldn’t have Members of Congress be-
hind bars right now for sponsoring ear-
marks and taking money for them.

Now, I'm not saying that that’s oc-
curring now, but that has in the past.
And when we clearly haven’t vetted
these properly—and we don’t do this
body any service by cutting off debate
on the House floor and saying we’re
just going to turn a blind eye because
there might be a problem, and if we
stand on the floor and debate these
things, then people might see that
there is a problem.

So it’s good to have transparency
rules. That’s wonderful. But once you
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do have transparency, you need ac-
countability. And when you cut off de-
bate and cut off amendments coming to
the floor and bring appropriation bills
under closed rules in violation of every
tradition we’ve had in this House, then
we’ve got a problem.

It is said that people outside of the
beltway don’t care about process, and
that may be true. It’s tough to make
political points about process because
it’s tough to understand the process of
this institution. But bad process al-
ways yields bad results and bad policy.
It happened when we were in the ma-
jority, when we held votes open for 3
hours to allow leadership and others to
twist arms. That violated every tradi-
tion of the House where you're sup-
posed to only hold votes open for 15
minutes or slightly longer. There’s a
problem with that. People may not un-
derstand that outside, but it leads to
bad results. And I would submit that if
you shut down appropriation bills, if
you shut down the process allowing
Members to offer amendments on the
floor and just turn a blind eye to what
might be occurring, then you’re going
to have a problem, and you’re going to
increase the cynicism, rightfully, that
people have about this institution.

I have served in the House of Rep-
resentatives for 9 years. This is a won-
derful institution, it really is; and we
owe this body much more than we’re
giving it. And I would hope that the
leadership here would exhibit maybe
more of a vested interest in upholding
the dignity of this institution instead
of sweeping these things under the rug
and saying let’s just not have debate
on the House floor because people
might see what is occurring.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that, particu-
larly when we get to the Defense bill
later, where there are going to be hun-
dreds and hundreds of earmarks that
represent no-bid contracts to private
companies, that we allow amendments
to come to the floor to examine some
of these instead of sweeping the process
under the rug and hoping that nobody
pays attention.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Maine is recognized in
opposition.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

The gentleman from Arizona has
made some eloquent points this morn-
ing. And I certainly hope if he really
wants to resolve this issue, he will join
me in supporting the bill that is in the
House right now on public financing.
Since both he and I come from States,
Arizona and Maine, that have had
great success with this system in re-
moving some of the corruption from
the process, I think that we could
make a good team on that issue.

But, Mr. Speaker, we know that this
point of order is not about unfunded
mandates, as he mentioned—or, in fact,
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even about earmarks. It’s about delay-
ing consideration of this bill and ulti-
mately stopping it altogether.

O 0930

Since I do come from the State of
Maine, where nearly one-fifth of our
residents are veterans or active-duty
members of our armed services, I know
that this bill we are about to talk
about today is extremely important,
and passing this rule to allow for con-
sideration of this bill and move forward
on these issues around access to health
care, making sure our veterans get the
benefits that they deserve, is ex-
tremely important to the residents of
my State and certainly people across
this country.

I hope my colleagues will see through
this attempt and will vote ‘‘yes’” so
that we can consider this legislation on
its merits and not stop it with a proce-
dural motion. The last thing that peo-
ple want to see happening in the House
of Representatives is endless conversa-
tion about things that have nothing to
do with the issues before us but not
moving forward with the things that
we care about.

Those who oppose this bill can vote
against it on the final passage. We
must consider this rule. We must pass
this legislation today.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ to
consider this rule.

Mr. FLAKE. Will the gentlewoman
yield?

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I will.

Mr. FLAKE. I appreciate that. I'm
not going to call a vote on this. I'm not
trying to delay the process. We’re just
given so little time to speak because
we’re not allowed to bring amendments
to the floor that we have to take every
opportunity that we can.

I appreciate your yielding.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Again, I urge
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’ on this
motion to consider so that we can de-
bate and pass this important legisla-
tion today.

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

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

The question is, Will the House now
consider the resolution?

The question of consideration was de-
cided in the affirmative.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Maine is recognized for
1 hour.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
for the purpose of debate only, I yield
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). All
time during consideration of the rule is
for debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may be given 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Resolution 622.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Maine?
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There was no objection.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

House Resolution 622 provides for
consideration of H.R. 3082, the Military
Construction and Veterans Affairs Ap-
propriations Act, 2010, under a struc-
tured rule.

For the past 8 years, our country has
been engaged in two conflicts halfway
around the world. The number of
wounded military personnel in Iraq and
Afghanistan has put a financial strain
on the Department of Veterans Affairs.
The Veterans Health Administration
estimates that they will treat more
than 6 million patients in 2010, includ-
ing over 400,000 veterans from Iraq and
Afghanistan. In addition, the con-
sistent training, deployment, and rede-
ployment of our troops have put a sig-
nificant burden on our military.

H.R. 3082 appropriates over $133 bil-
lion in fiscal year 2010 for military con-
struction, veterans programs, and four
related agencies. The bill provides $24.6
billion for construction and improve-
ments to military bases, facilities, and
housing units. The bill provides $450
million to accelerate the moderniza-
tion of trainee housing and $2 billion to
construct and maintain houses for
military families.

The bill also provides $200 million in
additional funding for the Guard and
Reserves to address critical unfunded
requirements as a result of prolonged
and repeated deployments. Maine is
home to thousands of Guard and Re-
servists who have made an invaluable
contribution to our national defense,
and I am proud to see funding included
in this bill for them.

H.R. 3082 also renews our commit-
ment to redevelop closed military
bases and their surrounding commu-
nities. The bill provides $7.5 billion to
implement the 2005 BRAC and $537 mil-
lion to address an enormous backlog of
environmental cleanup projects from
the previous BRAC rounds. This fund-
ing is essential to communities across
the country, including the town of
Brunswick in my district, which is al-
ready experiencing economic difficul-
ties from the closing of Naval Air Sta-
tion Brunswick.

While the investments in military
construction are vital, they are only a
small portion of this bill. More than 80
percent of the bill’s funding in this leg-
islation is devoted to veterans pro-
grams. The bill provides over $108 bil-
lion for veterans’ medical care, claims
processors, and facility improvements.
H.R. 3082 increases appropriations by 14
percent or $12.9 billion over the current
level. This bill includes $45 billion for
the Veterans Health Administration,
with increased funding for mental
health services, assistance programs
for homeless veterans, and innovative
services for veterans in rural areas.

The bill also provides $85 million for
States to build and renovate extended
care facilities and $3 billion to fund
new technological initiatives which
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will increase processing time and im-
prove electronic record keeping.

Perhaps most importantly, the bill
provides for a significant and historic
change in the way we fund health care
of our veterans. H.R. 3082 provides $48.2
billion in advance appropriations for
fiscal year 2011 for the medical serv-
ices, medical facilities, and medical ad-
ministration accounts.

While the Congress has always taken
on the challenges of this country, these
issues have not always been shielded
from partisan battles and political
delays. This Congress in the past few
weeks has been no exception, but there
are some issues which should not be
subject to politics and doubt. There is
no doubt that the men and women of
the armed services have bravely served
our country. They have fought without
question and without debate, and in
doing so, they have sacrificed time
with their families, risked their own
well-being, and all too often they have
sacrificed their lives. By providing ad-
vance appropriations for the health
care of our veterans, we can take the
steps to ensure that these benefits are
not subject to politics as usual.

I strongly support this rule, which
provides for consideration of this es-
sential and important bill.

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

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

I appreciate the gentlewoman’s yield-
ing me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to a
structured rule, a structured appro-
priations rule, and also I am opposed to
how my Democrat colleagues continue
to shut out the minority voice with
this structured rule.

Before taking control of the House of
Representatives in 2007, our Democrat
friends promised the American public
that this would be the most open, hon-
est, and most ethical Congress in his-
tory. Yet that is not the case for the
past 2% years. You heard my colleague,
the gentleman Mr. FLAKE, talking
about the process, the process that’s
happening not just today but has been
happening for now 2% years on this
floor.

For the last few weeks, this Demo-
crat majority has been forcing spend-
ing bills through the House of Rep-
resentatives. My friends on the other
side of the aisle have been using ex-
tremely restrictive rules to accomplish
this legislative business.

During the Republican majority, the
most appropriations bills considered
under a restrictive rule in any single
season was four, and that was back in
1997.

This majority has set a new record
forcing every appropriations bill under
a strict structured rule. So far the
Democrat majority has limited debate
on the six spending bills that the House
has already passed, and today’s bill is
the seventh. Mr. Speaker, that is not
open, honest, or ethical. Chairman
OBEY set an arbitrary timeline to fin-
ish the fiscal year 2010 spending bills,
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which has forced this Democrat-run
Rules Committee to limit every single
Republican and Democrat’s chances to
offer amendments on this floor. Hun-
dreds of amendments have been offered
by all of my colleagues, and they have
been rejected also, rejected in an un-
precedented fashion.

What the heck is the majority afraid
of? Why don’t they want to take the
normal time, the normal process? Why
won’t they allow for an open and hon-
est debate, the one that they called
for?

Mr. Speaker, with that said, I would
like to thank the majority in the Rules
Committee for allowing at least my
amendment to be made in order on the
floor today. The care of our Nation’s
troops and veterans is extremely im-
portant to me and every single Mem-
ber, I believe, of this body, and it’s my
hope that my amendment will pass on
the House floor today. But, Mr. Speak-
er, every single Member should have
had that opportunity. The opportunity
to be able to come to this floor under
an open rule to talk about the things
that are important to them.

Today we are here to discuss the rule
for the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations Act of
2010, and I note that my dear friend the
young gentleman from Tennessee, Mr.
ZACH WAMP, is the Republican lead on
this bill. And I am very pleased with
the work that not only Mr. WAMP has
done but how he has led in such a way
to make sure that the men and women
of the military understand his dedica-
tion and devotion to this process.

It’s my intent to discuss the impor-
tance of the underlying bill as well as
some of the concerns in the legislation,
and I would also like to highlight the
Democrat majority’s large increase in
spending across the board for appro-
priations bills. This is unacceptable,
especially in a time of huge deficits
and exceptionally high unemployment.

Mr. Speaker, I think we should aim
for a balanced budget, not unlimited
spending. I think this body should have
to make tough decisions and set prior-
ities, not set the bar so high, or in this
case so low, for just spending so much
money that we cannot and do not have
to make tougher decisions.

This bill provides crucial funding
needed for military construction and
housing funding for our troops and
their families and other quality-of-life
projects, and the Congress should have
to go through those projects one by one
and make a determination about what
is in the best interest not only for the
country but also for our military.

I know that the funding priorities for
all essential programs the Department
of Veterans Affairs and related agen-
cies have asked for in their budgets are
important. And I also know that this
bill honors our Nation’s heroes who are
serving in our volunteer military,
those who have served, and also honors
those who are fallen victims as well.
This bill illustrates the deep commit-
ment that Congress has to our military
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and to our veterans. And I do recognize
that the gentleman Mr. WAMP and the
gentleman Mr. EDWARDS from Texas as
they spoke to the Rules Committee
yesterday not only told that story but
also a source of pride about how this
Congress needs to make sure that we’re
paying attention to those members of
our military.

I join Ranking Member LEWIS in his
concern regarding the ability for the
VA, however, to effectively absorb
large funding increases provided by
this bill. The Appropriations Com-
mittee report was critical of the slow
rate of the multibillion dollar major
construction account for the VA, and
points out that the spending rates are
“woefully slow,”” having only spent $1.9
billion of the $4.4 billion that was ap-
propriated between the fiscal year 2005
and fiscal year 2008. When you add fis-
cal year 2009 and this bill, that account
then grows to $6.5 billion. I believe that
the current funding project should be
exhausted before receiving additional
moneys. Mr. LEWIS agreed also and so
did all the Republicans on the com-
mittee.

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us today
includes over a 15 percent increase
from fiscal year 2009 spending, which
assists with TRICARE, mortgage as-
sistance, child care, and other nec-
essary personnel-related accounts. Yet
it is important to note that a couple
weeks ago, Congress passed the Defense
Authorization bill, increasing defense-
related funding by only 4 percent. This
Nation is at war, and my Democrat col-
leagues only modestly increased our
defense and strategic capacities, while
all other appropriations bills are in-
creasing 10, 15, 19, and even 33 percent
more than last year’s levels. Mr.
Speaker, this disparity sends a dan-
gerous message to our enemies and one
to our troops that are in the field.

To help curb some out-of-control
Democrat spending, Ranking Member
JERRY LEWIS offered an amendment in
the full committee that would
prioritize funding increases for defense,
military construction, and our vet-
erans by providing a 6 percent increase
for these programs, a 4 percent in-
crease for homeland security, and hold-
ing all other subcommittees to a very
reasonable 2 percent increase.
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Unfortunately, the amendment was
defeated. Out of the 12 appropriations
bills, this amendment would have re-
duced the burden on the American pub-
lic by $35 billion. The American people
know that you shouldn’t spend what
you don’t have, and that is exactly
what this Democrat majority is doing
and continues to do. According to the
Congressional Budget Office, the
Obama administration is on its way to
doubling the national debt in 5 years.
In doing so, it would drive the debt-to-
GDP ratio from 41 percent today to a
staggering 71 percent in the near fu-
ture, 2014.

The Congressional Budget Office on
Wednesday of just this week released a
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monthly budget review that states that
the Federal budget deficit was $1.1 tril-
lion for the first 9 months of this fiscal
year. CBO states that this is more than
$800 billion greater than the deficit
record in June of 2008. The United
States is looking at a record $1.8 tril-
lion deficit this year alone.

Congress should be promoting poli-
cies that reduce spending and grow job
growth in this country. Unemployment
continues to rise while our friends on
the other side of the aisle continue to
tax, borrow and spend their way into
record deficits. The Congressional
Budget Office estimates that the unem-
ployment benefits spending is now
more than 2% times what it was at this
point last year. The current unemploy-
ment rate is over 9.5 percent for the
first time since 1983.

Where are the jobs? It’s a question
that should continue to be asked on
this floor. Where are the jobs that were
promised from this economic stimulus
from this President and our Speaker,
NANCY PELOSI.

Mr. Speaker, now is the time when
the economy should be bouncing back.
But this is a time when the Democrat
Congress is forcing Americans to pay
for a failed trillion dollar stimulus
package, a bailout for those who de-
faulted on their mortgages, a bailout
for those who abuse their credit cards,
a bailout for credit and America’s bad
decisionmaking from corporate offices,
a new national energy tax and a pos-
sible $1.5 trillion health care reform
package that will force 120 million
Americans off their current health care
coverage. When does the spending stop?
Not today in this House.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, every Mem-
ber of this body understands the impor-
tance of adequate and appropriate
funding for our Nation’s military and
our veterans, and we give thanks to
them. This bill provides the necessary
benefits to our service men and women,
their families and our veterans, and I
am proud of that. But I would continue
to point out to my friends on the other
side of the aisle that we cannot tax,
spend and borrow our way out of this
recession. This recession is a national
crisis and puts all of us at risk.

Rising unemployment and record
deficits cannot be remedied with mas-
sive increases in spending. Americans
back home are tightening their belts,
and the United States Congress would
be well advised to do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage a ‘‘no”’ vote
on the rule.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes of my time to the
gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
PERLMUTTER).

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I thank Ms. PIN-
GREE for the opportunity to speak on
this rule, and I just want to thank my
friends CHET EDWARDS and ZACH WAMP
for their leadership and hard work in
crafting this bill and their unfailing
support of American servicemembers
and veterans. With wars in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan ongoing and an increasingly
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high volume of men and women serv-
icemembers returning home, funding
their needs remains a top priority.

As much now as ever, Congress needs
to be making critical investments in
construction projects which support
servicemembers, safety and quality of
life at home and on the battlefield. We
must also make good our promise to
our soldiers returning home from war,
by improving their health care facili-
ties and services and by providing them
with the best care possible. We also
need to aid them in their transition to
civilian life by fully funding the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs.

Our veterans deserve a bill which
honors their remarkable service in the
protection of our country. That’s what
this bill does that we are going to hear
here today. The bill increases funding
for the Veterans Health Administra-
tion by $4.4 billion over last year. This
improves access to medical services for
veterans for key programs in treating
mental health issues, assistance for
homeless veterans, and measures to
improve access to health care for many
veterans who live in rural areas such as
those in Colorado.

The bill also expands funding for es-
sential investments in information
technology which speed processing of
benefits, claims, and makes needed im-
provements in the accuracy and effi-
ciency with the expanded use of elec-
tronic health records. I especially want
to thank the Veterans’ Committee, the
Appropriations Committee in taking a
good look and a hard look at proc-
essing claims, which for a long time
were lagging and people were not get-
ting their claims heard. There has been
a tremendous effort and focus over the
last couple of years to make the claims
process much quicker, much faster,
much more accurate.

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

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I yield the
gentleman an additional minute.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I would also like
to thank my friends for their assist-
ance in creating what will be a state-
of-the-art health care facility in Colo-
rado.

The veterans in Colorado have been
promised for years and years and years
that they would get a facility that was
equal to the service they gave to this
country. And with the hard work of the
committee, the hard work of the Colo-
rado delegation, assistance from both
sides of the aisle, we are going to get
that facility built in Colorado.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I would like to yield 3 minutes to
the distinguished young gentleman
from Miami, a member of the Rules
Committee, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I want to thank my dear
friend from Texas, a great leader in
this House, Mr. SESSIONS, for the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise because this legis-
lation that we are bringing to the floor
today includes the last installment in a
project that is very important to the

The
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community that I represent. The
Southern Command is in the congres-
sional district that I represent, and it
is receiving in this legislation $55.4
million that completes the $237 million
required for the new headquarters of
the Southern Command, which is ex-
tremely important to the national se-
curity of the Nation and of the hemi-
sphere, the defense of the hemisphere,
and obviously to the community that I
am honored to represent.

SOUTHCOM personnel and sup-
porting services have contributed over
$1.2 billion and over 20,000 jobs to south
Florida, and south Florida is the right
place for SOUTHCOM. And we have
been, for many years, working to make
sure that it stays in south Florida.

I want to thank Chairman EDWARDS
and Ranking Member WAMP and really
all of the members of the Florida dele-
gation and others who have worked so
hard in a united fashion to make this a
reality, a permanent facility for
SOUTHCOM.

It’s in a location that is leased from
the State of Florida for the great total
of $1 a year, long-term lease, $1 a year.
That’s what it is going to be costing
the taxpayer.

So I want to thank former Governor
Bush, Jeb Bush, for his help, in making
this a reality, as well as Governor
Charlie Crist, who has also dem-
onstrated great leadership in making
this project a reality.

We have worked with the county. We
have worked with Mayor Bermudez of
the City of Doral. The City of Doral
has been marvelous in its cooperation
with the men and women of
SOUTHCOM; S0, too, General
Craddock, with whom we began work-
ing on this important project; and then
Admiral Stavridis, who has done a tre-
mendous job as the head of
SOUTHCOM, and now he is leaving us
to go to Europe and defend that con-
tinent; and now General Fraser, who
has joined SOUTHCOM as the new
head. All of them have done a tremen-
dous job, along with all of the men and
women there at the Southern Com-
mand.

So I thank all who have had an im-
portant role in this development and
wish the men and women of
SOUTHCOM well as 1 congratulate
them, because Congress has done its
job in funding the new headquarters.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. SMITH).

(Mr. SMITH of Washington asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of the
Fiscal Year 2010 Military Construction
and Veterans Affairs Appropriations
Act, and I thank Chairman EDWARDS
and Ranking Member WAMP for their
work in crafting this legislation.

As someone who represents tens of
thousands of military veterans and
their families, I believe that we have
an obligation to provide them with the

H7955

benefits and treatment they deserve for
their years of service. This legislation
accomplishes that by providing $109
billion for the Department of Veterans
Affairs, a $14.5 billion increase over
2009, when not factoring stimulus or
supplemental funding.

It is estimated that the VA will treat
more than 6.1 million patients in 2010,
including more than 419,000 veterans of
Iraq and Afghanistan. To meet this de-
mand, the bill provides important fund-
ing for mental health programs, assist-
ance to homeless veterans, and to im-
prove access for veterans in rural
areas.

The bill also provides vital funding to
hire additional claims processors to
support the Department’s continued ef-
forts to reduce the backlog of benefits
claims. I believe these are two of the
most important issues that we deal
with, making sure that we deal with
the PTSD issues which continue to be
a significant problem and also to make
sure that we have the services avail-
able to provide for the large number of
wounded veterans who are coming back
from our wars in Iraq and Afghanistan.

I was also pleased to see that the
committee included a provision to pro-
vide advanced budget authority and
funding for fiscal year 2011 for medical-
related accounts. This is a step to en-
sure that the VA health care system
continues to receive a timely and pre-
dictable stream of funding without sub-
jecting it to the delays that can arise
due to the larger annual budget de-
bates.

Again, I thank the chairman and
ranking member for their work on this
important legislation and urge my col-
leagues to support its passage.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, we have
a lot of members of the Republican
conference who want to come down and
speak about this bill, but we are joined
today by the gentleman, from Georgia,
Dr. GINGREY. I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding,
and I stand to strongly oppose this rule
on the Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations Act of
2010.

Mr. Speaker, this is unconscionable,
what the Democrat majority is doing
regarding these appropriations bills. I
think this is about the fourth or fifth
appropriation bill that we brought to
the floor with a structured rule, and
this has never happened, to my knowl-
edge, in the history of this Congress.

These should be open rules so that
every Member, not just members of the
Appropriations Committee, the 40 or 50
members that study these bills, but
every single Member of this body who
represent 675,000 people across this
country and these 50 States should
have an opportunity to offer amend-
ments.

I have offered 10 amendments to
these five bills. Not one, not one, Mr.
Speaker, has been made in order, and
not one of these amendments are dila-
tory.
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As an example, on this particular
bill, the Veterans Administration Ap-
propriation, I have an amendment that
says no party, no Republican or Demo-
cratic majority should hold that bill
hostage once it passes to put it in the
form of a minibus, combine it with
some other legislation to pass some-
thing that we don’t want to pass, and
hold our veterans hostage so that they
don’t get the pay raise they need, they
don’t get the benefits they need, they
don’t get the health care they need.

That, Mr. Speaker, is unconscion-
able.
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For that reason I stand strongly op-
posed to this rule. The rule should be
open, and the chairman of the Appro-
priations Committee knows that, and I
challenge him to bring these bills to
the floor in an open fashion, which we
have always done on both sides of the
aisle.

It is time to end this mendacity and
this unconscionable activity. Let’s all
vote against this rule. Let’s send it
back. Let’s bring forward an open rule
and a fair process so that veterans in
every congressional district across
these b0 States will have an oppor-
tunity to be heard.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I'm very
pleased to yield 5 minutes of my time
to the Chair of the Appropriations
Committee, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY).

Mr. OBEY. I thank the gentlewoman
for the time. I would like to respond to
the fiction that I just heard from the
previous speaker. The previous speaker
indicated that never in the history of
the Congress have we had structured
rules for appropriation bills. I would
like to suggest that he ought to read a
little history.

We have 12 appropriations bills we
have to bring to the floor each year. He
will find that during the Republican
control of this House, at least 6 of the
12 bills were brought to this floor under
structured rules. He will find that al-
most 20 times that is the case.

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. OBEY. No, I would not. I have 5
minutes. You attacked me. I will re-
spond without interruption. I would
ask the Chair to prevent further inter-
ruptions.

The fact is that I would like to ask
the House a question: Why is it that
some Members of this House believe
that the Appropriations Committee
must bring bills to the floor that are
totally open when the Ways and Means
Committee, when it brings tax bills to
the floor, is entitled to have a totally
closed rule?

Now, there is no inherent difference
between the two, but there is one his-
torical difference, and that is that the
Ways and Means Committee used to be
the committee that handed out com-
mittee assignments to Members of the
House. And so the message went out:
“Don’t mess with the Ways and Means
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Committee because they determine
your career path in this institution.”

There is no great historical or moral
or substantive reason to have that dif-
ferentiation. It is simply a question of
power relationships in the House that
determined that.

I would also like to point out the Ap-
propriations Committee has the right
to bring to the floor its appropriation
bills without ever going to the Rules
Committee, and in fact we have had
subcommittee Chairs who have done
that. The advantage to the Appropria-
tions Committee in doing that is that
when the bills come to the floor with-
out going to the Rules Committee,
what happens is that any legislation on
an appropriation bill—which under the
House Rules is off limits—any legisla-
tion will be stricken on a point of
order.

I remember when Neal Smith used to
bring his bill to the floor, and within
about 20 minutes the bill was shredded.
There were a few paragraphs left in the
bill. It took about an hour to finish the
bill and then Neal could go off and have
a conference with the Senate and do
anything he wanted to do because
there were no limitations.

So it has been an advantage to indi-
vidual House Members for the Appro-
priations Committee to go to the Rules
Committee, whether or not there’s a
totally open rule or whether there’s a
structured rule, because at least then
individual Members have some capac-
ity to influence the results.

Now, we have made quite clear to the
minority side we would like to proceed
in as open a fashion as possible. Mr.
HOYER, the majority leader, and I went
to the Republican leadership weeks and
weeks ago and asked them if there was
some way that we could work out time
agreements so that we can finish these
12 bills before we go home for the Au-
gust recess.

The minority says they want us to do
all of these bills individually. Not wrap
them up in a CR. But then they pro-
ceeded to demand a procedure which
will, in the end, result in bills going
into a CR.

And so we asked the minority leader-
ship, “Will you agree to time limits?”’
And the response was, ‘“Well, if we did
that, our caucus would elect somebody
else.”

Mr.
yield?

Mr. OBEY. No, I will not yield. We
asked the leadership, ‘“Would you be
willing to go by a process in which
we’ll give you the opportunity to offer
10 or 15 amendments, the majority
party will offer 5 or 6? You pick the
amendments.”” And they said, ‘‘No.”
They didn’t want to do that.

There are a limited number of hours
between now and the time we recess. If
we want to get our work done, we have
to limit the debate time that we spend
on these bills.

So there is nothing radically new
about this. We’re simply trying to get
the job done. And we’re going to do
that if it takes all summer.

DREIER. Will the gentleman
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Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I'm de-
lighted today to yield 3 minutes to the
ranking member of the Rules Com-
mittee, the distinguished young gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend for yielding, and I'm happy
to engage in a colloquy with the distin-
guished Chair of the Committee on Ap-
propriations. I'll look forward enthu-
siastically to yielding to him after I
make a couple of points.

First, the gentleman has ended his
remarks by talking about the need for
some Kkind of outside time limit. In
fact, just yesterday I pulled out of my
coat pocket the schedule that we have
seen. We all understand that getting
the appropriations work done is impor-
tant. It’s a priority for Democrats and
Republicans alike.

The fact of the matter is the Rules
Committee, with a great deal of ease,
could in fact simply report out a spe-
cial rule which would establish an out-
side time limit on the amendment
process at all and we could proceed, as
has been the case for the last 220 years,
with an open amendment process.

Now my friend also referred to the
fact, and I know that my friend from
Marietta didn’t say that it was unprec-
edented to have unstructured rules
when we deal with appropriations bills,
but it is unusual.

And I will remind my friend who
talked about the history that back in
1997, when we did in fact have five ap-
propriations bills considered under
structured rules, it was done so after,
in the case of one, it came to the floor.
As our late colleague, the former chair-
man of the committee, Mr. Natcher,
used to always say, bills should be con-
sidered as privileged.

The disparity between a measure
emerging from the Ways and Means
Committee and the privileged struc-
ture for consideration of appropria-
tions bills is something that is very
easily understood in the rules of the
House of Representatives.

And so I'd be happy to yield to my
friend if he would like to respond to
the notion of the fact that we began
those measures that ultimately were
considered under structured rules, we
began them, one, under a privileged
structure, which meant that the Rules
Committee did not even need to act be-
cause points of order could be raised
against the work product of the meas-
ure itself and also to the point of time
limits.

The Rules Committee could easily re-
port out a rule that would establish an
outside time limit. That’s all we’d need
to do. And then we could consider the
measure under an open amendment
process.

I'm happy to yield to my friend.

Mr. OBEY. Let me simply say to the
gentleman, I don’t see any need to con-
tinue chewing this cud over and over
and over again. We’ve made our points.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, if I could
reclaim my time.

Mr. OBEY. I didn’t ask for the time.
You offered it to me and I'm accepting
it.
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Mr. DREIER. I would simply say to
my friend, I was downstairs in the
meeting and my friend stood up and
began talking about the fact that we
considered measures under structured
rules in the past, and it’s frankly im-
portant for us in the name of Demo-
crats and Republicans alike who are
denied amendments and the American
people whose Representatives are not
able to participate in the very impor-
tant constitutional article I section 9
responsibility of appropriations here.
That’s why there is in fact bipartisan
concern on this issue, Mr. Speaker.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, at this
time I yield 5 minutes to a young man
who serves as coach of our baseball
team, but perhaps even better than
that, just showing his acumen really as
an all-American, a dedicated veteran of
the first gulf war and served as a colo-
nel in the United States Army Re-
serves and he’s the ranking member of
the House Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. BUYER).

Mr. BUYER. I rise today in opposi-
tion to this rule because H.R. 3082 rep-
resents a dramatic shift in the way
that we provide funding for VA medical
care by providing advance appropria-
tions for medical services, medical fa-
cilities, and medical supports and com-
pliance accounts.

Now I have some great concerns be-
cause the stress placed on the budget
model could place us in the VA supple-
mental business. It also leaves out the
IT and medical research accounts.

So my amendment that was not
made in order under this rule tried to
correct what I viewed as a flawed proc-
ess. The amendment would have added
the VA information technology sys-
tems and the VA medical and pros-
thetic research accounts to the other
VA medical care accounts that are in-
cluded in the advance appropriations
section.

Now many issues were raised about
the potential legislative proposals that
authorize advance appropriations for
certain Veterans Health Administra-
tion accounts at the Committee on
Veterans Affairs’ oversight hearing on
the future funding of the VA, including
the following: funding some accounts
under an advanced appropriation and
some accounts under regular fiscal ap-
propriation could potentially create
accounting complexities.

Secretary Shinseki expressed con-
cern that the VA’s information tech-
nology is very much integrated into
the medical care accounts and should
be considered for advance appropria-
tion.

The Congressional Research Service
observed that not including IT in ad-
vance appropriations could ‘‘create a
situation whereby, for example, VHA
could not purchase computer software
although it has procured medical
equipment that needs the IT software,”
or would not be able to provide the nec-
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essary IT infrastructure for new Com-
munity-Based Outpatient Clinics.

CRS also pointed out the failure to
include medical and prosthetic re-
search could potentially raise an issue
with regard to the timing of funding
research projects and research support
such as personnel costs and adminis-
trative support.

When I offered a similar amendment
at the full committee markup of H.R.
1016, as amended, which is the bill that
authorized the advanced appropriations
proposal, it received broad bipartisan
support and passed the Veterans’ Af-
fairs authorizing committee 17-8.

Since the language of my amendment
was also part of the final version of the
bill when it passed the House, all I was
trying to do was bring consistency be-
tween H.R. 1016, as amended, and the
bill before us today.

Every member of the Rules Com-
mittee voted in favor of H.R. 1016, so
I'm disappointed to see that the very
same provision was not made in order.
The American people—in particular,
our veterans—deserve a fair and open
process of debate on this issue, and it’s
unfortunate that this opportunity has
been blocked by the Rules Committee
for partisan reasons.

Since open debate on this issue was
disallowed, it’s my hope to continue to
work with Chairman EDWARDS and
Ranking Member WAMP to include
these accounts in next year’s budget
resolution and then in the 2011 appro-
priations bill. That’s the only choice
that I now have.

So I will attempt to work with you if
you want to work with me. What I've
learned around this place is bipartisan-
ship is a choice. It’s a choice. And I
have been here now for 17 years and
I've listened to Chairman OBEY not
only in the majority, in the minority,
and now back in the majority, and
being consistent—to my good friend—is
really important.

So if you can remember what you
were like in the minority, be con-
sistent to how you’re like in the major-
ity. And that’s how you endure respect
from all of us. And that’s just my good
counsel to my good friend.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. I yield 2
minutes to a member of the Rules
Committee, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. POLIS).

Mr. POLIS. I rise today in support of
H.R. 3082, the Military Construction
and Veterans Affairs Appropriation Act
for fiscal year 2010, and the rule. I'd
like to thank Chairman EDWARDS of
the Military Construction and Vet-
erans’ Affairs Appropriation Com-
mittee as well as Chairman OBEY for
their hard work and as well the dedi-
cated work of their staff in bringing
this bill before us.

This legislation truly reflects our
commitment to improving the quality
of life for our service men and women
as well as our veterans, who have given
so much to defend the freedoms that
we enjoy every day.
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In the midst of an economic crisis
and a war on two fronts, fully funding
the Veterans Affairs bill is critical to
our country’s ability to address the
needs of our veterans and our military
families. This bill authorizes funding
for the Department of Veterans Affairs
to fund a number of worthy projects,
such as building housing for our troops,
mental health services and grants for
the construction of extended care fa-
cilities and veterans’ cemeteries.

As a Coloradan, I am particularly
pleased to see that the Fitzsimons Vet-
erans Affairs Hospital in Aurora, Colo-
rado, will receive $119 million as part of
the Military Construction bill. It is ab-
solutely crucial for the State of Colo-
rado and for the veterans in my dis-
trict to have access to quality care
close to their homes.

I am very grateful to Secretary
Shinseki and his staff, who invited
those of us from the Colorado delega-
tion to the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs to make this announcement last
month. They have truly recognized the
urgency of completing a project that
has been torn by uncertainty and going
back to the drawing board for many,
many years and finally moved forward
in funding this Military Construction
and Veterans Affairs Act. This bill will
help ensure that the Obama adminis-
tration continues to move quickly for-
ward. I urge my colleagues to vote
““yes’” on the rule and vote ‘‘yes’” on
final passage of H.R. 3082.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from
Minnetonka, Minnesota (Mr. PAULSEN).

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the rule. As Congress
moves forward in the debate on health
care, we should ensure that any na-
tional health care reform plan pre-
serves the unique needs of our veterans
and servicemembers as well as protects
the unique identity and role of the suc-
cessful programs and insurance that
they depend on. If we subject these
benefits to new taxation or if we fool-
ishly fold them into a large govern-
ment-run program, the quality and the
availability of care for our Nation’s
veterans will suffer, and an erosion of
the quality of these benefits could un-
dermine recruiting, retention and, ulti-
mately, national security.

I had hoped today to offer an amend-
ment to make sure that any new
health care program would not under-
cut the services currently available for
our men and women in uniform. Unfor-
tunately I was not allowed to do so
today because of the closed rule. It is
frustrating when good ideas cannot
move forward.

Mr. Speaker, the servicemembers and
veterans in our country who have
served our Nation have unique health
care needs that we fulfill through spe-
cific mechanisms, such as the VA,
TRICARE and others. These entities
are essential to ensuring that we meet
our Nation’s obligations to those who
serve in uniform and that we do so in a
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most personal and effective way. Mili-
tary health benefits provide specific
needed coverage that recognizes the ex-
traordinary sacrifices that are inherent
to those who serve in our military.
Similarly, there are unique and spe-
cialized VA programs that recognize
the government responsibilities to
those who incur injuries and illness as
a result of their service. Moreover, spe-
cific services and programs for families
of those who have served help ensure
that our grateful Nation gives back to
those who have sacrificed so much for
all of us. It’s too bad that we are un-
able to move forward on my amend-
ment because it would have recognized
and protected the government’s special
responsibilities to our servicemembers
and veterans in any health care pack-
age moving through Congress.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I am the last speaker on my side, so
I’'m going to reserve the balance of my
time until the gentleman closes for his
side.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans are down on the floor today
talking a lot about process. But I think
it’s real interesting that two of our
newest Members, who are from Colo-
rado and Maine, have never even seen
an open rule. They’ve only served for 6
months, but they could have served for
almost 2 years and never would have
seen an open rule on this floor. And
that’s really the measure of what Re-
publicans are trying to talk about.
We’re teaching our newest Members
what things should not look like. We
need open rules.

As a result of that, Mr. Speaker, I am
going to be asking for a ‘‘no’ vote on
the previous question so that we can
amend this rule and allow for an open
rule because that’s the way we should
teach, especially new Members, that
open rules should be a part of regular
process. There’s no question that the
rule the majority brings forth today
will only cement the dangerous prece-
dent that the majority has been setting
now for over 2 years. It will only dam-
age bipartisanship, and it harms us in
our committees. It’s a part of most
conversations in committees about
what this Speaker is doing.

I urge my colleagues to consider
what we’re about to do and to vote
“no’” to say no to this so we can allow
free and open debate on appropriations
bills and uphold the rights of millions
of Americans—and not just for Repub-
licans but for Democrats also because
they are also being shut out by their
own party. This is not open; it’s not
honest; and I believe the majority will
come to regret this decision to close
down this deliberative process here on
the floor during appropriations sea-
sons.

I ask unanimous consent to insert
the text of my amendment and extra-
neous 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 Texas?
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There was no objection.

Mr. SESSIONS. I urge a ‘‘no’ vote on
the previous question and a ‘‘no’’ vote
on the rule.

Mr. Speaker, thank you for listening
to Republicans today. We believe it’s
not just our right but the right thing
to do to come and speak forthrightly
about our ideas about members of the
military, about VA hospitals that are
in our districts and about Veterans Af-
fairs Centers that need to operate in a
more efficient way. We’re proud of the
men and women who serve our mili-
tary. I was proud today to have the
gentleman, Mr. BUYER, a Gulf War vet-
eran, come and speak forthrightly
about what we think ought to happen.
We’re proud of this country. We’re
proud of our military. But we think we
also ought to make more deliberate de-
cisions in this House.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I just want to point out as we’re clos-
ing that there has been a tremendous
amount of conversation on the floor
today about the open rule, about the
process here. And I want to point out
to the Members that even under an
open rule, nearly two-thirds of the
amendments that were submitted to
the Rules Committee were in violation
of House rules and would have been
subject to points of order. They
wouldn’t have been able to proceed on
the House floor. In fact, the majority
of amendments you have heard about
this morning from my good friend from
Minnesota, from my colleague from
Georgia, those are amendments that
would have been in violation of House
rules, would have been subject to a
point of order. And while they made
good points about why they wanted to
have their amendments moved forward,
the fact is, that wouldn’t have hap-
pened today anyway, even if we had
been under an open rule.

Let me say one last thing. My col-
league from Texas mentioned that a
few of us who are new here, who
haven’t been through the appropria-
tions process under open rules—and I
will say as a new Member of this body,
most of the bills that come to the floor
come under structured rules. There
may have been a tradition in the past
of appropriations bills coming under
more of an open rule, but I balance
that with the remarks of our colleague
from the Appropriations Committee,
Mr. OBEY, who talked to us this morn-
ing about the tremendous amount of
work we’re expected to get done. I can
tell you, from my constituents back in
the State of Maine, they say to me,
you know, you’ve got a lot of work to
do on renewable energy, on health care.
We want to see you move forward on
those issues. We want to see appropria-
tions bills, like the one we’re talking
about today, that are going to provide
vital services for our veterans. We
want to see those get done. We want to
see the Members of Congress get their
work done. We don’t want to listen to
you with hours of endless debate, par-

July 10, 2009

ticularly on things that would be sub-
ject to points of order and wouldn’t
even be allowed to be discussed. We
want to see you get your work done.

As a very proud member of the Rules
Committee, I have the opportunity to
listen to a tremendous number of the
amendments that come before us; and I
feel very good about the way we’re
moving forward with our work and
about the challenges that we are facing
for the American public and all that is
before us and the importance of getting
our work done.

I do want to remind us today that in
spite of all the other conversation that
has gone on, this particular rule is a
vital step forward towards improving
our military infrastructure and ensur-
ing the quality care of our veterans
and their families, making sure it is
worthy of their sacrifice. That is why
we are here on the floor this morning
to talk about our veterans, to talk
about military construction, to talk
about making sure that we are there
for them.

My home State of Maine has one of
the highest populations of veterans in
the country. In a State of not even 2
million people, Maine is home to over
155,000 veterans, nearly one-fifth of our
population. These men and women
have served without question, without
politics and certainly without delay.
We must make a promise to them and
to all of our veterans that we will do
the same. We must provide them with
health care and the benefits they de-
serve without question, without poli-
tics and without delay. Passing H.R.
3082, we will begin to keep that prom-
ise. I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on the previous
question and on the rule.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. SESSIONS is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 662 OFFERED BY MR.
SESSIONS OF TEXAS

Strike the resolved clause and all that fol-
lows and insert the following:

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker shall,
pursuant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare
the house resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3082) making
appropriations for military construction, the
Department of Veterans Affairs, and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived except those aris-
ing under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. Points of order against provi-
sions in the bill for failure to comply with
clause 2 of rule XXI are waived. During con-
sideration of the bill for amendment, the
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
may accord priority in recognition on the
basis of whether the Member offering an
amendment has caused it to be printed in the
portion of the Congressional Record des-
ignated for that purpose in clause 8 of rule
XVIII. Amendments so printed shall be con-
sidered as read. When the committee rises
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and reports the bill back to the house with a
recommendation that the bill do pass, the
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT

IT REALLY MEANS

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

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

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Democratic majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution .. . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the defini-
tion of the previous question used in the
Floor Procedures Manual published by the
Rules Committee in the 109th Congress,
(page 56). Here’s how the Rules Committee
described the rule using information form
Congressional Quarterly’s ‘‘American Con-
gressional Dictionary”: “If the previous
question is defeated, control of debate shifts
to the leading opposition member (usually
the minority Floor Manager) who then man-
ages an hour of debate and may offer a ger-
mane amendment to the pending business.”’

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

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

Ms. PINGREE of Maine. Mr. Speaker,
I yield back the balance of my time,

and I move the previous question on
the resolution.

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

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

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
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question of adoption.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 244, nays

174, not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 526]

YEAS—244
Abercrombie Fattah McDermott
Ackerman Filner McGovern
Adler (NJ) Foster McIntyre
Altmire Frank (MA) McMahon
Andrews Giffords McNerney
Arcuri Gonzalez Meek (FL)
Baca Gordon (TN) Meeks (NY)
Baird Grayson Michaud
Baldwin Green, Al Miller (NC)
Barrow Green, Gene Miller, George
Bean Griffith Mitchell
Becerra Grijalva Mollohan
Berkley Gutierrez Moore (WI)
Berman Hall (NY) Moran (VA)
Berry Halvorson Murphy (CT)
Bishop (GA) Hare Murphy (NY)
Bishop (NY) Harman Murtha
Blumenauer Hastings (FL) Nadler (NY)
Boccieri Heinrich Napolitano
Boren Herseth Sandlin Neal (MA)
Boswell Higgins Nye
Boyd Himes Oberstar
Brady (PA) Hinchey Obey
Braley (IA) Hinojosa Olver
Bright Hirono Ortiz
Brown, Corrine Hodes Pallone
Butterfield Holden Pascrell
Capps Holt Pastor (AZ)
Capuano Honda Payne
Cardoza Hoyer Perlmutter
Carnahan Inslee Perriello
Carney Israel Peters
Carson (IN) Jackson (IL) Peterson
Castor (FL) Jackson-Lee Pingree (ME)
Chandler (TX) Polis (CO)
Childers Johnson (GA) Pomeroy
Clarke Johnson, E. B. Price (NC)
Clay Kagen Quigley
Cleaver Kanjorski Rahall
Clyburn Kaptur Rangel
Cohen Kennedy Reyes
Connolly (VA) Kildee Richardson
Conyers Kilpatrick (MI) Rodriguez
Cooper Kilroy Ross
Costa Kind Rothman (NJ)
Costello Kirkpatrick (AZ) Roybal-Allard
Courtney Kissell Ruppersberger
Crowley Kosmas Rush
Cuellar Kratovil Ryan (OH)
Cummings Kucinich Salazar
Dahlkemper Langevin Sanchez, Linda
Davis (AL) Larsen (WA) T.
Davis (CA) Larson (CT) Sanchez, Loretta
Dayvis (IL) Lee (CA) Sarbanes
Dayvis (TN) Levin Schakowsky
DeFazio Lewis (GA) Schauer
DeGette Lipinski Schiff
DeLauro Loebsack Schrader
Dicks Lofgren, Zoe Schwartz
Dingell Lowey Scott (GA)
Doggett Lujan Scott (VA)
Donnelly (IN) Lynch Serrano
Doyle Maffei Sestak
Driehaus Maloney Shea-Porter
Edwards (MD) Markey (CO) Sherman
Edwards (TX) Markey (MA) Sires
Ellison Marshall Skelton
Ellsworth Massa Slaughter
Engel Matheson Smith (WA)
Eshoo Matsui Snyder
Etheridge McCarthy (NY) Space
Farr McCollum Speier

Spratt Tonko Watt
Stark Towns Waxman
Stupak Tsongas Weiner
Sutton Van Hollen Welch
Tanner Velazquez Wexler
Taylor Visclosky Wilson (OH)
Teague Walz Woolsey
Thompson (CA) Wasserman Wu
Thompson (MS) Schultz Yarmuth
Tierney Waters
Titus Watson
NAYS—174

Aderholt Frelinghuysen Moore (KS)
Akin Gallegly Moran (KS)
Alexander Garrett (NJ) Murphy, Tim
Austria Gerlach Myrick
Bachmann Gingrey (GA) Neugebauer
Bachus Gohmert Nunes
Bartlett Goodlatte Olson
Barton (TX) Guthrie Paulsen
Biggert Hall (TX) Pence
Bilbray Harper Petri
Bilirakis Hastings (WA) Pitts
Blackburn Hensarling Poe (TX)
Blunt Herger Posey
Boehner Hill Price (GA)
Bonner Hunter Putnam
Bono Mack Inglis Radanovich
Boozman Issa Rehberg
Boustany Jenkins Reichert
Brady (TX) Johnson (IL) Roe (TN)
Broun (GA) Johnson, Sam Rogers (AL)
Brown (SC) Jones Rogers (KY)
Brown-Waite, Jordan (OH) Rogers (MI)

Ginny King (IA) Rooney
Buchanan King (NY) Ros-Lehtinen
Burgess Kingston Roskam
Burton (IN) Kirk Royce
Buyer Kline (MN) Ryan (WI)
Calvert Lamborn Scalise
Camp Lance Schmidt
Campbell Latham Schock
Cantor LaTourette Sensenbrenner
Cao Latta Sessions
Capito Lee (NY) Shadegg
Carter Lewis (CA) Shimkus
Cassidy Linder Shuler
Castle LoBiondo Shuster
Chaffetz Lucas Simpson
Coble Luetkemeyer Smith (NE)
Coffman (CO) Lummis Smith (NJ)
Cole Lungren, Daniel  Smith (TX)
Conaway BE. Souder
Crenshaw Mack Stearns
Culberson Manzullo Sullivan
Davis (KY) Marchant Terry
Deal (GA) McCarthy (CA) Thompson (PA)
Dent McCaul Thornberry
Diaz-Balart, L. MecClintock Tiahrt
Diaz-Balart, M. McCotter Tiberi
Dreier McHenry Turner
Duncan McHugh Upton
Ehlers McKeon Walden
Emerson McMorris Wamp
Fallin Rodgers Westmoreland
Flake Melancon Whitfield
Fleming Mica Wilson (SC)
Forbes Miller (FL) Wittman
Fortenberry Miller (MI) Wolf
Foxx Miller, Gary Young (AK)

Franks (AZ) Minnick Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—14
Barrett (SC) Granger Murphy, Patrick
Bishop (UT) Graves Paul
Boucher Heller Platts
Delahunt Hoekstra Rohrabacher
Fudge Klein (FL)
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Mr. SIRES changed his vote from
“nay’ to “‘yea.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. HELLER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
526, had | been present, | would have voted
“nay.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

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

The
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Mr.

RECORDED VOTE
SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I de-

mand a recorded vote.
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A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 241, noes 179,
not voting 12, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Adler (NJ)
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boccieri
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd

Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Childers
Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene

[Roll No. 527]

AYES—241

Griffith
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
MclIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murtha
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)

This

Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

NOES—179
Aderholt Gallegly Myrick
Akin Garrett (NJ) Neugebauer
Alexander Gerlach Nunes
Austria Gingrey (GA) Olson
Bachmann Gohmert Paulsen
Bachus Goodlatte Pence
Bartlett Guthrie Petri
Barton (TX) Hall (TX) Pitts
Biggert Harper Platts
Bilbray Hastings (WA) Poe (TX)
Bilirakis Hensarling Posey
Bishop (EJT) ngger Price (GA)
Blackburn Hill Putnam
Blunt Hunter Radanovich
Boehner Inglis Rehberg
Bonner Issa ) Reichert
Bono Mack Jenkins Roe (TN)
Boozman Johnson (IL) N
Rogers (AL)
Boustany Johnson, Sam
Rogers (KY)
Brady (TX) Jones
S Rogers (MI)
Bright Jordan (OH)
X Rohrabacher
Broun (GA) King (IA) R
. ooney
Brown (SC) King (NY) .
; X Ros-Lehtinen
Brown-Waite, Kingston
: . Roskam
Ginny Kirk Royce
Buchanan Kline (MN) !
Rush
Burgess Lamborn Ryan (WD)
Burton (IN) Lance sy .
Calvert Latham SC; S‘?it
Camp LaTourette Schmlk
Campbell Latta choc
Cantor Lee (NY) Sens_enbrenner
Cao Lewis (CA) Sessions
Capito Linder Shadegg
Carter LoBiondo Shimkus
Cassidy Lucas Shuler )
Castle Luetkemeyer Shuster
Chaffetz Lummis Simpson
Coble Lungren, Daniel Sm}th (NE)
Coffman (CO) E. Smith (NJ)
Cole Mack Smith (TX)
Conaway Manzullo Snyder
Crenshaw Marchant Souder
Culberson McCarthy (CA) ~ Stearns
Davis (KY) McCaul Sullivan
Deal (GA) McClintock Terry
Dent McCotter Thompson (PA)
Diaz-Balart, L. McHenry Thornberry
Diaz-Balart, M.  McHugh Tiahrt
Dreier McKeon Tiberi
Duncan McMorris Turner
Ehlers Rodgers Upton
Emerson Melancon Walden
Fallin Mica Wamp
Flake Miller (FL) Westmoreland
Fleming Miller (MI) Whitfield
Forbes Miller, Gary Wilson (SC)
Fortenberry Moore (KS) Wittman
Foxx Moran (KS) Wolf
Franks (AZ) Murphy (NY) Young (AK)
Frelinghuysen Murphy, Tim Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—12
Barrett (SC) Granger Klein (FL)
Buyer Graves Murphy, Patrick
Farr Heller Paul
Fudge Hoekstra Rangel

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during

the vote). Members are advised there

are 2 minutes remaining on this vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Mr. HELLER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
527, had | been present, | would have voted
“no.”

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include tabular and extra-
neous material on H.R. 3082.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

——

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AND
VETERANS AFFAIRS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 622 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3082.

7 1058
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3082)
making appropriations for military
construction, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and related agencies for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2010, and for other purposes, with Ms.
BALDWIN in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.
The gentleman from Texas (Mr. ED-
WARDS) and the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. WAMP) each will control 30
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

O 1100

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Chair, Members, on behalf of
America’s service men and women, our
veterans, and their families, it is a
privilege for me to present the Fiscal
Year 2010 Military Construction/Vet-
erans Affairs Appropriations bill.

I believe this bill and the work we
have done since January of 2007 is work
that all of us, Democrats and Repub-
licans alike, can be very proud of. In
this time of war, we have continued
our tradition of a bipartisan Military
Construction and Veterans Affairs Ap-
propriations bill, a bill that honors in a
meaningful way the service and sac-
rifice of our service men and women,
our veterans, and their families.

In the past 2% years, along with the
passage of this bill, the Congress will
have increased veterans health care
and benefits funding by 58 percent.
That is unprecedented in the history of
this country, and I believe our veterans
and their families have earned every
dime of that funding.

In addition, we have a new 2lst-cen-
tury GI Education bill. And, recently,
President Obama signed into law a pro-
vision amending that bill that will pro-
vide a college scholarship to every
child who has lost a mother or father
in military service to our country since
September 11, 2001.

In 2% years, this Congress will have
done a number of things on behalf of
our veterans and troops, including add-
ing 8,300 VA processors to reduce the
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unconscionable backlog that veterans
are having to stand in in order to re-
ceive their earned benefits.

We will have provided funding for an
additional 115 VA community-based
outpatient clinics, and this bill adds 30
more. We will have provided an addi-
tional 42 vet centers, and this bill adds
28 more.

We have allowed the Veterans Health
Administration to hire an additional
2,657 doctors, 11,5609 nurses, and other
critical additional staff. We will in-
crease the travel reimbursement rate,
the per-mileage reimbursement rate
for veterans having to travel, in some
cases, hundreds of miles to VA hos-
pitals—which has not been increased
since 1979—we will increase that from
11 cents per mile to 41.5 cents per mile.
To many in America, that extra 30
cents may not sound like much. To
many of America’s finest, our veterans,
it’s the difference between them being
able to afford to drive to get the VA
health care they need and deserve, or
not.

Our increased funding for veterans in
this bill and over the past 2% years
means our veterans have better access
to health care they need and deserve
and have earned. It means improved ac-
cess to health care for veterans in rural
areas. And it means the opening of the
doors of our VA hospitals and clinics to
many middle- and low-income veterans
that have not been allowed the oppor-
tunity that they’ve earned through
their military service. Additionally,
these resources ensure that our vet-
erans will have shorter waiting times
for doctor appointments.

We have also worked hard to make
sure that our service men and women
know that Congress deeply respects the
sacrifices that they and the unsung he-
roes of America’s defense—their fami-
lies—have made each and every day to
keep our Nation safe. We’ve heard time
and again in testimony that the best
support we can give our military when
they’re deployed overseas is the knowl-
edge that their families are cared for
here at home. We have listened to that
voice and have tried to fund a number
of key initiatives for our troops.

For example, in the past year, this
subcommittee will have added $2.8 bil-
lion for new military hospitals so that
our service men and women know that
their families will get the best possible
health care in high-quality facilities
while they are serving overseas. We've
added $1 billion for new child care cen-
ters to serve 20,000 additional military
children, and $570 million in additional
funding for barracks because Congress
needs to show our volunteer forces
from day one that we appreciate their
decision to serve.

The Subcommittee for Military Con-
struction and Veterans’ Affairs did not
accomplish this alone. There are sev-
eral key leaders that worked tirelessly
behind the scenes to support these ef-
forts. I want to especially commend
Speaker PELOSI, who promised over 3
years ago that if she became Speaker
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she would make supporting our vet-
erans and their families one of Con-
gress’ highest priorities. Speaker
PELOSI has kept that promise to those
who have kept their promise to serve
our Nation, and I salute her for that.

I want to salute Chairman OBEY, an-
other one of the unsung heroes in sup-
porting America’s veterans, our mili-
tary, the service men and women, and
their families. While Mr. WAMP and 1,
as ranking member and chairman of
the subcommittee, have often been out
front on this, Chairman OBEY has pro-
vided the allocations, the unprece-
dented historic increased allocations
for our subcommittee that has allowed
us to accomplish many of the goals and
achievements that I have mentioned in
the last few minutes.

In particular, above all other things
that he has done, I want to thank
Chairman OBEY for providing a green
light and encouraging and supporting
and facilitating a historic initiative in
this bill, which is, for the first time
ever we will provide forward funding
for veterans health care funding. That
would not have happened without Mr.
OBEY’s support.

In addition, Chairman SPRATT—not a
member of our subcommittee, but the
chairman of the House Budget Com-
mittee—has played a Kkey role, along
with Chairman FILNER, the chairman
of the Veterans’ Affairs Committee.

And, finally, but absolutely not least,
I want to thank my colleague, my
friend, and the ranking member of this
committee, Mr. WAMP of Tennessee. He
has been a partner and a leader at
every step of the way in supporting our
troops and our veterans and their fami-
lies. His commitment to our military
and our veterans is deep, is genuine,
and he puts it to work every day by
working hard on their behalf. I want to
thank him for his vital role in not only
shaping this bill, but our bill last year
as well.

Madam Chair, let me try to focus,
rather than on a long list of numbers,
on some of the major initiatives in this
bill.

As I referenced, for the first time in
history we provide an advanced appro-
priation for VA medical care. This will
allow the VA to invest taxpayer dollars
more efficiently and more effectively.
And I want to thank Mr. OBEY, Mr.
SPRATT, Mr. WAMP and Speaker PELOSI
for making this possible. I want to sa-
lute America’s veteran service organi-
zations, leaders of our veterans organi-
zations who have made this one of
their highest priorities.

Second, we provide $450 million to
build new troop housing for Army
trainees, over 60,000 of whom are pres-
ently living in barracks that don’t even
meet minimum DOD standards. You
know, 18- and 19-year-old military re-
cruits don’t have many lobbyists run-
ning around Capitol Hill on their be-
half, but they deserve our Nation’s re-
spect and support for their decision to
serve in the military.

Third, we provide $200 million for the
Guard and Reserve Construction Initia-
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tive, recognizing the vital role these
troops are playing in Iraq and Afghani-
stan and in our Nation’s defense. And
particularly, in addition to his other
efforts, I want to thank Mr. WAMP for
taking a leadership role on this Guard
and Reserve Initiative.

Fourth, this bill begins a process of
funding our operations in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan through the regular appro-
priations process, and we include $1.4
billion for vital military construction
to support our troops in Afghanistan.

Fifth, recognizing that the mental
wounds of war can sometimes be as
painful and long lasting as the physical
wounds of war, we provide $4.6 billion
for the VA to continue its improve-
ments in PTSD and mental health care
for America’s vets.

Six, this bill includes funding for the
1,200 new claims processors to reduce
the backlog of veterans receiving the
benefits they’ve earned.

Seven, this bill also continues to
open up, as I referenced briefly, VA
medical care to more middle- and low-
income veterans, many of whom have
been locked out since a cap was placed
on income thresholds back in 2003.

Finally, and this is important, we
want to ensure that the historic in-
creases for VA health care and bene-
fits, that those dollars are spent wise-
ly. And I know Mr. WAMP and I share a
strong commitment to this; we want to
see that every dime of that is spent for
the highest priority needs of our vet-
erans, so together we supported in-
creasing the VA Office of Inspector
General by $19.2 million. And we have
every intention, through our sub-
committee, of exercising increased
oversight of the VA to see that these
tax dollars are spent effectively and ef-
ficiently.

Just a few basic numbers: overall,
this bill totals $77.9 billion in discre-
tionary funding for fiscal year 2010.
This is $239 million above President
Obama’s request and $5 billion more
than fiscal year 2009. The bill will in-
clude $48.2 billion in fiscal year 2011 ad-
vanced funding for VA medical serv-
ices, medical support and compliance.
and medical facilities, an 8.3 percent
increase over the historic funding level
of 2010.

In military construction, family
housing, and BRAC, the bill provides
$24.6 billion and fully funds BRAC 05 at
$7.5 billion. For the VA in fiscal year
2010, the bill provides $563 billion in dis-
cretionary funding. This is $5.4 billion
above the 2009 funding and matches
President Obama’s VA request, which I
should point out was the largest in-
crease requested by any President in
over three decades. The fiscal year 2010
increase for the Veterans Health Ad-
ministration is $4.4 billion, which is 11
percent over fiscal year 2009.

Finally, I want to thank the people
who work every day—in fact, day and
night—behind the scenes without pub-
lic applause for our veterans and our
troops and their families. These are the
people who make up the staff of the
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Military Construction and VA Appro-
priations Subcommittee, and I want to
thank them by name: the minority
staff, led by Martin Delgado, Liz Daw-
son and Kelly Shea, and Erin Fogelman
and Juan Alvarez from Mr. WAMP’s
staff. The majority staff: led by my
subcommittee clerk Carol Murphy,
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Tim Peterson, Mary Arnold, Walter
Hearne, and Donna Shahbaz, and
Lindsey Davis on my staff.

I would also like to add a special
thanks to John Conger, who has re-
cently left my staff to work for the
military as an employee of the Pen-
tagon. All of these people have helped
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continue the long, proud tradition and
legacy of this subcommittee to work
on a Dbipartisan—frankly, a non-
partisan—basis, always putting our
troops and veterans first. And as I say
that, I once again thank our ranking
member for always fighting and put-
ting first our troops and our veterans.
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Military Construction - Veterans Affairs - and Related Agencies Appropriations Act - FY 2010 (H.R. 3082)
{Amounts in thousands})

FY 2008 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Military construction, Army.............. .. coivennnnn 4,692,648 3,660,779 3,630,422 -1,062,226 -30,357
RESCISSTION. L. i it s -51,320 .- -59,500 -8,180 -59,500
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-8)............. 180,000 - wen «180,000 ---
Qverseas contingency operations................... --- 923,884 924,484 +924,484 +800
Overseas contingency operations (P.L. 111-32)..... 1,182,988 wew S -1,182,989 .=
Overseas contingency operations (P.L. 111-32)
(BMEIrGBNCY) . .\t i s 143,242 “-- .- -143,242 .-
Overseas contingency operations (P.L. 111-32)
(rescission) (@mergency)............ovvevnenns -143,242 .. .- +143,242 ---
<22 1 G 6,004,317 4,584,663 4,495,408 -1,508,911 -89,257
Miditary construction, Navy and Marine Corps.......... 3,333,369 3.763.284 3,757,330 +423,961 -5,834
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 280,000 .- - -280,000 ---
Overseas contingency operations (P.L. 111-32)..... 235,881 .- . -235,881 -
TOtaT . e e 3,849,250 3,763,264 3,757,330 -91,920 -5,934
Military construction, Air Force...................... 1,117,746 1,145,434 1,359,171 +241,425 +213,737
RESCTISSTION. L. ittt it ieae et e it nanans -20,821 .- - +20,821 ---
Emergency appropriations {P.L. 111-5)............. 180,000 .-~ .- -180,000 .-
Overseas contingency operations................... --- 474,500 474,500 +474,500 ---
Overseas contingency operations (P.L. 111-32)..... 281,620 .- - -281,620 ---
TOta) . 1,558,545 1,619,934 1,833,671 +275,126 +213,737
Military construction, Defense-Wide................... 1,695,204 3,087,526 2,743,526 +1,048,322 -354,000
RESCISSION. Lttt ittt e e -3,588 .- -25,800 -22,211 -25,800
Emergency appropriations (P.L. #11-8)............. 1,450,000 - - -1,450,000 ---
Overseas contingency operations................... --- 6,600 .- --- -6,800
Qverseas contingency operations (P.L. 111-32}..... 661,552 ... .- -661,552 -
TotaT . e e o 3,803,167 3,104,126 2,717,726 -1,085,441 -3886,400
Total, Active components.......... s 15,215,279 13,071,987 12,804,133 -2,411,146 -267,854
Military comstruction, Army National Guard............ 736,317 426,491 529,129 -207,188 +102,638
Rescission. ....... .. vviiiinannn. e ~-1,400 ... .- +1,400 ---
Emergency appropriations (P.L. t41-8)............. 50,000 v .- .. -50,000 -
Total. ... oiv ot AP e o 784,917 426,491 529,129 -255,788 +102,638
Military construction, Air National Guard............. 242,924 128,261 226,128 -16,798 +97,865
Emergency appropriations {111-5}....... e 50,000 ... - -50,000 ---
cT Total........ PN s 292,824 128,261 226,128 -86,798 +97,885
Mititary construction, Army Reserve........... PR 282,607 374,862 432,516 +149,909 +57 ,654
Military construction, Navy Reserve................... 57,045 64,124 125,874 +68,829 +61,750
Milvitary construction, Air Force Reserve.............. 36,958 27,476 103,168 +66, 211 475,693
Total, Reserve components.......... .. ccvevenann, 1,454,451 1,021,214 1,416,814 -37,637 +395,600
Total, Mititary construction................ ... 16,669,730 14,083,201 14,220,947 -2,448,783 +127,748
Appropriations. ... ... .. i (12,194,818) (12,688,217) (12,907,263) (+712,445) (+219,046)
RESCISSIONS. ..ottt it (~77,130) --- (-85,300) (-8,170) (-85,300)
Emergency appropriations.................... (2,180,000) m.e " (-2,190,000) .-
Overseas contingency operations............. (2,362,042) (1,404,984) (1,398,984) {-963,058) (-6,000)
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security Investment
Program. .. ... it it e 230,867 276,314 234,914 +4,047 -41,400
Overseas contingency operations (P.L. 111-32)... 100,000 --- .- -100.000 ---

Total. . o 330,867 276,314 234,914 -95,953 -41,400
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Military Construction - Veterans Affairs - and Related Agencies Appropriations Act - FY 2010 (H.R. 3082)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bil1l vs. Bil11 vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
Family housing construction, Army..................... 646,580 273,236 273,238 -373.344 ---
Emergency appropriations {(111-5).................. 34,507 .. - -34,507 .-
TotaTl . e s 681,087 273,236 273,236 -407,851 -
Family housing operation and maintenance, Army........ 716,110 523,418 523,418 -192,692 ---
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 3,932 .- - -3,932 T
-3 7= 1S N 720,042 523,418 523,418 -196,624 .-
Fa;nﬂy housing construction, Navy and Marine Corps.... 380,123 146,569 146,569 -233,554 ---
Family housing operation and maintenance, Navy and
MArINe COrPS. ittt i et e 376,062 368,540 368,540 -7,522 ---
Faniily housing construction, Air Force................ 395,879 66,101 66,101 -329,778 -
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 80,100 - - -80,100 ---
B2 S O 475,979 66,101 66,101 -409,878 ---
Family housing operation and maintenance, Air Force... 584,465 502,838 502,936 -91,529 ---
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 16,461 “en - -16, 461 ---
TOtaTl . e e s 610,926 502,936 502,936 -107,990
Family housing construction, Defense-Wide.,............ .- 2,859 2,859 +2,859 ---
ReSCisSSIOon. . i i i i e -6,040 .- .- +6,040 ---
05 - 1 -6,040 2,859 2,859 +8,899 .-
Family housing operation and maintenance, Defense-Wide 49,231 49,214 49,214 -17 ---
Department of Defense Family Housing Improvement
BUNG . e e s 850 2,600 2,600 +1,750 ---
Homeowners assistance fund................. .. ... .. .. 4,500 23,225 23,225 +18.725 ---
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5}............. 555,000 --- - -555,000 ---
L1 - PN 559,500 23,225 23,225 -536,275 ---
Total, Family housing.........cc.oivivnnnn, 3,847,760 1,958,698 1,968,698 -1,889,062 ---
Appropriations. ... ....ooviriiiiii i (3,163,800) (1,958,698) (1.,958,698) (-1,205,102)
RESCISSIONS . . .ottt e i {-6,040) .- .. (+6,040) .-
Emergency appropriations.................. {690,000} - . {-8980,000) ---
Chemical demilitarization construction, Defense-Wide.. 144,278 146,541 148,541 +2,283 ---
Base realignment and closure:
Base realignment and closure account, 1890........ 458,377 396,768 536,768 +78,391 +140,000
Base realignment and closure account, 2005........ 8,765,613 7,479,498 7,479,498 -1,286,118 ---
Overseas contingency operations (P.L. 111-32). 263,300 .- - -263,300 ---
515 1 1 9,028,913 7,479,498 7.479,498 -1,549,415 ...
Total, Base realignment and closure....... 9,487,290 7,876,266 8,016,266 -1,471,024 +140, 000
Air National Guard Fire Stations (Sec. 131)........... 28,000 .- .- -28,000 ---
Army National Guard Aviation and Training (Sec. 132).. 147,000 S .. -147,000 ---
Total, title I. .. i 30,654,925 24,351,020 24,577,366 -6,077,559 +226,3486
Appropriations. . .........viiiiiiiii i, (25,132,753) (22,946,036) (23,263,682) (-1,869,071) {+317,646)
RESCISSTONS . .\ v v in it (-83,170) --- (-85,300) (-2,130) (-85,300)
Emergency appropriations.......... ... .. .00 (2,880,000) .. - (-2,880,000) ---

Overseas contingency operations............. (2,725,342) (1,404,984) (1,398,984) (-1,326,358) (-6,000)
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¢ ‘ Military Construction - Veterans Affairs - and Related Agencies Appropriations Act - FY 2010 (H.R. 3082)
(Amounts in thousands)
FY 2009 Fy 2010 Bi11 vs, Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
TITLE II - DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
Veterans Benefits Administration
Compensation and pPensions. ... ...t nr i ennannaas 43,111,681 47,218,207 47,218,207 +4,106,526 ---
Readjustment benefits. ... ... ... i iiiiinnnirninnes 3,832,944 8,663,624 8,663,624 +4,830,680 ---
Veterans insurance and indemnities..................., 42,300 49,288 49,288 +6,988 -
Veterans housing benefit program fund
{Indefinite).. ... ... 2,000 23,553 23,553 +21,553 ---
(Limitation on direct loans)............. .. coont. (500) (500} (500) --- ---
Credit subsidy. ... ..ot -246,000 -133,000 -133,000 +113,000
Administrative expenses..........ccovviiia i 157,210 165,082 165,082 +7,872 ---
Guaranteed Transitional Housing Loans for Homeless
R =3 =T TN {750) (750) (750) .- .-
Vocational rehabilitation loans program account....... 81 29 29 -32 -
(Limitation on direct loans)..............ovuicenen {3,180) {2,298} {2,298) {-882) ---
Administrative expenses........... . 320 328 328 +8 EER)
Native American veteran housing loan program account.. 6486 664 664 +18 .-
Total, Veterans Benefits Administration......... 46,801,162 55,887,775 55,887,775 +9,086,613 ---
Veterans Health Administration
Medical Services. . ......virin i 30,969,903 34,704,500 34,704,500 43,734,597
Advance appropriation, FY 2011......... . .covunnn, .-- --- 37,136,000 +37,136,000 +37,136,000
SUBTOLAT . .. e e e 30,969,903 34,704,500 71,840,500 +40,870,597 +37,136,000
Medical support and compliance.......... ... ... ohn 4,450,000 5,100,000 4,800,000 +450,000 -200,000
Advance appropriation, FY 2011.......... ... ..... --- .- 5,307,000 +5,307,000 +5,307,000
Subtotal. ... 4,450,000 5,100,000 10,207,000 +5,757,000 +5,107,000
Medical facilities. ... ..oty 5,028,000 4,693,000 4,893,000 -136,000 +200,000
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 1,000,000 --- --- -1,000,000 -
Advance appropriation, FY 201t........ ... ... c0s --- -. 5,740,000 +5,740,000 +5,740,000
Subtotal. ... i e 6,029,000 4,693,000 10,633,000 +4,604,000 +5,940,000
Medical and prosthetic research..,.................... 510,000 580,000 580,000 +70,000 .-
Medical care cost recovery collections:
Offsetting collections........ e -2,544,000 -2,9884,000 -2.854,000 -410,000 ---
Appropriations (indefinite}.......... ... ... ... ... 2,544,000 2,954,000 2,854,000 +410,000 ---
“ Total, Veterans Health Administration........... 41,958,903 45,077,500 93,260,500  +51,301,597  +48,183,000
Appropriations. ............. . . 0o (40,958,903) (45,077,500) (45,077,500) (+4,118,597)
Emergency appropriations........ .. ..o (1,000,000) .- .- (-1,000,000) ---
Advance appropriations, FY 2011............. --- .- (48,183,000) (+48,183,000) (+48,183,000)
National Cemetery Administration
National Cemetery Admimistration...................... 230,000 242,000 250,000 +20,000 +8,000
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-8)............. 50,000 .- .o -50,000 .-
Total, National Cemetery Administration......... 280,000 242,000 250,000 -30,000 +8,000
Emergency appropriations...................... (50,000) - .- {-50,000) ---
Departmental Administration
General operating eXPensSes. .. .......c...ovviiiirnnnenn, 1,801,887 2,218,500 2,083,700 +281,833 ~-134,800
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-8)}............. 150,000 .- - -150,000 ...

Subtotal. ... ... ..o e e 1,951,867 2,218,500 2,083,700 +131,833 -134,800
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Military Construction - Veterans Affairs - and Related Agencies Appropriations Act - FY 2010 (H.R. 3082)
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bil1l vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bil Enacted Request
Information technology systems........................ 2,489,391 3,307,000 3,307,000 +817,609 .-
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 50,000 --- --- -50,000 ---
Subtotal. ... ... e 2,539,391 3,307,000 3,307,000 +767,609
Office of Inspector General..................0.cvvnnn, 87,818 107,000 107,000 +19,182 .-
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 1,000 --- .- -1,000 ---
Subtotal. .. ... . .. 88,818 107,000 107,000 +18,182
Construction, major projects................. . vovvin 923,382 1,194,000 1,194,000 +270,618 ---
Construction, minor projects.............. .. .o vy 741,534 600,000 726,800 -14,734 +126,800
Grants for construction of State extended care
facilities. ... .. . i 175,000 85,000 85,000 -90,000
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 150,000 --- --- -150,000 ---
Subtotal...... ... . 325,000 85,000 85,000 -240,000
Grants for the construction of State veterans
CEMBLOrieS . . . i 42,000 42,000 42,000 -.- -
Total, Departmental Administration............ 6,611,992 7,553,500 7,545,500 +933,508 -8,000
Appropriations........ .. ... . . i (6,260,992) (7,553,500) (7.545,500) (+1,284,508) (-8,000)
Emergency appropriations.................... (351,000) .- .- (-351,000) ---
Administrative Provisions
IRS income verification............. ... ... .. i, -2,000 --- --- +2,000 ---
Sec. 160 Filipino Veterans Compensation Fund
(P.L. 110-329) (emergency)...........c.ovvviuivninnns 198,000 --- .- -198,000 .-
Total, title IL..... .. ... .0 i, 95,948,057 108,860,775 157,043,775 +61,095,718  +48,183,000
Appropriations.......... .. ... . e (94,349,057) (108,860,775) (108,860,775) (+14,511,718)
Emergency appropriations.................... (1,599,000) --- --- (-1,599,000) ---
Rescissions (emergency appropriations)...... --- .- --- - .-
Advance appropriations, FY 2011............. --- .- (48,183,000) (+48,183,000) (+48,183,000)
(Limitation on direct loans).................. (3,680) (2,798) (2,798) (-882)
Discretionary.......... ..o (49,205,132) (53,039,103) (101,222,103) (+52,016,971) (+48,183,000)
Mandatory. ... ...... .. (46,742,925) (55,821,672) (55,821,672) (+9,078,747)
TITLE III - RELATED AGENCIES
American Battle Monuments Commission
Salaries and expenses. ..........ovviiriiineiniiiaa 59,470 60,300 61,800 +2,330 +1,500
(By transfer)........ .. i (500) .- .- (-500) ---
Foreign currency fluctuations account................. 17,100 17,100 17,100 --- ---
Total, American Battle Monuments Commission..... 76,570 77,400 78,900 +2,330 +1,500
U.S. Court of Appeals for Veterans Claims
Salaries and eXPensSesS. ... . ...t e s 30,975 27,115 27,115 -3,860 ---

Department of Defense - Civil
Cemeterial Expenses, Army

Salaries and eXPeNSeS. ... ...ttt n it 36,730 37,200 42,500 +5,770 +5,300
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Armed Forces Retirement Home

Operation and maintenance.............. ... ... ...
Capital program...... ..ottt inneineinans

Total, Armed Forces Retirement Home.........

Total, title II1.... ... . . . i,
(By transfer)........ .o

Grand total............ o i
Appropriations........ ... oo
RESCISSTIONS. .. . i i i i i
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Military Construction - Veterans Affairs - and Related Agencies Appropriations Act - FY 2010 (H.R. 3082)
{Amounts in thousands)
FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bil1l vs.
Enacted Reguest Bill Enacted Request
A 54,985 62,000 62,000 +7,015 ---
e 8,025 72.000 72,000 +63,975 -
N 63,010 134,000 134,000 470,990 ---
e 207,285 275,715 282,518 +75,230 +5,800
s (500) EEp .- {-500} ---
.... 126,810,267 133,487,510 181,903,656 +55,093,389 +48,416,146
Lo.. (119,689,095) (132,082,526) (132,406,972) (+12,717,877) (+324,446)
ca {-83.,170) .- {-85,300) {-2,130) {-85,300)
- {4,479,000) .- LR {-4,479,000) ---

Emergency appropriations................
Advance appropriations, FY 2011.........
Overseas contingency operations.........
(By transfer)............. .. . it
(Limitation on direct loans)..............

Scorekeeping adjustments:

Emergency appropriation defense...............
Emergency appropriation non-defense...........

Veterans Health Administration:

Less advance appropriations.................

Overseas contingency operations (P.L.

Total, adjustments..........cciiiiininines

Total (including adjustments).....................

.- .- (48,183,000) (+48,183,000) (+48,183,000)

c.. (2,725,342)  (1,404,984)  (1,398,984) (-1,326,358) (-6,000)
(500) {-500)
(3,680) (2,798) (2,798) (-882)
...  -2,880,000 --- +2,880,000
.. -1,599,000 -ee  +1,599,000
- -48,183,000 -48,183,000 -48,183,000
8,000 +6,000 +6,000
.. -4,479,000 <-< 48,177,000 -43,898,000  -48,177,000
... 122,331,267 133,487,510 133,726,656  +11,395,389 +239,146
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With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

It is, indeed, a high privilege and a
great honor to stand on the floor today
with Chairman EDWARDS and present
the 2010 Military Construction Vet-
erans Affairs and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations bill.

Indeed, this bill is not about us, it’s
not about our individual districts. It’s
about them, those that volunteer to
serve our country in the uniform of our
Armed Forces, past, present, and fu-
ture, their willingness to stand be-
tween a threat and our civilian popu-
lation, extend freedom from this gen-
eration to the next, and join the thou-
sands of others that have preserved our
freedoms and protected our way of life.

This is a very important bill; it is
worthy of our support. It is a bipar-
tisan product. As the chairman said
earlier, this bill is not pushed by lobby-
ists or outside interests other than the
veteran service organizations and the
families of those that are serving and
have served.

It is our honor, and frankly our sa-
cred duty, to make sure that we give
these great Americans what they de-
serve and what they need. I think if
you ask our men and women in harm’s
way today, what can we do for you, the
first thing they would say is take care
of our families while we’re serving and,
when we come home, support us. This
bill does that, and I'm grateful for
that.

I can’t thank Chairman EDWARDS
enough. He is diligent, he is fair, he is
honorable, and he is totally committed
to these men and women in uniform.
And we are working together to guar-
antee the efficiencies of these re-
sources and the investments that we’re
making.

This bill funds the needs for military
construction and family housing for
our troops, their families, the quality
of life construction projects, and pro-
vides funding for all the programs that
the Veterans Administration and re-
lated agencies have asked for in their
budget request. This bill literally
touches every soldier, sailor, aviator,
marine, military spouse, child, every
veteran who participates in VA pro-
grams; and it takes good care of our
national cemeteries and monuments
that are funded in this bill as well.

We worked together through 18 hear-
ings. We asked a lot of questions; we
had very good witnesses. So a totally
cooperative effort.

I want to thank all of our sub-
committees from both sides. Specifi-
cally today I want to thank Mr. FARR
and Mr. CRENSHAW, who really sup-
ported the chairman and myself
through this process, Mr. FARR as vice
chairman, Mr. CRENSHAW when I could
not be there on certain days; out-
standing work by them.
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This bill reflects bipartisan input and
cooperation, and that is the tradition
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of this bill, and we have honored that
tradition and worked very well to-
gether, and it truly is a bipartisan bill.

I want to just talk about a couple of
initiatives in the bill without going
into specific numbers because Chair-
man EDWARDS has already highlighted
many of the numbers.

The Guard and Reserve initiative is
extremely important because we have
been fighting terrorists since Sep-
tember the 11th, 2001. The op tempo of
our National Guard and Reserve forces
remains at a very high level. It’s very
likely to remain that way for the fore-
seeable future. The Guard and Reserve
have had more than 719,000 activations
since September the 11th, including the
current level of 142,000. So I'm pleased
to join Chairman EDWARDS in sup-
porting the additional $200 million in
this bill to address urgent unfunded re-
quirements for the Army and Air Na-
tional Guard and for the Reserve forces
of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and
Air Force.

On BRAC, the BRAC 2005 account in
the President’s budget request is $7.5
billion. The department and the serv-
ices have testified that it’s going to be
absolutely critical for them to have
this funding on October 1 of this year
in order to meet their September 15,
2011, statutory deadline to complete
BRAC 2005. I will continue to work
with Chairman EDWARDS to make sure
that this gets done on time. However,
the House-passed defense authorization
bill cuts $350 million from this BRAC
account for this year on the cost of the
provision that requires prevailing wage
equivalency with Hawaii for military
construction on Guam related to the
relocation of our Marines from Japan.
The CBO has scored this provision as
costing $10 billion over the next 10
years. That’s twice the amount of the
entire relocation from Japan to Guam,
and this is the largest Milcon invest-
ment in a generation, and it’s really
important that we address this issue
throughout this process. I spoke at the
Rules Committee yesterday to raise
this issue. We have spoken with the
leadership of the House. We have spo-
ken with the leadership of the Congress
to say this is a problem and it has to be
addressed as this bill moves forward
and as the process moves forward be-
cause we simply can’t afford to double
the cost of the relocation from Japan
to Guam based on a prevailing wage
issue. It’s too much. Too much. We’ve
got to resolve it.

On the advanced appropriations
issue, the chairman spoke eloquently
about this. We reached a bipartisan
agreement. I am very pleased with the
way they allowed Ranking Member Mr.
LEWIS and me to weigh in because none
of us want to retreat from our con-
stitutional prerogative or obligation
we have to oversee all the funding on
an annual basis. However, we share the
goal of making sure that the VA has
the money they need in a timely man-
ner and can make decisions that maxi-
mize their effectiveness because it’s a
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big bureaucracy, and when the money
is in doubt, the changes and reforms
necessary to improve efficiency can’t
be met. The bill contains $48.2 billion
for advanced appropriations for med-
ical services, medical support and com-
pliance, and medical facilities, which is
$3.7 billion above the amount rec-
ommended in the fiscal year 2010 bill
on these accounts.

On VA spending I continue to be con-
cerned, as is Ranking Member LEWIS,
about the ability of the VA to absorb
large funding increases provided in this
bill. I’'m very pleased to support the in-
creases, but it is absolutely our job to
make sure not just that we raise the
funding levels but that the money is
well spent, spent in a timely manner,
that it’s effectively spent, and that
there is accountability through the en-
tire process. So we continue to raise
this issue. I think there is a bipartisan
commitment to this, and I want to
point that out as well.

Mr. LEWIS of California. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. WAMP. I'm happy to yield to the
ranking member.

Mr. LEWIS of California. It had not
been my intention to speak on this
measure in order to save time, but
you’re making a point that’s really
very fundamental. I would like to com-
mend both of you, the chairman and
the ranking member, for the fabulous
job here.

But, most importantly, some years
ago I had the opportunity to Chair the
VA  Appropriations Subcommittee.
During those years, we were most con-
cerned that, while there was bipartisan
support on the House floor and funding
rose for veterans, that the various or-
ganizations that support funding and
veterans here in Washington were not
helping us much out there where the
people really get their service at the
veterans hospitals. There has been a
radical change in our ability to make
sure that service is being delivered ef-
fectively. And it’s due to the work of
the two of you and the bipartisan effort
here that we have had this success. So
thank you.

Mr. WAMP. Reclaiming my time, on
this same front, the information tech-
nology account is a significant in-
crease, $833 million above the 2009 en-
acted level, an increase of $5569 million
above the 2009 level when the re-
programming action that was approved
is taken into consideration. It is a
large, unchecked spending increase to
one account, and the GAO and the OIG
and others have documented the VA’s
inability to effectively manage these
resources. I agree with Secretary
Shinseki when he testified that he’s
going to need IT to be a key part of his
plan to transform the VA. However,
with the documented concerns about
this account, it remains doubtful that
this will occur.

Not more than 3 hours after our sub-
committee markup, the staff partici-
pated in a briefing at the request of
VA’s Assistant Secretary for IT. The
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purpose of this briefing was to provide
the committee an update on a thor-
ough analysis that the VA was under-
taking to review their IT portfolio. The
VA reported that there are a number of
IT programs that are more than 13
months behind schedule and more than
50 percent over budget. We asked for
the list of these projects along with the
2009 and 2010 costs for these programs.
More than 3 weeks have now passed,
and the VA has yet to provide the list
to show the costs for these troubled IT
projects. That is an example of how in-
creasing the funding can be very help-
ful if the checks are in place to make
sure that the money gets to where it’s
supposed to go. So it’s not just increas-
ing the funding; it’s making sure that
the veterans benefit from this in-
creased funding, to make sure that the
bureaucracy of the VA is held account-
able, to make sure that we insist on ef-
ficiencies and that the money flows
down in a timely manner.

And then the National Cemetery Ad-
ministration—I want to note the in-
creased funding for this account, $20
million above the 2009 enacted level of
$230 million, and that will go a long
way to allow the VA to meet the cur-
rent needs as well as giving the ability
to look at cemetery expansion in areas
where expansion is needed. That in-
cludes Chattanooga, where we have a
very historic national cemetery.

Without mentioning names, because
the chairman already has, I can’t say
enough about this professional staff,
those behind me, those behind him. It’s
an honor for all of us to be part of this
team. I don’t think there is a higher
privilege that any of us could ask for
than to serve the men and women in
uniform of our Armed Forces past,
present, and future.

Madam Chairman, as I conclude, I
want to thank Mr. LEWIS and Mr. OBEY,
who serve as the distinguished ranking
member and chairman of this com-
mittee. This is a good bill. It deserves
our support. I look forward to con-
tinuing our work through the con-
ference committee, and I want to en-
courage Chairman EDWARDS and Chair-
man OBEY to insist that we have a con-
ference committee, that we meet with
the Senate, that we look eye to eye and
we resolve any of our differences. I
think that is the regular order that we
desire to return to.

Madam Chairman, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, if there is a single unsung hero
in this Congress on behalf of America’s
veterans, it’s the gentleman from Wis-
consin, the chairman of the full Appro-
priations Committee, Mr. OBEY. And
for that reason, I yield 2 minutes to
him for any remarks he would care to
make.

Mr. OBEY. I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

I simply have one question for the
gentleman from Tennessee. Are you
really sure you want us to meet with
the Senate?
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Mr. WAMP. I'm running for Gov-
ernor, sir.

Mr. OBEY. Does that mean you’re
running away from the Senate?

Madam Chair, let me simply con-
gratulate both the gentleman from
Tennessee and the gentleman from
Texas for the fine work they have done
on this bill. T think every Member of
the House can be proud of what has
happened in terms of our delivering of
benefits to veterans on the health care
front and on the education front.

Over the past 3 years or so, we have
had very significant increases in vet-
erans health benefits. We also last year
passed a landmark, an historic, expan-
sion of the GI Bill education benefits
by passage of the Webb amendment. In
the supplemental appropriation bill
this year, we enhanced the ability of
spouses and children of veterans to re-
ceive transfer benefits to allow them to
use the education benefits that would
otherwise have accrued to a veteran.
There had been a hole in the law which
did not include the children of veterans
who had died, and that has been cor-
rected, and now this bill goes a whole
lot more down the road in dealing with
their needs.

When we go into wars, we have an ob-
ligation to provide all the support
that’s necessary to the warriors during
and after the wars, and that’s in part
what this bill tries to do. And I con-
gratulate both gentlemen for the work
they have done and urge support for
the bill.

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chairman, at
this time I yield 3 minutes to the
former chairman of the House Appro-
priations Committee and the current
ranking member of the Defense Appro-
priations Subcommittee who also
serves as a very valuable member of
our subcommittee, Mr. YOUNG of Flor-
ida.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. I thank the
gentleman for yielding to me.

Madam Chairman, I just want today
to start by saying most of us in our
jobs have parts of our job that we like
better than other parts of our job.
Serving on this subcommittee is part
of the job that I really like, not only
because of the importance of the sub-
ject, dealing with and providing for the
members of our military and those vet-
erans who have served in the past in
the military and, as Mr. WAMP said,
those who will serve in the future, but
also because of the way this sub-
committee does its work. With the
leadership of Chairman EDWARDS and
the leadership of Ranking Member
ZACH WAMP, this subcommittee works
together for the good of this country.
And while we may have some objection
to the process on how appropriations
bills are brought to the floor without
totally open rules, you will be hard-
pressed to find something wrong with
this bill or some reason to vote against
this bill. It’s just not there.

There are some problems in the Vet-
erans Administration, which is a huge
bureaucracy, that can’t be solved by
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money. The money that the committee
has made available adequately meets
the requirements as proposed to us by
the administration.

There is something else that this
committee does that seldom gets men-
tioned. And I want to just take a brief
comment and talk about—General
Colin Powell was visiting in Europe.
General Powell was asked a rather crit-
ical question that, in effect, the ques-
tion criticized the United States for
our arrogance and how we do things
that are not good for other people. And
General Powell thought for a minute,
and he said, You know, the only thing
that we have asked from you in Europe
is enough ground to bury our dead.

There are 22 American cemeteries in
Europe. The subcommittee has respon-
sibility to provide funding to maintain
those military cemeteries, and they do
a good job and they are beautiful. And
for those Members who haven’t had a
chance to visit them, you really
should.

O 1130

There are 22 American cemeteries,
graves of 106,757 American soldiers who
lost their lives freeing the people of
Europe from the oppression of Hitler’s
Nazis.

This subcommittee has that responsi-
bility and does a really good job, and I
am proud to work with CHET EDWARDS
and I am proud to work with ZACH
WAMP and all the other members of the
subcommittee and the staff who are so
dedicated to meeting our mission, to
doing the job that we were responsible
for doing.

As I want to say to our chairman and
to my ranking member, this is the part
of the job that I really like around
here. There are a lot of other parts
that I like too, but I really like this
one. Working with you two gentlemen
is just very, very special.

This bill appropriates $108.9 billion for the
Department of Veterans Affairs for 2010, a
15.4 percent increase in the funds for veterans
medical and services available this year. This
bill funds the expanded Gl Bill benefits author-
ized last year by the 110th Congress, it funds
an additional 1,200 claims processors to re-
duce the backlog of veterans’ disability claims,
and it expands programs to help homeless
veterans.

Our subcommittee also reaffirms its long-
standing support for veterans medical care
programs by providing $34.7 billion for VA
medical services, a 13 percent increase over
current year funding. The members of our
subcommittee also approved a new method of
funding veterans medical care to ensure that
the uncertainty of our legislative cycle does
not negatively impact the ability of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs to plan for and de-
liver the best in medical care for those who
served our nation. In addition to providing
funding for VA medical care in Fiscal Year
2010, it also provides advanced funding for
the following year, Fiscal Year 2011.

Our committee also continues to place the
highest priority on providing the best care and
services for our service members who have
returned from Iraq and Afghanistan and have
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been diagnosed with Post Traumatic Stress
Disorder and Traumatic Brain Injury. One of
our nation’s centers for the treatment of PTSD
and TBI is the Department of Veterans Affairs
Medical Center at Bay Pines, which | have the
privilege to represent. Included in the bill we
consider today is $96,800,000 to build a state-
of-the-art medical facility at Bay Pines to bet-
ter screen our returning service members for
mental health problems and to provide the
state-of-the-art facilities in which to treat them.
The Committee approved my request for the
design and engineering funding for this project
last year to accelerate the construction of this
vitally needed unit.

We also include in the bill $371,300,000 for
a new VA medical facility in Orlando that will
benefit veterans throughout the state. Florida
continues to experience one of the largest
inflows of veterans of any state in our nation.
All of Florida’s VA medical facilities feel the
strain of a growing caseload, especially during
the winter months. The construction of this
long anticipated VA hospital in central Florida
will ease that burden on all the existing hos-
pitals.

Madam Chair, this legislation honors those
who wore the uniform in the defense of our
nation and freedom here and throughout the
world. We also honor those who wear the uni-
form today by ensuring that they live and work
in the best facilities today whether it be on
U.S. soil or on our bases in the furthest points
of the world.

This includes the facilities for the forces
leading the worldwide battle against terrorism
which is being directed by U.S. Central Com-
mand and U.S. Special Operations Command
at MacDill Air Force Base in Tampa, Florida,
which neighbors the 10th Congressional Dis-
trict | represent.

Just this week, | joined General David
Petraeus, the Commander of U.S. Central
Command, to break ground on a new head-
quarters facility that was supported by this
committee and for which this committee ap-
proved my request four years ago to accel-
erate the funding to begin its design and engi-
neering. Our bill this year includes
$21,000,000 to accelerate construction of a
Consolidated Communications Facility to sup-
port the Joint Components of Central and
Special Operations Command at MacDill.
Communications is critical for both commands
to manage operations that are underway half
a world away. This facility will ensure that our
war fighters will have the most up-to-date and
secure communication capabilities for them to
do their job.

This legislation also includes $15,300,000
for the Central Command Commandant Facil-
ity which will coordinate air operations for
Central Command’s commanding officers and
support staff to enable them to deploy rapidly
and efficiently. This is imperative given the ge-
ographic distance and the number of crises
that continue in the Middle East and South-
west Asia.

This facility will provide a secure facility to
accommodate the Joint Special Operations Air
Component, train increasing numbers of per-
sonnel, and store authorized equipment. In ad-
dition it will provide a Sensitive Compart-
mented Intelligence Facility to conduct anal-
ysis and assessments to provide Central Com-
mand with accurate and comprehensive situa-
tional awareness for our forward deployed
forces.
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Another $7,000,000 is included for a much
needed Child Development Center to care for
the children of our service members who work
around the clock to support their missions.
This facility is designed to accommodate and
care for the many families of our many work-
ing parents at MacDill Air Force Base. And
$16,000,000 is included here for a new dor-
mitory to provide unaccompanied enlisted per-
sonnel with safe, energy efficient housing.

Madam Chair, this is a good bill. It fulfills
our nation’s promise and commitment to care
for our nation’s veterans, those who serve;
those have served in the past, and those who
will serve our nation in the future.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I consider it an honor to be even
able to speak after Mr. YOUNG, who has
committed his lifetime and his heart to
our servicemen and -women and our
veterans. He and his wife commit every
week to going out to our DOD and VA
hospitals to let those great Americans
know that their sacrifices are not for-
gotten. I want to thank him for inspir-
ing all of us to remember the sacrifice
our troops and veterans have made.

With that, it’s a privilege for me to
recognize the vice chair of our sub-
committee, who has been a leader at
every step of the way on so many
issues on behalf of our veterans, Mr.
FARR of California, for 2 minutes.

Mr. FARR. Thank you very much,
Chairman EDWARDS, for yielding.

Madam Chairman, I just want to rise
to speak on this bill, and I just want to
say something following Congressman
YOUNG’s points.

What I love about this committee,
more than any other committee I have
ever served on in the State legislature
or here in Congress, I think it’s the
best listening committee I have ever
been on. We listen to people, and what
I call the felt needs, and we respond.

I think what we are so proud about is
the fiscal year 2010 military construc-
tion and veterans spending bill re-
sponds to what we heard and addresses
those issues. What I think is remark-
ably progressively happening in this
country is that for the first time these
two huge agencies, the Department of
Defense and the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, are beginning to be
seamless in a sense.

I mean, you can’t be a veteran with-
out going through the Department of
Defense. And the new Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs Shinseki has said that
the minute you enroll in the Depart-
ment of Defense you are automatically
enrolled in the Department of Veterans
Affairs. So you are going to begin see-
ing this, rather than having these lost
records and folders and everything that
needs to be done, that it will be admin-
istratively clean.

What I also really appreciate about
this committee that probably is not
recognized is that we hear over and
over again about the health care of our
veterans. And I can’t think of two
more sensitive people than Chairman
EDWARDS and Ranking Member WAMP
and our colleague on the committee,
PATRICK KENNEDY, that listened so pro-
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foundly to the needs of mental health
care for veterans, not only those com-
ing back with posttraumatic stress
syndrome from Iraq and Afghanistan,
but we have about 270,000 veterans that
sleep on the streets of America.

That’s the biggest embarrassment
that this country has. We have not
been that good at taking care of them.
This budget puts $800 million more in
mental health and does the outreach
for homeless veterans.

I am very proud of that and would
urge support of the legislation.

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to ANDER CRENSHAW from
Jacksonville, Florida, who would be
the vice ranking member if there were
such a position, but he is an incredibly
valuable asset on our subcommittee
and has done just an extraordinary job
this year.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I thank the gen-
tleman, Mr. WAMP, for yielding the
time. I thank him for his hard work in
the subcommittee and working with
our Chairman EDWARDS, thank you for
your leadership and your bipartisan
spirit. And thank you both for involv-
ing all the members of the sub-
committee and drafting this legislation
that I think we can all support.

I ran for Congress in the first place
because I believe the number one re-
sponsibility of the Federal Government
is to protect American lives, and I
think the best way to keep America
safe is to keep America strong. But I
have been on this subcommittee now
for 7 years, and I think we have a tre-
mendous responsibility not only to
modernize and upgrade these bases all
around the world that we oversee, but
we have a responsibility to make sure
that we take care of the men and
women that volunteer to defend our
country. Nobody forces them to do
that. Nobody forces them to go into
harm’s way. They do it because they
care about America. And I think we
have a responsibility to take care of
them, and that’s what this bill does.

I think in terms of housing, there
was a time when people that served in
our military lived in substandard hous-
ing, something they couldn’t be proud
of. Through using some of the private
sector ideas like privatization, now
over 90 percent of our military men and
women live in adequate housing that
they can be proud of.

When they go off to deployment, they
can be sure that their families are
going to be taken care of back home
with a good quality of life. They are
going to have a peace of mind when
they are gone and when they are fight-
ing for us.

And when they come home and they
leave the service, now they know they
have a Veterans Administration that
cares about them. This bill continues
the work that we have done to make
sure that we have more clinics, to
make sure we have more doctors and
nurses, more people to process those
claims. They don’t have to wait in line.
We are making some giant strides.



July 10, 2009

And, finally, this bill, as has been
pointed out, deals with national ceme-
teries, to give those veterans a final
resting place that they so richly de-
serve.

And I know in my home district in
Jacksonville, Florida, we opened a new
veterans cemetery this year. And I
don’t think I have ever been more
proud to be a Member of Congress, to
be a part of that ceremony, to see the
sense of gratitude in these people’s
eyes knowing they are going to have a
place, a final resting place because of
the way they have defended our coun-
try.

Madam Chairman, I think this is a
bill we can all support. I am again
thankful to our chairman, our ranking
member, and all the members of the
subcommittee for the work that we put
in that we can be so proud of, so I urge
adoption.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I would like to recognize a mem-
ber of our committee, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. SALAZAR), an Army
veteran who has been a strong voice on
behalf of our veterans and military, for
1 minute.

Mr. SALAZAR. I want to take a mo-
ment to recognize both Chairman ED-
WARDS and Ranking Member WAMP for
their valiant effort in putting this bill
together. I don’t think there are any
greater champions for military vet-
erans and their families. All 17.5 mil-
lion in the United States should ap-
plaud the chairman and the ranking
member for their diligent fight.

Madam Chair, I would like to bring
one specific project in the bill forward
and not only thank the chairman and
the ranking member, but also Sec-
retary Shinseki and President Obama
and the chairman of the Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee, Mr. FILNER, for in-
cluding the $119 million for the new
Fitzsimmons Veterans Hospital in Den-
ver, Colorado.

This facility will provide full service
to half a million veterans currently re-
siding in my home State of Colorado
and many across the Rocky Mountain
west. This new facility will be open and
begin serving veterans by 2013. The 200-
bed hospital will reach over a million
square feet in size and include 30 spe-
cial beds for spinal cord injuries.

I am proud that after over a decade
of waiting, the veterans of the Rocky
Mountain west and my State will fi-
nally benefit from this state-of-the-art
facility.

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to my friend, the gentleman
from Indiana and the ranking member
of the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs,
Mr. BUYER, for the purpose of a col-
loquy.

Mr. BUYER. I want to commend my
friend Mr. WAMP and Chairman ED-
WARDS for your strong advocacy on be-
half of America’s veterans.

Mr. Chairman, last year, as you may
remember, I offered an amendment
that would have provided direct fund-
ing for VA to advance projects at 16 VA
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medical centers that were identified
for the use of solar photovoltaic roof
applications, but the amendment was
ruled out of order on a technical issue.

You and I have had several conversa-
tions about renewable energy issues
and, however, working with the Sec-
retary, as I had indicated, I was able to
ensure that the VA funded these
projects with the overall amount that
included the fiscal year 2009 appropria-
tions act, of which you had no objec-
tion.

Subsequently, at the beginning of
this Congress, with the prospect of a
forthcoming stimulus bill, I had met
with the Secretary of the VA on renew-
able energy projects to benefit our vet-
erans and to provide additional funding
to invest in these renewable energy
projects at the VA. I was pleased the
stimulus bill provided the VA with
more than $1.4 billion. That’s almost
half a billion more than what I even
submitted in the request, so I thank
the chairman.

And the VA stimulus spending for
the additional 31 solar photovoltaic
feasibility studies also included studies
for cogeneration, of which the chair-
man must have done, along with wind
and geothermal projects. And based on
those study results, the VA plans to
fund up to eight solar projects, nine co-
generations, six wind, and five geo-
thermal using stimulus dollars.

Mr. Chairman, the VA also expects to
implement the remaining 23 solar
projects, 29 cogeneration, 4 wind and 4
geothermal in fiscal year 2010, subject
to the feasibility determinations.

With this in mind, I want to ask my
friend: Do I have your assurance that
the bill before us would provide the suf-
ficient funds for the VA to move for-
ward with these renewable energy
projects?

I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I first want
to thank Mr. BUYER for taking the lead
and for fighting to ensure that alter-
native sources of energy are utilized by
the VA. This is an important issue and
initiative.

Our bill does take into consideration
this important need, and VA plans to
fund a significant number of renewable
energy projects with resources in this
bill. I want to assure you that I will
emphasize to the VA the importance of
this effort.

I recognize, and I think this is crit-
ical, the result of your efforts, that
every dollar saved through energy con-
servation in the VA will result in an
additional dollar going directly to bet-
ter health care and benefits for vet-
erans.

I further look forward to continuing
to work with you to ensure that the
VA appropriately employs the use of
solar technology to reduce energy costs
and to benefit our environment.

Mr. WAMP. I want to thank the
chairman for this commitment and ex-
press my strong support for funding
these renewable energy projects, com-
pliment Mr. BUYER for his tenacity and
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perseverance here on this front, be-
cause I know that we can reduce VA’s
high energy costs with the use of these
new renewable energy technologies. I
look forward to working with each of
you as we continue to advance renew-
able energy projects at VA facilities.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. WAMP. I yield the gentleman an
additional 15 seconds.

Mr. BUYER. I would thank the lead-
ership of Mr. EDWARDS and Mr. WAMP
for your commitment for renewable en-
ergy within the VA.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I would like to yield 3 minutes
to the gentleman from Rhode Island
(Mr. KENNEDY) who has been the lead-
ing voice in this subcommittee and the
House for improving mental health
care services for America’s veterans
and services to homeless veterans.

Mr. KENNEDY. I want to thank the
chairman of the Appropriations Sub-
committee on Veterans Affairs, Chair-
man KEdwards, for his leadership on
what has been an amazing increase in
funding for veterans in this country.
As chairman of the Appropriations
Committee, we have seen in the last
cycle the largest single increase in vet-
erans funding in the 76-year history of
the Veterans Administration in the
last cycle. And, as such, that has car-
ried over till this cycle and will in the
succeeding years ahead as we continue
to increase the veterans appropria-
tions.

And, again, this year, we are seeing
another large, large increase in the
veterans spending, including increases
in veterans mental health. And that,
my friends, is what I am so pleased to
see, especially in the wake of the ter-
rible tragedy at Camp Victory, where
we saw a murder-suicide, once again
highlighting the terrible tragedy that
so many of our veterans are facing
with the psychological wounds that
they are facing and the combat that
they are so readily seeing on a day-to-
day basis. They are not only suffering
the physical wounds of war but the psy-
chological and mental wounds of war.

I would like to acknowledge the
ranking member, ZACH WAMP, for the
incredible support that he has given to
our veterans in the area of mental
health services.

We have seen in this bill $4.6 billion
for mental health services in this bill.
We have seen an additional $3.2 billion
for homeless veterans. It’s a tragedy,
as my friend SAM FARR said, that the
single largest percentage of the home-
less population in this country are vet-
erans. That should not be the case. In
this bill, we seek to try to end that sit-
uation.

Madam Chairman, I am also pleased
to see that this committee responds to
the veterans of America in providing
advance funding for veterans funding
for the succeeding years, so that vet-
erans do not have to wait on Congress
to provide those funds, and that we
provide an additional $48 billion in the
2011 budget.
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And that, my friends, is a result of
General Shinseki, the VA Secretary’s
strong advocacy and this President’s
commitment to our veterans to make
sure that they don’t have to wait—they
don’t have to wait for a budget in order
to know that they’re going to get the
funds they need to take care of our vet-
erans.

For these and all the reasons, I'm so
proud to be part of this committee and
to see that this country lives up to its
promise to our Nation’s veterans. And I
thank the chairman for all the good
work that he does, and I thank the
ranking member for all the good work
that he does. And I'm proud to be on
this committee.

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chairman, I yield
myself 3 minutes and yield to the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) for
the purpose of a colloquy.

Mr. CASTLE. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman for yielding. Madam
Chairman, I'd like to speak about the
Dover Air Force Base and what it’s
doing with respect to its port mor-
tuary.

For more than 50 years, Dover Air
Force Base has been home to the
United States military’s port mor-
tuary. It’s here that Dover’s expert
staff receives from theater the remains
of fallen American soldiers, sailors,
airmen, and marines and conducts a
solemn, dignified transfer from the air-
craft to the port mortuary. The base
and the community in Dover take this
responsibility very seriously and treat
all fallen servicemembers and their
families with dignity, honor, and re-
spect.

As you know, in March of this year
the Department of Defense announced
a new policy regarding media access to
the dignified transfer of remains at the
Dover Air Force Base. Under the new
policy, the decision regarding media
coverage is made on an individual basis
by the families of the fallen. The new
policy also expands the Department’s
support to those family members wish-
ing to attend the dignified transfer by
paying for travel to Dover and increas-
ing the availability of grief counseling
and chaplain support services.

The immediate result of this policy
change is that many more families of
fallen soldiers from across the country
travel to Dover to attend. Unfortu-
nately, the wing commander and his
staff at Dover Air Force Base have ex-
pressed concern they do not have ade-
quate chapel facilities to provide for
on-base memorial services, worship,
and counseling. This lack of chapel fa-
cilities would be particularly evident
in the unfortunate event of a mass cas-
ualty situation in the theater of oper-
ations.

The base has submitted a proposal to
build a new main base chapel center to
include private space for the expressed
purpose of receiving grieving families.
I understand that the office of the Sec-
retary of Defense is supportive of this
project, and I look forward to working
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with the committee at the earliest pos-
sible opportunity to solve this pressing
matter.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas.
ranking member yield?

Mr. WAMP. 1 yield to the chairman
of the subcommittee.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. The gen-
tleman from Delaware has raised a
very important issue, and as someone
who once represented Fort Hood,
Texas, through three combat deploy-
ments, I strongly believe in the need to
treat our fallen and their families with
the utmost dignity and respect.

So it will be a privilege for me to
work with the gentleman on this issue.
And I am hopeful that we can rectify
this problem by the time we get
through conference.

Mr. WAMP. Reclaiming my time, I
stand with you, Mr. Chairman, and will
work with Mr. CASTLE as well to re-
solve this matter in conference.

I yield to Mr. CASTLE.

Mr. CASTLE. I thank both the dis-
tinguished chairman of the committee
and the ranking member, Mr. EDWARDS
and Mr. WAMP, for their work on this
legislation as well as discussing this
particular issue. I look forward to
working with you and all of the serv-
icemembers and families who would be
involved with this, and hopefully we
can work it out in the near future.

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

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I'd like to yield 1 minute to an
active voice on our subcommittee on
behalf of veterans and our troops, the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
ISRAEL).

Mr. ISRAEL. I thank the chairman.
Madam Chair, this bill addresses one of
the biggest concerns that I and many
others have, and that is homeless vet-
erans. The bill provides $420 million
over last year’s level for assistance and
treatment for homeless veterans.

Tonight, Madam Chair, 154,000 vet-
erans will go to bed without a home.
One out of four homeless men served in
the United States military at some
point. They fought for our country,
they came home, but they don’t have a
house. They served in jungles, they
served in cities, they served in deserts
and bases on the high seas, and they’re
sleeping on sidewalks this evening in
America.

That is a national shame. But thanks
to the bipartisanship of this sub-
committee, we are making a bold leap
on behalf of those homeless veterans.
We are making the investments nec-
essary to stop this outrage and to do
what every nation must do, and that is
to treat its veterans as heroes, and in
this case, heroes with a home. I thank
the gentleman and the ranking mem-
ber for their cooperation.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I yield myself 2 minutes and
yield to the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. DINGELL) for the purposes of a col-
loquy.

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Chairman, I
rise to enter into a colloquy with my

Will the
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dear friend, the distinguished chairman
of the subcommittee, regarding lan-
guage contained in the House report,
Veterans Affairs and Related Appro-
priations Bill for 2010.

I'm concerned the language could
have the effect of postponing activa-
tion of a much-needed clinic for our
veterans in Toledo. Clearly, it is not in
the best interest of our veterans to
postpone activation of a new clinic
that will better address a higher work-
load, especially in light of the increas-
ing numbers of veterans returning from
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan.

I yield to my good friend.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I thank the
gentleman. I agree with the gentleman
that our veterans deserve quality
health care. It’s crucial to move for-
ward to get the new clinic operational
as soon as possible. The VA is recog-
nized as a leader in quality health care,
and we want to do everything possible
to enhance that reputation.

Mr. DINGELL. To continue, the ex-
isting clinic is undersized for its cur-
rent caseload. The VA has been work-
ing for several years to establish larger
replacements. It is my understanding if
we move forward with the current
plans, which have been reviewed by the
majority of the impacted veterans
service organizations, the VA is pre-
pared to have a new, larger LEED-cer-
tified clinic in the fall of 2011.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DINGELL. I will yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. It’s of the
utmost importance that we address
these concerns in a timely and expedi-
tious manner so we can continue to get
the quality health care the VA pro-
vides to the veterans in question.

I know that this matter has also been
of concern to the veterans in the dis-
trict of the gentlewoman from Ohio,
Ms. KAPTUR, and I know that she wants
their concerns addressed as well.

The language in the committee re-
port is not designed to needlessly delay
the activation of the Toledo clinic, but
simply to ensure some of the concerns
raised by veterans are responded to.

Mr. DINGELL. I want to also express
great respect and affection for the gen-
tlewoman from Ohio, Ms. KAPTUR. As a
veteran myself, I couldn’t agree more
that we need more quality care for our
veterans in a timely manner. As al-
ready mentioned, given the increased
workload because of the veterans re-
turning from Iraq and Afghanistan,
doubling the size of the existing clinic
will help us to meet that goal.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chair, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining on each
side.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Tennessee controls 6% minutes. The
gentleman from Texas controls 7%
minutes.

Mr. WAMP. I continue to reserve.
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Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I yield myself 2 minutes, and I'd
like to yield to the gentleman from
California (Mr. THOMPSON) for the pur-
poses of a colloquy.

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Thank
you, Mr. Chairman. I appreciate the
great work that this chairman does on
behalf of veterans. He’s a true friend
and has done so much for so many vet-
erans, and I appreciate that.

Mr. Chairman, I just want you to
know that I went to college on the GI
Bill, and I voted for the Post-9/11 GI
Bill with my experience in the GI Bill
and in school and what it did for me in
mind. And I did so to ensure that all
veterans would have the same access to

this great educational opportunity
that I had.
Unfortunately, today in California,

California veterans are being denied
this important chance to get the col-
lege education so that they can have a
better future. According to the Depart-
ment of Veterans Administration, vet-
erans living in California are entitled
to zero dollars toward their private tui-
tion bill, simply because California
charges ‘‘fees,” not ‘‘tuition,” to at-
tend college.

So because zero ‘‘tuition’ is charged
in California, according to the VA’s
tortured logic, zero tuition can be paid
to veterans seeking to attend private
schools in California.

This simple semantic difference
means that nearly 5,000 Iraq and Af-
ghanistan veterans residing in Cali-
fornia, veterans who served our Nation
honorably, are not eligible to receive
financial assistance to attend the col-
lege of their choice. This is unlike
every other Iraq and Afghanistan vet-
eran in the other 49 States.

My California colleagues and I sent a
letter to the VA requesting the Depart-
ment fix this issue administratively.
Six weeks later—6 weeks later they
sent a two-paragraph response deny-
ing—denying our request.

This is not fair to our veterans, and
Congress should not stand by as these
brave men and women are denied the
benefits they have earned.

I'd now like to yield to my colleague
from California (Mr. MCKEON).

Mr. MCKEON. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. As the gentleman and I
both know, this spring the VA released
its Post-9/11 GI Bill tuition benefit
rates. Unfortunately, the VA has mis-
interpreted the intent of Congress and
by doing so will prevent veterans from
attending private institutions in Cali-
fornia.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I yield my-
self 1 additional minute.

Mr. MCKEON. By doing so, they will
prevent veterans attending private in-
stitutions of higher education in Cali-
fornia.

Certainly, when my home State en-
acted free in-State tuition, they didn’t
anticipate the VA would use that to re-
strict our vets from attending private
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universities as they are allowed to do
in 49 other States under the Post-9/11
GI Bill.

It’s important that we provide Cali-
fornians parity by enacting legislation
like H.R. 2474 that the gentleman from
California and I introduced in May.
This legislation, which has near unani-
mous support from our delegation, al-
lows veterans in California to use their
full fee benefit towards tuition and fee
expenses.

As the gentleman knows, it’s impor-
tant we act quickly, as this program
begins implementation on August 1,
2009. Without action, many veterans
could be unpleasantly surprised when
they receive no tuition assistance.

Can the chairman assure us that this
exclusion of California veterans from
this important benefit was not the in-
tent of the Congress in the Post-9/11 GI
Bill?

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. The com-
mittee believes this exclusion of Cali-
fornia veterans was not the intent of
Congress when it passed the Post-9/11
GI Bill. The committee will ask the VA
to work with the affected States, in-
cluding the State of California, to en-
sure that veterans attending private
institutions can participate fully in the
Post-9/11 educational assistance pro-
gram.

Mr. WAMP. I continue to reserve.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I yield myself 2 minutes and
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. ALTMIRE) for the purpose of
a colloquy.

Mr. ALTMIRE. Let me thank Chair-
man EDWARDS for the excellent work
he’s done on this important bill, which
funds our military construction
projects and provides for the benefits
and assistance that our Nation’s vet-
erans have so clearly earned.

It’s out of concern for our Nation’s
veterans, specifically veterans in my
home region of western Pennsylvania,
that I requested this colloquy.

Pittsburgh’s Veterans Benefits Ad-
ministration employees are alleged to
have manipulated an employee bonus
reward system by delaying processing
veterans’ claims to my district to se-
cure additional employee bonuses.

I yield to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS).

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I'm familiar
with the unfortunate situation that oc-
curred in Pittsburgh. There was a re-
port issued by the Office of Inspector
General, correct?

Mr. ALTMIRE. That’s right. I thank
the chairman for his awareness of our
concerns, and I would comment that
this report issued by the Inspector
General was insufficient given the
gravity of these allegations. It failed to
determine the sources of the problem.
And I would suggest the Office of the
Inspector General should conduct a
second investigation of the Pittsburgh
Veterans Benefits Administration em-
ployee misconduct in delaying benefit
processing to receive bonuses and sub-
mit a more thorough report.
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And this strikes me as particularly
possible in light of the $19 million in-
crease in the Inspector General’s budg-
et from last year.

I would yield again to the chairman.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Given the
increases we’ve provided the Office of
Inspector General at the VA, I look for-
ward to working with the gentleman to
see if we can’t get the IG to take a sec-
ond look at this serious issue in Penn-
sylvania.

O 1200

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chair, I yield
myself the balance of our time.

As we close the general debate on the
2010 Military Construction and Vet-
erans Affairs appropriations bill, I
want to tell a brief story because today
the President of the United States is in
Italy at the G-8; and photographs show
him with my friend, the Prime Min-
ister of Australia, Kevin Rudd, over the
last couple of days. I have to tell you—
I was with my friend, the Prime Min-
ister, a couple of months ago here in
Washington, and I asked him about the
extraordinary challenges that our
country faces today. And when I think
of the men and women in uniform of
our Armed Forces—and I know in my
heart that that is truly what our coun-
try is all about, people volunteering,
even sacrificing for each other—I said
to Kevin Rudd, ‘“What’s the attitude in
Australia and around the world about
these tremendous challenges that we
face? And what do you think about the
United States of America’s ability to
deal with these many challenges?’’ He
said, ‘““Well, we’re optimistic. We’'ve
read your history. We understand how
extraordinarily difficult it was during
the Civil War and the great World
Wars. We know that you came out of
the Great Depression and that you
have overcome extraordinary adver-
sity. We’ve seen your free enterprise
system, your brilliance and your inno-
vation, and we know how resilient your
people are. So we have great confidence
that you will do it again,” he said with
a smile on his face.

And I would just say to all those men
and women that served us in uniform—
because they are the true patriots of
our time. Yet again, they stand on the
shoulders of those that have come be-
fore us, and our veterans are our most
important citizens—that the burden is
on us to extend our way of life and pre-
serve freedom and to try to secure our
liberty. This is the challenge of our
time, and the world is counting on us.
This bill goes a long way to meeting
these needs, and we do truly stand at
the water’s edge together today. There
is a lot of rancor and division in the
House over process in other appropria-
tions bills, but not today. Today we
come together to do what’s right for
our men and women in uniform, for our
military installations around the world
under every command, for our veterans
and their families and for the quality
of life of our troops.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I yield myself 1 minute, and I
yield to the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
CUELLAR) for the purpose of a colloquy.

Mr. CUELLAR. I thank the chairman
for yielding to me.

Most of the claims from veterans of
my district in south Texas are proc-
essed at the Houston VA Regional Of-
fice. A recent article in the Houston
Chronicle, which I will submit for the
RECORD, notes that nearly 18,000 vet-
erans are waiting for their disability
applications, and 26 percent of these
claims have been pending over a year
and a half. The number of claims on ap-
peal from Houston are about 11,389,
which is the highest in the country.

I have written a letter to the Sec-
retary of the VA that brings attention
to this problem, which I would like to
be submitted into the RECORD. Mr.
Chairman, I ask for your help to ad-
dress this very serious problem so we
can provide service to our veterans.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I share the
gentleman’s concerns and look forward
to working with him and the VA to see
that we address those problems. Vet-
erans serving out of the Houston office
should not have to wait the amount of
time they are having to wait to receive
their earned benefits.

BACKLOG OF VA CLAIMS IN HOUSTON ONE OF

COUNTRY’S HIGHEST

HousTON.—Houston has one of the biggest
backlogs and some of the longest waiting
times in processing veterans’ claims for dis-
ability benefits in the nation, according to
the most recent data released by the U.S.
Department of Veterans Affairs.

Nearly 18,000 veterans are waiting for the
Houston VA Regional Office to process their
applications for disability benefits, the
Houston Chronicle reported Saturday. Also,
26 percent of the Houston claims have been
pending for more than half a year, compared
with the national average of 21 percent.

Total claims in Houston, including nondis-
ability compensations and pensions, add up
to almost 24,000, with 24 percent pending for
more than six months. That percentage is
also higher than the national average.

The number of claims on appeal from
Houston—11,389—is the highest in the coun-
try. “The situation at VA’s Houston office is
among the worst in America,” said Paul Sul-
livan, executive director of Veterans for
Common Sense, a national advocacy group.
“Our veterans and their families deserve bet-
ter.”

Nationwide, the total number of VA claims
has increased from 638,648 this time last year
to 723,152, as of June 20.

The number of claims received by the
Houston VA Regional Office has increased by
26 percent since last year, more than twice
the national average of 12 percent, said
spokeswoman Valerie Martinez.

The Houston office has outsourced some of
its claims processing to other VA facilities,
and it has been authorized to hire 105 em-
ployees to improve efficiency, Martinez said.

At a congressional hearing in Washington
last week, VA Deputy Undersecretary for
Benefits Michael Walcoff said it is incorrect
to designate all claims around the country
as a backlog because the total number ‘‘in-
cludes all claims received, whether pending
for just a few hours or as long as six
months.”
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, July 10, 2009.
Hon. ERIC K. SHINEKI,
Secretary,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SECRETARY SHINSEKI: Congratula-
tions on your appointment as Secretary of
the Department of Veterans Affairs. I look
forward to working with you as we provide
for those who have served our country admi-
rably in the United States Military.

I was recently made aware of the attached
article regarding veterans’ disability benefit
applications. Most of the disability benefit
applications that come from my congres-
sional district are processed at the Houston
VA Regional Office. As the article explains,
this office has one of the largest backlogs in
the nation.

In the last two fiscal years, funds have
been made available to hire more case work-
ers in an effort to reduce the application
backlogs present in many parts of our na-
tion. I respectfully request that priority be
given to the Houston VA Regional Office as
workers are being allocated to address this
important problem.

Thank you in advance for your consider-
ation of this request. If my staff or I may be
of any more assistance, please do not hesi-
tate to call upon us.

Sincerely,
HENRY CUELLAR,
Member of Congress.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, may I inquire as to how much
time I have remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman controls
2 minutes.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Hous-
ton, Ms. SHEILA JACKSON-LEE.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Let me
thank the distinguished chairman and
ranking member. Thank you very
much, Mr. EDWARDS, for the grand
work that you have done over the years
in helping our soldiers. I rise today to
support the underlying bill but to par-
ticularly focus on the medical services,
the $34.7 billion; the mental health
services, $4.6 billion; and the assistance
for homeless vets, $3.2 billion. In my
congressional district I work with
these populations in particular, vis-
iting them, listening to their situa-
tions; and as well, in my own commu-
nity we have had a high number of sui-
cides among active duty soldiers. I am
very glad to announce that because of
the legislation of this particular appro-
priation and the leadership of Chair-
man EDWARDS, we are now looking for-
ward to having an offsite opportunity
for a PTS treatment center; and as
well it will be able to secure funding in
the future for prospective TRICARE re-
cipients. I am proud to have worked
with Riverside Hospital. We need to be
able to provide more services for
PTSD, for the soldiers that are coming
home. Believe it or not, Houston has
been cited as the city that has the larg-
est number of returnees or active duty
soldiers who have been in Iraq and now,
subsequently, will be coming from Af-
ghanistan. Today as I speak, Madam
Chair, we are burying a young seaman
in my district. It is tragic, but we real-
ize that we have to provide for these
soldiers. I am very glad to support the
rule and the underlying bill.
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The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Texas is recognized for 1 remaining
minute.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, as I finish this debate, I want to
add in my thanks to others. I want to
thank the gentleman from California
(Mr. LEWIS). He, along with Mr. YOUNG,
has spent his entire congressional ca-
reer dedicated to fighting for a strong
national defense and for seeing that
the men and women who provide that
defense are respected in a meaningful
way, and that once they have taken off
our Nation’s uniform, they continue to
be respected as veterans. He has been
an active leader as chairman of the
committee, as ranking member of the
committee and in our subcommittee
deliberations has continued to be an
active voice on behalf of our troops,
our veterans and their families; and I
thank the gentleman for that.

Finally, I think it’s appropriate,
Madam Chair, that the last word in
this debate from my side are not the
words of my own, but the words of
America’s veterans. I would like to in-
clude in the RECORD of this debate let-
ters in support of this legislation from
the DAV, the Veterans of Foreign
Wars, The American Legion, the Para-
lyzed Veterans of America and the
AMVETS.

DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS
Washington DC, July 9, 2009.

Hon. CHET EDWARDS,

Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construc-
tion, Veterans’ Affairs and Related Agen-
cies, House Appropriations Commitee,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN EDWARDS: On behalf of the
1.4 million members of the Disabled Amer-
ican Veterans (DAV) and its Auxiliary, I
would like to express our strongest support
for H.R. 3082, the FY 2010 Military Construc-
tion, Veterans Affairs and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act, which provides record
funding levels for Department of Veterans
Affairs (VA) health care and benefits pro-
grams for fiscal year 2010.

Perhaps even more significant than the FY
2010 funding, the legislation also contains
$48.2 billion in advance appropriations for
VA medical care for fiscal year 2011. As you
know, advance appropriations for VA health
care has been the highest legislative priority
for DAV and many other veterans service or-
ganizations in recent years. We applaud you,
Chairman Obey, House Leadership and other
Members whose support led to its inclusion
in this bill.

Once enacted into law, advance appropria-
tions for VA medical care will prevent budg-
et stalemates from threatening the quality
and timeliness of veterans health care serv-
ices, a problem that has plagued VA for dec-
ades. With this crucial budget reform in
place, VA will have the time and assurance
necessary to effectively plan how to meet
the health care needs of our nation’s sick, in-
jured and disabled veterans.

The House vote to approve H.R. 3082 will be
a major milestone towards ensuring suffi-
cient, timely and predictable funding for vet-
erans health care programs, and DAV urges
all Members of the House to vote in favor of
this legislation.

Again, thank you for all that you have
done to ensure that veterans, especially dis-
abled veterans, have access to timely and
quality medical care today, and for years to
come. I look forward to continuing to work
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with you in the future to build better lives
for America’s disabled veterans and their
families.
Sincerely,
RAYMOND E. DEMPSEY,
National Commander.
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS,
OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, DC July 9, 2009.

Hon. CHET EDWARDS,

Chairman, Appropriations Subcommittee on
Military Construction, Veterans Affairs and
Related Agencies, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN EDWARDS: On behalf of the
2.2 million men and women of the Veterans
of Foreign Wars of the U.S. and its Auxil-
iaries. I would like to offer our strong sup-
port for H.R. 3082, the FY 2010 Military Con-
struction and Veterans Affairs Appropria-
tion, which we understand will be up for a
vote on the floor of the House of Representa-
tives this Friday. It is our assessment that
this funding legislation will dramatically
improve the health care and benefits this na-
tion provides for its former defenders.

Notably, the legislation would transform
the health care funding system by, for the
first time, providing an advanced appropria-
tion for veterans’ health care. Enacting an
advanced appropriation is one of the VFW’s
highest priorities. We strongly believe that
this mechanism along with the funding pro-
vided in this bill for FY 2011 medical pro-
grams will far better allow the Department
of Veterans Affairs (VA) to properly invest
in its health care resources, including hiring
and retaining top quality health care and
other professionals.

The VFW also applauds this bill’s historic
funding levels for FY 2010. The bill includes
$77.9 billion in finding for veterans programs
with $45.1 billion targeted for veterans’
health care. Within that, there is additional
funding aimed at some of the biggest issues
confronting the veteran population: mental
health, access to rural health care and as-
sistance for homeless veterans.

Additionally, we are especially appre-
ciative of the $1.9 billion in major and minor
construction funding contained within the
bill. This extra funding, which represents a
$256 million increase over the current year’s
funding level, will better allow VA to reduce
the major projects construction backlog, as
well as increasing the numher of minor con-
struction projects, many of which are tar-
geted towards safety issues that directly af-
fect the well-being of veterans.

The VFW thanks you for your continuing
efforts on behalf of America’s veterans. The
record funding levels contained in H.R. 3082
demonstrates the ongoing commitment of all
veteran’s supporters in the House to those
who have served the nation in uniform. We
salute your leadership and advocacy in sup-
port of this bill, and we look forward to
working with you to ensure its passage.

Very truly yours,
ROBERT E. WALLACE,
Executive Director.
THE AMERICAN LEGION,
Washington, DC, July 9, 2009.

Hon. CHET EDWARDS,

Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construc-
tion, Veterans’ Affairs and Related Agen-
cies, Committee on Appropriations, House of
Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN EDWARDS: As you and your
colleagues consider H.R. 3028, the Military
Construction, Veterans’ Affairs’ and Related
Appropriations for FY 2010, The American
Legion offers its full support, especially for
the advance appropriations provision for the
Department of Veterans Affairs’ (VA’s) Vet-
erans Health Administration (VHA) in FY
2011.
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Overall. H.R. 3028 would provide $77.9 bil-
lion in discretionary spending for FY 2010,
including Overseas Contingency Operations
funding.

The bill would provide $48.2 billion in ad-
vance appropriations for FY 2011 for three
medical accounts of VA: Medical Services;
Medical Support and Compliance; and Med-
ical Facilities. This is an eight percent in-
crease compared to FY 2010 and will provide
reliable and timely funding to support the
delivery of medical care. The amount in-
cluded in this bill would provide FY 2010 cur-
rent services level for the start of FY 2011. It
is intended to give the Administration sta-
bility in execution, provide the sub-
committee with continued oversight and the
ability to address new initiatives, and allow
veterans to have peace of mind when funding
bills are delayed..

The FY 2010 recommendation in the bill for
Military Construction, Family Housing and
BRAC is $24.6 billion. This funding level fully
funds BRAC 2005 at $7.5 billion, provides an
increase of $140 million for BRAC 1990 to en-
hance the cleanup of installations closed in
prior BRAC rounds, and provides for the
modernization of training facilities, as well
as the building of child care centers, bar-
racks, and homes. The recommendation re-
flects the success of the housing privatiza-
tion program with a reduced need for addi-
tional federal funding for family housing
construction. It also ensures that the active
forces will have a better environment in
which to train and operate, as well as an im-
proved quality of life. It also would provide
funds to support additional requirements for
operations in Afghanistan at $1.4 billion.

This bill includes two major military con-
struction initiatives. First, it provides $450
million to accelerate the Army’s program to
modernize troop housing facilities for train-
ees. Second, the bill provides an additional
$200 million for a Guard and Reserve initia-
tive to address critical unfunded require-
ments. This funding would go toward critical
unfunded requirements for Army and Air Na-
tional Guard, as well as the Army, Navy, Ma-
rine Corps, and Air Force Reserves.

This bill would also provide $53.0 billion in
discretionary funding for VA for FY 2010.
Within this funding increase is provided
funding for the Veterans Benefits Adminis-
tration to hire 1,200 new claims processors.

This increase also would provide for an ad-
ditional $4.4 billion for VHA. These funds
will allow VA to increase access to services,
ensure safer facilities and improve treat-
ment including:

$4.6 billion for mental health services;

$3.2 billion for homeless veterans to in-
clude the $26 million for the Presidential Ini-
tiative to combat homelessness, $150 million
for the homeless grants and per diem pro-
gram, and $20 million for supportive services
for low income veterans and families;

$580 million for medical research to include
a $48 million increase for research to address
the critical needs of Operation Enduring
Freedom and Operation Iraqi Freedom vet-
erans;

$1.1 billion to address the backlog in non-
recurring maintenance at our medical facili-
ties; and

28 new Vet Centers and 30 new CBOCs.

Additionally, this bill continues the rural
health initiative and beneficiary travel rates
that we provided last year. Language has
been included to continue oversight of VHA
to ensure that VA provides funding to the
medical facilities in a timely manner, deliv-
ers comprehensive mental health and sub-
stance abuse services, and improves the de-
livery of care to veterans who live in rural
areas.

The National Cemetery Administration is
funded at $250 million, an increase of $20 mil-
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lion above the FY 2009 appropriation. With

164 cemeteries in 39 states and Puerto Rico,

the Administration has an extensive backlog

of maintenance. The increase will give the

Administration additional resources to im-

prove the appearance and condition of ceme-

teries as identified in the study on veterans’
cemeteries which was submitted to the Con-

gress in 2002.

H.R. 3028 would provide an additional $19.2
million for the Office of Inspector General to
provide additional personnel to accomplish
financial audit and increased oversight of
medical and information technology pro-
grams.

The bill includes $33 billion for Informa-
tion Technology Systems. This funding will
continue the Department’s development of
improvements to 1its electronic health
record. Other major programs include devel-
opment of a new financial management sys-
tem, paperless benefits processing, and cyber
security initiatives.

This bill would provide $1.9 billion for VA’s
construction—$256 million above FY 2009.
The bill will provide needed funding for five
ongoing major construction projects, plan-
ning and design funding for seven new
projects, and funding for approximately 100
minor construction projects that can be
completed in FY 2010.

Finally, the increased funding will enable
the Armed Forces Retirement Home to un-
dertake a major capital construction project
on its Washington, DC campus as well as
begin operations at the Gulfport, Mississippi
campus which is being rebuilt from damage
it sustained by hurricane Katrina. The in-
crease also would provide $5.3 million for a
project at Arlington National Cemetery to
relocate power and telephone lines to allow
for an additional 8,000 to 10,000 gravesites.

The American Legion applauds you and
your colleagues for their hard work on this
critical piece of legislation.

Thank you for your continued commit-
ment to America’s veterans and their fami-
lies.

Sincerely,
STEVE ROBERTSON,
Director, National Legislative Commission.
PARALYZED VETERANS OF AMERICA,
Washington, DC, July 9, 2009.

Hon. CHET EDWARDS,

Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construc-
tion and Veterans Affairs House Committee
on Appropriations, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN EDWARDS: On behalf of
Paralyzed Veterans of America, I would like
to take this opportunity to thank you for
your unwavering support for our nation’s
sick and disabled veterans, as well as all of
the men and women who have so honorably
served this country.

PVA appreciates your efforts as Chairman
of the House Appropriations Subcommittee
on Military Construction and Veterans’ Af-
fairs to achieve a historic funding level for
the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA)
once again this year. Through your leader-
ship, the VA will receive funding for FY 2010
that meets and in some cases exceeds the
recommendations of The Independent Budg-
et, co-authored by PVA, AMVETS, Disabled
American Veterans, and Veterans of Foreign
Wars.

More importantly, the Military Construc-
tion and Veterans Affairs appropriations bill
also includes approximately $48.2 billion in
advance appropriations for VA medical care
accounts—Medical Services, Medical Support
and Compliance, and Medical Facilities—for
FY 2011. By providing the VA with an ad-
vance appropriation for FY 2011, the VA will
be able to better plan for hiring critical new
staff and addressing demand on the health
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care system. Approval of advance appropria-

tions represents a truly historic accomplish-

ment that will benefit all veterans.

These actions reflect the priority that you
and the House leadership have placed on the
needs of the men and women who have so
honorably served this country. Once again,
we thank you for your tireless efforts on be-
half of veterans. We look forward to working
with you and all members to ensure that the
Military Construction and Veterans’ Affairs
appropriations bill is approved by the full
House.

Sincerely,
CARL BLAKE,
National Legislative Director,
Paralyzed Veterans of America.
AMVETS,
Lanham, MD, July 9, 2009.

Hon. CHET EDWARDS,

Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construc-
tion and Veterans Affairs, House Committee
on Appropriations, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN EDWARDS: On behalf of
AMVETS I would like to take this oppor-
tunity to thank you for your leadership and
continued, undaunting support of America’s
veterans, servicemembers and their families.

AMVETS wants to recognize your efforts
as the Chairman of the House Appropriations
Subcommittee on Military Construction and
Veterans’ Affairs for fighting for and secur-
ing yet another year of incomparable fund-
ing for the Department of Veterans Affairs.
Because of your efforts, the VA will receive
an unparalleled budget for Fiscal Year 2010.

AMVETS also would like to extend our
deepest gratitude for your efforts in includ-
ing approximately $48.2 billion in advanced
appropriations for FY 2011. By providing the
VA with advanced appropriations for 2011,
VA will now have sufficient, timely and
predicable funding. This will allow VA to
better coordinate for the use of valuable re-
sources, to include hiring of key medical
staff and other demands that are unique to
the health care setting.

Passage of advanced appropriations is a
historic event that will be looked back on as
one of the most important improvements to
the VA health care system. It is with that, I
want to thank you, the House leadership,
and all members of Congress who have seen
the value in advanced appropriations and
have made it a reality.

Again, thank you for your continued sup-
port and advocacy for America’s veterans.

Veterans serving veterans,
RAYMOND C. KELLEY,
National Legislative Director, AMVETS.

Mr. LOBIONDO. Madam Chair, as per the
requirements of the Republican Conference
Rules on member requests, | secured the fol-
lowing earmarks in H.R. 3082.

Requesting Member: Congressman FRANK
LoBIONDO (NJ-02)

Bill Number: H.R. 3082

Account: Air Force, Military Construction, Air
National Guard

Legal Name of Requesting Entity: 177th
Fighter Wing

Address of Requesting Entity: 400 Langley
Road, Egg Harbor Township, NJ 08234

Description of Request: Provide $1.7 million
for the construction of a properly sited, ade-
quately sized, and configured functional space
to support conventional munitions administra-
tion, training and maintenance in support of 18
PAA F-16 aircraft to better enable the 177th
to perform its Air Sovereignty Alert mission in
defense of the homeland.

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Madam Chair, |
rise today in support of the Fiscal Year 2010
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs ap-
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propriations bill and thank Chairman EDWARDS
and Ranking Member WAMP for their work in
crafting this legislation.

As someone who represents thousands of
military veterans and their families, | believe
that we have an obligation to provide them
with the benefits and treatment they deserve
for their years of faithful service. This legisla-
tion accomplishes that by providing $108.9 bil-
lion for the Department of Veterans Affairs, a
$14.5 billion increase over Fiscal Year 2009,
when not factoring in stimulus or supplemental
funding.

It is estimated that the VA will treat more
than 6.1 million patients in 2010, including
more than 419,000 veterans of Irag and Af-
ghanistan. To meet this demand, the bill pro-
vides important funding for mental health pro-
grams, assistance to homeless veterans, and
to improve access for veterans in rural areas.
The bill also provides vital funding to hire addi-
tional claims processors to support the Depart-
ment’s continued effort to reduce the backlog
of benefit claims.

| was also pleased to see that the com-
mittee included a provision to provide ad-
vanced budget authority and funding for fiscal
year 2011 for medical related accounts. This
is a step to ensure that the VA healthcare sys-
tem continues to receive a timely and predict-
able stream of funding without subjecting it to
the delays that can arise due to the larger an-
nual budget debates.

In addition to the funds provided for our na-
tion’s veterans, | also applaud the committee’s
work in providing the necessary funding to
meet the construction needs of our military.
The bill provides $24.6 billion for construction,
facility ~modernization, and environmental
cleanup. Among other construction projects at
Ft. Lewis and McChord, | was specifically
pleased to see funds included in the bill for
the construction of a Joint Access Road be-
tween Ft. Lewis and McChord Air Force Base,
a project that | specifically requested funding
for. These funds will help provide a link be-
tween the two installations, alleviate conges-
tion, and provide a deployment route for the
air transportation of Army vehicles and equip-
ment.

Again, | thank the Chairman and Ranking
Member for their work on this legislation and
urge my colleagues to support its passage.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule and the bill shall be con-
sidered read through page 58, line 6.

The text of that portion of the bill is
as follows:

H.R. 3082

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for
military construction, the Department of
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2010, and
for other purposes, namely:

TITLE I
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY

(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS)

For acquisition, construction, installation,

and equipment of temporary or permanent
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public works, military installations, facili-
ties, and real property for the Army as cur-
rently authorized by law, including per-
sonnel in the Army Corps of Engineers and
other personal services necessary for the
purposes of this appropriation, and for con-
struction and operation of facilities in sup-
port of the functions of the Commander in
Chief, $4,554,906,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2014, of which $924,484,000 is
designated as being for overseas deployments
and other activities pursuant to section
423(a)(1) of S. Con. Res. 13 (111th Congress),
the concurrent resolution on the budget for
fiscal year 2010, and of which $450,000,000
shall be for trainee troop housing facilities:
Provided, That of this amount, not to exceed
$187,872,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, architect and engineer services,
and host nation support, as authorized by
law, unless the Secretary of Defense deter-
mines that additional obligations are nec-
essary for such purposes and notifies the
Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress of the determination and
the reasons therefor: Provided further, That,
not later than 30 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of both Houses of Congress an
expenditure plan for the funds provided for
trainee troop housing facilities: Provided fur-
ther, That the amount appropriated in this
paragraph shall be for the projects and ac-
tivities, and in the amounts, specified under
the heading ‘‘Military Construction, Army”’
and under the headings ‘“‘Army’’ in the tables
entitled ‘‘Military Construction’ and ‘‘Over-
seas Contingency Operations’ in the report
of the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives to accompany this
bill: Provided further, That of the funds ap-
propriated for ‘‘Military Construction,
Army”’ under Public Law 110-329, $59,500,000
are hereby rescinded.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY AND MARINE

CORPS

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent
public works, naval installations, facilities,
and real property for the Navy and Marine
Corps as currently authorized by law, includ-
ing personnel in the Naval Facilities Engi-
neering Command and other personal serv-
ices necessary for the purposes of this appro-
priation, $3,757,330,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2014: Provided, That of
this amount, not to exceed $182,569,000 shall
be available for study, planning, design, and
architect and engineer services, as author-
ized by law, unless the Secretary of Defense
determines that additional obligations are
necessary for such purposes and notifies the
Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress of the determination and
the reasons therefor: Provided further, That
the amount appropriated in this paragraph
shall be for the projects and activities, and
in the amounts, specified under the heading
“Military Construction, Navy and Marine
Corps’” and under the headings ‘‘Navy’ in
the table entitled ‘‘Military Construction”
in the report of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives to ac-
company this bill.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent
public works, military installations, facili-
ties, and real property for the Air Force as
currently authorized by law, $1,833,671,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2014, of
which $474,500,000 is designated as being for
overseas deployments and other activities
pursuant to section 423(a)(1) of S. Con. Res.
13 (111th Congress), the concurrent resolu-
tion on the budget for fiscal year 2010: Pro-
vided, That of this amount, not to exceed
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$93,407,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, and architect and engineer
services, as authorized by law, unless the
Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress of the
determination and the reasons therefor: Pro-
vided further, That the amount appropriated
in this paragraph shall be for the projects
and activities, and in the amounts, specified
under the heading ‘‘Military Construction,
Air Force” and under the headings ‘‘Air
Force’” in the tables entitled ‘‘Military Con-
struction’ and ‘‘Overseas Contingency Oper-
ations” in the report of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives to accompany this bill.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE

(INCLUDING TRANSFER AND RESCISSION OF
FUNDS)

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent
public works, installations, facilities, and
real property for activities and agencies of
the Department of Defense (other than the
military departments), as currently author-
ized by law, $2,743,526,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2014: Provided, That
such amounts of this appropriation as may
be determined by the Secretary of Defense
may be transferred to such appropriations of
the Department of Defense available for
military construction or family housing as
the Secretary may designate, to be merged
with and to be available for the same pur-
poses, and for the same time period, as the
appropriation or fund to which transferred:
Provided further, That of the amount appro-
priated, not to exceed $121,442,000 shall be
available for study, planning, design, and ar-
chitect and engineer services, as authorized
by law, unless the Secretary of Defense de-
termines that additional obligations are nec-
essary for such purposes and notifies the
Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress of the determination and
the reasons therefor: Provided further, That
the amount appropriated in this paragraph
shall be for the projects and activities, and
in the amounts, specified under the heading
“Military Construction, Defense-Wide” and
under the headings ‘‘Defense-Wide’’ in the
table entitled ‘‘Military Construction’” in
the report of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives to ac-
company this bill: Provided further, That of
the funds appropriated for ‘‘Military Con-
struction, Defense-Wide’’ under Public Law
110-329, $25,800,000 are hereby rescinded.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the
Army National Guard, and contributions
therefor, as authorized by chapter 1803 of
title 10, United States Code, and Military
Construction Authorization Acts,
$529,129,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2014, of which $30,000,000 shall be
for critical unfunded requirements: Provided,
That of the amount appropriated, not to ex-
ceed $40,488,000 shall be available for study,
planning, design, and architect and engineer
services, as authorized by law, unless the
Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress of the
determination and the reasons therefor: Pro-
vided further, That, not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director of the Army National Guard
shall submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress an ex-
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penditure plan for the funds provided for
critical unfunded requirements: Provided fur-
ther, That the amount appropriated in this
paragraph shall be for the projects and ac-
tivities, and in the amounts, specified under
the heading ‘‘Military Construction, Army
National Guard” and under the headings
““Army National Guard’ in the table entitled
“‘Military Construction” in the report of the
Committee on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives to accompany this bill.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR NATIONAL

GUARD

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the
Air National Guard, and contributions there-
for, as authorized by chapter 1803 of title 10,
United States Code, and Military Construc-
tion Authorization Acts, $226,126,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2014, of
which $30,000,000 shall be for critical un-
funded requirements: Provided, That of the
amount appropriated, not to exceed
$12,021,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, and architect and engineer
services, as authorized by law, unless the
Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress of the
determination and the reasons therefor: Pro-
vided further, That, not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director of the Air National Guard shall
submit to the Committees on Appropriations
of both Houses of Congress an expenditure
plan for the funds provided for critical un-
funded requirements: Provided further, That
the amount appropriated in this paragraph
shall be for the projects and activities, and
in the amounts, specified under the heading
‘“‘Military Construction, Air National Guard”’
and under the headings ‘‘Air National
Guard” in the table entitled ‘‘Military Con-
struction’ in the report of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives to accompany this bill.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY RESERVE

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the
Army Reserve as authorized by chapter 1803
of title 10, United States Code, and Military
Construction Authorization Acts,
$432,516,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2014, of which $30,000,000 shall be
for critical unfunded requirements: Provided,
That of the amount appropriated, not to ex-
ceed $25,016,000 shall be available for study,
planning, design, and architect and engineer
services, as authorized by law, unless the
Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress of the
determination and the reasons therefor: Pro-
vided further, That, not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Chief of Army Reserve shall submit to
the Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress an expenditure plan for
the funds provided for critical unfunded re-
quirements: Provided further, That the
amount appropriated in this paragraph shall
be for the projects and activities, and in the
amounts, specified under the heading ‘‘Mili-
tary Construction, Army Reserve’ and under
the headings ‘“Army Reserve’’ in the table
entitled ‘‘Military Construction’ in the re-
port of the Committee on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives to accompany
this bill.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY RESERVE

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
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for the training and administration of the re-
serve components of the Navy and Marine
Corps as authorized by chapter 1803 of title
10, United States Code, and Military Con-
struction Authorization Acts, $125,874,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2014, of
which $20,000,000 shall be for critical un-
funded requirements of the Navy Reserve
and $35,000,000 shall be for critical unfunded
requirements of the Marine Forces Reserve:
Provided, That of the amount appropriated,
not to exceed $2,951,000 shall be available for
study, planning, design, and architect and
engineer services, as authorized by law, un-
less the Secretary of Defense determines
that additional obligations are necessary for
such purposes and notifies the Committees
on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress of the determination and the reasons
therefor: Provided further, That, not later
than 30 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Chief of Navy Reserve and
the Commander, Marine Forces Reserve shall
submit to the Committees on Appropriations
of both Houses of Congress an expenditure
plan for the funds provided for critical un-
funded requirements: Provided further, That
the amount appropriated in this paragraph
shall be for the projects and activities, and
in the amounts, specified under the heading
“Military Construction, Navy Reserve’” and
under the headings ‘‘Navy Reserve’” in the
table entitled ‘Military Construction’” in
the report of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives to ac-
company this bill.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE RESERVE

For construction, acquisition, expansion,
rehabilitation, and conversion of facilities
for the training and administration of the
Air Force Reserve as authorized by chapter
1803 of title 10, United States Code, and Mili-
tary Construction Authorization Acts,
$103,169,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2014, of which $55,000,000 shall be
for critical unfunded requirements: Provided,
That of the amount appropriated, not to ex-
ceed $4,669,000 shall be available for study,
planning, design, and architect and engineer
services, as authorized by law, unless the
Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress of the
determination and the reasons therefor: Pro-
vided further, That, not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Chief of Air Force Reserve shall submit
to the Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress an expenditure plan for
the funds provided for critical unfunded re-
quirements: Provided further, That the
amount appropriated in this paragraph shall
be for the projects and activities, and in the
amounts, specified under the heading ‘‘Mili-
tary Construction, Air Force Reserve’ and
under the headings ‘‘Air Force Reserve’ in
the table entitled ‘‘Military Construction”
in the report of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives to ac-
company this bill.

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION
SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM

For the United States share of the cost of
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization Se-
curity Investment Program for the acquisi-
tion and construction of military facilities
and installations (including international
military headquarters) and for related ex-
penses for the collective defense of the North
Atlantic Treaty Area as authorized by sec-
tion 2806 of title 10, United States Code, and
Military Construction Authorization Acts,
$234,914,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.
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FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, ARMY

For expenses of family housing for the
Army for construction, including acquisi-
tion, replacement, addition, expansion, ex-
tension, and alteration, as authorized by
law, $273,236,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2014: Provided, That the
amount appropriated in this paragraph shall
be for the projects and activities, and in the
amounts, specified under the heading ‘‘Fam-
ily Housing Construction, Army’’ in the
table entitled ‘‘Military Construction” in
the report of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives to ac-
company this bill.

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE, ARMY

For expenses of family housing for the
Army for operation and maintenance, includ-
ing debt payment, leasing, minor construc-
tion, principal and interest charges, and in-
surance premiums, as authorized by law,
$523,418,000.

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, NAVY AND
MARINE CORPS

For expenses of family housing for the
Navy and Marine Corps for construction, in-
cluding acquisition, replacement, addition,
expansion, extension, and alteration, as au-
thorized by law, $146,569,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2014: Provided, That
the amount appropriated in this paragraph
shall be for the projects and activities, and
in the amounts, specified under the heading
“Family Housing Construction, Navy and
Marine Corps’ in the table entitled ‘‘Mili-
tary Construction’ in the report of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives to accompany this bill.

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE, NAVY AND MARINE CORPS

For expenses of family housing for the
Navy and Marine Corps for operation and
maintenance, including debt payment, leas-
ing, minor construction, principal and inter-
est charges, and insurance premiums, as au-
thorized by law, $368,540,000.

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE

For expenses of family housing for the Air
Force for construction, including acquisi-
tion, replacement, addition, expansion, ex-
tension, and alteration, as authorized by
law, $66,101,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2014: Provided, That the
amount appropriated in this paragraph shall
be for the projects and activities, and in the
amounts, specified under the heading ‘‘Fam-
ily Housing Construction, Air Force” in the
table entitled ‘Military Construction’ in
the report of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives to ac-
company this bill.

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE, ATR FORCE

For expenses of family housing for the Air
Force for operation and maintenance, in-
cluding debt payment, leasing, minor con-
struction, principal and interest charges, and
insurance premiums, as authorized by law,
$502,936,000.

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-

WIDE

For expenses of family housing for the ac-
tivities and agencies of the Department of
Defense (other than the military depart-
ments) for construction, including acquisi-
tion, replacement, addition, expansion, ex-
tension, and alteration, as authorized by
law, $2,859,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2014: Provided, That the amount
appropriated in this paragraph shall be for
the projects and activities, and in the
amounts, specified under the heading ‘‘Fam-
ily Housing Construction, Defense-Wide’’ in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the table entitled ‘‘Military Construction”
in the report of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives to ac-
company this bill.
FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE

For expenses of family housing for the ac-
tivities and agencies of the Department of
Defense (other than the military depart-
ments) for operation and maintenance, leas-
ing, and minor construction, as authorized
by law, $49,214,000.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FAMILY HOUSING

IMPROVEMENT FUND

For the Department of Defense Family
Housing Improvement Fund, $2,600,000, to re-
main available until expended, for family
housing initiatives undertaken pursuant to
section 2883 of title 10, United States Code,
providing alternative means of acquiring and
improving military family housing and sup-
porting facilities.

HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE FUND

For the Homeowners Assistance Fund es-
tablished by section 1013 of the Demonstra-
tion Cities and Metropolitan Development
Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 3374), $23,225,000, to re-
main available until expended.

CHEMICAL DEMILITARIZATION CONSTRUCTION,

DEFENSE-WIDE

For expenses of construction, not other-
wise provided for, necessary for the destruc-
tion of the United States stockpile of lethal
chemical agents and munitions in accord-
ance with section 1412 of the Department of
Defense Authorization Act, 1986 (60 U.S.C.
1521), and for the destruction of other chem-
ical warfare materials that are not in the
chemical weapon stockpile, as currently au-
thorized by law, $146,541,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2014: Provided, That
the amount appropriated in this paragraph
shall be for the projects and activities, and
in the amounts, specified under the headings
‘““Chemical Demilitarization Construction,
Defense-Wide’’ in the table entitled ‘‘Mili-
tary Construction’ in the report of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives to accompany this bill.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE
ACCOUNT 1990

For deposit into the Department of De-
fense Base Closure Account 1990, established
by section 2906(a)(1) of the Defense Base Clo-
sure and Realignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C.
2687 note), $5636,768,000, to remain available
until expended.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE BASE CLOSURE
ACCOUNT 2005

For deposit into the Department of De-
fense Base Closure Account 2005, established
by section 2906A(a)(1) of the Defense Base
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (10
U.S.C. 2687 note), $7,479,498,000, to remain
available until expended: Provided, That the
Department of Defense shall notify the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress 14 days prior to obligating an
amount for a construction project that ex-
ceeds or reduces the amount identified for
that project in the most recently submitted
budget request for this account by 20 percent
or $2,000,000, whichever is less: Provided fur-
ther, That the previous proviso shall not
apply to projects costing less than $5,000,000,
except for those projects not previously iden-
tified in any budget submission for this ac-
count and exceeding the minor construction
threshold under section 2805 of title 10,
United States Code.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

SEC. 101. None of the funds made available
in this title shall be expended for payments
under a cost-plus-a-fixed-fee contract for
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construction, where cost estimates exceed
$25,000, to be performed within the United
States, except Alaska, without the specific
approval in writing of the Secretary of De-
fense setting forth the reasons therefor.

SEC. 102. Funds made available in this title
for construction shall be available for hire of
passenger motor vehicles.

SEC. 103. Funds made available in this title
for construction may be used for advances to
the Federal Highway Administration, De-
partment of Transportation, for the con-
struction of access roads as authorized by
section 210 of title 23, United States Code,
when projects authorized therein are cer-
tified as important to the national defense
by the Secretary of Defense.

SEC. 104. None of the funds made available
in this title may be used to initiate con-
struction of new installations for which spe-
cific appropriations have not been made.

SEC. 105. None of the funds made available
in this title shall be used for purchase of
land or land easements in excess of 100 per-
cent of the value as determined by the Army
Corps of Engineers or the Naval Facilities
Engineering Command, except: (1) where
there is a determination of value by a Fed-
eral court; (2) purchases negotiated by the
Attorney General or the designee of the At-
torney General; (3) where the estimated
value is less than $25,000; or (4) as otherwise
determined by the Secretary of Defense to be
in the public interest.

SEC. 106. None of the funds made available
in this title shall be used to: (1) acquire land;
(2) provide for site preparation; or (3) install
utilities for any family housing, except hous-
ing for which funds have been made available
in annual Acts making appropriations for
military construction.

SEC. 107. None of the funds made available
in this title for minor construction may be
used to transfer or relocate any activity
from one base or installation to another,
without prior notification to the Committees
on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress.

SEC. 108. None of the funds made available
in this title may be used for the procurement
of steel for any construction project or activ-
ity for which American steel producers, fab-
ricators, and manufacturers have been de-
nied the opportunity to compete for such
steel procurement.

SEC. 109. None of the funds available to the
Department of Defense for military con-
struction or family housing during the cur-
rent fiscal year may be used to pay real
property taxes in any foreign nation.

SEC. 110. None of the funds made available
in this title may be obligated for architect
and engineer contracts estimated by the
Government to exceed $500,000 for projects to
be accomplished in Japan, in any North At-
lantic Treaty Organization member country,
or in countries bordering the Arabian Sea,
unless such contracts are awarded to United
States firms or United States firms in joint
venture with host nation firms.

SEC. 111. None of the funds made available
in this title for military construction in the
United States territories and possessions in
the Pacific and on Kwajalein Atoll, or in
countries bordering the Arabian Sea, may be
used to award any contract estimated by the
Government to exceed $1,000,000 to a foreign
contractor: Provided, That this section shall
not be applicable to contract awards for
which the lowest responsive and responsible
bid of a United States contractor exceeds the
lowest responsive and responsible bid of a
foreign contractor by greater than 20 per-
cent: Provided further, That this section shall
not apply to contract awards for military
construction on Kwajalein Atoll for which
the lowest responsive and responsible bid is
submitted by a Marshallese contractor.



July 10, 2009

SEC. 112. The Secretary of Defense is to in-
form the appropriate committees of both
Houses of Congress, including the Commit-
tees on Appropriations, of the plans and
scope of any proposed military exercise in-
volving United States personnel 30 days prior
to its occurring, if amounts expended for
construction, either temporary or perma-
nent, are anticipated to exceed $100,000.

SEC. 113. Not more than 20 percent of the
funds made available in this title which are
limited for obligation during the current fis-
cal year shall be obligated during the last
two months of the fiscal year.

SEC. 114. Funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for construction in prior
years shall be available for construction au-
thorized for each such military department
by the authorizations enacted into law dur-
ing the current session of Congress.

SEC. 115. For military construction or fam-
ily housing projects that are being com-
pleted with funds otherwise expired or lapsed
for obligation, expired or lapsed funds may
be used to pay the cost of associated super-
vision, inspection, overhead, engineering and
design on those projects and on subsequent
claims, if any.

SEC. 116. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, any funds made available to a
military department or defense agency for
the construction of military projects may be
obligated for a military construction project
or contract, or for any portion of such a
project or contract, at any time before the
end of the fourth fiscal year after the fiscal
year for which funds for such project were
made available, if the funds obligated for
such project: (1) are obligated from funds
available for military construction projects;
and (2) do not exceed the amount appro-
priated for such project, plus any amount by
which the cost of such project is increased
pursuant to law.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 117. In addition to any other transfer
authority available to the Department of De-
fense, proceeds deposited to the Department
of Defense Base Closure Account established
by section 207(a)(1) of the Defense Authoriza-
tion Amendments and Base Closure and Re-
alignment Act (10 U.S.C. 2687 note) pursuant
to section 207(a)(2)(C) of such Act, may be
transferred to the account established by
section 2906(a)(1) of the Defense Base Closure
and Realignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 2687
note), to be merged with, and to be available
for the same purposes and the same time pe-
riod as that account.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 118. Subject to 30 days prior notifica-
tion, or 14 days for a notification provided in
an electronic medium pursuant to sections
480 and 2883, of title 10, United States Code,
to the Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress, such additional amounts
as may be determined by the Secretary of
Defense may be transferred to: (1) the De-
partment of Defense Family Housing Im-
provement Fund from amounts appropriated
for construction in ‘“‘Family Housing” ac-
counts, to be merged with and to be avail-
able for the same purposes and for the same
period of time as amounts appropriated di-
rectly to the Fund; or (2) the Department of
Defense Military Unaccompanied Housing
Improvement Fund from amounts appro-
priated for construction of military unac-
companied housing in ‘‘Military Construc-
tion” accounts, to be merged with and to be
available for the same purposes and for the
same period of time as amounts appropriated
directly to the Fund: Provided, That appro-
priations made available to the Funds shall
be available to cover the costs, as defined in
section 502(5) of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974, of direct loans or loan guaran-
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tees issued by the Department of Defense
pursuant to the provisions of subchapter IV
of chapter 169 of title 10, United States Code,
pertaining to alternative means of acquiring
and improving military family housing, mili-
tary unaccompanied housing, and supporting
facilities.

SEC. 119. (a) Not later than 60 days before
issuing any solicitation for a contract with
the private sector for military family hous-
ing the Secretary of the military department
concerned shall submit to the Committees
on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress the notice described in subsection (b).

(b)(1) A notice referred to in subsection (a)
is a notice of any guarantee (including the
making of mortgage or rental payments)
proposed to be made by the Secretary to the
private party under the contract involved in
the event of—

(A) the closure or realignment of the in-
stallation for which housing is provided
under the contract;

(B) a reduction in force of units stationed
at such installation; or

(C) the extended deployment overseas of
units stationed at such installation.

(2) Each notice under this subsection shall
specify the nature of the guarantee involved
and assess the extent and likelihood, if any,
of the liability of the Federal Government
with respect to the guarantee.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 120. In addition to any other transfer
authority available to the Department of De-
fense, amounts may be transferred from the
accounts established by sections 2906(a)(1)
and 2906A(a)(1) of the Defense Base Closure
and Realignment Act of 1990 (10 U.S.C. 2687
note), to the fund established by section
1013(d) of the Demonstration Cities and Met-
ropolitan Development Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C.
3374) to pay for expenses associated with the
Homeowners Assistance Program incurred
under 42 USC 3374(a)(1)(A). Any amounts
transferred shall be merged with and be
available for the same purposes and for the
same time period as the fund to which trans-
ferred.

SEC. 121. Notwithstanding this or any other
provision of law, funds made available in this
title for operation and maintenance of fam-
ily housing shall be the exclusive source of
funds for repair and maintenance of all fam-
ily housing units, including general or flag
officer quarters: Provided, That not more
than $35,000 per unit may be spent annually
for the maintenance and repair of any gen-
eral or flag officer quarters without 30 days
prior notification, or 14 days for a notifica-
tion provided in an electronic medium pursu-
ant to sections 480 and 2883 of title 10, United
States Code, to the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress, except
that an after-the-fact notification shall be
submitted if the limitation is exceeded sole-
ly due to costs associated with environ-
mental remediation that could not be rea-
sonably anticipated at the time of the budg-
et submission: Provided further, That the
Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) is
to report annually to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of both Houses of Congress all
operation and maintenance expenditures for
each individual general or flag officer quar-
ters for the prior fiscal year.

SEC. 122. Amounts contained in the Ford
Island Improvement Account established by
subsection (h) of section 2814 of title 10,
United States Code, are appropriated and
shall be available until expended for the pur-
poses specified in subsection (i)(1) of such
section or until transferred pursuant to sub-
section (i)(3) of such section.

SEC. 123. None of the funds made available
in this title, or in any Act making appropria-
tions for military construction which remain
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available for obligation, may be obligated or
expended to carry out a military construc-
tion, land acquisition, or family housing
project at or for a military installation ap-
proved for closure, or at a military installa-
tion for the purposes of supporting a func-
tion that has been approved for realignment
to another installation, in 2005 under the De-
fense Base Closure and Realignment Act of
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-
510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note), unless such a project
at a military installation approved for re-
alignment will support a continuing mission
or function at that installation or a new mis-
sion or function that is planned for that in-
stallation, or unless the Secretary of Defense
certifies that the cost to the United States
of carrying out such project would be less
than the cost to the United States of cancel-
ling such project, or if the project is at an
active component base that shall be estab-
lished as an enclave or in the case of projects
having multi-agency use, that another Gov-
ernment agency has indicated it will assume
ownership of the completed project. The Sec-
retary of Defense may not transfer funds
made available as a result of this limitation
from any military construction project, land
acquisition, or family housing project to an-
other account or use such funds for another
purpose or project without the prior ap-
proval of the Committees on Appropriations
of both Houses of Congress. This section
shall not apply to military construction
projects, land acquisition, or family housing
projects for which the project is vital to the
national security or the protection of health,
safety, or environmental quality: Provided,
That the Secretary of Defense shall notify
the congressional defense committees within
seven days of a decision to carry out such a
military construction project.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 124. During the 5-year period after ap-
propriations available in this Act to the De-
partment of Defense for military construc-
tion and family housing operation and main-
tenance and construction have expired for
obligation, upon a determination that such
appropriations will not be necessary for the
liquidation of obligations or for making au-
thorized adjustments to such appropriations
for obligations incurred during the period of
availability of such appropriations, unobli-
gated balances of such appropriations may
be transferred into the appropriation ‘‘For-
eign Currency Fluctuations, Construction,
Defense”’, to be merged with and to be avail-
able for the same time period and for the
same purposes as the appropriation to which
transferred.

SEC. 125. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available in this title may
be used for any action that is related to or
promotes the expansion of the boundaries or
size of the Pinon Canyon Maneuver Site, Col-
orado.

SEC. 126. Amounts appropriated or other-
wise made available in an account funded
under the headings in this title may be
transferred among projects and activities
within the account in accordance with the
reprogramming guidelines for military con-
struction and family housing construction
contained in the report of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives to accompany this bill and in the guid-
ance for military construction
reprogrammings and notifications contained
in Department of Defense Financial Manage-
ment Regulation 7000.14-R, Volume 3, Chap-
ter 7, of December 1996, as in effect on the
date of enactment of this Act.



H7980

TITLE IT
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
VETERANS BENEFITS ADMINISTRATION
COMPENSATION AND PENSIONS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the payment of compensation benefits
to or on behalf of veterans and a pilot pro-
gram for disability examinations as author-
ized by section 107 and chapters 11, 13, 18, 51,
53, 55, and 61 of title 38, United States Code;
pension benefits to or on behalf of veterans
as authorized by chapters 15, 51, 53, 55, and 61
of title 38, United States Code; and burial
benefits, the Reinstated Entitlement Pro-
gram for Survivors, emergency and other of-
ficers’ retirement pay, adjusted-service cred-
its and certificates, payment of premiums
due on commercial life insurance policies
guaranteed under the provisions of title IV
of the Servicemembers Civil Relief Act (50
U.S.C. App. 541 et seq.) and for other benefits
as authorized by sections 107, 1312, 1977, and
2106, and chapters 23, 51, 53, 55, and 61 of title
38, United States Code, $47,218,207,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided,
That not to exceed $29,283,000 of the amount
appropriated under this heading shall be re-
imbursed to ‘‘General operating expenses’’,
‘“Medical support and compliance’”’, and ‘‘In-
formation technology systems’ for nec-
essary expenses in implementing the provi-
sions of chapters 51, 53, and 55 of title 38,
United States Code, the funding source for
which is specifically provided as the ‘“‘Com-
pensation and pensions’ appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That such sums as may be
earned on an actual qualifying patient basis,
shall be reimbursed to ‘“‘Medical care collec-
tions fund” to augment the funding of indi-
vidual medical facilities for nursing home
care provided to pensioners as authorized.

READJUSTMENT BENEFITS

For the payment of readjustment and reha-
bilitation benefits to or on behalf of veterans
as authorized by chapters 21, 30, 31, 33, 34, 35,
36, 39, 51, 53, 55, and 61 of title 38, United
States Code, $8,663,624,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That expenses
for rehabilitation program services and as-
sistance which the Secretary is authorized to
provide under subsection (a) of section 3104
of title 38, United States Code, other than
under paragraphs (1), (2), (5), and (11) of that
subsection, shall be charged to this account.

VETERANS INSURANCE AND INDEMNITIES

For military and naval insurance, national
service life insurance, servicemen’s indem-
nities, service-disabled veterans insurance,
and veterans mortgage life insurance as au-
thorized by title 38, United States Code,
chapters 19 and 21, $49,288,000, to remain
available until expended.

VETERANS HOUSING BENEFIT PROGRAM FUND

For the cost of direct and guaranteed
loans, such sums as may be necessary to
carry out the program, as authorized by sub-
chapters I through III of chapter 37 of title
38, United States Code: Provided, That such
costs, including the cost of modifying such
loans, shall be as defined in section 502 of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided
further, That during fiscal year 2010, within
the resources available, not to exceed
$500,000 in gross obligations for direct loans
are authorized for specially adapted housing
loans.

In addition, for administrative expenses to
carry out the direct and guaranteed loan
programs, $165,082,000.

VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION LOANS PROGRAM
ACCOUNT

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the cost of direct loans, $29,000, as au-
thorized by chapter 31 of title 38, United
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States Code: Provided, That such costs, in-
cluding the cost of modifying such loans,
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974: Provided fur-
ther, That funds made available under this
heading are available to subsidize gross obli-
gations for the principal amount of direct
loans not to exceed $2,298,000.

In addition, for administrative expenses
necessary to carry out the direct loan pro-
gram, $328,000, which may be transferred to
and merged with the appropriation for ‘“Gen-
eral operating expenses’’.

NATIVE AMERICAN VETERAN HOUSING LOAN

PROGRAM ACCOUNT

For administrative expenses to carry out
the direct loan program authorized by sub-
chapter V of chapter 37 of title 38, United
States Code, $664,000.

GUARANTEED TRANSITIONAL HOUSING LOANS

FOR HOMELESS VETERANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT

For the administrative expenses to carry
out the guaranteed transitional housing loan
program authorized by subchapter VI of
chapter 20 of title 38, United States Code, not
to exceed $750,000 of the amounts appro-
priated by this Act for ‘“General operating
expenses’ and ‘‘Medical support and compli-
ance’ may be expended.

VETERANS HEALTH ADMINISTRATION
MEDICAL SERVICES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses for furnishing, as
authorized by law, inpatient and outpatient
care and treatment to beneficiaries of the
Department of Veterans Affairs and veterans
described in section 1705(a) of title 38, United
States Code, including care and treatment in
facilities not under the jurisdiction of the
Department, and including medical supplies
and equipment, food services, and salaries
and expenses of health-care employees hired
under title 38, United States Code, and aid to
State homes as authorized by section 1741 of
title 38, United States Code; $71,840,500,000,
plus reimbursements, of which $37,136,000,000
shall become available on October 1, 2010,
and shall remain available through Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided, That, of the
amount made available under this heading
for fiscal year 2010, not to exceed
$1,015,000,000 shall remain available until
September 30, 2011: Provided further, That,
notwithstanding any other provision of law,
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall es-
tablish a priority for the provision of med-
ical treatment for veterans who have serv-
ice-connected disabilities, lower income, or
have special needs: Provided further, That,
notwithstanding any other provision of law,
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs shall give
priority funding for the provision of basic
medical benefits to veterans in enrollment
priority groups 1 through 6: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding any other provision
of law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
may authorize the dispensing of prescription
drugs from Veterans Health Administration
facilities to enrolled veterans with privately
written prescriptions based on requirements
established by the Secretary: Provided fur-
ther, That the implementation of the pro-
gram described in the previous proviso shall
incur no additional cost to the Department
of Veterans Affairs: Provided further, That for
the Department of Defense/Department of
Veterans Affairs Health Care Sharing Incen-
tive Fund, as authorized by section 8111(d) of
title 38, United States Code, a minimum of
$15,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, for any purpose authorized by sec-
tion 8111 of title 38, United States Code.

MEDICAL SUPPORT AND COMPLIANCE

For necessary expenses in the administra-
tion of the medical, hospital, nursing home,
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domiciliary, construction, supply, and re-
search activities, as authorized by law; ad-
ministrative expenses in support of capital
policy activities; and administrative and
legal expenses of the Department for col-
lecting and recovering amounts owed the De-
partment as authorized under chapter 17 of
title 38, United States Code, and the Federal
Medical Care Recovery Act (42 U.S.C. 2651 et
seq.); $10,207,000,000, plus reimbursements, of
which $5,307,000,000 shall become available on
October 1, 2010, and shall remain available
through September 30, 2011: Provided, That,
of the amount made available under this
heading for fiscal year 2010, not to exceed
$145,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011.

MEDICAL FACILITIES

For necessary expenses for the mainte-
nance and operation of hospitals, nursing
homes, and domiciliary facilities and other
necessary facilities of the Veterans Health
Administration; for administrative expenses
in support of planning, design, project man-
agement, real property acquisition and dis-
position, construction, and renovation of any
facility under the jurisdiction or for the use
of the Department; for oversight, engineer-
ing, and architectural activities not charged
to project costs; for repairing, altering, im-
proving, or providing facilities in the several
hospitals and homes under the jurisdiction of
the Department, not otherwise provided for,
either by contract or by the hire of tem-
porary employees and purchase of materials;
for leases of facilities; and for laundry serv-
ices, $10,633,000,000, plus reimbursements, of
which $5,740,000,000 shall become available on
October 1, 2010, and shall remain available
through September 30, 2011: Provided, That,
of the amount made available under this
heading for fiscal year 2010, not to exceed
$145,000,000 shall remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided further, That, of the
amount available for fiscal year 2010,
$200,000,000 for non-recurring maintenance
shall be allocated in a manner not subject to
the Veterans Equitable Resource Allocation.

MEDICAL AND PROSTHETIC RESEARCH

For necessary expenses in carrying out
programs of medical and prosthetic research
and development as authorized by chapter 73
of title 38, United States Code, $580,000,000,
plus reimbursements, to remain available
until September 30, 2011.

NATIONAL CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION

For necessary expenses of the National
Cemetery Administration for operations and
maintenance, not otherwise provided for, in-
cluding uniforms or allowances therefor;
cemeterial expenses as authorized by law;
purchase of one passenger motor vehicle for
use in cemeterial operations; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; and repair, alteration
or improvement of facilities under the juris-
diction of the National Cemetery Adminis-
tration, $250,000,000, of which not to exceed
$24,200,000 shall be available until September
30, 2011.

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION
GENERAL OPERATING EXPENSES

For necessary operating expenses of the
Department of Veterans Affairs, not other-
wise provided for, including administrative
expenses in support of Department-Wide cap-
ital planning, management and policy activi-
ties, uniforms, or allowances therefor; not to
exceed $25,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; and reimbursement of the
General Services Administration for security
guard services, and the Department of De-
fense for the cost of overseas employee mail,
$2,083,700,000: Provided, That expenses for
services and assistance authorized under
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paragraphs (1), (2), (b), and (11) of section
3104(a) of title 38, United States Code, that
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs determines
are necessary to enable entitled veterans: (1)
to the maximum extent feasible, to become
employable and to obtain and maintain suit-
able employment; or (2) to achieve maximum
independence in daily living, shall be
charged to this account: Provided further,
That the Veterans Benefits Administration
shall be funded at not less than $1,690,200,000:
Provided further, That of the funds made
available under this heading, not to exceed
$111,000,000 shall be available for obligation
until September 30, 2011: Provided further,
That from the funds made available under
this heading, the Veterans Benefits Adminis-
tration may purchase (on a one-for-one re-
placement basis only) up to two passenger
motor vehicles for use in operations of that
Administration in Manila, Philippines.
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS

For necessary expenses for information
technology systems and telecommunications
support, including developmental informa-
tion systems and operational information
systems; for pay and associated cost; and for
the capital asset acquisition of information
technology systems, including management
and related contractual costs of said acquisi-
tions, including contractual costs associated
with operations authorized by section 3109 of
title 5, United States Code, $3,307,000,000, plus
reimbursements, to be available until Sep-
tember 30, 2011: Provided, That none of the
funds made available under this heading may
be obligated until the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs submits to the Committees on
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress,
and such Committees approve, a plan for ex-
penditure that: (1) meets the capital plan-
ning and investment control review require-
ments established by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget; (2) complies with the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs enterprise ar-
chitecture; (3) conforms with an established
enterprise life cycle methodology; and (4)
complies with the acquisition rules, require-
ments, guidelines, and systems acquisition
management practices of the Federal Gov-
ernment: Provided further, That within 30
days of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress a reprogramming base letter which
provides, by project, the costs included in
this appropriation.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General, to include information
technology, in carrying out the provisions of
the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5 U.S.C.
App.), $107,000,000, of which $6,000,000 shall be
available until September 30, 2011.

CONSTRUCTION, MAJOR PROJECTS

For constructing, altering, extending, and
improving any of the facilities, including
parking projects, under the jurisdiction or
for the use of the Department of Veterans
Affairs, or for any of the purposes set forth
in sections 316, 2404, 2406, 8102, 8103, 8106, 8108,
8109, 8110, and 8122 of title 38, United States
Code, including planning, architectural and
engineering services, construction manage-
ment services, maintenance or guarantee pe-
riod services costs associated with equip-
ment guarantees provided under the project,
services of claims analysts, offsite utility
and storm drainage system construction
costs, and site acquisition, where the esti-
mated cost of a project is more than the
amount set forth in section 8104(a)(3)(A) of
title 38, United States Code, or where funds
for a project were made available in a pre-
vious major project appropriation,
$1,194,000,000, to remain available until ex-
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pended, of which $16,000,000 shall be to make
reimbursements as provided in section 13 of
the Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C.
612) for claims paid for contract disputes:
Provided, That except for advance planning
activities, including needs assessments
which may or may not lead to capital invest-
ments, and other capital asset management
related activities, including portfolio devel-
opment and management activities, and in-
vestment strategy studies funded through
the advance planning fund and the planning
and design activities funded through the de-
sign fund, including needs assessments which
may or may not lead to capital investments,
and funds provided for the purchase of land
for the National Cemetery Administration
through the land acquisition line item, none
of the funds made available under this head-
ing shall be used for any project which has
not been approved by the Congress in the
budgetary process: Provided further, That
funds made available under this heading for
fiscal year 2010, for each approved project
shall be obligated: (1) by the awarding of a
construction documents contract by Sep-
tember 30, 2010; and (2) by the awarding of a
construction contract by September 30, 2011:
Provided further, That the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall promptly submit to the
Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress a written report on any
approved major construction project for
which obligations are not incurred within
the time limitations established above: Pro-
vided further, That of the funds made avail-
able under this heading, $933,030,000 shall be
for the projects and activities, and in the
amounts, specified under this heading in the
report of the Committee on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives to accom-
pany this bill.
CONSTRUCTION, MINOR PROJECTS

For constructing, altering, extending, and
improving any of the facilities, including
parking projects, under the jurisdiction or
for the use of the Department of Veterans
Affairs, including planning and assessments
of needs which may lead to capital invest-
ments, architectural and engineering serv-
ices, maintenance or guarantee period serv-
ices costs associated with equipment guaran-
tees provided under the project, services of
claims analysts, offsite utility and storm
drainage system construction costs, and site
acquisition, or for any of the purposes set
forth in sections 316, 2404, 2406, 8102, 8103,
8106, 8108, 8109, 8110, 8122, and 8162 of title 38,
United States Code, where the estimated
cost of a project is equal to or less than the
amount set forth in section 8104(a)(3)(A) of
title 38, United States Code, $726,800,000, to
remain available until expended, along with
unobligated balances of previous ‘‘Construc-
tion, minor projects’ appropriations which
are hereby made available for any project
where the estimated cost is equal to or less
than the amount set forth in such section:
Provided, That funds made available under
this heading shall be available for: (1) repairs
to any of the nonmedical facilities under the
jurisdiction or for the use of the Department
which are necessary because of loss or dam-
age caused by any natural disaster or catas-
trophe; and (2) temporary measures nec-
essary to prevent or to minimize further loss
by such causes.

GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE
EXTENDED CARE FACILITIES

For grants to assist States to acquire or
construct State nursing home and domi-
ciliary facilities and to remodel, modify, or
alter existing hospital, nursing home, and
domiciliary facilities in State homes, for fur-
nishing care to veterans as authorized by
sections 8131 through 8137 of title 38, United
States Code, $85,000,000, to remain available
until expended.
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GRANTS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF STATE
VETERANS CEMETERIES

For grants to assist States in establishing,
expanding, or improving State veterans
cemeteries as authorized by section 2408 of
title 38, United States Code, $42,000,000, to re-
main available until expended.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 201. Any appropriation for fiscal year
2010 for ‘‘Compensation and pensions’”, ‘“‘Re-
adjustment benefits’’, and ‘‘Veterans insur-
ance and indemnities’ may be transferred as
necessary to any other of the mentioned ap-
propriations: Provided, That before a transfer
may take place, the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs shall request from the Committees on
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress
the authority to make the transfer and such
Committees issue an approval, or absent a
response, a period of 30 days has elapsed.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 202. Amounts made available for the
Department of Veterans Affairs for fiscal
year 2010, in this Act or any other Act, under
the ‘‘Medical services’, ‘‘Medical support
and compliance”, and ‘‘Medical facilities”
accounts may be transferred among the ac-
counts: Provided, That any transfers between
the ‘“Medical services’ and ‘‘Medical support
and compliance’ accounts of 1 percent or
less of the total amount appropriated to the
account in this or any other Act may take
place subject to notification from the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to the Committees
on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress of the amount and purpose of the trans-
fer: Provided further, That any transfers be-
tween the ‘“Medical services” and ‘‘Medical
support and compliance’ accounts in excess
of 1 percent, or exceeding the cumulative 1
percent for the fiscal year, may take place
only after the Secretary requests from the
Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress the authority to make
the transfer and an approval is issued: Pro-
vided further, That any transfers to or from
the ‘‘Medical facilities” account may take
place only after the Secretary requests from
the Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress the authority to make
the transfer and an approval is issued.

SEC. 203. Appropriations available in this
title for salaries and expenses shall be avail-
able for services authorized by section 3109 of
title 5, United States Code, hire of passenger
motor vehicles; lease of a facility or land or
both; and uniforms or allowances therefore,
as authorized by sections 5901 through 5902 of
title 5, United States Code.

SEC. 204. No appropriations in this title
(except the appropriations for ‘‘Construc-
tion, major projects’, and ‘‘Construction,
minor projects’) shall be available for the
purchase of any site for or toward the con-
struction of any new hospital or home.

SEC. 205. No appropriations in this title
shall be available for hospitalization or ex-
amination of any persons (except bene-
ficiaries entitled to such hospitalization or
examination under the laws providing such
benefits to veterans, and persons receiving
such treatment under sections 7901 through
7904 of title 5, United States Code, or the
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.)),
unless reimbursement of the cost of such
hospitalization or examination is made to
the ‘“Medical services’ account at such rates
as may be fixed by the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs.

SEC. 206. Appropriations available in this
title for ‘‘Compensation and pensions’”, ‘“‘Re-
adjustment benefits’’, and ‘‘Veterans insur-
ance and indemnities’’ shall be available for
payment of prior year accrued obligations
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required to be recorded by law against the
corresponding prior year accounts within the
last quarter of fiscal year 2009.

SEC. 207. Appropriations available in this
title shall be available to pay prior year obli-
gations of corresponding prior year appro-
priations accounts resulting from sections
3328(a), 3334, and 3712(a) of title 31, United
States Code, except that if such obligations
are from trust fund accounts they shall be
payable only from ‘“‘Compensation and pen-
sions’.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 208. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, during fiscal year 2010, the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs shall, from the
National Service Life Insurance Fund under
section 1920 of title 38, United States Code,
the Veterans’ Special Life Insurance Fund
under section 1923 of title 38, United States
Code, and the United States Government
Life Insurance Fund under section 1955 of
title 38, United States Code, reimburse the
““‘General operating expenses’ and ‘‘Informa-
tion technology systems’ accounts for the
cost of administration of the insurance pro-
grams financed through those accounts: Pro-
vided, That reimbursement shall be made
only from the surplus earnings accumulated
in such an insurance program during fiscal
year 2010 that are available for dividends in
that program after claims have been paid
and actuarially determined reserves have
been set aside: Provided further, That if the
cost of administration of such an insurance
program exceeds the amount of surplus earn-
ings accumulated in that program, reim-
bursement shall be made only to the extent
of such surplus earnings: Provided further,
That the Secretary shall determine the cost
of administration for fiscal year 2010 which
is properly allocable to the provision of each
such insurance program and to the provision
of any total disability income insurance in-
cluded in that insurance program.

SEC. 209. Amounts deducted from en-
hanced-use lease proceeds to reimburse an
account for expenses incurred by that ac-
count during a prior fiscal year for providing
enhanced-use lease services, may be obli-
gated during the fiscal year in which the pro-
ceeds are received.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 210. Funds available in this title or
funds for salaries and other administrative
expenses shall also be available to reimburse
the Office of Resolution Management of the
Department of Veterans Affairs and the Of-
fice of Employment Discrimination Com-
plaint Adjudication under section 319 of title
38, United States Code, for all services pro-
vided at rates which will recover actual costs
but not exceed $35,257,000 for the Office of
Resolution Management and $3,287,000 for
the Office of Employment and Discrimina-
tion Complaint Adjudication: Provided, That
payments may be made in advance for serv-
ices to be furnished based on estimated
costs: Provided further, That amounts re-
ceived shall be credited to the ‘“‘General op-
erating expenses’” and ‘‘Information tech-
nology systems’ accounts for use by the of-
fice that provided the service.

SEC. 211. No appropriations in this title
shall be available to enter into any new lease
of real property if the estimated annual rent-
al cost is more than $1,000,000, unless the
Secretary submits a report which the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress approve within 30 days following
the date on which the report is received.

SEC. 212. No funds of the Department of
Veterans Affairs shall be available for hos-
pital care, nursing home care, or medical
services provided to any person under chap-
ter 17 of title 38, United States Code, for a
non-service-connected disability described in
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section 1729(a)(2) of such title, unless that
person has disclosed to the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, in such form as the Secretary
may require, current, accurate third-party
reimbursement information for purposes of
section 1729 of such title: Provided, That the
Secretary may recover, in the same manner
as any other debt due the United States, the
reasonable charges for such care or services
from any person who does not make such dis-
closure as required: Provided further, That
any amounts so recovered for care or serv-
ices provided in a prior fiscal year may be
obligated by the Secretary during the fiscal
year in which amounts are received.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 213. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, proceeds or revenues derived
from enhanced-use leasing activities (includ-
ing disposal) may be deposited into the
““‘Construction, major projects’” and ‘‘Con-
struction, minor projects’ accounts and be
used for construction (including site acquisi-
tion and disposition), alterations, and im-
provements of any medical facility under the
jurisdiction or for the use of the Department
of Veterans Affairs. Such sums as realized
are in addition to the amount provided for in
‘“‘Construction, major projects’” and ‘‘Con-
struction, minor projects”’.

SEC. 214. Amounts made available under
‘“Medical services’ are available—

(1) for furnishing recreational facilities,
supplies, and equipment; and

(2) for funeral expenses, burial expenses,
and other expenses incidental to funerals and
burials for beneficiaries receiving care in the
Department.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 215. Such sums as may be deposited to
the Medical Care Collections Fund pursuant
to section 1729A of title 38, United States
Code, may be transferred to ‘‘Medical serv-
ices”’, to remain available until expended for
the purposes of that account.

SEC. 216. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
shall allow veterans who are eligible under
existing Department of Veterans Affairs
medical care requirements and who reside in
Alaska to obtain medical care services from
medical facilities supported by the Indian
Health Service or tribal organizations. The
Secretary shall: (1) limit the application of
this provision to rural Alaskan veterans in
areas where an existing Department of Vet-
erans Affairs facility or Veterans Affairs-
contracted service is unavailable; (2) require
participating veterans and facilities to com-
ply with all appropriate rules and regula-
tions, as established by the Secretary; (3) re-
quire this provision to be consistent with
Capital Asset Realignment for Enhanced
Services activities; and (4) result in no addi-
tional cost to the Department of Veterans
Affairs or the Indian Health Service.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 217. Such sums as may be deposited to
the Department of Veterans Affairs Capital
Asset Fund pursuant to section 8118 of title
38, United States Code, may be transferred to
the ‘‘Construction, major projects’” and
‘‘Construction, minor projects’ accounts, to
remain available until expended for the pur-
poses of these accounts.

SEC. 218. None of the funds available to the
Department of Veterans Affairs, in this Act,
or any other Act, may be used to replace the
current system by which the Veterans Inte-
grated Services Networks select and con-
tract for diabetes monitoring supplies and
equipment.

SEC. 219. None of the funds made available
in this title may be used to implement any
policy prohibiting the Directors of the Vet-
erans Integrated Services Networks from
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conducting outreach or marketing to enroll
new veterans within their respective Net-
works.

SEC. 220. The Secretary of Veterans Affairs
shall submit to the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress a quar-
terly report on the financial status of the
Veterans Health Administration.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 221. Amounts made available under
the ‘‘Medical services’, ‘Medical support
and compliance’’, ‘‘Medical facilities”, ‘“‘Gen-
eral operating expenses’”, and ‘‘National
Cemetery Administration” accounts for fis-
cal year 2010, may be transferred to or from
the ‘“‘Information technology systems’ ac-
count: Provided, That before a transfer may
take place, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
shall request from the Committees on Appro-
priations of both Houses of Congress the au-
thority to make the transfer and an approval
is issued.

SEC. 222. Amounts made available for the
“Information technology systems’ account
may be transferred between projects: Pro-
vided, That no project may be increased or
decreased by more than $1,000,000 of cost
prior to submitting a request to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress to make the transfer and an ap-
proval is issued, or absent a response, a pe-
riod of 30 days has elapsed.

SEC. 223. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this Act or any
other Act for the Department of Veterans
Affairs may be used in a manner that is in-
consistent with-—

(1) section 842 of the Transportation,
Treasury, Housing and Urban Development,
the Judiciary, the District of Columbia, and
Independent Agencies Appropriations Act,
2006 (Public Law 109-115; 119 Stat. 2506); or

(2) section 8110(a)(b) of title 38, United
States Code.

SEC. 224. Of the amounts made available to
the Department of Veterans Affairs for fiscal
year 2010, in this Act or any other Act, under
the ‘“Medical facilities’” account for non-re-
curring maintenance, not more than 20 per-
cent of the funds made available shall be ob-
ligated during the last 2 months of that fis-
cal year: Provided, That the Secretary may
waive this requirement after providing writ-
ten notice to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress.

SEC. 225. Section 1925(d)(3) of title 38,
United States Code, is amended by striking
‘“‘appropriation ‘General Operating Expenses,
Department of Veterans Affairs’’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘appropriations for ‘General Operating
Expenses and Information Technology Sys-
tems, Department of Veterans Affairs’”.

SEC. 226. Section 1922(a) of title 38, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘admin-
istrative costs to the Government for the
costs of”’ and inserting ‘‘administrative sup-
port financed by the appropriations for ‘Gen-
eral Operating Expenses, Department of Vet-
erans Affairs’ and ‘Information Technology
Systems, Department of Veterans Affairs’
for”.

TITLE III
RELATED AGENCIES
AMERICAN BATTLE MONUMENTS COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, of the American Battle Monu-
ments Commission, including the acquisition
of land or interest in land in foreign coun-
tries; purchases and repair of uniforms for
caretakers of national cemeteries and monu-
ments outside of the United States and its
territories and possessions; rent of office and
garage space in foreign countries; purchase
(one-for-one replacement basis only) and hire
of passenger motor vehicles; not to exceed
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$7,500 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; and insurance of official
motor vehicles in foreign countries, when re-
quired by law of such countries, $61,800,000,
to remain available until expended.

FOREIGN CURRENCY FLUCTUATIONS ACCOUNT

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, of the American Battle Monu-
ments Commission, such sums as may be
necessary, to remain available until ex-
pended, for purposes authorized by section
2109 of title 36, United States Code.

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR
VETERANS CLAIMS

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for the operation of
the United States Court of Appeals for Vet-
erans Claims as authorized by sections 7251
through 7298 of title 38, United States Code,
$27,115,000, of which $1,820,000 shall be avail-
able for the purpose of providing financial
assistance as described, and in accordance
with the process and reporting procedures
set forth, under this heading in Public Law
102-229.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL
CEMETERIAL EXPENSES, ARMY
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, as authorized by
law, for maintenance, operation, and im-
provement of Arlington National Cemetery
and Soldiers’ and Airmen’s Home National
Cemetery, including the purchase of two pas-
senger motor vehicles for replacement only,
and not to exceed $1,000 for official reception
and representation expenses, $42,500,000, to
remain available until expended: Provided,
That none of the funds available under this
heading shall be for construction of a perim-
eter wall at Arlington National Cemetery. In
addition, such sums as may be necessary for
parking maintenance, repairs and replace-
ment, to be derived from the Lease of De-
partment of Defense Real Property for De-
fense Agencies account.

Funds appropriated under this Act may be
provided to Arlington County, Virginia, for
the relocation of the federally-owned water
main at Arlington National Cemetery mak-
ing additional land available for ground bur-
ials.

ARMED FORCES RETIREMENT HOME
TRUST FUND

For expenses necessary for the Armed
Forces Retirement Home to operate and
maintain the Armed Forces Retirement
Home—Washington, District of Columbia
and the Armed Forces Retirement Home—
Gulfport, Mississippi, to be paid from funds
available in the Armed Forces Retirement
Home Trust Fund, $134,000,000, of which
$72,000,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for construction and renovation of
the physical plants at the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home—Washington, District of Co-
lumbia and the Armed Forces Retirement
Home—Gulfport, Mississippi.

TITLE IV
GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 401. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this Act shall remain available for
obligation beyond the current fiscal year un-
less expressly so provided herein.

SEC. 402. Such sums as may be necessary
for fiscal year 2010 for pay raises for pro-
grams funded by this Act shall be absorbed
within the levels appropriated in this Act.

SEC. 403. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used for any program,
project, or activity, when it is made known
to the Federal entity or official to which the
funds are made available that the program,
project, or activity is not in compliance with
any Federal law relating to risk assessment,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

the protection of private property rights, or
unfunded mandates.

SEC. 404. No part of any funds appropriated
in this Act shall be used by an agency of the
executive branch, other than for normal and
recognized executive-legislative relation-
ships, for publicity or propaganda purposes,
and for the preparation, distribution, or use
of any Kkit, pamphlet, booklet, publication,
radio, television, or film presentation de-
signed to support or defeat legislation pend-
ing before Congress, except in presentation
to Congress itself.

SEC. 405. All departments and agencies
funded under this Act are encouraged, within
the limits of the existing statutory authori-
ties and funding, to expand their use of “E-
Commerce’” technologies and procedures in
the conduct of their business practices and
public service activities.

SEC. 406. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the
United States Government except pursuant
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority
provided in, this or any other appropriations
Act.

SEC. 407. Unless stated otherwise, all re-
ports and notifications required by this Act
shall be submitted to the Subcommittee on
Military Construction, Veterans Affairs, and
Related Agencies of the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Subcommittee on Military Construc-
tion, Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies
of the Committee on Appropriations of the
Senate.

SEC. 408. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used for a project or pro-
gram named for an individual serving as a
Member, Delegate, or Resident Commis-
sioner of the United States Congress.

The CHAIR. No amendment shall be
in order except the amendments print-
ed in House Report 111-195. Each
amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be of-
fered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for 10 minutes equal-
ly divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the
question.

After disposition of the amendments
specified in the first section of House
Resolution 622, the Chair and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Appropriations or their designees each
may offer one pro forma amendment to
the bill for the purpose of debate,
which shall be controlled by the pro-
ponent.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. EDWARDS OF
TEXAS

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 111-195.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I ask unanimous consent that I
be allowed to offer the amendment on
behalf of Mr. COHEN of Tennessee. It’s
an important amendment. I don’t
think there’s any objection to it.

The CHAIR. The gentleman shall be
considered the designee of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN).

The Clerk will designate the amend-
ment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. EDWARDS
of Texas:
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Page 33, line 16, after the dollar amount in-
sert the following: ‘“‘(increased by
$1,000,000)"".

Page 37, line 14, after the dollar amount in-
sert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 622, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. EDWARDS) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I thank the
Chair.

I want to salute Mr. COHEN of Ten-
nessee for his leadership in bringing
this issue to the House. We are facing
tremendous challenges. The number of
veterans who need mental health care
services, including PTSD services face
a tremendous challenge finding enough
psychiatrists, psychologists and men-
tal health care professionals to provide
the services that these great Ameri-
cans so very much need. Mr. COHEN has
taken the lead in this amendment in
providing an additional $1 million for
educational debt forgiveness for men-
tal health care professionals who agree
to employment at the Department of
Veterans Affairs. I have actually had a
number of discussions with VA employ-
ees in my district, and I think there is
a sense that this kind of incentive
might really encourage mental health
care professionals who otherwise would
not go into the VA system to do so. So
I think this is a very important amend-
ment, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition but not to
oppose this amendment but to support
this amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. WAMP. I thank my colleague
from the State of Tennessee (Mr.
CoOHEN) for this amendment. We sup-
port the amendment, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chair, my amendment
offered by Mr. EDWARDS of Texas increases
the Medical Services account at the Veterans
Administration by $1M with an offset of the
same amount to the General Operating Ex-
penses account.

It is my hope that this modest increase
could be used toward the budget of the VA’s
Education Debt Reduction Program (EDRP).

Started in 1998, the Education and Debt
Reduction Program is an excellent asset to
VA. The program is a loan repayment and
debt cancellation program specifically for VA
medical personnel. It helps the VA to recruit
and retain the most competitive and qualified
professionals.

Over the course of the year, | have encour-
aged the VA to review its processes for hiring
and retaining its doctors, nurses, clinicians,
psychologists, psychiatrists and other employ-
ees that are so critical to the treatment and
care of our veterans.

In years passed, more medical personnel
have wanted to participate in EDRP but were
unable to enroll because of funding restric-
tions.
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This amendment could directly address this
program and | strongly encourage my col-
leagues to support it.

In closing, Madam Speaker, | want to thank
Congresswoman SLAUGHTER and staff for con-
sidering my amendment.

| also want to applaud Chairman OBEY, sub-
committee Chair CHET EDWARDS and staff for
crafting a fiscally responsible appropriations
bill that will benefit military construction
projects, the veterans’ affairs administration,
and veterans throughout this country.

This appropriations bill took into consider-
ation the most feasible parts of the President’s
requests as well as the concerns of our vet-
erans and veterans groups.

For years, the Veterans Administration, Vet-
erans Service Organizations, and veterans
across the country have fought for advanced
funding to ensure that the VA Healthcare sys-
tem is funded in a timely and predictable fash-
ion.

For the first time, Congress is providing ad-
vanced appropriations not just for the upcom-
ing fiscal year but for two years ahead of time.
This advanced funding will affect the medical
services, medical support and compliance,
and medical facilities accounts and will enable
the Veterans Hospital in Memphis and Vet-
erans Hospitals throughout the country to plan
and implement its programs early.

It offers $4.6 billion for mental health, the
same as the President’s request and $800 mil-
lion above the budget for 2009. This increase
will allow the VA to better deal with the mental
health diagnosis, care, and treatment of our
courageous veterans.

| support this bill and again | ask for your
support of my amendment as offered by Mr.
EDWARDS of Texas.

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

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. All time for debate on
the amendment having expired, the
question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ED-
WARDS).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. FILNER

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 111-195.

Mr. FILNER. Madam Chair, I rise to
offer amendment No. 2.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. FILNER:

Page 35, line 4, after the dollar amount in-
sert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $3,500,000)".

Page 37, line 14, after the dollar amount in-
sert the following: “‘(increased by
$3,500,000)".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 622, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. FILNER. I thank the Chair. I
would like to thank Chairman ED-
WARDS and Chairman OBEY for the in-
credible work they have done on this
budget for the last, now, 2V years. As
I understand it, we have increased the
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health care budget in that time 60 per-
cent. In this bill we have raised the
health care budget 11 percent; and in a
revolutionary kind of approach, I
think, we forward fund the health care
items for the VA, and the increase is 8
percent. This is an incredible victory
for veterans; and we thank, again, Mr.
EDWARDS and Mr. OBEY for leading the
charge on this.

You know, in the last 22 years I think
we’ve only had the VA budget approved
on time in three out of those 22 years.
From now on that VA budget will be
approved a year in advance. It will
make sure that we have timely and
adequate funding, for the VA health
care system needs to know what its
budget is in order to be able to run effi-
ciently and at high quality. So we
thank Mr. EDWARDS for these items. I
know there are numerable things in
here that we’re going to pass that will
strengthen health care for our Nation’s
veterans.

Some of my colleagues may recall
that last year we authorized the VA to
fund the Office of National Veterans
Sports Programs and Special Events at
a $10 million authorization which we
believe is the appropriate amount to
enhance and improve the quality of life
for the men and women who have made
a tremendous sacrifice for our country.
The underlying bill provides $6.5 mil-
lion, as requested by the administra-
tion, but it does not provide the full
authorized amount. But what this
amount does is it increases the level of
funding by $3.5 million. I strongly be-
lieve that providing this program the
needed funding to assist our injured
servicemembers and veterans will en-
hance and improve the quality of life
for these men and women while they
heal from their wounds.

Madam Chair, I think all of us have
been inspired whenever we have a
chance to watch these warrior athletes,
those who have been ‘‘disabled”—and I
put that in quotes—perform at an in-
credibly high level in these
Paralympics with their training. It ob-
viously strengthens their quality of life
and their optimism, but it helps us all
as we realize not only do people sac-
rifice life and limb for their country,
but we can provide the resources to
make sure that they have a full and
productive life. So I ask my colleagues
to join me in supporting this amend-
ment.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas.
gentleman yield?

Mr. FILNER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I would like
to take this time to thank the gen-
tleman and Mr. LANGEVIN for their
leadership on this amendment. I also
want to thank the gentleman for ev-
erything he has done in the past 2%
years. Our subcommittee cannot appro-
priate without his subcommittee au-
thorizing it, and all the accomplish-
ments we’ve listed absolutely would
not have happened without the leader-
ship of Mr. FILNER. And a particular
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thanks to Mr. FILNER who has been the
national champion in the Congress for
advance funding. It’s truly a historic
initiative this year.
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Mr. FILNER. I thank the gentleman.

I would yield the balance of my time
to the cosponsor of this amendment,
Madam Chair, the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN). I thank
him for his leadership on these issues.

The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-
nized for 1%2 minutes.

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

Mr. LANGEVIN. I want to thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Madam Chairman, I rise today in
strong support of the Filner-Langevin
amendment to provide full funding to
the United States Olympic Commit-
tee’s Paralympic Veterans Program.

I would like to thank in particular
Chairman EDWARDS for his great work
in support of our service men and
women through increased funding lev-
els in the underlying bill and Chairman
FILNER for his continued advocacy for
our disabled veterans especially.

The USOC Paralympic program pro-
vides a unique opportunity for personal
recovery and achievement for our
wounded servicemembers who return
from combat with serious and life-
changing injuries.

Daily physical activity is often the
most critical mental and physical as-
pect of the rehabilitation process. It re-
duces stress, depression and secondary
medical conditions while increasing
self-esteem, employment rates and
quality of life.

Full funding of the U.S. Paralympic
Adaptive Sports Program will expedite
the expansion of services and programs
to injured veterans.

The USOC has created Paralympic
programs in 99 communities, providing
access to physical activity and sports
opportunities, regardless of skill level,
for over 5,000 injured servicemembers
and veterans.

Paralympic, community and veteran
organizations are partnering with the
USOC to invest more than $40 million
in private resources annually to de-
velop programs, provide Paralympic
mentors and expand to 250 U.S. com-
munities serving over 8,000 injured
servicemembers by 2012.

After all our servicemembers have
sacrificed for our country, we have an
obligation to provide services and op-
portunities for them as they return
home.

The Paralympic program has already
touched thousands of lives, and with
additional resources, it can help count-
less more veterans regain both physical
strength and self-esteem. And I urge
my colleagues to support the Filner-
Langevin amendment.

Mr. WAMP. Madam Chairman, I rise
to claim the time in opposition, even
though we support the amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.
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There was no objection.

Mr. WAMP. I yield our time to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BUYER).

Mr. BUYER. Is there any remaining
time on the majority side?

The CHAIR. No.

Mr. BUYER. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of this amendment to increase
funding for the Office of National Vet-
erans Sports Programs and Special
Events by $3.5 million.

Seven or eight years ago, I had the
opportunity to visit the U.S. Olympic
training center in San Diego, and I was
inspired by the attitude and positive
example that our Olympians that train
there continue to set for all Americans.
It is truly a remarkable place.

Then as I drove away from the train-
ing center, I was also upset. I was upset
because at that time in history the
United States Olympic Committee was
embroiled in a scandal. I was very
bothered that individuals were seeking
to profit off of someone else’s ideal, the
pursuit of excellence. I then set the
course to help reorganize the United
States Olympic Committee. I am very
pleased that the committee was reorga-
nized. They did great things as we went
into the 2004 Olympics and then the
2008 Olympics, summer Olympics on
both. Based on the experience and the
relationships that developed with the
Olympic Committee and the relation-
ships of the VA, we were able to create
a memorandum of understanding be-
tween the Olympic Committee and the
VA to further create these sports pro-
grams. That led then to our bipartisan
legislation, Public Law 110-389, to au-
thorize a total of $10 million to fund a
VA grant program to increase partici-
pation in sports at all levels by dis-
abled athletes.

This program creates a partnership
between the VA and the United States
Paralympic program and grassroots
disabled sports programs such as those
sponsored by the Veterans Service Or-
ganizations, Disabled Sports U.S.A.,
and local parks and recreation organi-
zations.

Madam Chair, it is well known that
sports are a great venue to rehabilitate
a wounded veteran both physically and
mentally. We need to offer every pos-
sible avenue for our wounded heroes to
regain their self-esteem in the face of
what are often severe disabilities. By
increasing the funding to the full au-
thorization, we will ensure a fast start
for the program and maximize its im-
pact on the disabled veteran commu-
nity.

I want to thank Chairman EDWARDS
and Mr. WAMP for meeting this request.
I ask all Members to support my
amendment. You say, STEVE, ‘my”’
amendment? What do you mean? Well,
the amendment before the House—are
you ready for this—is word for word,
comma for comma, period for period
the amendment that I submitted to the
Rules Committee.

Now bipartisanship is an affirmative
act. It requires two people. It is a
choice. You can either do things the
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partisan way or you can do things the
bipartisan way. You see, when I drafted
this amendment, I sent my staff down
to speak with Mr. FILNER’s staff. I
made an offer to him that if he wanted
to be on this amendment. His staff
then said, Mr. FILNER is working on an
amendment. The two staffs then ex-
changed both amendments. My staff
said to Mr. FILNER’s staff, Your amend-
ment could be subject to a point of
order, but if you would like Mr. BUYER
to be on your amendment, that’s fine.

Mr. FILNER made a choice. He wanted
to have his own amendment. So he sub-
mitted his amendment to the Rules
Committee, which was subject to a
point of order. I submitted my amend-
ment to the Rules Committee clean.
Clean. It is mystical, almost magical,
how my amendment ends up with
somebody else’s name on it before the
House floor. It is truly magic. But in
the end, bipartisanship is a wonderful
thing, because through that magic and
mystery that is what we have here, Mr.
Chairman. We got our bipartisanship in
the end because the most important
thing is these disabled veterans will
have an opportunity to use a platform
of healing. That is what we are about.

So it is important that we get rid of
the politics. That is my quest here.
That is why I enjoy working with you,
Mr. EDWARDS and ZACK. Stop the
games. And I would yield to the gen-
tleman.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

I don’t know all the processes of the
timing and who had what amendment,
but what I do want to make clear is
Mr. BUYER obviously clearly has been a
real leader on this effort. So I salute
you for your leadership on it and com-
mend you for it.

There was no intention of any par-
tisan politics being involved in this.
I'm glad, as you are, at the end of the
day because of your work and Mr. FIL-
NER’s work and Mr. LANGEVIN’s work
that these great Americans will be
honored. I salute the gentleman for
that.

Mr. BUYER. I reclaim my time, you
are absolutely right. I applaud Mr. FIL-
NER for his legislation. He worked with
me to create that legislation.

But, Mr. FILNER, I want to work with
you, and it is a choice. You chose not
to, but in the end, through mystery
and magic, we got our bipartisanship.
So I will continue to extend my arm of
the magic dust.

I ask for everyone to support this
mystical and magical amendment.

I yield back.

The CHAIR. All time for debate on
the amendment has expired.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MRS. CAPITO

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 3 printed in
House Report 111-195.

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.
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The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Mrs. CAPITO:

Page 39, line 14, after the first dollar
amount insert the following: ‘‘(reduced by
$1,000,000)".

Page 54, line 21, after each dollar amount
insert the following: ‘““(increased by
$1,000,000)".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 622, the gentlewoman from West
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from West Virginia.

Mrs. CAPITO. Madam Chairwoman, I
would like to thank the chairman of
the subcommittee and the ranking
member for the great work they do for
veterans and our military construction
around the world.

I appreciate the opportunity today to
rise to offer an amendment to the Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs
Appropriations bill that would increase
funding for a program that provides
free legal services to our veterans
under the U.S. Court of Appeals for
Veterans Claims Account.

I am sure all of us as Members of
Congress have talked to a veteran that
has not received the benefits that they
feel they are fairly entitled to. And if
that happens, they can appeal the deci-
sion in the Court of Appeals for Vet-
erans Claims. However, as many vet-
erans are on fixed incomes, they can-
not afford the costly legal services as-
sociated with appealing a Department
of Veterans Affairs decision.

The present law entitles certain vet-
erans who wish to appeal to free legal
services so that they can receive a fair
hearing that they are entitled to with-
out the burden of huge legal fees.

Veterans from throughout my dis-
trict have expressed their concern that
many veterans are struggling with the
appeals process, and with so many of
our warriors returning from Iraq and
Afghanistan, we must take measures to
ensure that all of our veterans’ needs
are provided for.

My amendment would increase the
veterans’ legal services account by $1
million, providing for more services for
our brave veterans.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this very important amendment. I ap-
preciate the opportunity to offer it.

I reserve my time.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I rise to claim time in opposi-
tion. I want to clarify that I support
this amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from Texas is recognized for
5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. It is a good
amendment. I thank the gentlewoman
for offering it. I just want to say I
think it is important to send a message
that we want all veterans, regardless of
their income levels, to have access to
the full appeals process. That is what
this amendment is about. I support it.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. I appreciate the chair-
man’s support and the support of the
ranking member. I yield back my time.

The CHAIR. All time for debate on
the amendment has expired.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentlewoman from West
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. GARRETT OF
NEW JERSEY

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 4 printed in
House Report 111-195.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I have
an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 4 offered by Mr. GARRETT
of New Jersey:

Page 42, line 5, after the dollar amount in-

sert the following: ‘‘(decreased by
$4,000,000)"".

Page 43, line 6, after the dollar amount in-
sert the following: ‘“‘(increased by
$4,000,000)"".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 622, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. GARRETT) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. My
amendment seeks to increase funding
for the Grants For Construction of
State Veterans Cemeteries account by
$4 million and decrease funding for the
Grants for Construction, Minor
Projects account by $4 million.

I have met with a number of veterans
in my district for a period of time, and
one of the topics we have discussed at
length was funding for our veterans
cemeteries. There are basically two
types of veterans cemeteries: Federal
and State. When the original Federal
cemeteries began to run out of room,
the Federal Government created an op-
tional program, the State Cemetery
Grant Program that is administered by
the Veterans Administration.

The Veterans Administration pro-
vides funding for State Cemeteries
through this grant program. And all
pending projects are evaluated by the
VA and ranked in priority of order.
This is not an earmarked program. It is
a competitive type and ranking proc-
ess.

The current priority list, however,
shows there are $151 million worth of
projects where the State matching
funds are in place and ready to go. In
other words, there are at present more
than $150 million worth of unfunded
State Cemetery Projects waiting for
the Federal matching grant.

Yet the appropriations bill that we
now consider provides only $42 million.
Of course the very first priority for the
State Cemetery Program is to provide
funding for new cemeteries and exist-
ing cemeteries that are in need right
now. However, this means that many
cemeteries which require expansion,
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and improvement projects will not re-
ceive the funding if we keep it at the
current level.

To make matters worse, the program
has been underfunded for years even
though the number of World War II
veterans needing interments will in-
crease rapidly.

My State of New Jersey is home to
the BGWC Doyle Veterans Memorial
Cemetery. This cemetery has two im-
provement projects that are waiting
for Federal funding.

I communicated this with several VA
officials in New Jersey, and they
agreed that there is a need for an over-
all increase in the annual budget for
this program, and my amendment
would do just that. My amendment will
simultaneously decrease the Grants for
Construction for Minor Projects. It ba-
sically means we will put the money
today for the use of the veterans that
need it today and deal later with some
administrative changes and costs like
that.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I rise to claim my time in oppo-
sition, although I do not oppose the
amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from Texas is recognized for
5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I rise in support of the amend-
ment. I commend the gentleman for
this. I have seen firsthand what it
means to our living veterans to know
that they will have a place of honor to
be remembered by their loved ones and
the country which they served.

The State Veterans Cemetery Pro-
gram is a great State-Federal partner-
ship. This is a tremendously important
amendment. I'm glad to support it.

I yield back the rest of my time.
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Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. Before
the gentleman sits down, I wanted to
say thank you to the gentleman on the
area of cemeteries and dealing with our
heroes in the past for the work we have
done together here, and the comments
he made years ago in the Budget Com-
mittee dealing with the situation of
spouses of our veterans as well and
making sure that they are adequately
taken care of as well. Besides this mat-
ter that is before us today, I just want
to say thanks for your work in those
areas as well.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I thank the
gentleman for his leadership.

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. SESSIONS

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 5 printed in
House Report 111-195.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.
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The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 5 offered by Mr. SESSIONS:

Page 58, after line 6, insert the following:

SEC. 409. Not later than 60 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs shall submit to
Congress a report detailing the current and
planned use of Hyperbaric Oxygen Therapy
(hereinafter in this section referred to as
“HBOT”’) in Department of Veterans Affairs
medical facilities. Such report shall include
the number of veterans being treated with
HBOT, the types of conditions being treated
with HBOT and their respective success
rates, and the current inventory of
hyperbaric chambers.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 622, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SESSIONS) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam Chairman,
the amendment that I bring forth
today requires the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to submit a report to
Congress on the use of hyperbaric oxy-
gen therapy, commonly Kknown as
HBOT, in VA medical facilities. My ac-
tive interests in hyperbaric therapy
over the last 3 years has led me to
more understanding of the critical
function it has performed and performs
even today, and the promising poten-
tial it has for injured active-duty sol-
diers and veterans.

I would like to briefly comment on
the currently approved uses of HBOT

and the promising research into
hyperbaric therapy as a possible treat-
ment for traumatic brain injury,

known as TBI.

Hyperbaric oxygen therapy uses a
chamber to administer oxygen in par-
ticular dosages for already FDA-ap-
proved treatments, many of which pro-
vide remarkable benefits to our injured
veterans. The oxygen acts as a catalyst
in healing wounds which often fail to
respond to other medical and surgical
procedures and usually lack the blood
circulation and blood oxygen levels
necessary to heal.

These treatments include, but are
not limited to: treating nonhealing dia-
betic foot wounds; advancing healing
for crush injuries such as gunshot
wounds, falls, and vehicle accidents;
support for individuals suffering from
exceptional blood loss; and advanced
assistance in reconstructing complex
wounds which require the transferring
of tissues from one part of the body to
another.

HBOT frequently saves a veteran
from an expensive, painful, life-alter-
ing, and potentially life-threatening
amputation of an arm, a leg or a foot.
This therapy has been extremely im-
pressive, and I look forward to hearing
the VA’s report on its current and
planned use of hyperbaric therapy in
its medical facilities.

Since 2006, I have been actively en-
gaged in researching a new cross-appli-
cation of hyperbaric therapy for treat-
ing another very common and life-
threatening nonhealing wound: TBI,



July 10, 2009

traumatic brain injury. I have held nu-
merous meetings with physicians,
Ph.D.’s, scientists, government offi-
cials, and our servicemen and women,
the Department of Defense, the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, all regarding
the treatment of TBI with hyperbaric
therapy being available to them.

Over the past year, I have seen a
multitude of evidence from numerous
cases that show substantial progress in
brain function of our injured soldiers
after treatment with hyperbaric oxy-
gen.

As we speak today, veterans all
across our country are suffering from
TBI, and they are in the process of re-
ceiving hyperbaric therapy from pri-
vate physicians with amazing real-
world results. Many of these soldiers
who could not hold a job or properly
care for their families, they sometimes
can’t even leave their own bed, or oth-
ers who have suicidal tendencies, have
returned to active duty, employment,
school, and perhaps more importantly,
to the life of their own families.

These results have led me to believe
in the promising potential of healing
our brain-injured soldiers suffering
from TBI and PTSD.

The Defense Center on Excellence for
Psychological Health and Traumatic
Brain Injury, under the command of
Brigadier General Loree Sutton, is con-
ducting a study into hyperbaric ther-
apy for the treatment of TBI, and it is
scheduled to be delivering study results
in December of 2010. I highly encourage
my colleague to join me over the next
few months in engaging with General
Sutton and the Department of Defense
on this promising new application of
hyperbaric therapy.

My amendment today is very simple.
It asks for the VA to submit a report
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on their current and planned use of
hyperbaric oxygen therapy. By know-
ing today how it is used, we can have a
greater understanding of how we can
assist our injured veterans tomorrow.
So we are asking how the VA uses it
today and where those facilities are so
we can be prepared to work, when the
Department of Defense has their an-
swer available soon, to where we then
coincide that with the veterans who
are home with us today.

Madam Chairman, I want to say that
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ED-
WARDS) and the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. WAMP) both engaged me
yesterday in the Rules Committee on
this amendment. I believe there could
be widespread agreement that this is a
good application for both of us to vote
for.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chairman, I rise to claim the time in
opposition to the amendment, but let
me make it clear I am very honored to
support this amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from Texas is recognized for
5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I commend
Mr. Sessions for his interest in pursing
innovative health care procedures for
our veterans. We provided tremendous
increases for health care funding for
our veterans over the last 2% years. In
addition to that funding and the over-
sight of that funding, we need to en-
courage the VA to be innovative. We
want them to be prudent and careful.
Perhaps, as we go through to con-
ference, we should encourage the VA
not only to provide a report on where
it is used and how often it is using
hyperbaric oxygen therapy, but per-
haps we ought to work with them, en-
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couraging them to do some studies to
look into the potential opportunities of
this type of care making a real dif-
ference in the lives of our veterans.

I am proud to join with the gen-
tleman in support of his amendment.

I yield to the ranking member, Mr.
WAMP, for any comments he would care
to make.

Mr. WAMP. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I want to thank, actually,
the Rules Committee yesterday for
agreeing to this amendment coming
before the House today.

Mr. Sessions has persevered on this
issue now for some time. He deserves
great credit. It has tremendous poten-
tial, and I look forward to working
with the chairman and Mr. SESSIONS as
we go forward. I also support the
amendment.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 6 printed in
House Report 111-195.

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 6 offered by Mr. FLAKE:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available from the fol-
lowing Department of Defense military con-
struction accounts for the following projects:

Account Location Project Amount
ATINY oo Alabama: Anniston Depot ........cceeenenennnnn Industrial Area Electric System Up- $3,300,000
grade.
ATINY oot Alabama: Fort Rucker ...........ccoeeveininnnnn Water Survival Training Facility .......... $401,000
ATINY et Alabama: Redstone Arsenal ................... Gate 7 Access Control Point .................. $3,550,000
AL FOTCE wovvininiieeeeee e Arkansas: Little Rock AFB ................... Security Forces Operations Facility ..... $1,400,000
Army NG ... Arkansas: West Memphis Readiness Center $1,240,000
Army ...... Arizona: Fort Huachuca Fire Station, Two Company $6,700,000
DAz PN California: Bridgeport MWTC ................ COMMISSATY cvnvneririinereiiieterereerereeneanans $6,830,000
AL FOTCE vt California: Los Angeles AFB ................. Consolidated Parking Area Ph 1 ............ $8,000,000
Air Reser California: March ARB ........ Small Arms Firing Range $9,800,000
Navy .......... California: Monterey NSA ... . | Marine Meterology Center $10,240,000
DAz PN California: Point Loma NB .................... Add/Alt Marine Mammal Surgical Cen- $2,330,000
ter.
AIr FOTCE v ees California: Travis AFB ....cccocevviininnnnn.. Taxiway Mike Bypass Road ................... $6,000,000
Air Force ... Colorado: Peterson AFB ... East Gate Realignment $7,200,000
Air NG .... Connecticut: Bradley IAP ....... CNAF Beddown--Upgrade Facilities ...... $9,000,000
Navy ....... . | Connecticut: New London NSB .. MK-48 Torpedo Magazine ............ccccen.n.. $6,570,000
AIr FOTCE wnviviniiiiiiiieee e ees Florida: Eglin AFB .....cccocoiiiiiiiiieenenne. Flight Test Operations Facility (413 $9,400,000
FLTS).
AIr FOTCE wnvviiiiiiiiieeee e ees Florida: MacDill AFB .....cccoviviiiennnnne. Mission Support Facility .......ccccceeeennnnnn. $384,000
Air Force ... Florida: MacDill AFB .. Consolidated Communications Facility $21,000,000
Navy ....... Florida: Mayport NS ......... Fitness Center .....cocooveviviiiiiiiiiiiiiinennn.. $26,360,000
Navy .. Florida: Panama City NSA Joint Diver A-School Dormitory ........... $520,000
N AV it eas Georgia: Albany MCLB .......ccceevvnvnennnnnnn. Weapons Maintenance Hardstand Facil- $4,870,000
ity.
Army NG Georgia: Hunter AAF .....cooviiiiiiiiiiinnnn.. Readiness Center ........cccoeveviiiiiiiiininnnnnn. $8,967,000
Air Force ... Georgia: Robins AFB ... Hot Cargo Pad/Taxiway . $6,200,000
Air Force ... Hawaii: Hickam AFB Ground Control Tower ...... $4,000,000
Army NG ... . | Hawaii: Kapolei ............. . | Readiness Center (JFHQ) $5,446,000
N AV it eas Hawaii: Pearl Harbor NSY ........ccceeenennnn. Drydock 2 Starboard Waterfront Facil- $850,000
ity.
ArmY NG oo Towa: Camp Dodg€ .....ceoevvniiieiininininininnnns Motor Vehicle Storage Buildings, Free- $1,963,000
dom Center.
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Account Location Project Amount
ArmMY NG oo Towa: Davenport ......ccoevevivieieiininiiiinnns Army Aviation Support Facility Add/ $2,000,000
Alt.
Army NG Towa: Fairfield ........coocoviiviiniiiiiiiniinennans Field Maintenance Shop Add/Alt ........... $2,000,000
Army NG .... Iowa: Iowa Falls ................ Add/Alt Readiness Center .........c..cceeunens $2,000,000
Air Force . Idaho: Mountain Home AFB ... Civil Engineer Maintenance Complex .... $690,000
Air NG ..... Illinois: Lincoln Capital Airport Relocate Base Entrance ...........ccceeenennnn. $3,000,000
Air Force . .... | I1linois: Scott AFB ................. Aeromedical Evacuation Facility .......... $7,400,000
N AV it aaas Indiana: Crane NSWC ........ccoevvvininiinennnns Strategic Weapons System Engineering $510,000
Facility.
Kansas: McConnell AFB ........ccoeciininnn. Upgrade DCGS ..cooviviiiiiiiiieei e $8,700,000
Kentucky: Fort Campbell .. Physical Fitness Complex $900,000
Kentucky: Fort Campbell Chapel Complex ................ $14,400,000
Kentucky: Frankfort ...... Joint Forces Headquarters $334,000
Kentucky: London .......... .. | Phase IV Aviation Operations Facility $1,805,000
Kentucky: Standiford Field ................... Contingency Response Group Facility .. $600,000
Louisiana: Fort PolK ........cccooiviiiiiiininnnn. Multipurpose Machine Gun Range $6,400,000
Maine: Portsmouth NSY . .. | Consolidation of Structural Shops . $2,000,000
Maine: Portsmouth NSY ......cccoceviinniennns Gate 2 Security Improvements ......... $7,090,000
Maryland: Aberdeen Proving Ground .... | Information Processing Node, Ph 2 .. $956,000
Maryland: Andrews AFB ........ccoovvvinennnn. Physical Fitness Facility ............... $930,000
Maryland: Carderock NSWC DET .. | RDTE Support Facility, Ph 2 ................ $6,520,000
Maryland: Fort Detrick .........cccceceninennnn. Auditorium and Training Center Expan- $7,400,000
sion.
Maryland: Fort Meade ..........cooevvnenennnnnn Intersection, Rockenbach Road & Coo- $2,350,000
per Avenue.
Maryland: Indian Head NSWC ............... Advanced Energetics Research Lab $16,460,000
Complex, Ph 2.
Massachusetts: Barnes ANGB ................ F-15 Aircraft Ready Shelters ................. $8,100,000
Massachusetts: Hanscom AFB ............... Joint Forces Operations Center--ANG $1,500,000
Share.
ATmMY NG oo Michigan: Camp Grayling ...................... Barracks Replacement, Ph 2 .................. $440,000
ATMY NG oo Michigan: Fort Custer (Augusta) ........... Organizational Maintenance Shop $7,732,000
(ADRS).
AIr NG oot Minnesota: Minneapolis-St.Paul IAP .... | Add/Alt Starbase Facility ......ccccoeeeveneno. $1,900,000
Air NG Mississippi: Gulfport-Biloxi RAP ... .. | Relocate Base Entrance .... $6,500,000
Army ..... Missouri: Fort Leonard Wood .... Health Clinic .................. $7,800,000
Air Force .... Missouri: Whiteman AFB .. EOD Operations Complex $7,400,000
Air Force Missouri: Whiteman AFB .........cc.ceeenine Land Acquisition North and South $5,500,000
Boundaries.
Army NG Montana: Fort Harrison ........................ Add/Alt Troop Medical Facility ............. $1,750,000
Army NG Nevada: Las Vegas .....ccveveeeiniineineinennenns Civil Support Team Ready Building ...... $727,000
Air NG ..... New Jersey: Atlantic City IAP Munitions Administration Facility ....... $1,700,000
Air Force . New Jersey: McGuire AFB ...... Warfighter and Family Support Center $7,900,000
Army ..... New Jersey: Picatinny Arsenal Ballistic Evaluation Facility, Ph 2. .. $10,200,000
Air Force . New Mexico: Cannon AFB ....... Dormitory (96 RM) .....cccccvvvnvnnnnnnn. .. $450,000
Air Force .... New Mexico: Holloman AFB .. | Fire/Crash Rescue Station ..................... $10,400,000
Air Force New Mexico: Kirtland AFB .......c..cc.ceueee Add to Space RDTE Operations Center $5,800,000
ATINY i eas New York: Fort Drum ............cceevvenenennn. All Weather Marksmanship Facility ..... $8,200,000
AIr NG oo New York: Fort Drum ............ccceeveinennn. Reaper LRE Beddown (Wheeler Sack $2,700,000
AAF).
Air Reserve New York: Niagara Falls ARS ... Indoor Small Arms Range ... $5,700,000
Army NG .... North Carolina: East Flat Rock Readiness Center Add/Alt $2,516,000
Army ....... North Carolina: Fort Bragg .... Field Support Brigade Headquarters ..... $720,000
Army NG North Carolina: Fort Bragg ........ccccuon.... Tactical UAS Support Facility ............. $6,038,000
Air Force North Carolina: Seymour Johnson AFB | Radar Approach Control Complex, Ph 1 $6,900,000
Air Force .... North Dakota: Minot AFB ........cceceeeneens Control Tower/Base Operations Facility $1,710,000
Army NG Ohio: Beightler Armory ......cccoceevevennennn. Joint Forces Headquarters (JOC) Addi- $2,000,000
tion.
Army NG Ohio: RavVenna ........coeuveveviineiniiniinennnnne. Shoot HOUSE ..evvevniiiiiiiiiiiiiiciieneeeieieans $2,000,000
Air NG Ohio: Toledo Express Airport . Multi-Use Instructional Facility . $2,000,000
Air Force Ohio: Wright-Patterson AFB Replace West Ramp, Ph 2 ........oooeennnin. $10,600,000
AP NG o Ohio: Zanesville ANGS .....ccoeevvvniinennnnens New Supply Warehouse .......ccccoeeeneenenneans $1,000,000
Air Force . Oklahoma: Tinker AFB .. T-9 Noise Suppressor ... $5,100,000
Army NG . Oregon: Camp Rilea ..... Water Supply System .. $368,000
Army NG . Oregon: Polk County . Readiness Center ...... $12,100,000
Army NG . Pennsylvania: Luzerne ... Readiness Center .... $924,000
Navy ...... .... | Rhode Island: Newport NS ...... .. | Renovate Perry Hall ............cccoevinininnnn. $8,530,000
AIr NG e South Carolina: McEntire JRB .............. Joint Use Armed Forces Reserve Center $1,300,000
AIr FOrCe ..ovvvniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiciccieees South Carolina: Shaw AFB .........cc......... Add/Alter USAFCENT Headquarters ..... $21,183,000
Air NG ........ South Dakota: Joe Foss Field Add to Munitions Maintenance Complex $1,300,000
Army Reserve Texas: Bryan ......cccocevveenenen. Army Reserve Center ..........cccevevninennnn. $12,200,000
Army .......... Texas: Fort Bliss . Access Control Points .. $6,500,000
Army .......... Texas: Fort Hood ............... Family Life Center .........cccoeviviviieinininn.. $8,500,000
NaAVY RESEIVE cvivininiiiiinininiiieieeerenenenanns Texas: Fort Worth NAS/JRB ................. Replace Joint Base Communications $6,170,000
Building.
Air NG Texas: Kelly Field Annex Add/Alt Aircraft Maintenance Shops ..... $7,900,000
Navy ........... .... | Texas: Kingsville NAS .... .. | Solar Panel ATrray ......cocoeeveeeniineninennnnnnns $4,470,000
ATMY RESEIVE oivininiiiieeiieieeeieieieeeenens Texas: RoObStown ......coceviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiienn Tactical Equipment Maintenance Facil- $10,200,000
ity.
AIr FOTCE .ivniniiiieiiiiieiieeee e Utah: Hill AFB ...ooiiiiiiiiiie e PCC Apron NW End Taxiway A ............. $5,100,000
Army NG . .... | Vermont: Ethan Allen Range . .| BOQ AAd/ALL e $1,996,000
N AV it eas Virginia: Dahlgren NSWC .............coeeneee. Electromagnetic Research & Engineer- $3,660,000
ing Fac Ph 2.
Defense-Wide ....cooeveviviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieeeanns Virginia: Dam Neck Annex .................... SOF Force Protection Improvements .... $4,100,000
ATINY oo Virginia: Fort Lee .....ccovvviiiiiiniiiinnnnnn Defense Access Roads .....cocoevvviiininnnnnn. $5,000,000
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Account Location Project Amount
N AV i e Washington: Everett NS ........ccoeveininnnn. Small Craft Launch ............cccceevvvieninnnn.. $3,810,000
Air Force Washington: Fairchild AFB ..... Refueling Vehicle Maintenance Facility $4,150,000
Army ...... Washington: Fort Lewis ............. Fort Lewis-McChord AFB Joint Access $9,000,000
Navy ....... Washington: Indian Island NM Ordnance Storage Pads with Covers ...... $13,130,000
Army NG West Virginia: Logan/Mingo County ..... Readiness Center ........cocoevvviviiiiininnnnnnns $5601,000
Army NG West Virginia: Parkersburg ................... Readiness Center ................ $2,234,000
Army NG West Virginia: Parkersburg ................... Field Maintenance Shop ..... $967,000
AP NG oo Wisconsin: General Mitchell TAP ........... Add/Alt KC-135 Corrosion Control Hang- $5,000,000
ar.
AIr FOTCE wvvininiiieeeeee e Guam: Andersen AFB .......cccoviviiiiininn.. Postal Service Center ...........cooevvvenininnen. $3,500,000
ArmMY NG oo Puerto Rico: Camp Santiago ................. Urban Assault Course .........oceeevenvnvnnnnnnns $1,669,000

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 622, the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. FLAKE) and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, this
amendment would simply strike fund-
ing for all of the Member-requested
earmarks for military construction
projects and would return the money
to the various accounts.

I am not here to dispute the merits of
any of the earmarks in this account. I
have no doubt that each of these
projects will vastly improve the qual-
ity of life for military servicemembers
and for their families, but that is not
the issue here. I am here to draw atten-
tion to what we have talked about be-
fore, and that is the spoils system that
these earmarks represent.

There are 109 Member-requested ear-
marks in the bill; 43 of them are going
to powerful Members of Congress who
serve in leadership or as appropriators,
committee chairs, or ranking mem-
bers. That represents about 40 percent
of the share of earmarks being taken
by less than 24 percent of the Members
of the House.

I am sure my colleagues will tell me
that these projects are sorely needed at
the military bases they are earmarked
for and that servicemembers will suffer
without them, but what about the
many installations that don’t receive
Member-requested earmarks in the bill
and the servicemembers stationed
there?

Neither Camp Lejeune nor Camp Pen-
dleton received any Member-requested
earmarks in the bill. Each of these
camps houses a Marine Expeditionary
Force comprised of tens of thousands of
marines who deploy with great fre-
quency. I am willing to bet that each of
these installations have suggestions for
new structures to build. Why haven’t
they received any earmarks in this
bill? The answer is pretty simple: Nei-
ther of them resides in a district rep-
resented by a powerful Member of Con-
gress.

The earmarks in this bill total more
than $578 million. That is just a little
bit less than the earmark totals for the
CJS and Ag bills put together. Of that
dollar amount, more than $240 million
are being taken home by powerful
Members of Congress. That is nearly 41
percent. When you take into account
earmark dollars secured by rank-and-
file Members in conjunction with pow-

erful Members, that number jumps to
more than $300 million, or 52 percent.

So just to reiterate, the earmarks in
this bill favor powerful Members by a
ratio of 2 to 1. One-quarter of the Mem-
bers of this House are associated with
more than half of the earmark dollars
in this bill.

I wish I could say that this is an
anomaly, but this is pretty consistent
with the rest of the appropriation bills
we have considered so far this year,
and I have a chart that demonstrates
that.

Earmark dollars associated with
powerful Members of Congress. Again,
those are committee chairs, leadership,
or those on the Appropriations Com-
mittee, representing 24 percent of the
Members in this body. In the CJS bill
that we considered earlier, 58 percent
of the earmarked dollars went to just
24 percent of the Members.

In the Homeland Security bill, 68 per-
cent of the earmarked dollars went to
just 24 percent of the Members of the
House.

In the Interior bill, 64 percent of the
earmarked dollars went to just 24 per-
cent of the Members of the House.

In the Agriculture bill, 67 percent of
the earmarked dollars go to just 24 per-
cent of the Members of the House.

And in this bill, 52 percent of the ear-
marked dollars go to just 24 percent of
the Members of this House. That is a
pretty stark pattern.

There are different types of ear-
marks, obviously. There are those that
are simply wasteful. We see those for
the Rock and Roll Hall of Fame and
whatever else that is easy to laugh at.
Sometimes it is small amounts of
money and sometimes it is a lot larger.

And then there are those, particu-
larly in defense bills, where you are
giving no-bid contracts to private com-
panies. There is often a pattern of cam-
paign contributions coming back to
Members who secure no-bid contracts
in private companies. That does not de-
scribe what is going on here.

These earmarks, as I mentioned, I
have no doubt that they are for a le-
gitimate purpose. But here is another
problem with earmarking: It represents
a spoils system where rank-and-file
Members of the House are not given ac-
cess to those that others are.

In the Homeland Security bill, it was
particularly stark. As I mentioned, a
huge percentage, nearly 70 percent,
went to just 24 percent of the body. In
fact, more than 50 percent went to just

14 percent, those represented on the
Appropriations Committee, and these
were for predisaster mitigation pro-
grams, flood control districts and the
like. I don’t think Mother Nature de-
cides, I'm going to hit those districts
represented by appropriators more
than I am going to hit other districts.
It is just because they are able to do it,
and so they do it. So the rest of the
country that competes for these grants
on a competitive basis has, at least in
that case, 256 percent of that account is
earmarked before they can even com-
pete for the rest of the grants that are
given out on a competitive basis.
Madam Chair, that is just not fair.
That is just not the way we should do
this. I think we ought to rethink this
and we ought to strike that funding in
this bill.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I rise to claim the time in
strong opposition to this ill-advised
amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Texas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I would like
to begin by yielding to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ), the chairman
of the House Armed Services Readiness
Subcommittee.

Mr. ORTIZ. Madam Chairman, I want
to thank Chairman EDWARDS and my
good friend, Mr. WAMP—and to my
other good friend, Mr. FLAKE—for
bringing this responsible bill to the
floor.

0O 1245

I rise in opposition to the Flake
amendment. The Military Construction
authorization and appropriations proc-
ess is a tedious process, and it requires
close coordination with my good
friends on both sides of the aisle,
Chairman Edwards and Mr. WAMP, and
members of the committee. It also re-
quires extensive coordination with the
Department of Defense.

The committees critically review the
administration’s request and ensure
that facilities are built for a sound re-
quirement. The committees also ensure
that the projects are executable and
validated for the correct costs.

This process forces a dialogue with
the local installation commanders that
requires that they communicate their
needs to their Representatives in Con-
gress. This dialogue is critical to en-
suring Members of Congress that they
have a complete understanding of local
military requirements and can cor-
rectly advocate for our Nation’s de-
fense. It is a hard process, but in the
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end it ensures that the right facilities
are built at the right time and at the
right location. I would not be exe-
cuting my oath of office if we did any-
thing else.

I would remind my colleagues that
each of these projects has already been
debated in the National Defense Au-
thorization Act.

I recommend that my colleagues vote
“no’’ on the Flake amendment.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, reclaiming the rest of my time,
I have great respect for the principled
position of Mr. FLAKE. I disagree with
it. He believes that basically the ad-
ministration should decide in 100 per-
cent of the cases where America’s tax
dollars should go. I believe article I of
the Constitution gives the Congress the
responsibility for that.

And I feel very strongly that, while
he has a principled position, he mis-
states and inaccurately states the
process by which these project deci-
sions were made. These were made
based on what was right for our mili-
tary troops and their families. The vast
majority of these congressionally des-
ignated projects have gone through the
Department of Defense approval proc-
ess, and the Department of Defense
said they were needed.

Now, he said he simply wanted to
strike the earmarks. Despite his inten-
tions, let me tell you the impact, be-
cause it’s not simple intentions; it’s ac-
tual impact where amendments make a
difference.

If his amendment passes, we will cut
$56 million for 16 National Guard readi-
ness centers and Reserve centers. We
will cut $44 million for nine military
ranges and training facilities. We will
cut $83 million for 16 quality-of-life fa-
cilities such as housing, clinics, and
military family centers. We will cut $98
million for 16 projects to improve force
protection, facilities for emergency re-
sponders, and flightline safety. We will
cut $86 million for 18 equipment main-
tenance and storage facilities and $47
million for seven military research and
testing facilities.

We will cut a project to provide prop-
erly sized and configured storage space
for Mark-48 torpedoes at one of our key
submarine bases, and a new hardstand
for weapons maintenance at the Marine
Corps’ East Coast Logistics Base will
be lost.

The gentleman would cut a new chap-
el complex to replace more than 15,000
square feet of trailers and World War
II-era facilities. And he would cut a
platoon-sized machine gun range at the
Army’s Joint Readiness Training Cen-
ter.

I know he has no intention of harm-
ing our military—I would never accuse
him of that—but in my opinion, he
misrepresented the process by which
these decisions were made. And I think
not only Democrats, but my Repub-
lican colleagues, would agree that this
has been a fair, legitimate process.

And by the way, it should be no sur-
prise to anyone that Members of Con-
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gress who ask to be on the Armed Serv-
ices Committee and the Military Con-
struction Appropriations Committee
are Members who represent military
installations. So the allegation that
because they get a higher percentage of
congressionally designated funding
compared to other Members somehow
suggests a spoils system is just simply
dead wrong, and I reject it categori-
cally.

I would yield any time to my friend,
the ranking member, Mr. WAMP, for
any comments he would care to make.

Mr. FLAKE. Will the gentleman yield
for a 15-second clarification?

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I will yield
the gentleman 15 seconds.

Mr. FLAKE. I thank the gentleman.

The gentleman mentioned that this
would cut several programs. This does
not cut one dollar. It simply returns
the money to the account and the mili-
tary services would decide where to
best——

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Reclaiming
my time, the amendment would cut
these projects out of this bill.

I would be glad to yield to Mr. WAMP
for any comments he would like to
make.

The CHAIR. All time for debate on
this amendment has expired.

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. FLAKE).

The question was taken; and the
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. FLAKE. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Arizona will be postponed.

The CHAIR. The Chair understands
that amendment No. 7 will not be of-
fered.

AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. MOORE OF

WISCONSIN

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 8 printed in
House Report 111-195.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Madam
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate
the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 8 offered by Ms. MOORE of
Wisconsin:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used for the processing of
new enhanced use leases in the three original
National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Sol-
diers (soldier’s home branches) established
before 1868.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 622, the gentlewoman from Wis-
consin (Ms. MOORE) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Madam
Chair, I rise today to offer my amend-
ment which would prohibit the use of
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funds in this bill for the processing of
enhanced use leases at the original Na-
tional Homes for Disabled Volunteer
Soldiers or Soldiers’ Homes established
before 1868.

My amendment would protect these
soldiers’ homes established before 1868,
these historic Civil War-era buildings
or the campuses on which they reside,
from diversion from veteran activities
to commercial purposes and it would
retain these national treasures for fu-
ture generations of veterans, their fam-
ilies, and an interested public.

The concept of a National Asylum for
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers was first
established by congressional legisla-
tion and approved by President Abra-
ham Lincoln on March 3, 1865. The Na-
tional Asylum was established for offi-
cers and men of the volunteer forces of
the United States who had been totally
disabled by wounds received or sick-
ness contracted while in the line of
duty during the Civil War. In all, 11 na-
tional soldiers’ homes across the coun-
try were opened and eventually inte-
grated into the newly established Vet-
erans Administration in 1930. These old
homes reflect how the Forefathers
chose to care for and honor the soldiers
who fought to keep the country united
as one Nation. Their creation changed
the Nation’s attitude toward the care
of soldiers after battle.

Built in 1867, the Milwaukee Soldiers’
Home, located in my district in the
Fourth Congressional District of Wis-
consin, was one of the three original
soldiers’ homes; the other two are lo-
cated in Maine and Ohio.

In late 2005, I learned that the VA
and the city of Milwaukee were aggres-
sively pursuing an enhanced use lease
proposal that included the possible
commercial development of several
19th century soldiers’ homes buildings
located on the Milwaukee VA grounds,
much to the dismay and against the
wishes of the Milwaukee veterans com-
munity, who wanted to protect these
historic buildings for veterans pur-
poses.

The Allied Council of Veterans and
their membership approached my office
with their concerns and they alerted
me to the potential outcomes of the
proposal and reported that they had
had no input in the ongoing lease dis-
cussions.

Currently, the Milwaukee Soldiers’
Home is on the National Park Service
list to be designated for a place on its
National Register of Historic Places.
This will give the veterans an even
stronger voice against any attempts to
lease out for commercial purposes
these historic buildings.

I urge my colleagues, on a bipartisan
basis, to join me in standing with vet-
erans to protect these historic soldiers’
homes grounds for veterans’ uses by
voting ‘‘yes’” on my amendment.

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

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. Madam
Chair, I rise to claim the time in oppo-
sition to the amendment, although I
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don’t oppose this amendment. I support
this amendment.

The CHAIR. Without objection, the
gentleman from Texas is recognized for
5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. EDWARDS of Texas. I want to
thank the gentlewoman for raising this
issue, and I am glad to support her ef-
fort on this.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. FLAKE

The CHAIR. The unfinished business
is the demand for a recorded vote on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) on
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed

by voice vote.

The

ment.

Clerk will
amendment.
The Clerk redesignated the amend-

RECORDED VOTE
The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been
demanded.

redesignate

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 62, noes 358,

not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 528]

AYES—62
Bachmann Gohmert Minnick
Barton (TX) Goodlatte Myrick
Boustany Hall (TX) Neugebauer
Brady (TX) Hensarling Nunes
Broun (GA) Inglis Pence
Brown (SC) Issa Petri
Campbell Jenkins Pitts
Cantor Johnson (IL) L
Cassidy Kirk IP;L??’;I%?)
Chaffetz Kline (MN)
Coffman (CO) Lamborn Rogers (MI)
Conaway Lance Rohrabacher
Cooper Linder Ryan (WD)
Deal (GA) Luetkemeyer Sensenbrenner
Duncan Lummis Sessions
Ehlers Marchant Shadegg
Flake Marshall Stearns
Foxx McCaul Sullivan
Franks (AZ) McClintock Tiberi
Garrett (NJ) McCotter Westmoreland
Gingrey (GA) McHenry Wilson (SC)

NOES—358
Abercrombie Blumenauer Capuano
Ackerman Boccieri Cardoza
Aderholt Boehner Carnahan
Adler (NJ) Bonner Carney
Akin Bono Mack Carson (IN)
Alexander Boozman Carter
Altmire Bordallo Castle
Andrews Boren Castor (FL)
Arcuri Boswell Chandler
Austria Boucher Childers
Baca Boyd Christensen
Bachus Brady (PA) Clarke
Baird Braley (IA) Clay
Baldwin Bright Cleaver
Barrow Brown, Corrine Clyburn
Bartlett Brown-Waite, Coble
Bean Ginny Cohen
Becerra Buchanan Cole
Berkley Burgess Connolly (VA)
Berman Burton (IN) Conyers
Berry Butterfield Costa
Biggert Buyer Costello
Bilbray Calvert Courtney
Bilirakis Camp Crenshaw
Bishop (GA) Cao Crowley
Bishop (NY) Capito Cuellar
Blackburn Capps Culberson

the

Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks

Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle

Dreier
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin

Farr

Fattah

Filner
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Frank (MA)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Gerlach
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare

Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins

Hill

Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono

Hodes

Holden

Holt

Honda

Hoyer

Hunter

Inslee

Israel
Jackson (IL)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones

Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Kosmas
Kratovil

Barrett (SC)
Bishop (UT)
Blunt

Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lujan
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pierluisi
Pingree (ME)
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert

Engel
Faleomavaega
Fudge
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Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sablan
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schmidt
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wexler
Whitfield
Wilson (OH)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—18

Granger
Graves
Heller
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Hoekstra Klein (FL) Paul

Jackson-Lee Mack Payne
(TX) McHugh

Kaptur Norton

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR
The CHAIR (during the vote). There
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
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Messrs. DAVIS of Illinois,
BOEHNER, Mrs. SCHMIDT, Messrs.
MOORE of Kansas, JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, BURTON of Indiana, AKIN and
MORAN of Kansas changed their vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

Messrs. BROWN of South Carolina
and HALL of Texas changed their vote
from ‘“‘no” to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. HELLER. Madam Chair, on rollcall No.
528, had | been present, | would have voted
“aye.”

The CHAIR. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Military
Construction and Veterans Affairs Appro-
priations Act, 2010".

The CHAIR. Under the rule, the Com-
mittee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
WEINER) having assumed the chair, Ms.
BALDWIN, Chair of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 3082) making appropriations for
military construction, the Department
of Veterans Affairs, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes,
pursuant to House Resolution 622, she
reported the bill back to the House
with sundry amendments adopted by
the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Pursuant to House Resolution 622,
the question on adoption of the amend-
ments will be put en gros.

The question is on the amendments.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The question is on the passage of the
bill.

Under clause 10 of rule XX, the yeas
and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 415, nays 3,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 529]

YEAS—415
Abercrombie Austria Barton (TX)
Ackerman Baca Bean
Adler (NJ) Bachmann Becerra
Akin Bachus Berkley
Alexander Baird Berman
Altmire Baldwin Berry
Andrews Barrow Biggert
Arcuri Bartlett Bilbray
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Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boccieri
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Cole
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
Deal (GA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.

Diaz-Balart, M.

Dicks

Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle

Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel

Eshoo

Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx
Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilroy
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
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Loebsack

Lofgren, Zoe

Lowey

Lucas

Luetkemeyer

Lujan

Lummis

Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)

Rogers (AL) Shadegg Titus
Rogers (KY) Shea-Porter Tonko
Rogers (MI) Sherman Towns
Rohrabacher Shimkus Tsongas
Rooney Shuler Turner
Ros-Lehtinen Sbuster Upton
goskam g}mpson Van Hollen

088 ires z
Rothman (NJ)  Skelton zfslglzf:;;
Roybal-Allard Slaughter
Royce Smith (NE) Walden
Ruppersberger Smith (NJ) Walz
Rush Smith (TX) Wamp
Ryan (OH) Smith (WA) Wasserman
Ryan (WD) Snyder Schultz
Salazar Souder Waters
Sanchez, Linda Space Watson

T. Speier Watt
Sanchez, Loretta Spratt Waxman
Sarbanes Stearns Weiner
Scalise Stupak Welch
Schakowsky Sullivan Westmoreland
Schauer Sutton Wexler
SChifI: Tanner Whitfield
Schmidt Taylor Wilson (OH)
Schock Teague Wilson (SC)
Schrader Terry Wittman
Schwartz Thompson (CA) Wolf
Scott (GA) Thompson (MS) Woolse
Scott (VA) Thompson (PA) v
Sensenbrenner Thornberry Wu
Serrano Tiahrt Yarmuth
Sessions Tiberi Young (AK)
Sestak Tierney Young (FL)

NAYS—3
Campbell Flake Stark
NOT VOTING—14

Aderholt Heller Marchant
Barrett (SC) Hoekstra Marshall
Fudge Kaptur McHugh
Granger Kilpatrick (MI) Paul
Graves Klein (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are reminded there
are less than 2 minutes remaining in
this vote.
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. HELLER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
529, had | been present, | would have voted
“yea.”

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, due to official
business, | missed two rollcall votes on Friday,
July 10, 2009. | would have voted “no” on roll-
call No. 528 and “yea” on rollcall vote No. 529
of H.R. 3082, the Fiscal Year 2010 Military
Construction and Veterans Affairs Appropria-
tions bill.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I missed the vote on the
amendment to H.R. 3082 of Mr. FLAKE
because we were detained in a hearing
on the Honduran coup. Had I been
present on the floor of the House, I
would have voted ‘‘no.”

———
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

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

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from Maryland,
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the majority leader, for the purpose of
announcing next week’s schedule.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. On Monday, the House
will meet at 12:30 p.m. for morning-
hour debate and 2 p.m. for legislative
business, with votes postponed until
6:30 p.m. On Tuesday, the House will
meet at 10:30 a.m. for morning-hour de-
bate and noon for legislative business.
On Wednesday and Thursday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m. for legisla-
tive business. On Friday, the House
will meet at 9 a.m.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspensions bills, as is the cus-
tom, will be announced at the close of
business today.

In addition to the suspension bills,
we will also consider the 2010 Energy
and Water Development and Related
Agencies Appropriation Act and the
2010 Financial Services and General
Government Appropriations Act.

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, this
is our first colloquy since the July 4 re-
cess, and we are scheduled to be in ses-
sion for 3 more weeks before the next
recess. So, Madam Speaker, I'd ask the
gentleman if he could give us a sense of
what will be considered on the floor be-
yond next week.

Mr. HOYER. Well, I expect to com-
plete the appropriations bills and also
the large item that will be on the agen-
da is the health care legislation that
we hope to pass before we leave on the
August break. Prior to that, I intend to
have on the floor a provision dealing
with statutory PAYGO.
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We have not yet determined exactly
whether that bill will be free standing
or whether it will be on another bill
that would be reported to the House. In
addition, the food safety bill is pos-
sible. The committees are still working
on other matters, and we hope to have
the food safety issue resolved. That
came out of the Energy and Commerce
Committee, but there are a number of
other committees, including the Ag
Committee and your own committee,
Ways and Means, that have expressed
interest in that.

Those are essentially the items that
we intend to deal with between now
and the August break.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Madam Speaker, the Senate is sched-
uled to be in session 1 week longer than
we are in the House, and I ask the gen-
tleman if he expects us or anticipates
our working into August, as the Senate
is scheduled to do.

I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

As the gentleman I think knows, be-
cause I think he got a preliminary
schedule from my office which had us
working the first week in August, I re-
ceived comments from both sides of the
aisle from a lot of Members who have
young children, school-aged children.
One of the realities is, we called around



July 10, 2009

the country, and a lot of the schools
are going back into session anywhere
between August 15 and August 25, some
later, but a lot of the schools, and
Members on both sides of the aisle were
concerned that if we did not break on
July 31 that they would be unable to
have a vacation with their children
during the summer months. As a re-
sult, we concluded that we would end
our session on the 31st, a week before
the Senate concluded. Originally, as I
say, we were both scheduled to be in
the first week of August. Obviously, as
the gentleman knows, the good news is
that because of our rules, we are able
to get our work done more quickly
than the Senate is able to get its work
done. So we think that we can accom-
plish what we need to accomplish with-
in the time frame available.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Speaking of rules, I want to, first of
all, thank the gentleman for the ongo-
ing dialogue that he and I have had
over the last several weeks regarding
how the House will go forward in terms
of deliberating on appropriations bills.
I sincerely express my gratitude for his
engagement, his patience and the back
and forth; and I know that we have
been unsuccessful thus far in getting to
what I believe is a mutually desirable
goal, which is to return to the prece-
dents of the House in terms of open
rules surrounding appropriations bills.

Madam Speaker, I'd say to the gen-
tleman, he has noticed two approps
bills for next week, and I would like to
ask him, what kind of rules does he ex-
pect these bills to be considered under?

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for his observation with respect to try-
ing to work together to reach an agree-
ment under which we would have con-
fidence that we could consider the ap-
propriation bills within the time frame
available to us. We are on a good sched-
ule now. As you know, we have passed
seven of the 12 bills from the House. We
have five more left to go. My expecta-
tion is that we will complete those.

Let me say that he and I have now
been talking, I think, for somewhere in
the neighborhood of about 3% months
about this issue. Early on I made a pro-
posal that, from my perspective, did
two things: one, it provided for time
frames in which we would consider leg-
islation; and two, it provided to the mi-
nority party, which does not control
the Rules Committee—we were both in
that situation for a period of time—but
nevertheless, provided your party with
the opportunity to offer such amend-
ments as it deemed desirable, that it
wanted to offer.

With respect to the two bills that
you asked me about, I have not had an
opportunity to discuss with Mr. OBEY
or with the subcommittee Chairs of
those two committees the specific rule
that they are looking for and whether
or not they’'ve been able to reach any
agreements with their counterparts,
the ranking members on those two sub-
committees. So I can’t answer your
question at this point in time; but as
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we have had discussions, I want those
discussions to continue. I will say to
my friend that I had a discussion with
one of your Members who is on the Ap-
propriations Committee today who
came over to this side of the aisle. We
were talking about it, again, with a
continuing effort to see if there is some
way we can provide for the objectives
of, I think, both of us.

Mr. CANTOR. I do want to, again, ex-
press my gratitude for his belief, as a
former appropriator, that we ought to
be operating under open rules and an
open process when we are talking
about deliberating and executing our
constitutionally mandated role of ex-
pending and authorizing taxpayer dol-
lars. And I do know that the gentleman
shares my belief that we ought to get
there. And I do also know and the gen-
tleman has been very forthright in tell-
ing me and the leader on our side about
his desire to want to get the work done
of the people. I don’t think that we dis-
agree on trying to get the work done. I
do believe, though, that we do owe to
the American public the ability to see
our work and the ability to have a full
discussion on the separate issues that
surround each appropriations bill. As
the gentleman knows even more than
many in this House, as he has served
here and on the Appropriations Com-
mittee, the precedents of the House is
open rules. And he and I have had dis-
cussions about what, perhaps, our
party did when it was in the majority.
During the Republican majority, the
most appropriations bills ever to be
considered under a restrictive rule dur-
ing any one year was in 1997 when there
were four bills discussed under a re-
stricted rule. Again, that was in 1997.
As the gentleman knows, so far this
year—it’s his party in the majority—
there have been six bills that have been
deliberated and discussed and debated
under a restricted rule, and we, seem-
ingly, are on track for 12.

Again, I know from the gentleman’s
discussions with me that we agree that
we need to be under an open process.
But as the gentleman has told me, it is
the chairman of the Appropriations
Committee, the gentleman from Wis-
consin, who has basically overruled
nearly all of us here in the House. And
essentially, Madam Speaker, it seems
that the gentleman who is the chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee
closed down the process again this
week, prevented Members on our side
and the other side from exercising
their constitutional duties while
disenfranchising the millions of Amer-
ican citizens that they represent. So I,
for the life of me, don’t understand how
it is that any individual, much less the
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, is content to spend the tax-
payer dollars without allowing there to
be a full and open debate. In fact, I
would bring a quote to the majority
leader’s attention from the gentleman
from Wisconsin from October 6, 2000,
when Mr. OBEY of Wisconsin said, in
the context of discussing the need for
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open and full debate, ‘“We have gotten
so far from regular order that I fear
that if this continues, the House will
not have the capacity to return to its
precedence and procedures of the House
that have given true meaning to the
term representative democracy.” He
went on to say, ‘“The reason that we
have stuck to regular order as long as
we have in this institution is to protect
the rights of every Member to partici-
pate; and we lose those rights, we lose
the right to be called ‘‘the greatest de-
liberative body left in the world.” And
I say that and I bring that to the gen-
tleman’s attention for exactly the
point of what he and I have been trying
to achieve. Let’s open up the process.
Again, bearing in mind, Madam Speak-
er, the gentleman’s goal of trying to
finish the work, I know that he
knows—I have represented—I will do
all we can; and we on this side feel that
we can meet his time frame. I would
ask the gentleman if he is still in the
posture of being able to deliver the
ability for us to have the choice of the
amendments that we offer. So if we
were to now say—and I'm willing to
offer this to the gentleman—if we were
to say, fine, as the gentleman sug-
gested 2 months ago outside the prece-
dents of the House, if we were to agree
to time limits, then we could have the
ability to offer the amendments and
have full and open discussion on the
appropriations bills, as he had asked
several months ago; and I yield.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

First of all, the gentleman puts a lot
of thoughts and words into my mouth
that aren’t necessarily there. Let me
say to the gentleman that as he knows,
some 3% months ago I did, in fact,
come to the gentleman, I subsequently
came to the leader and indicated that I
thought that we could reach agreement
if, in fact, we could reach an agreement
on time limits; and I was prepared
under those agreements to have the
minority choose such amendments as
they wanted to offer, rather than have
the Rules Committee do that. That
offer was rejected, as the gentleman
knows. It was rejected relatively em-
phatically by Mr. BOEHNER in a meet-
ing in my office, attended by Mr.
LEWIS, Mr. OBEY, Mr. BOEHNER and my-
self.

Now you quote Mr. OBEY. In Novem-
ber of 06 the American public decided
that they wanted to change the leader-
ship in the House and Senate. They did
so. Mr. OBEY took over as chairman of
the committee, as he had been chair-
man in years past. Of the 12 bills, Mr.
OBEY brought 10 bills to the floor under
open rules. We did so under the under-
standing that you would give to us ex-
actly what we gave to you under time
agreements. Notwithstanding that, we
debated those bills for 50 hours longer
than the time constraints that we had
agreed in ’06 with you, the year before,
when you were in charge of the House
of Representatives.

So Mr. OBEY concluded—and I did as
well—that those time agreements
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would not be honored and were not
honored. Now I know there is a dis-
agreement between your side and our
side as to why they weren’t honored.
But there is no disagreement that they
took 50 hours longer to consider those
bills than was the case in ’06.

Now having said that, we then went
to Rules. I offered an agreement some
3%2 months ago that was rejected. We
then went to the bills, and we had gone
to markups. Now we had a markup just
the other day in committee on the Fi-
nancial Services bill and the Energy
and Water bill. I'm not sure exactly the
number of amendments that were of-
fered but most of which were not ger-
mane to the bills. That markup took
until after 1 a.m. in the morning on
nongermane amendments.

You and I have been discussing, try-
ing to come to grips with time con-
straints. But I will tell you that time
constraints—and you’ve indicated,
trust us on good faith. I tried to get
some indication of what ‘‘good faith”
means, what criteria could I judge good
faith on. We haven’t reached agree-
ment on that. But I will tell you that
during the CJS debate on the rule, Mr.
LEWIS was asked on the bill that came
to the floor under an open rule—Mr.
LEWIS said this after being asked, ‘“‘Can
we reach a time agreement?’”’ He said,
Because of that—referring to the 127
amendments, et cetera, et cetera, that
were preprinted in the bill, 104 of which
were Republican amendments.

Now under an open rule, of course, as
the gentleman well knows—which, by
the way, he serves on a committee that
hardly ever reports its bills under an
open rule. Hardly ever does a bill come
out of the Ways and Means Committee
that has an open rule. It’s closed. You
guys decide what to do, you bring the
bill to the floor, and say, Take it or
leave it.

Now here’s what Mr. LEWIS said in re-
sponse to that question: ‘I think the
time limitation you were discussing
was like for 8 hours or something,”
which is essentially what the bill took
in the year 2006 when you were in
charge. “I'm afraid my conference
might very well have a revolution on
its hands, and you might have a new
ranking member,” was in response to,
could he agree to time constraints.

So I tell my friend that he is right. I
have tried to reach an agreement on
where we could have a time agreement,
and you would offer such amendments
as you deemed to be appropriate within
the time frame agreed upon. Unfortu-
nately we didn’t reach such agreement.
I talked to Mr. OBEY about that, and I
talked to the Speaker about that. I be-
lieve that had we reached agreement,
we would have proceeded on that
course.

Now that does not mean because we
did not proceed on that course that I
don’t want to continue discussing it. I
want to assure the gentleman of that,
because I believe that the more open
our debate is, the better we are. The
gentleman is correct when he charac-
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terizes my feeling as that. But it has to
be within the context of being able to
get the American people’s work done in
a timely fashion. I know the gentleman
has indicated he agrees with that. Un-
fortunately in 2007, the last time we
really did appropriation bills—we
didn’t do them last year, again, be-
cause extraneous amendments were of-
fered to a number of the bills in the
Appropriations Committee, and we
didn’t move ahead on those, as you did
not move ahead in some of your years.
I think that was, from my standpoint,
unfortunate.

But I tell the gentleman in closing
that I am hopeful that as we move
ahead, we can do so perhaps through
agreement. Now in terms of Mr. OBEY,
Mr. OBEY is the chairman of the com-
mittee. Mr. OBEY and Mr. LEWIS have
talked. They have not reached agree-
ment, as Mr. LEWIS indicated he could
not. And frankly, the subcommittee
chairmen have not reached agreement.
I'm sure that the gentleman under-
stands that, as majority leader, I'm
very concerned about what the chair-
men of both the committee and the
subcommittee feel in terms of how
their bills are handled on the floor, and
we try to accommodate them.
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Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman.

He and I have talked about Ways and
Means, and again, he and I both agree
that as far as the duty of this House to
deliberate on appropriations bills,
precedent has always been, by and
large, for open rules. We have diverted
from that precedent wholly at this
point, and we are just trying to see if
we can turn back to some open and full
debate around the bills.

So I hear the gentleman, and he, as
he properly says, accurately reflects
discussions that have gone on between
a variety of individuals. But I'm here
to tell you, Mr. Speaker, that the gen-
tleman has asked for us to commit, and
he wants to know what is reasonable
and fair and what our good faith
means.

So I would respond to the gentleman
by saying this: Because we were unable
to fulfill the full return to the prece-
dents of the House, although I do think
that the gentleman from Maryland
would like to, because Mr. OBEY has
seemed to get his way in shutting out
the millions of American people, I will
sit here and tell the gentleman that in
consultation with our leader, JOHN
BOEHNER, as well as the ranking mem-
ber, JERRY LEWIS, we are committed to
fulfilling the leader’s desire to finish
the appropriations bills in a timely
manner, but with full and open ability
of our side to discuss the issues that we
and our constituents feel should be dis-
cussed.

So I would ask the gentleman, is he
in the position to readily accept at this
point the ability for our side to have 20
amendments, 20 amendments, and give
our side 10 minutes on each amend-
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ment to discuss those? That is a fair
and good faith proposition, largely di-
vergent from the precedents of this
House. But in trying to meet the ma-
jority’s desire to do what it can, the
minority then proffers this offer.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding, and I will certainly have a
discussion with that. It sounds to me a
little bit like the offer that I made 3%
months ago, so I certainly am going to
consider it in light of the fact it sounds
a lot like the offer I made. I will be in
further discussions with the gen-
tleman.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield to the ranking member of
the Rules Committee, the gentleman
from California (Mr. DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

I have to say, Mr. Speaker, as I lis-
tened to the very thoughtful remarks
coming from my friend, the distin-
guished majority leader, I am reminded
that he came to Congress just a few
months after I came in 1980. And I am
reminded how we stood here on oppo-
site sides engaging in the first Oxford-
style debate, if the gentleman recalls,
Mr. Speaker, on the issue of trade pol-
icy being used to enforce human rights.
That was the discussion we had two
decades ago. I simply put that forward,
Mr. Speaker, in an attempt to under-
score the fact that we are both institu-
tionalists. We both served nearly three
decades here, and we feel strongly
about this institution and about the re-
sponsibility that we have to the Amer-
ican people.

I know that my friend understands
full well that if one looks at the Con-
stitution and the precedents that have
been set in the past, there is a clear
differentiation between the Ways and
Means Committee’s work and the Ap-
propriations Committee’s work. And
there is also clearly an understanding
of the disparity between the notion of
opening up the Tax Code to a com-
pletely open amendment process and
dealing with the appropriations process
through an open amendment process
which has, for 220 years, been the case,
with some exceptions.

The interesting thing about those ex-
ceptions, and I know we have had both
private discussions and we are engag-
ing in public discussion now, and I
thank my friend, the distinguished Re-
publican Whip, for yielding to me, one
of the things that I believe has not
been tried, I know has not been tried in
this process, is to allow not the top
elected leaders of the party to make
these kinds of decisions, not even the
chairman and ranking member of the
full committee.

But just to report to my friends here,
Mr. Speaker, in the Rules Committee
the day before yesterday we had an op-
portunity to hear from the distin-
guished Chair of the Agriculture sub-
committee, Ms. DELAURO, and the
ranking member of that committee,
Mr. KINGSTON. And recognizing that
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there has been difficulty, recognizing
that sometimes the appropriation proc-
ess has, as my friend correctly has
said, seen Members engage in dilatory
practices, Mr. KINGSTON made it clear
that if we were to have an open amend-
ment process, that he would do every-
thing within his power to ensure that
shenanigans would not take place on
our side of the aisle that could delay
the process, because we all acknowl-
edge that we want to get the work
done. Mr. CANTOR has said that. Mr.
LEWIS has said that. We very much
want that to take place.

What we are arguing is that if you
look at when we have had structured
rules in the past, they have, in almost
every instance, followed the inability
of the subcommittee chair and ranking
member to successfully propound a
unanimous-consent agreement.

So while Mr. CANTOR just made an
offer, I frankly believe that we should
do everything we can to at least at-
tempt, just take one of the appropria-
tions bills, and see if, not the majority
leader and the Republican Whip, or the
Republican leader and the Speaker or
whatever, the top elected positions
within our party, rather let the sub-
committee chairmen make an attempt
at doing that.

I say that, Mr. Speaker, because as
we look at even the notion of what we
began with, which was what created
the high level of frustration for us—
and yesterday I did a ‘‘Dear Colleague”’
explaining this process, the notion of
somehow having a preprinting require-
ment does create undue constraint on
both Democrats and Republicans when
it comes to the appropriations process.
And that is what led to the over-100
amendments being filed, because of the
fact that when we considered the bill
that we just passed 1 hour ago, in this
House, last year, the unfortunate thing
was there was no chance for even per-
fecting amendments to be offered to
technical concerns that were there. In
light of that, we felt very concerned
about even having the preprinting re-
quirement.

So my request would be, since we
have now—unfortunately, having
passed the five appropriations bills
that we have, I guess it is six now that
we have passed, six now as of this
afternoon—we are unfortunately cre-
ating what I'm describing as the ‘‘new
norm.” I know that as an institution-
alist, the majority leader would not
like to see that continue.

I hope very much, Mr. Speaker, that
we are able to at least make an at-
tempt to embolden, as has been the
case in the past, our Chairs and rank-
ing members of the appropriations sub-
committees, who are expert on these
bills, to work on them and work with
our colleagues on that.

I thank my friend for yielding. I hope
very much we can at least make that
attempt on one bill as we move for-
ward.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman
from California. He really echoes the
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remarks, I think, and my sense in the
beginning of this discussion many,
many weeks ago that he and I have
spoken, as well as spoken with the gen-
tleman from Maryland. I do think the
gentleman from Maryland agrees.

But I would just leave this subject,
Mr. Speaker, with that fact that the
gentleman from Maryland has said he
will get back to me in terms of the
offer that is on the table. And as he
may know, and certainly the chairman
of the Appropriations Committee does
know, that in the year 2007, when the
Republicans became the minority, it
took 23.3 days to discuss appropriations
bills for a total of 170%4 hours. If we
compare that, and I'm sure that the
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee does know this, or could find
this out, in 1995, the first year that his
party took minority status or was rel-
egated to that status, the appropria-
tions bills took 31 days and 205 hours.
So we are not talking about anything
other than the RECORD here, and the
RECORD indicates the minority in 1995
took a lot more time than we did in
2007.

Now, in keeping with the gentleman
from Maryland’s desire to get the work
done, the gentleman from California
says he shares that, as do I, as does our
leader, as does our ranking member on
the Appropriations Committee. We are
committed to doing that. I look for-
ward to the gentleman’s return in
terms of the offer that I have ex-
pressed. And my friend, the gentleman
from California, I will yield.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding.

One other caveat, as we talk about
these committees, one of the things
that I think my colleague should know
about the Rules Committee is that we
have the ability to do virtually any-
thing that we want in the Rules Com-
mittee. And as we have heard over the
past few weeks, the concern that has
been raised is this calendar issue, try-
ing to get this work done before we
head into the August recess to deal
with these issues.

I think that it is clear that after this
process goes on, an outside time limit
could be put into place on each of the
appropriations bills. That could be the
rule that comes down, if that is some-
thing that the majority chooses to do.
The concern that I have as we look at
the amendments, traditionally there
have been opportunities for bringing
about real spending cuts in appropria-
tions bills.

As we look at these double-digit in-
creases in the appropriations bills, un-
fortunately, cherry-picking amend-
ments, which is really what has hap-
pened so far with this process—and I
understand the offer that my friend
made early on about minority amend-
ments and the opportunity to offer
that. But right now what we have is a
situation where the Rules Committee
is choosing these amendments. If, in
fact, it simply is a time issue, rather
than choosing those at all, the Rules
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Committee could, as my friend has
pointed to the 200 hours that have been
spent, it would be very easy to simply
say, 8, 10, 12 hours would be the outside
time limit for the appropriation work
of a subcommittee here on the floor,
and then we can do it under an open
amendment process.

I thank my friend for yielding.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, we are wondering on
this side, having read the news reports,
having listened to the gentleman this
past Sunday on FOX News about his, in
my opinion, refreshing comments
about his disappointment as to where
we are in this economy and the stim-
ulus that was supposed to have ad-
dressed this economy. Again, ‘‘refresh-
ing”” not because the economy is bad,
but simply because I think there is a
recognition that the ‘‘stimulus’ bill,
that it was called, that passed has not
delivered on the promise that this ad-
ministration made about keeping un-
employment down.

I would ask, since we see unemploy-
ment nearing 10 percent, since the
promises that were made of the stim-
ulus bill was that we would stave off
that unemployment, and it would be no
higher than 8% percent, I would ask
the gentleman if he expects to be able
to return to the subject and be able to
put in place a plan to really do some-
thing to create or foster an environ-
ment to create jobs, or should I believe
the reports that I am reading that per-
haps we are going to have yet another
stimulus bill the likes of which we
have already seen that has not worked?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

First, before I go to the gentleman’s
specific issue, I want to make it very
clear that, first of all, Mr. OBEY, con-
trary to what was represented, did not
make his decisions in a vacuum. This
was discussed. I don’t want any impli-
cation that Mr. OBEY arbitrarily and
capriciously acted on his own.

When the determination was made,
as a result of the conversations that
ensued between chair and ranking
members, both of the full committee
and of the subcommittees, that was a
collective decision that was made. It
was not Mr. OBEY’s alone. So any im-
plication that that was the case is not
accurate, I tell my friend.
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Now, with respect to the stimulus
package, the Recovery and Reinvest-
ment Act, we believe the Recovery and
Reinvestment Act is working. We be-
lieve there are an awful lot of police-
men, firemen, teachers, who are still
protecting the public safety, fire and
police. And teaching our children, class
sizes have not increased because of the
Recovery and Reinvestment Act, be-
cause of the investment we made in
States to try to stabilize their fiscal
condition, which is very, very bad, as
the gentleman knows.

The gentleman was not here, of
course, but in 2001 and 2003, Mr. DREIER
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and I were here, some others on the
floor were here. We adopted an eco-
nomic program that the leader, your
present leader said, and others said,
Mr. DeLay said and other members of
your leadership said, and the President
of the United States said, would build
an extraordinarily robust economy,
would take our country to new heights
of economic well-being.

The gentleman I am sure probably
knows these figures, but during the
last year of the Bush administration,
after having passed, without the Demo-
crats stopping it or changing it or
modifying it, after adopting the eco-
nomic program and pursuing it for 7
years, from 2001 to December of 2008, in
the last year from January to Decem-
ber, we lost 3.189 million jobs. 3,189,000
jobs were lost, the worst economic per-
formance of any administration over 8
years in the last 75 years. In other
words, since Herbert Hoover. The worst
performance.

Now, in the last year of the Clinton
administration, I tell my friend, we
gained. In the last year, when, as you
recall, there was a slight slowdown, we
gained 1.9 million jobs. So the turn-
around from the last year of the Clin-
ton administration and the last year of
the Bush administration was 5 million
jobs. That was the economic status
that was left, the legacy of the Bush
administration and of the policies
adopted by the Republican Congress
from 2001 to 2006 which was not
changed, as you recall, because Presi-
dent Bush had, of course, the veto.

The fact of the matter is that the
Clinton administration created an av-
erage of 216,000 jobs per month on aver-
age over 96 months. The Bush adminis-
tration, under the economic policy
that you promoted then and are pro-
moting now, I don’t mean you person-
ally, but your party is promoting. And
let me say this again, under the Clin-
ton administration, 96 months, an av-
erage of 216,000 jobs a month were cre-
ated, plus. Under the Bush administra-
tion, the average job performance over
96 months was 4,240 jobs per month.
You need 100,000-plus to stay even in
America.

Now let me give you an additional
figure. In the last 3 months of the Bush
administration, you lost an average of
650,000 per month. Over the last three
months, we have lost far too many, but
an average of 450,000 per month. In
other words, while we are not in the
plus place, which is why I expressed on
Fox News my disappointment, I can’t
imagine there is anybody in this Cham-
ber, the President is disappointed, the
Vice President is disappointed, the
American people are disappointed that
we are not creating those 216,000 jobs
per month that we did under the Clin-
ton administration, and we are still
losing jobs because of the disastrous
economy that was inherited.

I tell my friend that it was not just
the facts that argue that, but Sec-
retary Paulson, Ben Bernanke and
President Bush said we had a disas-
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trous economic crisis that confronted
us at the end of the Bush administra-
tion’s economic policy conclusion and
asked us to respond very vigorously to
that.

As you know, during the course of
the Bush administration, we did that.
Unfortunately, it has not been enough.
We did that again with the Recovery
and Reinvestment Act which we think
is succeeding. But my friend would, I
think, fairly observe that his 2001 tax
cut after 130 days had not turned Amer-
ica around; in fact, in my view, never
turned America around.

Now your leader talked about on that
same show, well, we created 5 million
jobs. There was a spike up, and a disas-
trous spike down, which is why, as I
said, 3.18 million jobs were lost during
the last year of the Bush administra-
tion.

We believe that the Recovery Act can
work. We think it will work. We hope
this economy comes back from where
it was left us on January 20, 2009.
America 1is experiencing pain. Too
many of our people are experiencing
pain. We regret that. It is dis-
appointing. We need to take such ef-
forts as we can to correct that.

I will tell my friend in addition to
that, at this point in time there is no
intent to have an additional bill on the
floor. The administration is not talk-
ing about it. We are not talking about
it. I was asked a question in the press
and I said rightfully, we certainly
wouldn’t put that off the table. We will
consider steps that need to be taken in
order to address the economic crisis
that confronts our Nation, but there is
no plan at this point in time to offer an
additional bill of that type.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman
for his remarks, and just say historical
facts can be applied and used at will,
and that there were plenty of opportu-
nities to point and cast blame and
claim credit as there were Republican
Congresses and Democratic Presi-
dential administrations and the like.
So we could go on for a long time about
the past.

My point, Mr. Speaker, in posing the
question to the gentleman is as a re-
sult of the mere fact that promises
were made by this administration,
goals were set. We were told this stim-
ulus bill, if we were to act in haste, the
way this Congress acted, and in fact no
one in this body read that bill of 1,100
pages, we were told if we were to pass
that bill and it were to be signed into
law that unemployment in this coun-
try would not exceed 8.5 percent. As we
know, as the gentleman knows, in
many parts of the country it is well in
excess of 10 percent. Nationally, we are
on the way to 10 percent.

We must and should, Mr. Speaker, in
this House do all we can to try and get
this economy back on track. It is not
that we should repeat the mistakes of
the past in that stimulus bill, and we
await the administration, the gentle-
man’s prescription as to how to ad-
dress, as he says, the very real pain
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that America’s families are experi-
encing.

Mr. HOYER. If the gentleman would
yield, let me say that looking in the
past is not fruitful unless you learn
from the past.

The point of my recitation was that
the policies proposed in 2001 and 2003
demonstrably did not work, and I read
the results of those policies which were
the policies of the Bush administra-
tion. What I pointed out is that it is
the same formula that is being rec-
ommended once again from your side
of the aisle. So it is instructive to
learn from what didn’t work in the
past.

I reject your assertion that the Re-
covery and Reinvestment Act hasn’t
worked. I have pointed out to you that
we have lost a third less jobs over the
last 3 months than we lost during the
last 3 months of the Bush administra-
tion.

Is losing one job one too many? It is.
Is it a disappointment? It is. But after
a quarter and a little more of effective-
ness, 95 percent of Americans got a tax
cut, got money in their pocket, as you
know, as a result of the Recovery and
Reinvestment Act. There is $65 billion
of construction jobs being affected. Has
it gone out fast enough? It hasn’t. Is it
starting to pick up? It is. Was the
thought 10 to 15 percent would be spent
within the time frame we are now talk-
ing about? Yes, that was the projec-
tion. Has that happened? Yes, it has.
So that projection was correct. Is un-
employment higher than we antici-
pated? Yes, it is, because the recession
and almost depression, according to
Bernanke, that we inherited from the
last administration was so deep and so
endemic that we are having real trou-
ble getting out of it.

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman,
and in closing, I would leave the gen-
tleman with two points: one, the plan
that the House Republicans put on the
table and presented to this President
was focused on small businesses. If he
looks at that plan as the President did,
and the President clearly said there is
nothing crazy in this plan, which
meant that these are things that could
work.

The President also, to my second
point, claimed that we may have philo-
sophical differences on tax policy and
the rest, but he said to me, “I won.”” So
it is, Mr. Speaker, this President’s and
this Congress’s economy. We stand
ready and willing to proffer up yet
again our plan to address the economic
woes of the American families. We
have a plan that would be at half the
cost of that stimulus bill and produce
twice the jobs.

———
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, JULY
13, 2009
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Monday next for
morning-hour debate, and further,
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when the House adjourns on that day,
it adjourn to meet at 10:30 a.m. on
Tuesday, July 14, 2009, for morning-
hour debate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KissSELL). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

——

REPORT ON H.R. 3170, FINANCIAL
SERVICES AND GENERAL GOV-
ERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
2010

Mr. SERRANO, from the Committee
on Appropriations, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 111-202) on the
bill (H.R. 3170) making appropriations
for financial services and general gov-
ernment for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes,
which was referred to the Union Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of
order are reserved on the bill.

——
UNINFORMED OR MISINFORMED

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Mark Twain once said, “If you don’t
read the newspaper, you are unin-
formed; if you do read the newspaper,
you are misinformed.”

Both might be true for those who
rely on the national media for all the
facts. For example, you might not
know that the unemployment rate
jumped to 9.5 percent last month, the
highest rate in almost 30 years.

Or that the Vice President this week
admitted the Obama administration
misread the economy.

Or that President Obama has given
more than a dozen ambassadorships to
individuals who raised a total of over
$4 million for his campaign.

Or that while the media report that
46 million people lack health insur-
ance, there really are only 10 million
people who can’t afford or can’t get
health insurance.

The national media should report all
the facts so Americans are not unin-
formed or misinformed about major
issues.

———
0 1430

HONORING HAZEL HAINESWORTH
YOUNG

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

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise with great pride and a
deep sense of sadness. Pride because
I'm honoring Hazel Hainesworth
Young, 103 years old, who passed just a
week ago in my own hometown of
Houston, Texas.

I am honored to say that she was an
educator all of her life, a school teach-
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er. She, in essence, set the standard for
our famous Jack Yates High School
and Phillis Wheatley High School.
Phillis Wheatley High School was the
school that Congressman Mickey Le-
land graduated from and Congress-
woman Barbara Jordan.

Hazel Hainesworth Young was a mag-
nificent soul, someone who nurtured
the leaders of today, who was the dean
of girls at Wheatley High School,
whose daughter, Maryann Young, fol-
lowed in her footsteps as a teacher. She
was a Soror. She was a wonderful icon
of Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority. But
she was a public citizen.

Her brother, of course, part of the, if
you will, the intelligentsia and the ex-
cellence of legal prominence in the
civil rights movement, but she brought
about the civil rights movement by
teaching to young Negro children—yes,
Negro children—the opportunity to go
forth and to shoot for the stars. There
were no barriers to her teaching.

She was honored in her lifetime be-
cause so many were guided and in-
spired by this wonderful, beautiful
woman. I had the chance to be
mentored by her, and I will go home to
honor her, but she is honored today on
the floor of the House. What a wonder-
ful woman. Hazel Hainesworth Young,
103. She passed, but she will live on for-
ever.

———
HEALTH CARE

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

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, Ameri-
cans all agree, and even Members of
this body, Members of Congress, agree
on the broad major concepts of health
care reform. We all agree that health
care should be cost effective, easily
accessed, high quality with choices, fo-
cused on the patient, and it should be
for everyone.

A government takeover, though,
wouldn’t be affordable. It will cost $1.6
trillion. Easy access? Ain’t gonna hap-
pen. High quality? I don’t think so.
Customer service? You've got to be
kidding. Doctors might say you need
an X ray; but under the government-
run plan, you may just get told you’ve
been X’d.

————

NEW HEALTH CARE WILL COST AN
ARM, A LEG, AND A WHOLE LOT
OF TAXES

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

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, the people of this country want to
know how we’re going to pay for this
health care plan that the Democrat
majority is going to put forth.

Last week, on ‘“Fox News Sunday,”
Mr. Wallace asked this question of Con-
gressman HOYER, the majority leader,
he said, How are you going to pay for it
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specifically? What taxes are you will-
ing to raise, and are you going to tax
health care benefits? And Mr. HOYER
said, “Well, I’'m not going to go into—
that’s a proposal on the table in the
Senate, not in the House, as you know.
The pay-fors are going to be tough. No-
body wants to pay for what we’re buy-
ing. And very frankly, our financial
status in America has gone down.” In
other words, he didn’t want to tell how
the American people were going to
have to pay for that program.

And then the President of the United
States, at his town meeting last week,
said, Now, one-third of it we’re going
to pay for by increased revenues—
that’s increased taxes—and the cost
will be between $1 trillion and $3 tril-
lion, probably closer to $3 trillion. So
he’s saying they’re going to have to
raise at least $1 trillion in new taxes.

And then he went on to say about
two-thirds of it would come from re-
allocating money that’s currently in
the system. Now, where in the world
are they going to get $2 trillion out of
other programs to pay for the extra
two-thirds?

The people of this country are being
hoodwinked. This health care program
they’re talking about, this socialized
medicine, is going to cost an arm, a
leg, a lot of taxes, and inflation be-
cause they’re going to spend money we
do not have.

———————

HEALTH CARE: MEND IT, DON'T
END IT

(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. Mr.
Speaker, soon we will be debating
health care reform on the floor of the
United States House of Representa-
tives. The goal is to pass legislation be-
fore the upcoming August recess. No
doubt one of the most significant fea-
tures of the debate on health care re-
form will involve what is now known as
the ‘“‘public option.”

The public option is a government-
run health care program. The Presi-
dent has said that anyone who has pri-
vate health care insurance will be al-
lowed to either keep it or join the gov-
ernment plan. Mr. Speaker, the public
option is the first step to a complete
government takeover of our private
health insurance system. The public
option will have advantages by virtue
of being a government entity. It will
destroy the private health care insur-
ance market, turning the entire system
over to a Federal bureaucracy.

The Federal Government’s record of
managing Medicare, Medicaid, and the
care of our veterans is one of allowing
massive fraud, inefficiencies, and the
abuse of patients.

Mr. Speaker, our private health in-
surance is in need of reform, but I
would urge my fellow Members of Con-
gress to mend it and not end it.
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate agreed to without
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, concurrent
resolutions of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H. Con. Res. 131. Concurrent resolution di-
recting the Architect of the Capitol to en-
grave the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag
and the National Motto of “In God we trust”
in the Capitol Visitor Center.

H. Con. Res. 135. Concurrent resolution di-
recting the Architect of the Capitol to place
a marker in Emancipation Hall in the Cap-
itol Visitor Center which acknowledges the
role that slave labor played in the construc-
tion of the United States Capitol, and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed bills of the following
titles in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 1007. An act to amend title 28, United
States Code, to provide for a limited 6-month
period for Federal judges to opt into the Ju-
dicial Survivors’ Annuities System and begin
contributing toward an annuity for their
spouse and dependent children upon their
death, and for other purposes.

S. 1289. An act to improve title 18 of the
United States Code.

———
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———————

DREAM ACT AND IMMIGRATION
REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, last week,
hundreds of thousands of people
throughout the country, many of whom
were in Colorado, picked up their
phones and called Secretary of Home-
land Security Janet Napolitano to ask
her to delay the deportation of a young
man from Miami, Florida, Walter Lara.

Let me tell you a little bit about
Walter. Walter moved to the United
States from Argentina when he was 3
years old, and he has never left. He has
dedicated thousands of hours to serving
his community, tutoring children in
mathematics and computers. He stood
out in high school as an honor student
and graduated from Miami Dade Hon-
ors College in 2007. But instead of fol-
lowing his dream and pursuing a prom-
ising career in computer animation and
Web design, Walter’s graduation gift
was an imminent deportation order.
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Walter was scheduled to be deported
over the 4th of July weekend, but
thanks to a week of intense activism
by congressional leaders, the SEIU,
bloggers, and thousands of grass-roots
activists who made calls and sent let-
ters on Walter Lara’s behalf, the De-
partment of Homeland Security moved
to defer 23-year-old Lara’s scheduled
deportation back an entire year until
July 3 of 2010.

While I was thrilled to hear that Wal-
ter’s deportation has been delayed and
he would be able to stay in the United
States, this action alone is far from
enough. What will happen to Walter in
2010 if we don’t pass comprehensive im-
migration reform? What does it mean
for the hundreds of thousands of Wal-
ters throughout the country who came
to the United States as children, ex-
celled in school, played by the rules,
only to face deportation?

Despite meeting State residency re-
quirements, immigrant students in
most States are charged out-of-state or
international tuition rates which effec-
tively render college inaccessible.
These kids, Mr. Speaker, are as Amer-
ican as anybody else, but for far too
long they have had their dreams shat-
tered by an education system that ig-
nores their good grades and hard work.

Educational opportunity is a right,
and something that we are all taught
that if you work hard in this country
and you don’t give up, you can achieve
anything. But the doors to opportunity
have been shut for thousands of hard-
working students who have been raised
and educated in our country.

Even though Walter was able to stay,
the U.S. Government deports thou-
sands of students just like Walter and
will continue to do so until we pass the
DREAM Act as part of comprehensive
immigration reform. The DREAM Act
will ensure that children who have
grown up in the United States and
studied in American schools can re-
main here and work and pay taxes and
live in our country.

Under the American DREAM Act,
qualified students would be eligible for
temporary legal immigration status
upon high school graduation that could
lead to permanent legal residency if
they attend college or serve in the
military.

Students like Walter are our greatest
natural resource, and they should have
access to higher education, the key to
both individual success and our Na-
tion’s economic growth and prosperity.

I recently had the opportunity to
visit an immigrant detention facility
in Aurora, Colorado. These are young
people, people of all ages, who are
picked up. They might have broken the
speed limit, they might have a tail-
light out on their car, they might sim-
ply have been loitering, and now, with
taxpayer money, we are putting them
up at $120 a day of our hard-earned
money rather than them being out
working and paying taxes to reduce our
deficit.

Mr. Speaker, in this era of budget
deficit, putting Walter and people like
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him in a government hotel that tax-
payers are paying for for $120 a day
makes absolutely no sense when Walter
would rather be out working and pay-
ing taxes to help reduce our deficit.

To help the hundreds of thousands of
Walters across the country, now is the
time to pass comprehensive immigra-
tion reform, and I strongly urge my
colleagues to support it.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

WE NEED TO CUT TAXES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, the people of this country many
times get so frustrated because they
think that we here in Congress don’t
hear them, we don’t listen to them. I
have a couple of letters here I would
like to read into the RECORD—at least
part of them—so that my colleagues in
the House can get some flavor for what
the people in mid-America are think-
ing right now.

This letter is from a lady named
Emmaline P. Henn in Huntington, Indi-
ana. And she says: ‘“Dear Congressman
Burton, it was great to hear you and
speak with you at Huntington’s Lin-
coln Day Dinner, but we want to stress
the things we said then. We do have
confidence in you’—which I really ap-
preciate.

She says: “We are appalled by what
is happening in Washington. Now in
our 80s, we have seen many administra-
tions; none has been as frightening as
this one. In less than 6 months, Presi-
dent Obama and his team have drawn
the U.S. Government deep into private
business. The government’s business is
governing, not business.

“There is no doubt the President and
his team have taken us far on the road
to socialism, so far that we fear there
may be no return. Their spending is
out of this world, and it will not save
the economy.

““In the long run, bailouts don’t work.
The health care issue, the credit card
issue, the card check issue, and more,
are taking us far from free enterprise
and are causing many citizens to give
up on self-reliance and responsibility
in favor of relying on the government.
There is little incentive for talented
people to innovate, work hard, and cre-
ate business. What a terrible lesson.

‘“We pray you fight for this move-
ment. At the same time, we pray you
will support keeping the United States
safe in every way you possibly can.”

You can hear the frustration in this
lady by the way her letter sounds. But
then there is another one here from a
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General Motors dealer in Wabash, Indi-
ana. And I will just read part of this
letter because I think it really—I want
to put the whole thing in the RECORD,
but I want to read part of it because it
tells you the frustration that small
business people have in this country.

It is from David and Kay Dorais. And
she says: ‘“My husband, David Dorais,
and I are the owners and operators of
Dorais Chevrolet in Wabash, Indiana.
This business was started over 60 years
ago by my husband’s grandfather, Gus
Dorais.

“Gus was the first All American in
football from Notre Dame University.
He came to Wabash, Indiana, from De-
troit. He began a Chevrolet dealership
operating under the philosophy of ‘give
back to the community that has given
so much to you.’ This is the philosophy
we have strived to operate under.

“We have always been extremely
loyal to General Motors and to our
community. Small business is what
helped to build this great country of
ours, and loyalty is what makes all of
us successful. We have always given
back whenever asked, often times with-
out being asked. We have always paid
taxes. We have always voted. We have
always made contributions. We’ve al-
ways participated in the programs that
General Motors asked us to participate
in.”

And then they go on to say that they
had an attorney that was talking to
them about the way they’re being
treated by the government and by Gen-
eral Motors, which is now controlled by
the government—Government Motors
now, no longer General Motors. And
they say: “We are now no longer to be
a part of the ‘new General Motors.” We
are no longer good enough, even
though we were part of the faction that
helped to support them for years.

‘“Yesterday I listened to an attorney
representing auto dealers speak. He is
the first person I have heard make any
sense in this mess. He asked, where are
your elected representatives? Where
are the elected officials that you do-
nated to? Where are the elected offi-
cials that you voted for? He further
added that these people never hesitated
to ask for your help, but where are
they now? The most important ques-
tion asked was, why are you allowing
them to turn their backs on you?”’

And I would just like to say, if I were
talking to my colleagues in the House,
my friends in the Senate, or if I were
talking to the President, I would say,
it’s time for us to pay attention to
these people. Instead of putting every-
thing under government control, in-
stead of trying to bail out everything
by printing money that we don’t have,
we ought to be cutting taxes like they
did under Ronald Reagan.

We cut taxes across the board when
we had terrible problems back in the
early eighties. We had 14 percent infla-
tion, we had 12 percent unemploy-
ment—worse than we have right now,
and when Reagan came in, instead of
throwing money at everything what he
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did was said, we’re going to give people
some of their money back, we’re going
to cut their taxes. We’re going to cut
business taxes because if we do that,
they will have more income and more
money to spend on expanding our econ-
omy to buy products, to produce new
products. And he did that.
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And because of that, we had one of
the longest periods of economic expan-
sion in this country’s history.

You compare that to what we’re see-
ing today where businesses are being
driven out of business. This business
has been there for 60 years, and they’re
going out of business because we’re
trying to solve the problems by letting
government solve everything. Sixty-
one percent of General Motors is going
to be run by the unions now, and we’ve
spent $57 billion bailing these compa-
nies out when we could have done it
the way Ronald Reagan did.

I want to end by just saying I feel
real frustration when I get these let-
ters from my constituents, and I hope
my colleagues are paying attention and
the people at the White House are pay-
ing attention, because instead of print-
ing more money and throwing more
money and putting more government
control in charge of everything, we
ought to be giving the American people
the right to have some of their money
back so they can expand this economy,
because government sure isn’t doing it.

JUNE 3, 2008.
Congressman DAN BURTON,
Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN BURTON: My husband,
David Dorais, and I are the owners and oper-
ators of Dorais Chevrolet in Wabash, Indi-
ana. This business was started over 60 years
ago by my husband’s grandfather, Gus
Dorais. Gus Dorais was the first All Amer-
ican in football from Notre Dame University.
He came to Wabash, Indiana from Detroit.
He began a Chevrolet dealership operating
under the philosophy of ‘‘give back to the
community that has given so much to you’.
This is the philosophy we have strived to op-
erate under.

We have always been extremely loyal to
General Motors and to our community.
Small business is what helped to build this
great country of ours and loyalty is what
makes all of us successful. We have always
given back whenever asked, often times
without being asked. We have always paid
taxes. We have always voted. We have always
made contributions. We have always partici-
pated in the programs that General Motors
asked us to participate in. We have even par-
ticipated in extra programs that General Mo-
tors did not request, such as an advertise-
ment group. My husband served as an officer
in this group for years. We employ many
people, who also help to keep our community
alive. We pay our employees a fair and hon-
est wage and we provide insurance to them.
We feel we have done everything that an
American citizen should do. We have been
voted Small Business of the Year in our com-
munity, the only auto dealer to receive this
award.

May 15th, 2009 we received a letter from
General Motors that stated they will not be
renewing our contract with them. Our Amer-
ican Dream became our American Night-
mare. The Automotive Task Force (none of
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which drive American cars) handed down
their decree. We are now no longer to be a
part of the ‘““New General Motors’. We are no
longer ‘‘good enough’’, even though we are a
part of the faction that helped to support
them for years. Yesterday I listened to the
attorney representing auto dealers speak. He
is the first person I have heard make any
sense in this mess. He asked, where are your
elected representatives? Where are the elect-
ed officials that you donated to? Where are
the elected officials that you voted for? He
further added that these people never hesi-
tated to ask for your help, but where are
they now. The most important question
asked was, “Why are you allowing them to
turn their backs on you?

These are the people that wanted your sup-
port to put them in their present position. It
is a position that is to help the people.
Where are they and why are you not furious
that they are turning their backs on you”. It
did give me reason to think. Politicians run
on the premise of helping the people. Yet,
when you are actually needed, where are
you? Has a political office simply become a
place to sit and receive a check? Are cam-
paign promises simply empty words used to
become elected. During the last election it
was all about the Middle Class, all about
small business, it was all about keeping busi-
ness alive, it was all about keeping people
employed. What happened? Was it all simply
political rhetoric, business as usual.

As previously stated, we are a small busi-
ness. We do believe in helping and giving
back. We believe in helping and supporting
those around us. We have even managed to
keep doing this in these difficult economic
times. We are a small business in Wabash,
Indiana that does give back in every way
possible. We are a small business in which
the owners do not take huge paychecks in
order to give back to a community that we
are loyal to. We received the Small Business
Award because of our loyalty. It is our hope
that this is not a word that has been forgot-
ten in government. No, we are not as profit-
able as we once were. Yet these are difficult
times and they will pass. Given the oppor-
tunity, we will again be profitable—even
more profitable than in the past. It is our
hope that you will look at this Small Busi-
ness of the Year in Wabash, Indiana. Look at
the contributions we make to the people who
live here. It is our hope that you have not
turned your back on us.

Sincerely,
DAVID and KAY DORAIS.
MAY 27, 2009.
Representative DAN BURTON,
Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CONGRESSMAN BURTON. It was great
to hear you and speak with you at Hunting-
ton’s Lincoln Day Dinner, but we want to
stress the things we said then. We do have
confidence in you.

We are appalled by what is happening in
Washington. Now in our eighties, we have
seen many administrations. None has been
as frightening as this one. In less than six
months President Obama and his team have
drawn the U.S. Government deep into pri-
vate business. The government’s business is
governing not business.

There is no doubt the President and his
team have taken us far on the road to social-
ism, so far that we fear there may be no re-
turn. Their spending is out of this world and
it’s not what will save the economy. In the
long run bailouts don’t work.

The health care issue, the credit card
issue, the card check issue and more are tak-
ing us far from free enterprise, and are caus-
ing many citizens to give up self-reliance
and responsibility in favor of relying on the
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government. There is little incentive for tal-
ented people to innovate, work hard and cre-
ate business. What a terrible lesson!!

We pray you fight this movement!!

At the same time, we pray you will support
keeping the United States safe in every way
you can.

Sincerely,
EMMALINE P. HENN.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GINGREY of Georgia addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
REICHERT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. REICHERT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

THE HEALTH CARE BILL’S PUBLIC
OPTION WILL DENY THE AMER-
ICAN PEOPLE CHOICES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. BROUN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I came to talk about the health care
problems here in America. I'm a med-
ical doctor. I have practiced medicine
for three-and-a-half decades. I'm an
old-time general practitioner. I treat
infants all the way to the elderly. My
patients are like family. They'’re like
friends. They are friends. They are
family. And I'm very concerned about
where we are going as a Nation.

Certainly health care in this country
has become extremely expensive. In
fact, I myself, prior to being elected to
Congress, being a small businessman,
could mnot afford a comprehensive
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health care insurance policy. I had a
catastrophic health care policy because
that’s all I could afford. There are
many small businessmen and women
all across this country that are in the
same category that I was in. Now,
since I have been elected to Congress, I
buy into the government health care
insurance program that all Federal em-
ployees can buy into.

We hear from our President that ev-
erybody in this country should have a
public option, an option that they can
buy into. Last night my good friend
JOHN SHADEGG in a Special Order was
talking about the draft of the bill that
Energy and Commerce is going to be
looking at next week. And during Mr.
SHADEGG’s discussion last night on this
floor, he said that the public health
care option is not an option at all. And,
in fact, the American people, if I could
speak to them, Mr. Speaker, I would
ask them to look at what is being pro-
posed and how quickly this major pol-
icy change is being brought to the fore-
front.

Next week on Tuesday, the Energy
and Commerce Committee is going to
start their process of looking at the
health care reform bill. Tuesday they
are scheduled to have opening state-
ments by the members of the com-
mittee. Wednesday and Thursday
they’re going to have markup. And,
Mr. Speaker, I don’t think the Amer-
ican public quite understands that
term. It’s a term that we use, as you
know, where the committee goes
through a bill line by line, issue by
issue, section by section, and amend-
ments are offered, voted on, and are
put in place in the final product.

Well, the chairman of the Energy and
Commerce Committee has decided to
not go through the regular order proc-
ess of letting the Health Subcommittee
look at the bill. He wants the whole
committee to do so. Why? Well, it’s re-
ported that the reason that he wants to
do that is because he’s concerned about
the subcommittee’s taking too much
time and maybe not even passing out
this bill.

The majority, Mr. Speaker, it seems
to me, is trying to force this down the
throats of the American people in a
very expeditious manner. Why would
they want to do that? Well, I think the
American people, if they knew what
was going on, Mr. Speaker, would un-
derstand that this major policy change
is being hastened through the legisla-
tive process so that it can be put in
place so that the American people
don’t have the light of day shed upon
this bill so that the American people
can say anything about it.

Over and over again, Mr. Speaker, in
this House with these appropriation
bills, we have seen a change, an histor-
ical change, of how regular order is
carried out. Normally an appropria-
tions bill is brought to the floor with
an open rule. Both sides agree on
amendments that are introduced. Both
sides agree on time limits, and we can
go through a regular order. But the
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majority has declined to allow that to
happen. Even leadership, some of the
leadership on the other side, report-
edly, would like to do so. But the
Speaker and the chairman are declin-
ing to allow that to happen.

So we're getting bill after bill pre-
sented to the floor that nobody has had
the opportunity to read. The public
can’t read it. The Members of Congress
can’t read it.

We’ve had thousand-page bills, such
as the nonstimulus bill that was pre-
sented by the President and was intro-
duced in the dead of night, and we
voted on it on this floor where no
human being anywhere had had the op-
portunity to read that bill. No one, Mr.
Speaker, had the opportunity to read
that bill. It was 1,100 pages. Our leader,
Mr. BOEHNER, had that large stack of
paper and dropped it on the floor. No
one had the opportunity to read that
bill.

We don’t have a health care bill. I
have not seen it. No member of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee has
seen it on either side, Democrat or Re-
publican, because it has not been pro-
duced. Though Tuesday morning
they’re going to start opening state-
ments on that bill.

We here in Congress have not seen
the bill. We here in Congress have no
way to evaluate the bill. We here in
Congress have no way to understand
what the bill says in totality and how
we can introduce amendments to the
bill to make it better. Democrats and
Republicans alike are being denied
their opportunity to allow amendments
to all these appropriations bills and to
a lot of the authorization bills, such as
the tax-and-cap bill, which is going to
be a disaster economically for Amer-
ica. This process is blatantly unfair.
It’s unfair to Democrats. It’s unfair to
Republicans. But most of all, it’s un-
fair to the American people. The Amer-
ican people should demand better.

Our Speaker, when she came to office
in the prior Congress, said we’re going
to have a new era of openness and hon-
esty, high ethics, transparency. Noth-
ing could be further from the truth.
That’s what went on in the last Con-
gress and is particularly going on in
this Congress. And we are having this
health care reform bill being put to-
gether by just a small handful of the
committee leadership and the leader-
ship of this House, Democrats. The
medical doctors, health care profes-
sionals, at least on our side, aren’t
even being consulted. We have, I'm not
sure, 10 or 11 of us on our side. Not the
first one of us has been consulted about
what my patients and all of our pa-
tients need in health care reform.

We are being shut out of the process,
and that’s not fair to the American
people, Mr. Speaker. The American
people should demand more. They
should demand openness. They should
demand transparency.

We’ve had resolutions where we
wanted to have at least 72 hours of
every bill being posted on the Internet
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so that the American people could look
at those bills. The American people
have been denied that opportunity by
the leadership of this House and of the
U.S. Senate. It’s not fair. It’s not fair
to the American people.

We are having a major change in
health care policy being shoved down
the throats of the American people,
Mr. Speaker. The American people
need to rise up and say ‘‘no’” to this
cloaked-in-darkness process, where
members of the public across this coun-
try should be able to take their reading
glasses and put them on and read the
bill, where Members of Congress should
be able to take their reading glasses
and put them on and look and see
what’s being proposed by the majority.
The minority is being totally shut out
of this process.

Now, we do know some things that
are in the bill. And the American peo-
ple need to understand what the rami-
fications of those things that are in the
bill that we know about are all about.

The first thing, we hear all the time
by the majority, we heard it during
Special Orders, we’ve heard it during
the 1 minutes this morning, we hear it
over and over again in all the debate
and discussion going around here in the
House, about people need to have a
public option. Well, the American peo-
ple need to understand, Mr. Speaker,
that that public option is going to deny
them choices. It’s going to put a bu-
reaucrat, a Washington bureaucrat, be-
tween them and their doctor. And that
Washington bureaucrat is going to
make their health care decisions for
them about what tests they can have,
what medicines they can have, whether
they can have surgery or not. And what
it’s going to do is it’s going to shift
people, as Mr. SHADEGG was saying last
night, over the next 5 years off their
employer-based health care insurance
over to a single-party payer govern-
ment insurance.

We are told if people like their health
insurance, fine, Kkeep it. And most
American people will say, yes, that’s
right, I like my American insurance
policy that I have today. I don’t like
the insurance companies. I don’t like
the costs. But I'm satisfied with my in-
surance.

But, Mr. Speaker, if I could speak to
each individual in America today, I'd
warn them that, Mr. and Mrs. America,
you’re not going to be able to keep
your private insurance. You're going to
be forced into a government-run, so-
cialistic medicine health care system
where some Washington bureaucrat is
going to tell you whether you can go to
the hospital or not, whether you can
get an MRI or not, whether you can
have the new treatments for cancer or
hypertension or diabetes. It’s going to
destroy the health care system that we
know today.

We have the finest health care sys-
tem in the world. That’s the reason
people from Canada come to America
to get their health care, even when
they could buy the private health care
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in their own country. But they come to
the United States. People in Great
Britain come to the United States.
Even if they can afford to go through
the private sector in the United King-
dom, they come here because we have
the finest health care system in the
world.

But, Mr. Speaker, if I could tell the
people in America, if I was allowed to
through the rules of the House, I would
tell them that that health care system
that you’re enjoying today, the quality
of health care, the medications, the
treatments, the tests, surgeries, and all
of the things that make us have the
highest quality of health care in the
world, is going to be destroyed by this
bill that’s going to be started through
the legislative process next week.
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I have been joined in this hour by a
physician colleague from Tennessee,
Dr. ROE, who has tremendous experi-
ence with TennCare in his home State
of Tennessee. I welcome him to join us
today, and I ask the doctor, I yield to
the doctor to give us some insights
about TennCare and what it produced
in Tennessee and about the cost and
quality and how things were affected
there and whatever the gentleman
wants to inform the Speaker.

Dr. ROE, if you could speak to the
American people. I know you would
like to speak to them, but you have to
speak to the Speaker and me.

I yield to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Madam Speaker, I think when you
are looking at health care, and I prac-
ticed medicine in the State of Ten-
nessee for over 30 years in an OB/GYN
practice, delivered a lot of babies. And
I can tell you, having watched this
very complex system, it’s unfair to the
American people. We are not talking
about Democrats or Republicans. We
are talking about the American people
here who are going to be affected, all
300 million of us are.

And when we look at the issues out
there that we are dealing with, first of
all, there isn’t any American that
doesn’t want to have quality, afford-
able health care for all of our citizens.
I don’t think any of us in this body, all
435 of us want that. It’s how do we get
there and how do we afford it when we
do get there and not break the bank.

We have, if you read various publica-
tions, around 47 million people in
America who are uninsured. And of
that 47 people who are uninsured, ap-
proximately 10 million, these are esti-
mates, but are approximately 10 mil-
lion are illegal in this country.

Of the remaining 35 to 37 million, we
have about 12 to 14 million who cur-
rently qualify for plans that are out
there, SCHIP or Medicaid, but who are
not on it. So we need to find out who
these individuals are and make those
assets available for them.

About 9 million people make over
$75,000 a year and choose not to buy
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health insurance. Now, in my part of
the world, in the First District of Ten-
nessee, that’s a lot of money, and I as-
sume in a lot of places in Georgia and
other places around this country that’s
a lot of money. We have about 8 mil-
lion people who make between $50,000
and $70,000 a year who are uninsured.
And certainly for those, if there are
families, there are ways, very inexpen-
sive ways to make sure affordable
health care is available to them.

When I first heard—when I first came
to D.C., I heard the argument of the
President’s plan, and it turns out, I
don’t think the President had a plan.
But the plan that was coming out of
the House of Representatives is that we
are going to have private health insur-
ance and we are going to have a com-
petitive government-sponsored plan.
And I said, What exactly is that sup-
posed to do? And they told me, and I
said, Wait a minute. 16 years ago, we
did this plan in Tennessee. It was
called TennCare. We got a waiver from
Medicaid, HHS, to provide health care
for as many citizens in the State as we
could. And as you know, Tennessee is
not a wealthy State. We have a much
lower than average per capita income
in the country. So it was a noble goal.
And it was the government, the man-
aged care plans, put a very rich plan
together; in other words, it was very
generous in benefits.

And what happened was almost 50
percent, 45-plus percent of the people
who got on TennCare had private
health insurance. And what we found,
and for them it was fine. I mean, they
had a plan that paid the coverage, paid
to see a doctor. The problem with it
was it didn’t pay the cost. And when I
started asking, digging into this plan, I
said, How much of the cost of the pro-
viders—I am speaking of hospital out-
patient surgery centers. What percent
of cost does this plan pay? It paid 60
percent. Medicare, another govern-
ment-run plan, pays about 90 percent of
costs.

So what happened was you had costs
shifted to the private insurers. And
these private insurers—that would be
the other businesses in Tennessee—
their costs went up and up and up when
they tried to buy health insurance. So
more and more people were dumped
into the plan because businesses
couldn’t afford it.

How did the State of Tennessee han-
dle this?

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I want to
make that crystal clear. Businesses
could not afford to continue paying for
the private insurance, and so people
went from private insurance, and they
were being forced over to the govern-
ment plan; is that correct?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Exactly. They
made a perfectly logical decision. It
was cheaper to go into the subsidized
government plan than it was for busi-
nesses that were struggling to survive
anyway.

And when you add this extra cost,
they dropped that cost onto the public
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plan. Well, what happened was the
State couldn’t even afford even paying
60 percent of the cost of the care. There
were sO many people on it, the health
care part was getting more than all the
education and the other things that
the State was providing.

So our Governor, who is a Democrat
in the State of Tennessee, and a Repub-
lican legislature, they had to cut the
rolls. You only have two choices: You
can either cut the rolls or you can ra-
tion care. So I predict to you, Dr.
BROUN and Madam Speaker, that when
this public option comes out there,
that it will be exactly like that. It will
be a very generous plan subsidized by
the taxpayers and supported by that.
And businesses, especially small busi-
nesses first—the ones who provide most
of the jobs in this country are small
businesses, and you want to make it
easier for them to provide the benefit,
not more difficult—they will drop that.
And over time, this will morph into a
single-payer system.

Now, some people, Madam Speaker,
would say, Is that a bad idea or a good
idea? I think some people would be
happy with the single-payer system. I
believe health care decisions should be
made between patients, their families,
and their doctors. And you don’t need a
bureaucrat, no pun intended, injecting
himself into this very important deci-
sion, in health care decisions. That’s
what will happen.

In this plan in England, they have a
comparative effectiveness, as you well
know, called NICE. And what an acro-
nym for NICE, and let me explain that
to the viewers out there. What happens
in a public system where it’s funded by
a single payer—for instance, the tax-
payer, in England the government—a
board or committee is put together by
the government to evaluate the out-
comes of certain treatments.

Well, they have, for instance, if they
estimate in England that you are in
your last 6 months of life—and a can-
cer, for instance, a cancer treatment,
they might invest as much as $22,000 in
you, about what a used Honda would
be.

Well, I don’t think the American peo-
ple, I know the American people, I
know the American people in my dis-
trict, Madam Speaker, in your District,
are not ready to let the government de-
cide that your life and your family’s
life is worth that. So that is sort of, in
a nutshell, where we were or are in
Tennessee dealing with this.

There are a lot of other options out
there. I think these mandates for, in
this particular legislation which we
haven’t seen other than just a synopsis
of it, we haven’t seen the full legisla-
tion. And, of course, the devil is always
in the details.

So I want to sit here and look at the
American people and tell them that the
Doctors Caucus, the conservatives in
this House, I think both the Repub-
licans and the Democrats, want to be
sure that the patient and the doctor
are making those very important
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health care decisions and not the Fed-
eral Government.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I wanted to
bring out a point. I have got an article
here that came from Capitalism Maga-
zine. The title of the article is ‘‘Health
Care to Die for in Britain” by Ralph
Reiland, from February 6, 2005. I just
want to read a couple of points that
Mr. Reiland makes in this article.

He says, ““Among women with breast
cancer, for example, there’s a 46 per-
cent chance of dying from it in Britain,
versus a 25 percent chance in the
United States. ‘Britain has one of the
worst survival rates in the advanced
world,” writes Bartholomew, ‘and
America has the best.””

He is quoting an issue in the Spec-
tator Magazine, the British magazine,
where James Bartholomew was talking
about the British health care system.

The point of that, and the American
people, I hope, will understand as we
look at this, their single-payer sys-
tem—now, in Great Britain, if you are
extremely wealthy, you have to be ex-
tremely wealthy, you can buy private
health insurance. And we have seen a
lot of those people who are extremely
wealthy actually come to the United
States for their health care.

But unless you are extremely, ex-
tremely wealthy and you are in that
single-payer system—and that’s where
we are headed, in my belief, in the
United States—you have almost a half
chance, and that’s in a 5-year survival
rate in Great Britain, of dying, where
actually it’s less than 25 percent today
in America.

I think you have quoted some statis-
tics on breast cancer. Do you have
those at hand that you could give?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I do. When I
began my medical practice, we had the
same survival statistics that they did,
50 percent 30 years ago. In stage 1 dis-
ease now in America now it’s as high as
98 percent 5-year survival. So when the
patient comes to us, Dr. BROUN and
Madam Speaker, and they say, Dr. ROE,
what are my chances of living? I am go
going to look at that patient, I am
going to look at her and say, It may be
tough, you may have some down days,
you probably will, but you are going to
make it. You are going to be okay.

And we can provide that kind of hope
in this country for our patients. I look
at St. Jude’s Children’s Research Hos-
pital in Memphis where I was a medical
student, and when I first went there, 80
percent of children died of childhood
leukemias and cancers. Today, over 80
percent live.

I had one of the greatest evenings
this last Monday night of a young boy
I had delivered 16 years ago, and 2%
yvears ago his mother called me and
said, Dr. ROE, I am afraid my son has
cancer. And we were there for that 16th
birthday to celebrate. He is cancer free,
and that is a wonderful, wonderful
thing to celebrate. And my joy goes
out to that family and that commu-
nity. The whole community celebrated.
And that’s the kinds of things we have
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seen, I think, in America, with our
health care system.

And I think back, Dr. BROUN and
Madam Speaker, when I began my med-
ical practice, we had only five high
blood pressure medicines. Three of
them made you sicker than high blood
pressure did. Today, over 50. Anti-
biotics, there was one type of
cephalosporin antibiotic. Today, over
50.

We have all of the new robotic sur-
geries, laparoscopic surgeries that I
was able to do and privileged to do in
this Nation and provide everyone. I was
at a business meeting not long ago, a
year or so ago, and they said the health
care system, certainly there are ex-
cesses, we need to do a better job of
managing the system. They said, You
need to run this like Southwest Air-
lines. I said—well, I was in Washington
when I was told that. And I said, I will
tell you what we will do. We will go
over to Reagan National and we will
pick a guy up who lives under the
bridge there, a homeless person, and we
will show up at Southwest Airlines.
And I will go in my pocket, and I will
pull my credit card out and I will say,
here, I want to fly and the guy with me
can fly, but the man that has no money
can’t.

And in America, if we all three get in
there and go back to George Wash-
ington University’s emergency room,
day or night, 24 hours a day, 7 days a
week, regardless of your ability to pay,
in America we will take care of you.
Now is that the best way to do it, and
I would argue it is not. And that’s what
this debate should be about is how we
better use those resources.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Let’s make
this perfectly clear for Madam Speaker
and for the American public. You just
made a statement that I want to focus
upon. You say somebody could go to
the emergency room, and it’s really an
emergency room in the United States,
and they will get health care provided
to them; is that correct?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. That is cor-
rect.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. And there is
a Federal law actually called
EMTALA, the Emergency Medical
Treatment and Labor Act, that re-
quires emergency rooms to evaluate
and essentially treat everybody who
walks in the door, whether they can
pay or not, whether they are here le-
gally or not or any other way; is that
correct?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. That is cor-
rect.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. And then the
point I keep hearing, particularly from
those on the other side that want this
socialized medicine program, this
Washington-based, Washington bureau-
cratic administered health care sys-
tem, that everybody needs access to
health care.

But you just made a statement that
the American people need to under-
stand, and, Madam Speaker, I hope
that they will understand. Everybody
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in this country has access to health
care by walking into an emergency
room.

And the question is, really, where
people are going to get their health
care provided to them, who is going to
pay for it and what cost. Is that cor-
rect?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Yes. I know
that only you can show up at an emer-
gency at any time, but the only hos-
pital that I have had patients denied
care because of some bureaucratic
snafu, they didn’t qualify, was a gov-
ernment hospital, the VA. I have never
had a patient refused care that I have
taken care of if I said this patient has
to be in the hospital. Our problem is
not the quality of the care; it’s figuring
out a system to best pay for it. That’s
what we are dealing with here. And we
are not going to wrap this up and be
fair to the American people in 2 weeks.
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It’s too complicated. I was speaking
with a friend of mine this Monday in
Kingsport, Tennessee, Dr. Jerry Miller,
and he and I were in a very detailed
discussion about how complex when
you’re looking at home health care, ox-
ygen infusion, devices, occupational
therapy, physical therapy. All of that
goes with increasing and improving the
quality of your life. That’s what we’re
dealing with, an incredibly complex
system. And I don’t believe that the
government can best run this system. I
think that the private sector is much
more equipped to deal with new tech-
nologies.

I'll give you an example. I think if we
were waiting on the government to de-
velop a da Vinci robot, you wouldn’t be
having your da Vinci robotic surgery
right now.

We see radical prostatectomies for
prostate cancer that now are done in a
couple of hours or less with very mini-
mal blood loss. I mean, before radical
prostatectomies, it was several hun-
dred cc’s of blood. Now it may be 75 or
a 100 cc’s. Minimal blood loss. Patients
are leaving the hospital in a day or two
and resuming normal activities incred-
ibly fast.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Would the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I want to
interject here just a moment. With the
current technology we have on that
radical prostatectomy, as we call it in
medicine—taking the prostate out, all
the prostate out—in the past, when we
did it with the nonrobotic surgery, the
chances of that gentleman having to
wear a condom catheter because they
cannot control the urine and they just
have a constant leakage of urine out of
their bladder was very high compared

to today.
Their chances, if they’re a young
man, of having impotence prior to

that—in other words, they cannot per-
form sexually—was a pretty good
chance that they were going to have
problems with that. But with the
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robotic surgery, the incidence of impo-
tency, the incidence of incontinence,
which is where the urine leaks out, is
very low.

It’s because of that technology that
the development of that technology is
going to come to a screeching halt, 1
believe. Would you agree with that?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I would agree
with that. I think the biggest problem
you have when you don’t have enough
resources in the system to develop new
medications and new technologies, new
treatments, new pieces of equipment,
there’s no question that you freeze in
time where you are.

I recall it wasn’t a day that I would
go to the operating room that I
wouldn’t see somebody back in the sev-
enties getting operated on for an ulcer,
bleeding ulcer. It’s almost unheard of
now because of medical treatments and
other endoscopic treatment. You have
almost eliminated that very invasive
surgery. We certainly don’t want this
to slow down.

One of the things that I think we
value in America—I know we do—is we
value every human life. Every life has
great value here. And that’s one of the
things that I've seen in my practice.
Whether you are rich or you are poor,
you are valuable to the American peo-
ple and to the health care system. And
we’re going to take care of you.

Dr. BROUN, Madam Speaker, one of
the things that’s an untold problem in
the health care system is the avail-
ability of care—the accessibility of it, I
should say. In the next 10 years, 50 per-
cent of our registered nurses are able
to retire. Fifty percent. We need a mil-
lion more nurses by 2016. That’s only 7
years from now.

So we need to be encouraging young
people to go into these very needed spe-
cialties in medicine and as physicians.
We’re already behind the curve. In the
next 10 years we will have more physi-
cians retiring or dying than we’re pro-
ducing in this country. And the popu-
lation is growing and the baby boomers
are going to need more care. And guess
what we’re doing? We’re living longer
than we’ve ever lived in the history of
the world.

So we have a multiprong problem.
It’s not just that; it’s do we have ac-
cess. Am I going to be able to find a
nurse and a doctor to take care of me.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Well, you’re
exactly right, Dr. ROE. We have a crit-
ical shortage today of medical care
personnel, nurses and doctors, as
you’re saying. In fact, my alma mater,
the Medical College of Georgia in Au-
gusta, is starting to develop some sat-
ellite campuses to try to train more
physicians in the State of Georgia.

In fact, one is going to be opening
within the next 2 years in Athens,
Georgia, where the University of Geor-
gia is, near where I live. I live outside
of Athens in Watkinsville.

But we still are going to be behind
even with this new training. But what
I have seen, and I think Dr. ROE will
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probably corroborate this, is that we
have seen doctors stop taking Med-
icaid, stop taking Medicare because of
the poor reimbursement rates. And if
we go to this supposedly two systems
of one private and one public, as has
been projected by the leadership and
many people on the other side, what is
going to happen is that you’re going to
have, because of the very poor reim-
bursements rates, you’re going to have
hospitals fail; you’re going to have doc-
tors not take those patients on the
public plan. So that in itself is going to
take choices away. Plus, you’re going
to have a Washington bureaucrat tell-
ing the patient what medicines that
they can have.

You mentioned, Dr. ROE, just a mo-
ment ago about all the cephalosporins,
one of the powerful antibiotics. When
you and I came along—we were almost
contemporaries in medical school,
though you went to Tennessee and I
went to the Medical College of Geor-
gia—we had antibiotics that were very
limited.

We have got bacteria today—in fact,
a patient that’s very close to me per-
sonally has pseudomonas pneumonia.
When I went to medical school, that
patient would have died within a mat-
ter of weeks. She now has a PIC line.
She’s gotten IV antibiotics over and
over again. That’s not going to be
available to her in this new public-op-
tion plan, this government-run plan,
and she’s just going to die. She’s 85
years old. And she’s going to die. She’s
had this pneumonia for about 6 months
now. And she’s still living. When I was
in medical school, she would have died
within a matter of days.

Life is precious. Some would say,
Well, she’s 85 years of age; we should
just let her die. And that’s exactly
what’s going on in Canada and Great
Britain today. They don’t have the ap-
preciation of life as we do in our soci-
ety, evidently.

Dr. ROE, a lot of people are going to
die. This program, government option
that’s being touted as being this pan-
acea, the savior of allowing people to
have quality health care at an afford-
able price, is going to kill people.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Yes, sir.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I think,
Madam Speaker, what we need to do is
look at the problem we’re faced with.
What are people concerned with? Well,
affordability. Certainly, we’ve got to
deal with this.

Number two is accessibility. We have
talked about that somewhat. Thirdly,
when we have a job, our health insur-
ance is tied to our job. So we’re con-
cerned if I lose my employment, I lose
my job.

Do you need an entire government
takeover of medicine to address those
issues? No, you don’t. When you look
at portability, that’s certainly omne
thing that I think can be done with
very minimal government involve-
ment.
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I will give you another quick exam-
ple. Many of us have children. And
today is a very poor work environment.
So when you see young people come
out of college or out of high school
today, it’s very difficult for them in
this market to find a job.

But guess what happens to them
when they graduate from Rast Ten-
nessee State University or the Univer-
sity of Georgia, wherever, and there’s
no job available? They lose their health
insurance coverage. Why not just leave
them on their parents’ plan until
they’re 25 years old? It wouldn’t cost
the government a nickel.

Do you know how many people that
would cover, estimated, in this coun-
try? Seven million young people. And I
know for all three of my children, when
they got out of school, they all needed
help with their health insurance cov-
erage. I had to go out and buy a private
health insurance plan, which was not
tax deductible.

Another example I'll give you is my-
self. Last year, when I worked in my
medical practice, I provided health
benefits. That was one of the benefits
we have for our employees and for me.
I retired from my medical practice to
run for Congress. The next day, my
health premiums went up 33 percent
because they were no longer deduct-
ible.

That’s not expensive for the govern-
ment to do. Simply allow individuals
out there who want to purchase their
own private health insurance plan—if
you're a farmer or small business per-
son, let them deduct that exactly like
GE does, or any other large business

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. You made a
great point there. The vast majority of
employees in this country are employ-
ees of small businesses. The small busi-
nesses are having a hard time paying
these high premiums. And so if we
could just have some tax changes to
allow deductibility for the individual
or for the small business, which is not
in law today—it’s only the large busi-
nesses that can deduct and not pay
taxes on that benefit to their employ-
ees or the employee not have to pay
tax on that benefit. It’s only applicable
to large businesses.

Most people who are employed, most
of the uninsured in this country who
have a hard time affording it, most
small businesses who have a hard time
affording to pay for health insurance
for their employees are in that situa-
tion because it’s not deductible. And if
we made some tax changes to make it
deductible for everybody for their
health premium, that in itself would
take care of a lot of those people that
you were talking about earlier who are
not insured today?

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Yes, sir.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I would like
to know the logic. I haven’t had any-
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one yet since I've been in this body
give me the logic of why a corporation
with multiple assets is allowed to take
a—let’s say a small businessman. Let’s
take someone who is in a small land-
scaping business, who takes care of my
yvard—I should be mowing it myself—
but who takes care of my yard.

Why shouldn’t he be able to deduct as
an individual employer—he’s just got
himself, is all he works for—why can’t
he deduct his health insurance just like
General Motors does? I've never had
anyone yet explain to me. You could
help a tremendous number of people in
this country if we did that simple
thing.

I yield back.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Well, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. You’re ex-
actly right. I hear the majority Mem-
bers over and over again, many Mem-
bers of the Democratic side talk about
the Republican Party as the Party of
No, N-O, because we say ‘‘no’” to this
energy tax, ‘‘no’’—they’re going to ac-
cuse us of being the Party of No on this
health care reform bill that they’re
going to shove down our throats—down
the American people’s throats, this so-
cialistic, Washington government-
based, Washington bureaucratic-run
health care system. They’re going to
accuse of us being the Party of No, N-
0.

But I submit that the Republican
Party is the Party of Know, K-N-O-W,
because just that one point, if we
would make that one tax change, it
would pull into the insurance pool pri-
vately administered, no cost to the
taxpayer, no cost to our children and
grandchildren. It would not increase
the deficit. Bring in that one thing of a
tax policy change and it would ensure
on a private basis a lot of those people
who are uninsured today.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Would the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Yes, sir.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I would argue
that would even do more than that, be-
cause it would do just the opposite of
what the public plan will do. What it
will do is, if you make that available
where the uninsured can afford it to
this tax break, it will make less people
uninsured and therefore less cost-shift-
ing to the people who already have
health insurance.

I would argue it would do exactly the
opposite. I bet you if we try, it will
work immediately.

The challenge we have in a down
economy, there’s no question, is when
people lose their job, they lose their
health insurance. And it can’t be
COBRA. As you all know, Bill Gates
can’t afford COBRA, it’s so expensive.

We have to have a plan that is afford-
able for people when they’re unem-
ployed. That’s a real challenge, there’s
no question.

I yield back.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank Dr.
ROE for yielding back. In fact, I’'m de-
veloping a bill in my office right now
that will give patients the ownership of
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their health insurance, whether they
buy it themselves or whether it’s paid
for by their company. If the patient
owns the health insurance, that will
stop that portability problem because
the patient owns it; and if they leave
one job and go to another, they take
the insurance with them. That’s what
I'm talking about. We as Republicans
are the Party of Know because we
know how to make insurance portable.

We have numerous Members over on
our Republican side that are putting
together proposals that the American
people will never see. Why? Because
the leadership of this House will not
allow the American people to see my
bill or your bill, Mr. SHADEGG’s bill,
Mr. RYAN’s bill, the Health Working
Group of the Republican conference.

Bill after bill are being proposed to
be introduced that will never see the
light of day. The American people
won’t see it, the Members of this House
won’t see it, Members of Congress in ei-
ther House won’t see those. Why? Be-
cause the leadership of this House is
forcing in a dictatorial manner their
health care bill that’s going to destroy
the quality of health care.

O 1530

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I am going to
make an impassioned plea to the Amer-
ican people. A week ago we saw a cap-
and-trade tax here that was brought
before this House, not thoroughly vet-
ted, a very, very important issue, and
not read. Let me say this again—and I
get angry when I think about this,
something that affects every single
American. Not one Congressman of the
219 that voted for that ever read the
bill, and it will affect every American.
I want to challenge this body right
here and now not to bring a bill here in
2 weeks which no one has read, which
affects the most precious decision, the
care of you and your family and your
children, and you haven’t even read it.
The American people need to know
every dot and T in that bill before we
have the audacity to pass that bill on
to the U.S. Senate.

I yield back.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Dr. ROE, I
agree with you wholeheartedly. The
American people need to demand that
the bill be presented to the American
people so that they can understand
how it’s going to affect them because
it’s going to affect every single person.
There’s a lot of people who work for big
companies that say, Well, I've got good
insurance through my employer, and I
like it. Well, they need to understand
that they’re not going to be able to
keep it because in 5 years, whether
they are in a big multinational cor-
poration that’s paying for their health
insurance today, they’re going to be
forced out of that into their single-
payer government program where that
Washington bureaucrat is going to be
making their health care decisions.
That’s the first thing. Secondly, it’s
going to be extremely expensive for ev-
erybody. Government intrusion into
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the health care system is what’s driv-
ing up the cost. Dr. ROE and Madam
Speaker, let me give you a good exam-
ple that happened in my own medical
practice of how government intrusion
has affected the cost of insurance and
health care across the country, wheth-
er it’s government-paid health insur-
ance, such as Medicare, Medicaid or
SCHIP, or whether it’s private insur-
ance.

I was practicing in a one-man office.
I had three employees down in Amer-
icus, Georgia, and I had a small auto-
mated lab in my office. If a patient
came in to see me, a doctor, and they
had a red sore throat, they might have
white patches on their throat, they
were running a fever, coughing, and
aching all over, maybe their nose is
running, maybe they’re coughing up
some stuff, I, as a physician, knew that
they may have a bacterial infection or
they may have a viral infection or they
may even have allergies. An allergy
can actually show those same symptom
complexes. I was taught in medical
school not to abuse antibiotics because
the overprescription of antibiotics
causes a whole lot of problems for pa-
tients and causes a whole lot of in-
creased cost. Well, Congress passed a
bill called CLIA, the Clinical Labora-
tory Improvement Act, which basically
shut down my small automated lab
that had quality control. I wanted to
make sure that whenever I ran a test
that I had good, proper results. Well,
Congress passed a bill, the Clinical
Laboratory Improvement Act, CLIA,
that shut down my lab; and if a patient
came in with a red sore throat,
coughing or aching all over, I would do
a CBC, a complete blood count, to find
out if they had a bacterial infection
and, thus, needed antibiotics or had a
viral infection and did not need the ex-
pense or the exposure to those anti-
biotics. I charged $12 for that CBC.
CLIA shut down my lab. I had to send
patients over to the hospital. So they
had to drive from an office over there.
It took an hour or two to do all the pa-
perwork to get into the hospital and
have their blood drawn. Then they’d
come back to my office and sit and
wait, frequently for several hours be-
fore I got the results of the test back.
But I was charging $12 for that test,
CBC. It took 5 minutes to do. It is a
good quality control test, proper re-
sults, $12, 5 minutes. The hospital
charged $75, and it took 2 to 3 hours.
You take that one test. It jumped from
$12 to $75 for one test. What does that
do to costs for insurance across this
country? It markedly increases the
cost of everybody’s insurance and
makes it less affordable for everybody.
HIPAA—Ilet me bring another critter
out. I call CLIA and HIPAA and all
these things critters. I tell my con-
stituents in the 10th Congressional Dis-
trict of Georgia that if they see these
congressionally creative critters,
HIPAA, CLIA and all those other acro-
nyms, that they’d better hold onto
their wallets because it’s going to take
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a big bite out of their wallets. Well, the
Health Insurance Portability and Ac-
countability Act, HIPAA, was passed,
and it’s cost the health care system
billions of dollars and has not paid for
the first aspirin to treat the headaches
it’s created. It’s totally unneeded legis-
lation. So government intrusion into
the health care system has created this
mess of unaffordability, and the more
government intrusion we get into the
health care system, the less affordable
it’s going to be.

I will yield.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Just to am-
plify what you’ve said. Madam Speak-
er, years ago we had a test in our of-
fice, which we did about 10,000 of them
a year. We contacted a local patholo-
gist and said, We’d like to pay $10 for
this test; and they said, Well it’s
$100,000 of income. We’ll be glad to.
Well, we couldn’t do that because—
guess what—it was $56 less than what
Medicare paid. So we had to charge all
of our patients $15 for this test. So that
one little office, that one test ended up
costing our patients another $50,000 in
one medical practice in little old John-
son City, Tennessee. Now I’'ve seen that
already. You can amplify that across
the country, and you can imagine the
billions of dollars that are being wast-
ed because of a lack of competition in
the health care system.

I yield back.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Well, I thank
the gentleman for bringing that test
up. It’s just a good example of how gov-
ernment intrusion in the system cre-
ates higher costs for everybody, wheth-
er it’s a privately insured plan that a
patient has or whether it is the govern-
ment-insured plan that the patient has,
government involvement creates high-
er costs. And we know, at least on our
side, that we have some solutions. We
can literally lower the cost of health
care if we change health care tax pol-
icy and make it deductible for every-
body, if we allowed the patients to
have some input into how health care
decisions are made. In the plan that
I'm developing in our office, we have a
plan that would make patients be in
charge, whether they’re government
insured or not. We create a marked ex-
pansion of health savings accounts. We
need to have health savings accounts
for Medicare patients where the Medi-
care patients and the Medicaid patients
control that health savings account. It
seems as if some in this body have de-
cided it’s a God-given right for people
to own health insurance. Maybe it is. I
don’t know. I don’t find it in the Con-
stitution of the United States. And we
haven’t had that until Medicare came
along and then Medicaid, where gov-
ernment intrusion in the health care
system really has created this boon-
doggle that we have today. But govern-
ment intrusion already is rationing
care for my patients and yours. It’s al-
ready causing problems for patients to
find providers that will accept their in-
surance. It’s already causing the high
cost. It’s already causing rationing of
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care. And to go down this road that’s
going to create a bigger government in-
trusion, which is going to destroy the
quality of care, stop innovation, it’s
going to stop all of these life-saving
drugs and treatment modalities that
we see in the health care industry
today, it’s going to stop all of that be-
cause of that cost effectiveness that
the gentleman from Tennessee was
talking about.

I will yield.

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. I think the
thing that I want the American people
to understand is that for 30-something
years I have had to look at patients,
some who had health insurance and
some who we had to try to figure out,
How do we get this patient care? And
that is certainly a patient we want to
find out. We’re the ones who go to the
emergency room at 3 o’clock in the
morning and treat a sick child or see a
youngster who has a fractured arm or
whatever. We’'re the ones who provide
this and go out there along with the
other health care providers. We want a
way for that system to flourish as effi-
ciently and as cost effectively as we
can. And we can do this. We have solu-
tions out there. The solution is not the
government running your health care.
That will be a problem. It will be a
problem as far as innovation is con-
cerned, as you’ve pointed out. It will be
a problem as far as access is concerned.
Access is already a major problem that
we have to address.

I want to tell the American people—
I want you to be engaged in this, learn
about this. Call us. Tell us what you
think. One of the last patients that I
saw in my practice was a 60-something-
year-old woman who worked, who
didn’t have health insurance. And quite
frankly, that is a problem. She is 60
years old, just before Medicare. It’s
something that can be dealt with,
though, without a complete takeover
of the government health care system.
The people had better pay attention.
These next 2 weeks will be the most
critical debate about health care that’s
occurred in the last 45 years.

I yield back.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I appreciate
it. I want to ask the gentleman this:
During my three and a half decades-
plus of practicing medicine, I know in
my own medical practice, and I know
with colleagues that I've been associ-
ated with in Georgia, which is where 1
practiced medicine, that all of us have
given away our services and not gotten
paid. I don’t resent that. I don’t regret
that. It’s just part of what I did as a
family doctor. Now under Federal law
if I was accepting Medicare as a pre-
ferred provider, if somebody were to
come into my office to see me—I did a
full-time house call practice. I still
practice medicine. I still see patients
when I go home today. So I am still
practicing medicine. I am actively
practicing. But I don’t take Medicare
or Medicaid. I just see those patients
and treat them. If they pay me, great.
If they can’t, that’s great too. I don’t
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care. I went to medical school to serve
people. I think you did the same thing,
Dr. ROE. But under current Federal
law, if I were a physician that was a
preferred provider in the Medicare sys-
tem, and I had a young man, young
woman who came into my office, was
working, trying to make ends meet,
had a health care problem, and they
just could not afford to pay my bill, lit-
erally under the laws of this country
today if I told them, ‘“Don’t worry
about it. Don’t worry about it. I will
treat you for free,” as I've done to lit-
erally thousands of patients, given
away hundreds of thousands of dollars
of my services over my career prac-
ticing medicine. If I did that to one pa-
tient in the Medicare system, if they
knew about it, they could fine me for
every single Medicare claim I ever
made, ask for all that money back, and
can put me in jail for seeing a patient
for free. That’s inane. It’s absolutely
stupid. If we change how government
insurance is provided and get the Medi-
care, Medicaid, State Children’s Health
Insurance Program, all the government
insurers so that the patients own the
policy and the insurance is what it’s
supposed to be, to help those people
manage their finances, to help them
manage their expenses for their health
care that they purchase, that they go
see the doctor, go to the hospital, if we
could give them the ownership and give
them their rights to make those deci-
sions, then doctors could see patients
for free, if they needed to be. Doctors
could make those decisions; patients
could make those decisions; and that’s
what we want to do on our side. But
those philosophies are mnever, ever
going to come to this floor because the
leadership won’t allow it to happen. We
can literally lower—and I think by at
least a third to half of what the costs
are today for medicines, health insur-
ance, hospital bills, doctors’ bills, oxy-
gen, wheelchairs, all those things—we
can lower the cost of those things if
the Republicans’ proposals could ever
see the light of day and be passed into
law.
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I yield to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana.

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Speaker, I
think one of the things that Dr. BROUN
brings out so eloquently is that it is a
true privilege to do what we have done,
to practice medicine and try to heal
the sick and take care of those folks.
That is what we want to do, to be able
to continue to provide those services
where patients and doctors make those
decisions, not the government.

I yield back.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. I thank the
gentleman for yielding. We have just a
moment or two.

Madam Speaker, if I can speak to the
American public today, what I would
say to the American people is that
starting next week the majority is
going to force this health insurance re-
form down the throats of the American
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people. It is going to adversely affect
every single American. The American
people should stand up and say No, we
want transparency.

Madam Speaker, if I could speak to
every individual across this country, I
would tell the American people to get
on the phone, e-mail, fax, or visit your
Congressman, your U.S. Senator, and
say, Let’s slow this process down. Let’s
get it right. Let’s don’t hasten in this
process of trying to force something
down the throats of the American peo-
ple in the blackness of night where peo-
ple can’t see what’s going on. Let us
see, as Americans, what you are pro-
posing, so we can look at the bill, so we
can evaluate the bill, and so that
everybody’s voice across this country
can be heard.

The former U.S. Senator Everett
Dirksen once said that when he feels
the heat, he sees the light.

The American people, Madam Speak-
er, need to put the heat on every single
Member of Congress in the U.S. House
and the U.S. Senate by calling, writing,
faxing, e-mailing and visiting their of-
fices and say ‘‘no’ to this process of
not allowing people to read the bill.

The American people need to demand
that this health care policy be looked
at and be available for the American
people to evaluate and not be forced
down their throats like it is being done
today.

Not only that, Madam Speaker, I in-
vite the American people to call their
family and friends and ask them to do
the same thing. We have to light a
grass fire of grassroots support all
across this country to slow this process
down. Demand transparency. Demand
fairness. Demand openness. We are not
getting that today, Madam Speaker.
We have to demand it. The only way
that is going to happen is if the Amer-
ican people will stand up and say ‘‘no”’
and tell their Member of Congress, par-
ticularly here in this House, between
now and next Wednesday, they need to
tell their Congressman to stop this
process, allow fairness and allow trans-

parency.
Let’s have reform that makes sense.
Republicans want that. Democrats

want to have reform. But we don’t need
to do something that is going to break
the system, destroy the quality of
health care and be extremely expensive
for everybody. We need to say ‘‘no.”

————

OMISSION FROM THE CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD OF FRIDAY,
JUNE 19, 2009, AT PAGE HT7082

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The SPEAKER announced her signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of
the following titles:

S. 614. An Act to award a Congressional
Gold Medal to the Women Airforce Service
Pilots (“WASP”).

S. 615. An Act to provide additional per-
sonnel authorities for the special Inspector
General for Afghanistan Reconstruction. Re-
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ferred to homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. POLIS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PoLIs, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. BURTON of Indiana) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes,
July 13, 14, 15, 16 and 17.

Mr. REICHERT, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. JONES, for 5 minutes, July 17.

Mr. POE of Texas, for 5 minutes, July
17.

———
SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 1107. An act to amend title 28, United
States Code, to provide for a limited 6-month
period for Federal judges to opt into the Ju-
dicial Survivors’ Annuities System and begin
contributing toward an annuity for their
spouse and dependent children upon their
death, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

S. 1289. An act to improve title 18 of the
United States Code; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 48 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, July 13,
2009, at 12:30 p.m., for morning-hour de-
bate.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from
the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

2574. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Chlorantraniliprole; Pes-
ticide Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0770;
FRI1.-8413-6] received June 26, 2009, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

2575. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Triallate; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2008-0386; FRIL.-8421-2]
received June 22, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2576. A letter from the Secretary of the
Navy, Department of Defense, transmitting
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notification of both an Average Procurement
Unit Cost (APUC) and a Program Acquisition
Unit Cost (PAUC) breach for the enclosed
program, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2433(e)(1); to
the Committee on Armed Services.

2577. A letter from the Chief Counsel, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Changes
in Flood Elevation Determinations [Docket
ID: FEMA-2008-0020] received June 22, 2009,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

2578. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulatory Services, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Striving Readers — re-
ceived June 25, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

2579. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — New York: Final Authoriza-
tion of State Hazardous Waste Management
Program Revision [EPA-R02-RCRA-2009-0346;
FRL-8916-7] received June 26, 2009, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

2580. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Illi-
nois; Oxides of Nitrogen Regulations, Phase
II [EPA-R05-OAR-2007-1131; FRL-8921-5] re-
ceived June 22, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

2581. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Ten-
nessee; Approval of Revisions to the Knox
County Portion [EPA-R04-OAR-2008-0676-
200820 (a); FRL-8903-6] received June 22, 2009,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

2582. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Protection of Stratospheric
Ozone: Allocation of Essential Use Allow-
ances for Calendar Year 2009 [EPA-HQ-OAR-
2008-0503; FRI1.-8922-7] received June 22, 2009,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

25683. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Regulations of Fuels and
Fuel Additives: Modifications to Renewable
Fuel Standard Program Requirements [EPA-
HQ-0AR-2005-0161; FRIL1.-8922-6] received June
22, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

2584. A letter from the Deputy Director,
Defense Security Cooperation Agency, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting Trans-
mittal No. 09-31, pursuant to section 36(b)(1)
of the Arms Export Control Act, as amended,
Transmittal No. 09-31; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

2585. A letter from the Acting Director, De-
fense Security Cooperation Agency, Depart-
ment of Defense, transmitting Transmittal
No. 09-26, pursuant to the reporting require-
ments of Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Export
Control Act, as amended; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

2586. A letter from the Federal Co-Chair-
man, Delta Regional Authority, transmit-
ting in compliance with the Accountability
for Tax Dollars Act of 2002 (ATDA), a copy of
the Authority’s Audited Financial State-
ments for FY 2008; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

2587. A letter from the President, Federal
Home Loan Bank of Cincinnati, transmitting
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the 2008 management report and statements
on system of internal controls of the Federal
Home Loan Bank of Cincinnati, pursuant to
31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform.

2588. A letter from the Acting Deputy As-
sistant Administrator, Bureau for Legisla-
tive and Public Affairs, United States Agen-
cy for International Development, transmit-
ting the Agency’s report on the amount of
acquisitions made from entities that manu-
facture the articles, materials, or supplies
outside the United States in Fiscal Year
2008; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

2589. A letter from the Chief Financial Offi-
cer, Library of Congress, transmitting ac-
tivities of the United States Capitol Preser-
vation Fund for the six-month period which
ended on March 31, 2009, pursuant to 40
U.S.C. 188a-3; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration.

25690. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary, Land and Minerals Management,
Department of the Interior, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Required Fees for
Mining Claims or Sites [LLWO03200000-
1.1999000.PP0000] (RIN: 1004-AE09) received
June 24, 2009, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

2591. A letter from the Administrator, Of-
fice of Policy Development and Research,
ETA, Department of Labor, transmitting the
Department’s final rule — Temporary Em-
ployment of H-2A Aliens in the United
States (RIN: 1205-AB55) received June 19,
2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

2592. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting report on the Secretary of
State’s decision to designate an entity and
its aliases as a ‘‘foreign terrorist organiza-
tion”’, pursuant to Section 219 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (INA), as
amended (8 U.S.C. 1189); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

2693. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Credit Union Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final rule
— Civil Monetary Penalty Inflation Adjust-
ment — received June 22, 2009, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

2594. A letter from the Deputy, Regulations
and Security Standards, Department of
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — False Statements
Regarding Security Background Checks
[Docket No.: TSA-2008-0011] (RIN: 1625-AA65)
received June 23, 2009, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Homeland
Security.

2595. A letter from the Secretary of En-
ergy, Department of Energy, transmitting
the Department’s report to Congress con-
cerning the Mixed Oxide (MOX) Fuel Fab-
rication Facility being constructed at the
Department’s Savannah River Site near
Aiken, South Carolina, pursuant to 50 U.S.C.
4306(A)(3); jointly to the Committees on
Armed Services and Energy and Commerce.

2596. A letter from the General Counsel, Of-
fice of Compliance, transmitting the Office’s
biennial report entitled ‘‘Report on Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Act Inspections”
conducted during the 110th Congress and pur-
suant to the Congressional Accountability
Act of 1995; jointly to the Committees on
Education and Labor and House Administra-
tion.

——————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
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for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 860. A bill to reauthorize the
Coral Reef Conservation Act of 2000, and for
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept.
111-196). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 129. A bill to authorize the con-
veyance of certain National Forest System
lands in the Los Padres National Forest in
California; with an amendment (Rept. 111-
197). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 1442. A bill to provide for the
sale of the Federal Government’s rever-
sionary interest in approximately 60 acres of
land in Salt Lake City, Utah, originally con-
veyed to the Mount Olivet Cemetery Asso-
ciation under the Act of January 23, 1909;
with an amendment (Rept. 111-198). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the union.

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 409. A bill to provide for the
conveyance of certain Bureau of Land Man-
agement land in the State of Nevada to the
Las Vegas Motor Speedway, and for other
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 111-199).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the union.

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 509. A bill to reauthorize the
Marine Turtle Conservation Act of 2004; with
an amendment (Rept. 111-200). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr. RAHALL: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 2188. A bill to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior, through the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service, to conduct
a Joint Venture Program to protect, restore,
enhance, and manage migratory bird popu-
lations, their habitats, and the ecosystems
they rely on, through voluntary actions on
public and private lands, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 111-201).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

Mr. SERRANO: Committee on Appropria-
tions. H.R. 3170. A bill making appropria-
tions for financial services and general gov-
ernment for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other purposes (Rept.
111-202). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself and
Mr. LYNCH):

H.R. 3167. A bill to allow mail carriers to
serve in temporary enumerator positions in
connection with the 2010 decennial census; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself,
Mr. WALDEN, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. POLIS,
Mr. IsSA, and Mr. MATHESON):

H.R. 3168. A bill to provide for duty-free
treatment of certain recreational perform-
ance outerwear, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in
addition to the Committee on Science and
Technology, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. SCALISE:

H.R. 3169. A bill to require the Secretary of

the Army to carry out a study to determine
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the most effective manner by which to carry
out the Lake Pontchartrain flood control
project, to authorize the Secretary of the
Army to construct a new pumping station at
Lake Pontchartrain, Louisiana, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. BACA:

H.R. 3171. A bill to help stabilize and re-
store the economy by providing for greater
access to credit for the underbanked, the
unbanked, and consumers with low credit
scores through the establishment of bridging
bank depository institutions, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Financial
Services, and in addition to the Committee
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself and Mr.
TANNER):

H.R. 3172. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for advanced
illness care management services for Medi-
care beneficiaries, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committee on Ways
and Means, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mrs. BIGGERT (for herself, Mr.
EHLERS, Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mrs.
BONO MACK, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
SCHOCK, Mr. DENT, Mr. SOUDER, Mr.
LANCE, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. SHIMKUS,
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. KIRK,
Mr. LEE of New York, and Mr.
CULBERSON):

H.R. 3173. A bill to amend section 42 of title
18, United States Code, to prohibit the im-
portation and shipment of certain species of
carp; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. HERGER, Mr. GARY G.
MILLER of California, Mr. POE of
Texas, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. ROE of Ten-
nessee, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas,
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr.
MILLER of Florida, Mr. GINGREY of
Georgia, Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey,
Mr. HOEKSTRA, and Mr. SMITH of
Texas):

H.R. 3174. A bill to provide that only cer-
tain forms of identification of individuals
may be accepted by the Federal Government
and by financial institutions; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form, and in addition to the Committee on
Financial Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida:

H.R. 3175. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Agriculture to convey to Miami-Dade Coun-
ty certain federally owned land in Florida,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself and Mr.
SULLIVAN):

H.R. 3176. A bill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to require Medicaid cov-
erage of professional medical services of op-
tometrists; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California
(for herself, Mr. INGLIS, Ms. BALDWIN,
Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. CALVERT, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr.
FOSTER, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. HOLT, Mr.
HoNDA, Mr. INSLEE, Mr. DANIEL E.
LUNGREN of California, Mr.
MCNERNEY, and Mr. OLVER):
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H.R. 3177. A bill to promote the develop-
ment of practical fusion energy, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Science
and Technology.

By Ms. MARKEY of Colorado (for her-
self, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. GRAYSON,
Mr. PAUL, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of
Florida, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. BRIGHT,
and Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona):

H.R. 3178. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow the expensing of
certain real property; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. PAULSEN:

H.R. 3179. A bill to amend the Emergency
Economic Stabilization Act of 2008 to require
the Special Inspector General for the Trou-
bled Asset Relief Program to include the ef-
fect of the Troubled Asset Relief Program on
small businesses in the oversight, audits, and
reports provided by the Special Inspector
General, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Mr. PERRIELLO:

H.R. 3180. A Dbill to establish the National
Advisory Committee on Rural Education in
the Department of Education; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. SABLAN (for himself, Mr.
ABERCROMBIE, Ms. BORDALLO, Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA,

Mr. FATTAH, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HARE,
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, Mr. PIERLUISI,
Mr. PoLIsS, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Ms.
TITUS, Ms. WOOLSEY, and Mr. WU):

H.R. 3181. A bill to amend the Workforce
Investment Act of 1998 to permit the estab-
lishment of Jobs Corps centers in territories
of the United States; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself and
Mrs. EMERSON):

H. Con. Res. 164. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the 40th anniversary of the Food
and Nutrition Service of the Department of
Agriculture; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. DELAHUNT (for himself and
Mr. ROHRABACHER):

H. Res. 624. A resolution condemning all
violent repression by the Government of the
People’s Republic of China of peaceful
Uighur protests; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS (for
herself, Mr. LARSEN of Washington,
Mr. INSLEE, and Mr. REICHERT):

H. Res. 625. A resolution recognizing and
commending the 2009 National Veterans
Wheelchair Games, to be held in Spokane,
Washington, July 13 through 18, 2009; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. DAVIS of Alabama:

H. Res. 626. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
Members of Congress who participate in the
Federal Employees Health Benefits Program
(FEHBP) should be automatically enrolled in
the public plan; to the Committee on House
Administration, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. SMITH of Washington (for him-
self, Mr. DICKS, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. REICHERT, Mrs.
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Mr. BAIRD, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. HASTINGS of Wash-
ington, and Mr. INSLEE):

H. Res. 627. A resolution honoring the cit-
izen-soldiers of the National Guard of the
State of Washington, including the 81st Bri-
gade Combat Team (Heavy) of the Wash-
ington Army National Guard; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.
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By Mr. DREIER (for himself and Mr.
KUCINICH):

H. Res. 628. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the United States should pursue the global
elimination of obstacles to the proliferation
of technologies and services that science has
proven are necessary to address the most
pressing environmental problems of our
time; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H. Res. 629. A resolution recognizing the
accomplishments of the U.S. General Serv-
ices Administration since its creation in 1949
for providing policy leadership and expertly
managed space, products, services, and solu-
tions, at the best value, to enable Federal
employees to accomplish their missions; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mr. DELAHUNT (for himself, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. MARKEY of Massachu-
setts, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. FARR, Mr.
OBERSTAR, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. FILNER, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms. BALDWIN):

H. Res. 630. A resolution condemning the
June 28, 2009, coup d’etat in Honduras, call-
ing for the reinstatement of President Jose
Manuel Zelaya Rosales, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas (for
himself, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. ED-
WARDS of Texas, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr.
OLSON, and Mr. ROTHMAN of New Jer-
sey):

H. Res. 631. A resolution congratulating
Continental Airlines on its 75th Anniversary;
to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology.

By Mr. MELANCON:

H. Res. 632. A resolution congratulating
Jockey Calvin Borel for his victory at the
135th Kentucky Derby; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

By Mr. SIRES (for himself, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. MILLER of
North Carolina, Mr. WEXLER, Mr.
CARNAHAN, Mr. MEEKS of New York,
Mr. CosTA, Mr. ELLISON, and Mr.
HARE):

H. Res. 633. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of the United Nations Office
on Sport for Development and Peace; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

————

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,

Mr. DUNCAN introduced a bill (H.R. 3182)
for the relief of Hotaru Nakama Ferschke;
which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 155: Mr. SMITH of Texas and Mrs. BONO
Mack.

H.R. 156: Mr. GRIFFITH.

H.R. 275: Mr. CARDOZA.

H.R. 276: Mr. MCCOTTER.

H.R. 442: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan.

H.R. 450: Mr. PRICE of Georgia and Mr.
DEAL of Georgia.

H.R. 481: Mr. WALZ.

H.R. 621: Ms. MARKEY of Colorado, Ms.
BALDWIN, Mr. BIsHOP of New York, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Mr. WEINER, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New
York, Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. PALLONE, Ms.
CLARKE, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
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Texas, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. GRAYSON, Ms.
WATSON, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. KILDEE, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. LYNCH, Ms. WATERS, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. KIND, Mr.
DEFAZIO, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr.
TAYLOR, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. POMEROY, Mr.
PENCE, Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, Mr.
DONNELLY of Indiana, Mr. MATHESON, Mr.
TANNER, Mr. BACA, Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee,
Mr. HELLER, Mr. TERRY, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
BARTON of Texas, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr.
CHAFFETZ, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr.
BAIRD, Mr. POSEY, Mr. PITTS, Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Mr. MicA, Mr.
ENGEL, and Mr. INGLIS.

H.R. 622: Ms. KosMAS and Mr. HASTINGS of
Washington.

H.R. 678: Mr. ISRAEL.

. 682: Mr. KUCINICH.
. 734: Mr. FOSTER and Mr. CONYERS.
. 897: Mr. PAULSEN and Mr. GOODLATTE.
. 932: Ms. SCHWARTZ.
.R. 936: Mr. RUSH.

H.R. 950: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia and Mr.
SALAZAR.

H.R. 1017: Mr. ROONEY.

R. 1024: Mr. INSLEE.
. 1064: Mr. LEVIN.
. 1159: Mr. KING of New York.
. 1173: Mr. COBLE.

H.R. 1177: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina,
Mr. MICHAUD, and Mr. BURTON of Indiana.

H.R. 1179: Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland, Mr.
PRICE of North Carolina, and Mr. SCOTT of
Virginia.

H.R. 1197: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina.

H.R. 1207: Mr. MELANCON, Mr. BAIRD, Mr.
Bi1sHOP of New York, and Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-
BALART of Florida.

H.R. 1215: Mr. MORAN of Virginia and Mr.
JACKSON of Illinois.

H.R. 1255: Mr.
NEUGEBAUER.

H.R. 1283: Ms. WATERS, Mr. MAFFEI, Mr.
MOLLOHAN, and Mr. CLYBURN.

H.R. 1293: Mr. LAMBORN.

H.R. 1339: Ms. RICHARDSON.

H.R. 1347: Mr. HOLT.

H.R. 1361: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California
and Mr. KUCINICH.

H.R. 1389: Mr. KING of New York.

H.R. 1392: Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 1428: Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. SCHAUER, and
Mr. GRIFFITH.

H.R. 1454: Mr. ROSKAM.

H.R. 1458: Mr. COHEN and Mr. RUSH.

H.R. 1485: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.

H.R. 1547: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama and Mr.
CARNEY.

H.R. 1548: Mr. REHBERG, and Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 1549: Mr. PoLIS and Mr. KENNEDY.

H.R. 1557: Mr. PITTS and Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 1612: Mr. DICKS, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, Ms. EsHOO, Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina, and Mr. JACKSON of Illinois.

H.R. 1616: Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. VELAZQUEZ,
and Mr. WELCH.

H.R. 1618: Mr. FARR, Mr. COSTELLO, Mr.
GALLEGLY, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. AKIN.

H.R. 1633: Mr. REHBERG.

H.R. 1643: Mr. ORTIZ.

H.R. 1677: Mr. MARSHALL.

H.R. 1678: Mr. MICHAUD.

H.R. 1682: Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 1708: Mr. HALL of New York.

H.R. 1744: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr.
HARE, Mr. FORBES, and.Mr. SHUSTER.

H.R. 1751: Mr. DELAHUNT.

H.R. 1800: Mr. HONDA.

H.R. 1826: Mrs. MALONEY.

H.R. 1835: Mr. CARTER.

H.R. 1868: Mr. SHADEGG.

H.R. 1870: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 1881: Mr. COSTELLO.

H.R. 1894: Mr. KISSELL.

H.R. 1981: Mr. FORBES.

H.R. 2000: Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia, Mr.
SCHOCK, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
TIERNEY, Mr. PALLONE, and Mr. FARR.

ALEXANDER and Mr.
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H.R. 2017: Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. ROGERS of
Kentucky, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. THORNBERRY,
Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART
of Florida, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON
of Texas.

H.R. 2057: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California
and Mr. HINCHEY.

H.R. 2060: Mr. OLVER.

H.R. 2067: Mr. MEEKS of New York.

H.R. 2068: Mr. DENT.

H.R. 2097: Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. KISSELL, Mr.
TEAGUE, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. SCHAUER,
Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr.
MEEK of Florida, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. LEWIS of
Georgia, Mr. HODES, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. CLARKE,
Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. WALZ, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr.
BECERRA, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. DOYLE, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. BUTTERFIELD,
Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. SPEIER,
Mr. SESTAK, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. LARSEN of
Washington, Mr. ALTMIRE, Mr. BISHOP of New
York, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. STU-
PAK, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas,
Ms. RICHARDSON, Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia,
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. DINGELL, Mr.
PETRI, Mr. PENCE, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. WAMP,
Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr.
HENSARLING, Mr. LINDER, Ms. GINNY BROWN-
WAITE of Florida, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. WA-
TERS, Mr. SKELTON, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. PETERS,
Mr. TONKO, Mr. HIMES, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr.
WEXLER, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Ms. KILROY, Mr. MAFFEI, Ms. SUTTON,
Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Ms. KOSMAS, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. TiMm
MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Ms. TSONGAS, Mrs.
HALVORSON, Ms. TITUS, Mrs. MCCARTHY of
New York, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr.
MILLER of North Carolina, Mr. PoLiS, Mr.
ANDREWS, Mr. STEARNS, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr.
SIMPSON, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. NUNES,
Mr. McCOTTER, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. MIicA, Mr.
CASTLE, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. AKIN,
Mr. FORBES, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. WHITFIELD,
Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. JONES, Mr.
FORTENBERRY, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. SCALISE,
Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. COLE, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Illinois, Mr. KING of New York, Mr.
DELAHUNT, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. GINGREY of
Georgia, Mr. KIND, Mr. DENT, Ms. GIFFORDS,
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. BURTON of In-
diana, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. CARTER, Mr.
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.
TURNER, Mr. IssA, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr.
MCCLINTOCK, Mr. SHADEGG, Ms. FOXX, Mr.
ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. WESTMORELAND,
Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr.
KLINE of Minnesota, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
REICHERT, Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mrs. BIGGERT,
Mr. ROSKAM, Mrs. LuMMIS, and Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 2102: Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. CLAY, and
Mr. LANGEVIN.
H.R. 2105: Mr.

.R. 2106: Mr.
2119: Mr. WOLF.

. 2139: Mr. YARMUTH.

.R. 2160: Mr. Wu.

H.R. 2178: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. MEEKS of New
York, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. PAUL,
and Ms. CLARKE.

H.R. 2194: Mr. NUNES, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
COURTNEY, Mr. POSEY, Mrs. EMERSON, Ms.
JENKINS, Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. SHIMKUS,
Mr. LINDER, Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina,
Ms. MARKEY of Colorado, and Ms. KOSMAS.

H.R. 2227: Mr. DAVIS of Alabama.

H.R. 2246: Mr. BOOZMAN.

H.R. 2254: Mr. SALAZAR and Mrs. EMERSON.

H.R. 2271: Mr. WU.

H.R. 2287: Mr. GOODLATTE.

H.R. 2296: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr.
COFFMAN of Colorado, and Mr. GUTHRIE.

H.R. 2314: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 2324: Mr. STARK, Mr. NADLER of New
York, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Ms. McCoLLUM, and
Mr. ACKERMAN.

MORAN of Kansas.
MORAN of Kansas.

T
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H.R. 2349: Mr. DRIEHAUS.

H.R. 2363: Mr. HoLT, Mr. OLVER, and Mr.
ELLISON.

H.R. 2378: Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana.

H.R. 2448: Mr. HINCHEY.

H.R. 2518: Mr. INGLIS.

H.R. 2542: Mr. MICA.

H.R. 2567: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas.

H.R. 2575: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 2684: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr.
CONAWAY.

H.R. 2605: Mr. MORAN of Kansas.

H.R. 2625: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 2626: Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.

H.R. 2632: Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. ALTMIRE, Ms.
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr.
CARNEY, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. LIN-
COLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida, and Mr. SMITH
of Texas.

H.R. 2697: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 2743: Mr. BARTON of Texas, Ms. ED-
WARDS of Maryland, Mr. MIcA, Ms. BALDWIN,
Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. LANCE, Mr. SCHIFF, and
Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 2746: Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. MURTHA, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. CLEAVER, and Mr. ScOTT of Geor-

gia.

H.R. 2770: Mr. COURTNEY and Mr. LAMBORN.

H.R. 2796: Mr. BARTON of Texas.

H.R. 2811: Ms. HIRONO.

H.R. 2852: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H.R. 2882: Ms. WOOLSEY and Mr. PASTOR of
Arizona.

H.R. 2910: Mr. PETRI.

H.R. 2920: Mr. D1cks and Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 2963: Mr. NYE, Mr. BACA, Mr. DAVIS of
Tennessee, and Mr. MILLER of North Caro-
lina.

H.R. 2969: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 2982: Mr. BARTLETT.

H.R. 3001: Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 3006: Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H.R. 3012: Mr. KENNEDY
CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 3015: Mr. CULBERSON.

H.R. 3017: Mr. PASTOR of Arizona and Mr.
BISHOP of New York.

H.R. 3040: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia.

H.R. 3042: Mr. NADLER of New York and Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 3044: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr.
DAVIS of Tennessee, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. MCCAR-
THY of California, and Mr. GERLACH.

H.R. 3047: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois and Mr.
BRADY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 3109: Mr. FILNER, Mr. ORTIZ, and Mr.
REYES.

H.R. 3119: Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 3141: Ms. FALLIN.

H.R. 3147: Mr. CARNAHAN.

H. Con. Res. 16: Mr. FLEMING.

H. Con. Res. 87: Mr. OLVER and Mr. POE of
Texas.

H. Con. Res. 121: Mr. DEAL of Georgia.

H. Con. Res. 144: Mr. PRICE of North Caro-
lina, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of Florida,
Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. TEAGUE, Mr. MCNERNEY,
Mr. NADLER of New York, Mr. TIBERI, Ms.
PINGREE of Maine, and Mr. ABERCROMBIE.

H. Con. Res. 1566: Mr. BERMAN.

H. Con. Res. 163: Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. FILNER, and
Mr. KANJORSKI.

H. Res. 93: Mr. MINNICK and Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ of California.

H. Res. 175: Mr. KILDEE.

H. Res. 402: Mr. FORTENBERRY.

H. Res. 409: Mrs. MYRICK.

H. Res. 433: Mr. KENNEDY.

H. Res. 441: Mr. REYES, Mr. RANGEL, Mr.
OBERSTAR, Mr. ToONKO, Ms. FoxX, and Mr.
LATHAM.

H. Res. 487: Mr. DINGELL, Mr. EHLERS, Mr.
McCAuL, Mr. CAMP, Mr. CONYERS, and Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan.

H. Res. 496: Mr. GALLEGLY.

and Mrs.
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H. Res. 531: Mr. KIRK.

H. Res. 555: Ms. HARMAN, Mr. BERMAN, Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas,
Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. Ross, Mr. CROWLEY,
Mr. MCMAHON, Mr. GORDON of Tennessee, Mr.
GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. MANZULLO,
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of California, Ms.
ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. WEINER, Mr. SHERMAN,
Mr. COSTA, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. ELLISON, Ms.
LEE of California, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. SCOTT of
Georgia, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. SNY-
DER, Mr. GRAYSON, Ms. WATSON, Mr. TANNER,
Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. INSLEE, Ms. WOOLSEY,
Mr. WEXLER, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr.
MORAN of Virginia, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of
California, Mr. INGLIS, Mr. TOWNS, and Mr.
PASCRELL.

H. Res. 558: Mr. HONDA.
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H. Res. 561: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. TOWNS, Mr.
ARCURI, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. KING of New
York, Mrs. HALVORSON, Mr. POMEROY, Mr.
PrRICE of North Carolina, Mr. TONKO, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. LEE of New York,
and Mr. HIMES.

H. Res. 562: Mr. DENT, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr.
TOwWNS, Mr. ARCURI, Mr. LEE of New York,
Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. KING of New York, Mr.
HIGGINS, Mr. TONKO, Mrs. HALVORSON, Mr.
POMEROY, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, and
Mr. HIMES.

H. Res. 563: Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. TOWNS, Mr.
ARCURI, Mr. LEE of New York, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. KING of New York, Mrs.
HALVORSON, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina, Mr. TONKO, Ms. WASSERMAN
SCHULTZ, and Mr. HIMES.

H. Res. 574: Mr. GRIJALVA and Ms. JACKSON-
LEE of Texas.

H. Res. 577: Mr. RADANOVICH and Mr. HILL.
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H. Res. 590: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey.

H. Res. 613: Mr. WOLF, Mr. LARSON of Con-
necticut, and Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS.

H. Res. 615: Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr.
MILLER of Florida, and Mr. CANTOR.

H. Res. 619: Mr. HOEKSTRA.

———

DISCHARGE PETITIONS—
ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS

The following Members added their
names to the following discharge peti-
tion:

Petition 3 by Mr. LaTOURETTE on House
Resolution 359: Tim Murphy, Ed Whitfield,
Cathy McMorris Rodgers, Lamar Smith, Na-
than Deal, Roy Blunt, Michele Bachmann,
Mark E. Souder, and Michael N. Castle.
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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable JEFF
MERKLEY, a Senator from the State of
Oregon.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Help us, O Lord, to run when we can,
to walk when we ought, and to wait
when we must.

Today, give wisdom to our law-
makers. May they leave undone that
for which they are not ready as they
open their minds to discern Your will.
Lord, help them to not pray for tasks
fitted for their strength but for
strength which fits them for their
tasks. Conform their lives more and
more to Your likeness. Continue to lift
the light of Your countenance upon
them and fill them with Your peace.

We pray in Your Holy Name. Amen.

——

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable JEFF MERKLEY led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

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

———

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. BYRD).

The bill clerk read the following let-
ter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, July 10, 2009.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable JEFF MERKLEY, a Sen-
ator from the State of Oregon, to perform
the duties of the Chair.

ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.

Senate

Mr. MERKLEY thereupon assumed
the chair as Acting President pro tem-
pore.

——————

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized.
———
SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following
leader remarks, there will be a period
for the transaction of morning busi-
ness. Senators will be allowed to speak
for up to 10 minutes each. There will be
no rollcall votes during today’s session
of the Senate.

———

HEALTH CARE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, many
Americans are fortunate to have health
insurance to help them pay for their
prescriptions, treatments, or even doc-
tor visits. Like any kind of insurance,
we hope we never have to use it, but it
is comforting to know it is there. But
what happens if the system designed to
give us that sense of security and sta-
bility is not itself secure or stable?
Where does one turn when that cer-
tainty is taken away? That is the fear
too many middle-class families in
America have. They see the jobs
around them disappear. For some, one
of those jobs may be their own job.
They see their paychecks get smaller,
or they struggle each week because
that paycheck simply does not go far
enough. They may have insurance
today, but they don’t know if they will
be able to say the same tomorrow.

Too many families in the greatest
country and the largest economy in the
world, by far, live just one illness or
one accident or one pink slip away
from losing that sense of security—
their health insurance.

Far too many families have to make
a decision when their children get sick:

Do they buy them new school supplies
or do they buy them clothes? Do they
buy some extra groceries for the family
or are they going to be able to take
them to the doctor? As I say, do they
get them new clothes when they grow
out of their old ones or do they get the
treatment they need to stay healthy or
even to get healthy? Far too many
hard-working Americans have to make
a choice when their doctor gives them
a prescription for chronic illness, or
what insurance companies like to call
a preexisting condition. Do they get
that medicine or do they add that little
piece of paper to a top of a mounting
pile of bills they cannot afford to pay?
What about small businesses, those
entrepreneurs in big cities and small
towns that innovate, invent, and fuel
our economy? They do have a choice to
make. Do they hire new employees? Do
they lay off more hard-working Ameri-
cans or do they just simply cancel
their health insurance for their em-
ployees because it is too expensive?
Businessmen and businesswomen do
not have a lack of insurance because
they are cheap or they do not care
about their employees, they do not
have health insurance because they
cannot afford it. It is too expensive.
Taking your child to the doctor, fill-
ing a prescription, and giving your
workers health insurance should not
have to be choices. They should not
end in question marks. That is exactly
why we are working to bring stability
and security back to health -care.
Health care reform means making sure
every American can afford access and
care. Reform means making sure that
if you lose your job, your health care
will not go with the job you have lost.
It means if you change jobs, your
health care stays with you. Reforming
health care means that if your mother
had breast cancer or you had minor
surgery last year or your kid gets al-
lergies every spring, your insurance
company cannot say: I am sorry, you
are just too much of a risk for us to

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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cover anymore. Health care reform
means lowering the cost of care and
keeping it low. It means improving the
quality of care you get and keeping the
quality high. It means that premiums
you pay every month will not go up
just because your insurance company
feels as if they should.

Senator PATTY MURRAY of Wash-
ington told a story. I was at an event
with her yesterday. She got up yester-
day morning to find in the Washington
press an insurance company that in-
sures 135,000 Washingtonians will have
a 17.5-percent increase immediately in
their health insurance premiums. That
is an average. Some are higher, some
are lower. Reform means the premiums
you pay every month will not go up
just because your insurance company
feels like it. It means keeping costs
stable so the price of staying healthy
does not fluctuate like a gallon of gas.
It not only means making sure you can
keep going to your family doctor or
keep your health care plan if you like
it but also that you can afford to do so.

No one can predict when the next ac-
cident might come, when one might get
laid off. We don’t know when we will
get sick or when one of our loved ones
will get sick. But we can put people in
control of their own health care.

A doctor’s first job when someone
comes into the emergency room is to
stabilize the patient. When it comes to
addressing the emergency care in our
health system, our job is to do the
same—stabilize it. We have to cure the
uncertainty in health care. We must fix
our broken health care system so that
when you open your medicine cabinet,
you can be certain the prescription you
need to get better will be there. When
you open your wallet, you should be
certain you can afford to go to the doc-
tor. And when you open that small
business in your hometown, you can be
certain you can hire employees to grow
your company, put your ideas into mo-
tion, realize your American dream, and
have your employees covered with
health insurance.

The status quo is ruining our coun-
try’s financial stability. Right now,
one-sixth of every dollar spent in
America goes for health care. If we do
not change this, by the year 2020—that
is a little over 10 years away—it will be
35 cents of every dollar spent will be on
health care. It will bankrupt our coun-
try. We must change this.

I ask my Republican colleagues:
Let’s not make this a partisan issue.
Let’s work together. That is why I so
appreciated a number of valiant Repub-
licans on the Finance Committee
working together to try to come up
with a health care plan that can be
supported by Democrats and Repub-
licans in the Senate. We can do it
alone. Democrats can do it alone. We
do not want to do it alone because it
would be under something we call rec-
onciliation, and it changes the rules.
And instead of being able to do a large
amount of health care, we are only
going to be able to do a little health

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

care. We want to work with our Repub-
lican colleagues. This is not a partisan
issue. People losing their health care
are not Democrats, Republicans, or
Independents; they are Americans,
whether from the State of Oregon or
the State of Nevada.

The Presiding Officer represents the
State of Oregon. There is extremely
high unemployment in Oregon, higher
than in Nevada, and we are over 11 per-
cent. In 1 month, we went from 10.4
percent to 11.3 percent unemployment.
So the people losing their jobs, losing
their health care in Oregon and Nevada
and all the rest of the States are not
partisans. They want something done
to restore their jobs, to get them new
jobs, and to give them health insur-
ance, if they do not have it, and make
sure it is not taken away from them.

I reach out to my Republican col-
leagues to join with us in this neces-
sity of doing something about health
care. This is not something we are
looking for work to do. We are doing it
because it 1is absolutely essential.
Right now, I repeat, one-sixth of every
dollar spent goes to health care in
America. If we do not change this, in
just a few years it will be 35 cents of
every dollar. We cannot sustain that.

Mr. President, it is my understanding
you are going to open morning busi-
ness.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, leader-
ship time is reserved.

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there
will now be a period for the transaction
of morning business, with Senators
permitted to speak for up to 10 minutes
each.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. McCAIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

HEALTH CARE REFORM

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I wish to
note, in the context of my remarks, the
announcement yesterday that the def-
icit for the first 9 months of this year
is now $1.1 trillion, headed for, at the
end of this year, $1.8 trillion, perhaps
the highest percentage of GDP in the
history of this country outside of war-
time. We are now in the process of add-
ing amendment after amendment in
the HELP Committee without any idea
of the cost. As one of my colleagues
who proposed a massive expansion of
women’s health care yesterday said in
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the committee: It is not the cost that
is important; it is the cause. A remark-
able approach to the fact that we are
mortgaging our children and grand-
children’s futures in a fashion which is
the commission of generational theft.

Chairman DODD received a new score
on his bill last week by hiding the real
cost of the bill. A few weeks ago, the
preliminary cost was over $1 trillion.
Now it is at $900 billion—same bill, just
different numbers. On the one hand, we
are told reform is urgent and, at the
same time, they don’t implement the
bill for 4 years; conveniently, after the
next Presidential election. Then they
will tax employers with a job-Killing
employer health mandate, collect $52
billion from small employers, the en-
gine that will take us out of our reces-
sion. Nobody disagrees about the role
of small business in our economy. Then
this latest proposal hides the cost of
the additional hundreds of billions of
dollars of Medicaid expansion.

The State of California is offering
IOUs to pay their bills. They have a $26
billion deficit. We are going to increase
Medicaid’s burden on the States to the
tune, in the case of California, of sev-
eral more billion dollars. How are they
going to pay for it? It is an impossible
task.

I am told that is not about the cost,
but it is about the cost. Just as the
stimulus package was about the cost,
just as the continued bailout of indus-
tries such as the automotive industry,
banks, financial institutions and any-
body who is ‘“‘too big to fail,” when
small business people all over America
are closing their doors because they
are too small to save.

For the first 9 months, the deficit is
$1.1 trillion. That is $800 billion greater
than the deficit recorded last year. The
American people have a right to know
what this health care bill will cost,
what it will cost now and what it will
cost our grandchildren.

The Washington Post today tells us
how not to reform health care, in op-
posing the government insurance
President Obama now says is so crit-
ical. According to today’s Washington
Post:

. it would be tragic if this issue were to
drag down health reform or make it impos-
sible to secure Republican votes. Restruc-
turing the health-care system is risky
enough that Democrats would be wise not to
try to accomplish it entirely on their own.

I certainly hope my friends on the
other side of the aisle pay attention to
that comment. It has turned into a
partisan effort, and it is too bad.

From today’s Wall Street Journal,
“Democrats Hoodwinked the Health
Lobby. Americans’s health-care CEOs
are being taken for a ride by Congress
and their own lobbyists.”

It is a very interesting article by
Kimberly Strassel.

The industry’s calculation is that by cut-
ting deals, it can set the terms of its con-
tributions to ‘“‘reform’ and even wangle up-
sides. The insurers came first, promising to
squeeze $2 trillion in costs out of the system.
Democrats are letting Ms. Ignagni believe



July 10, 2009

that in return she will get a mandate to re-
quire all Americans to carry insurance
(which her members will supply) and be
spared a public option (which would deci-
mate her industry).

It goes on to talk about Mr. Tauzin
who:

. came along pledging that drug makers
would cough up $80 billion to narrow a gap in
Medicare drug coverage. He’s been led to
think that Washington will forgo its plans to
allow drug reimportation or give him a hand
on generics.

The word is that the administration
is now saying drug reimportation is
not important, in exchange for this
deal with Mr. Tauzin. How unsavory is
that. Drug reimportation will save the
American people $50 billion a year. It is
a fact. PhRMA, the large prescription
drug lobby—a very powerful one here
in our Nation’s capital—in return for
saying they will save $80 billion, the
administration in return will give up
their support for what would save the
American people $50 billion, when the
$80 billion they are talking about is
purely illusory, to say the least.

The Wall Street Journal article goes
on to say:

Democrats have complemented their smil-
ing encouragements with behind-the-scene
threats. After retaking the House in 2006, the
party made clear that companies that did
not hire Democratic lobbyists would not get
a hearing in Washington. The ruling party is
now seeing the fruits of its bullying. These
days a meeting of health-care lobbyists is
better described as a reunion of Senate fi-
nance Chairman Max Baucus’s former aides.
Health-care lobbying has been turned on its
head: The new cabal of Democratic lobbyists
does not exist to protect the industry from
Congress. It exists to present Democratic ul-
timatums to business.

When Senate Republicans last month
hosted a meeting to discuss reform ideas, Mr.
BaAuUcus’s office called in a block of these
Democratic lobbyists to deliver a message.
“They said, ’Republicans are having this
meeting and you need to let all of your cli-
ents know if they have someone there, that
will be viewed as a hostile act,” reported one
attendee to the Baucus caucus.

Interesting.

All these actions—the White House meet-
ings, the strung-out negotiations, the muz-
zling—have been taken with one aim: To buy
silence. President Barack Obama is com-
mitted to a public option. Liberal Democrats
intend to make the private sector fund their
plans. They figure by the time they drop a
bill that contains odius elements, it’ll be too
late for any industry player—big or small—
to cut a Harry & Louise ad.

Industry players this week got a glimpse of
how they will be treated. House Energy and
Commerce Chairman Henry Waxman dis-
missed the $80 billion drug deal, claiming it
did not have House support, and moreover
that the White House ‘‘told us they are not
bound to that agreement.”’

The question is just how long it is going to
take for America’s health-care CEOs to real-
ize they are being taken for a ride both by
Congress and their own lobbyists. Americans
are wary enough about ObamaCare to maybe
appreciate some straight talk from cor-
porate America. If only corporate America
can find the smarts to give it.

The debate and discussion continues
in the House and the Senate. They still
haven’t found a way to pay for the
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health care reforms they want to
make. It is still around a trillion dol-
lars. We hear everything from a 10-cent
tax on soft drinks to the employer ben-
efit proposal which was so strongly de-
rided and attacked during the last
campaign. So far we are talking about
laying another trillion or two of debt
on the American people, in addition to
the $1.8 trillion deficit we have already
amassed this year.

Again, I urge colleagues and the ad-
ministration to sit down in true nego-
tiations, in Dbipartisan fashion to-
gether, and maybe we can solve this
issue. We all know the quality of
health care in America is the highest
in the world. But the costs of health
care in America and the inflation asso-
ciated with it are something we must
address so that health care is afford-
able and available to all Americans.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. BROWN. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call
be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———
BIOLOGICS

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, this
week Congress is deciding whether to
broaden access to affordable generic
drugs for millions of Americans. As we
all argue our points, it is important to
remember what this issue is all about.
Broadening access to generic drugs is
not about Republicans or Democrats. It
is not even about the drug companies,
the biologic makers, or the other phar-
maceutical companies. It is about men
and women in my State and the State
of the Presiding Officer and around the
country. Broadening access to generic
drugs is about the 192,370 new cases of
breast cancer that will be diagnosed in
American women this year, and the
$48,000 average annually is what it will
cost to treat their disease with the bio-
logic drug Herceptin, $48,000 annually.
This is about the 1.3 million adults af-
fected by rheumatoid arthritis each
yvear and the $2,000 average annually it
cost to treat their difficult disease
with the biologic drug Remicade.
Broadening access to generics is about
the 148,610 men and women diagnosed
with colon cancer each year and the
$100,000 it costs them each year to treat
the disease with the biologic drug
Avastin.

Let me mention a few other note-
worthy numbers: $1.2 billion represents
the average cost to develop a new
biotech product; this includes research
and development and the costs lost to
products that never make it to market.
It is not just $1.2 billion for the product
itself that makes it to market. It is
about the false starts and includes all
that too. Continuing, $9.2 billion rep-
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resents the 2008 sales of Genentech’s
biologic colon cancer treatment
Avastin. I said it cost $100,000 per pa-
tient to treat with that drug. Eight bil-
lion represents the 2008 sales of
Amgen’s biologic arthritis treatment
Enbrel. Finally, $7 million represents
how much money PhRMA spent in the
first 3 months of 2009 to lobby Con-
gress; $7 million to lobby Congress in
the first 3 months of this year. That is
before we started the most intense part
of working on this bill.

I encourage colleagues on both sides
of the aisle to keep all of these num-
bers in mind as we go through the de-
bate this week and next week—the
numbers of patients who depend on
these drugs, the cost to the patients
one by one by one for each of these
drugs, the amount of money the drug
companies, the biologic companies
have made on these drugs, and the
amount of money they are spending
lobbying Congress to have their way on
these issues.

Countless Americans cannot afford
expensive brandname drugs, known as
biologics. These drugs provide promise
and hope—and we are very indebted to
these companies for developing these
drugs; they clearly save lives—these
drugs provide promise and hope to
those suffering from devastating dis-
eases and chronic illnesses, including
cancer, Parkinson’s, diabetes, Alz-
heimer’s, and MS.

For example, annual treatment for
breast cancer with the biologic drug
Herceptin costs $48,000 a year. The an-
nual treatment for rheumatoid arthri-
tis with Remicade, as I said, costs ap-
proximately $20,000 a year. These drugs
are simply too expensive for so many
people to afford.

The average household income in
Ohio for 2007 was $46,597. For the pa-
tient who cannot afford a treatment, it
does not matter if it is a breakthrough
and it does not matter if it is life-
saving, he or she simply cannot afford
it.

There is currently—to put this in
context—mo FDA approval process for
biogenerics, biologic generic equiva-
lents, comparable to the process that
enables generic drugs to compete
against their brandname counterparts.

We all have seen the money you can
save when you go to your doctor for a
typical drug that has a generic sub-
stitute. It is the same drug with the
same active ingredients, and a physi-
cian will encourage their patient to
buy the generic equivalent. That is
true for the chemical drugs we have
had for many years. It is not true for
the biologics. There is no generic
equivalent. There is no pathway al-
lowed for generics to compete against
the biologics.

Absent that process, there is no free
market exerting downward pressure on
biologic prices, so prices remain high,
so prices remain $20,000 a year or some-
times as high as $7,000 or $8,000 a
month for some of these biologics.
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That is the problem in a nutshell, but
behind it—this is all talking public pol-
icy up here—but behind it, underneath
it, are the lives of hundreds of thou-
sands of Americans, situations in
which Americans cannot afford treat-
ments that prevent disability and, in
some cases, prevent death.

Early this year, Ohio representatives
from the Arthritis Foundation visited
my office to talk about soaring health
care costs and the limitations of our
current system. These individuals
spoke of extreme and prolonged phys-
ical pain, pain that could be alleviated
if only the treatments existed—which
they do—and only if they were afford-
able—which too often they are not.

Biologics provide great promise and
hope to those suffering from dev-
astating diseases and chronic illnesses.
But absent competition, absent what
we call follow-on biologics, absent a ge-
neric substitute to compete—but ab-
sent competition—countless Americans
will be unable to benefit from these
medicines.

It would be irresponsible on our part
not to pursue a safe and efficient path
to biogenerics. And it would be irre-
sponsible on our part to pursue a path-
way that allows for over a decade of
monopoly protections for brandname
products.

We did not do that with the generic
drugs, the so-called Hatch-Waxman
bill, which everyone in this body is fa-
miliar with. Most people at home
around our country—most people in
Toledo and Akron and Cincinnati and
Dayton and Springfield and Mans-
field—have benefited from Hatch-Wax-
man, the generic drug law, which cut
prices for brandname drugs 50, 60, 70, 80
percent. But you cannot do that with
biologics because we have not written
the law to open up the process to allow
follow-on biologics, to allow generic
biologics, to allow competition in the
system.

But next week, as the Presiding Offi-
cer knows, in the Health, Education,
Labor and Pensions Committee, we
have the opportunity to make afford-
able generic drugs more accessible for
our seniors, more accessible for our Na-
tion’s middle class, more accessible for
the hundreds of thousands—no, the
millions—of Americans who are suf-
fering from these diseases. But so
many of them are unable to afford
these expensive biologics.

Health care reform must broaden ac-
cess to generic alternatives to bio-
logics, the most expensive kinds of pre-
scription drugs. Failing to do so is not
just bad policy, bad public policy; fail-
ing to do so means we are letting down
millions of our sickest citizens.

Mr. President, I yield the floor and
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF ROBERT M.
GROVES TO BE DIRECTOR OF
THE CENSUS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 169, the nomination
of Robert M. Groves to be the Director
of the Census for our country.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report.

The bill clerk read the nomination of
Robert M. Groves, of Michigan, to be
Director of the Census.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now send
a cloture motion to the desk.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The cloture motion having been
presented under rule XXII, the Chair
directs the clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close debate on the nomination
of Robert M. Groves, of Michigan, to be Di-
rector of the Census.

Harry Reid, John D. Rockefeller, IV,
Christopher J. Dodd, Arlen Specter,
Richard J. Durbin, Mark Begich, Mark
Udall, Michael F. Bennet, Jeff Binga-
man, Robert P. Casey, Jr., Frank R.
Lautenberg, Blanche L. Lincoln, Tom
Udall, Bill Nelson, Byron L. Dorgan,
Claire McCaskill, Kirsten BE.
Gillibrand.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the mandatory
quorum be waived.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask
unanimous consent that on Monday,
July 13, at 4:30 p.m., the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session, and there be
1 hour of debate prior to a vote on the
motion to invoke cloture on the nomi-
nation, with the time divided as fol-
lows: 15 minutes each for Senators COL-
LINS, SHELBY, and VITTER, with 15 min-
utes equally divided between Senators
LIEBERMAN and CARPER; that at 5:30
p.m., the Senate vote on the motion to
invoke cloture; that if cloture is in-
voked, then all postcloture time be
yielded back and the Senate imme-
diately vote on confirmation of the
nomination; that upon confirmation,
the motion to reconsider be laid upon
the table; no further motions be in
order; the President then be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action;
and the Senate resume legislative ses-
sion.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.
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Mr. REID. Mr. President, are we in
morning business?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. We are not in morning business.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate now
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators allowed to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The Senator from Nebraska.

———

HEALTH CARE

Mr. JOHANNS. Mr. President, late
last week, media reports heralded the
decrease in the pricetag of the HELP
Committee’s health care proposal. But
I would suggest that before we uncork
the champagne, before we celebrate a
great accomplishment, let’s study
more closely the untold story. I believe
we will find accounting gymnastics
that have been employed.

While the headlines may have touted
a HELP Committee bill that scored at
$611 Dbillion over 10 years, the real
pricetag, when fully implemented, ac-
tually totals about $2 trillion.

That is a big darn difference. An al-
most $1.5 trillion discrepancy simply
cannot be swept under the rug. It is too
big to be a rounding error—even in the
Federal Government—and too much of
a budget buster to be ignored. So where
is the difference?

First, the Congressional Budget Of-
fice assumes it will take the Federal
bureaucrats over 4 years to get the
government-run health care and other
subsidies up and running. So while the
$611 billion score claims to be a 10-year
number, essentially it only covers 6
years of the costs.

If you look at the CBO score for the
first 10 years after the program is fully
implemented, the actual spending is
closer to $1.5 trillion. In addition, while
the press releases were claiming credit
for increased insurance coverage, they
were actually leaving out what it actu-
ally cost to make that happen.

That euphoric claim that 97 percent
of Americans would be covered under
the HELP proposal is not even in the
HELP Committee proposal. Only in
Washington can you assume something
to be, take credit for the accomplish-
ment, and then not pay the bill.

The 97-percent statistic is based on
an assumption. The assumption is that
Medicaid will be expanded up to 150
percent of the Federal poverty level.
This expansion is estimated to bring 20
million new people into a government-
run health care plan.

However, CBO estimates that it will
cost around $500 billion over 10 years.
Nowhere is that cost yet considered.
And this is only the Federal share of
the program. It does not take into ac-
count the State taxes that will need to
be raised in order for each State to pay
its share of this bill.
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At one point, I was a Governor. In my
own State of Nebraska, this expansion
will cost the State taxpayers $73 mil-
lion a year when they have to assume
the costs of the program. That is a lot
of money to come up with in these
tough economic times.

The American people, I believe, de-
serve more than budgetary tricks.
Let’s be honest about what we are try-
ing to do here, and let’s be very candid
with people about the real costs, the
fully implemented costs of the pro-
gram. Let’s also be very upfront about
the realities of what a government-run
program can or cannot accomplish in
actually bringing down health -care
costs.

Some claim that a government-run
plan will serve as competition for pri-
vate insurance and, thus, will bring
down the cost of those insurance pre-
miums. However, the CBO score makes
it clear that if a government-run plan
competes on a truly level playing field,
it is not going to lower health care
costs. The only way a government-run
program can offer reduced insurance
premiums is if they pay providers and
hospitals at rates equivalent to current
government programs. But this
wouldn’t cover costs. Instead, it would
create cost shifting under private in-
surance, which is already happening
today. CBO cautioned that reducing
payment rates would only increase the
access problems we have with current
government programs.

Currently, we know 40 percent of doc-
tors don’t take Medicaid patients. It is
not that they don’t want to; it is be-
cause the rates are so low they don’t
cover their costs. This directly con-
tradicts President Obama’s message: If
you like your doctors, you will be able
to keep them.

The reality is, on this government
program—Medicaid—which is due to in-
sure more, that is not the case. The
CBO score actually confirms that many
employees would lose their employer-
based health care should this bill be-
come law.

Let me put up a chart, if I might.

In fact, the HELP Committee’s bill
seems to directly encourage employers
to dump their employees into a govern-
ment-run plan. In the committee draft,
businesses that employ 25 or more em-
ployees would be required to pay an an-
nual penalty, which is shown here, of
$750 for a full-time employee, if they
choose not to provide private health in-
surance for the employees. When you
do the math, though, this isn’t a pen-
alty at all compared to the cost of pri-
vate insurance.

Looking again at the chart, in 2008,
the average employer’s cost for an indi-
vidual in a group plan was $3,983. So
putting their employees on the public
plan option is actually a savings. It is
a savings, as the chart shows, of $3,233
a year for each employee for that em-
ployer.

Paying the so-called penalty to get
out from underneath the private insur-
ance costs looks like a pretty smart
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business decision. In fact, I don’t think
it is a coincidence that a very large re-
tailer recently came out in support of
the employer mandate. When I heard
this news, my initial reaction was,
What is the catch?

Well, I think we found the catch.
With over 1.4 million employees, this
company reports that 51.8 percent of
their employees have coverage through
an employee health care plan. If all of
these employees end up on the public
plan, it would save this company $2.4
billion a year. The employees, mem-
bers of our middle class, lose their in-
surance plan and the promise is not
kept.

It is no surprise the company does
very well: $2.4 billion goes to the bot-
tom line. Also no surprise, this com-
pany is supporting an employer man-
date. Ultimately, people will not have
a choice to keep their employer-based
coverage and will not receive the same
level of care when their employer
dumps them onto the government plan
to make their bottom line look better.
This will directly impact the ability of
the middle class to choose the doctor
they want. It will inject government
bureaucrats into their medical deci-
sions because they have no choice. It is
an employer’s choice to move you to
the government plan. To promise oth-
erwise is misleading.

False promises will not help us
achieve true solutions. Congress has
been tasked with solving this problem,
and we must work together to resolve
the problem of reining in soaring costs.
Adding another $2 trillion entitlement
program onto a budget that is already
in serious trouble doesn’t make sense.

The American people have sent us to
Washington to identify the problem
and fix it, not exacerbate it. Let’s not
put together bad policy and end up
with another financial debacle. This
time there is far more than money on
the line. Americans treasure their abil-
ity to choose their doctors, to receive
treatment, to have control of their life.
They don’t want a Federal bureaucrat
in the middle of it. So let’s be candid
with the American people and put to-
gether a good bill that actually ad-
dresses the real problems. Let’s get it
right this time.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Delaware is
recognized.

Mr. KAUFMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business for 20 minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———
HEALTH CARE

Mr. KAUFMAN. Mr. President, I rise
today to talk about health care and
why Congress needs to pass reform
now.

There are three simple truths to
healthcare reform:

First, if we don’t pass healthcare re-
form this year, the stars will not align
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for another opportunity to pass a
major reform bill for years and years
to come.

Don’t kid yourself: The last time
Congress failed to pass major health
care reform, 15 years passed until
today.

If the Congress fails to enact a health
care reform bill this year, with a new
President in his first year in office who
has a strong relationship with Con-
gress, it simply will not be done until
years from now when the system has
collapsed 1into truly catastrophic
shape.

And that leads to the second simple
truth: We must pass reform now be-
cause the consequences of failure are
not that we will be stuck with the
health care system we have today. The
consequences of failure are a very ugly
health care reality our system is
quickly becoming.

Our health care system has become a
gigantic resource-eating machine
which over time sucks in more money
and yet delivers fewer options and de-
creased quality care, rising premiums,
uncertain coverage, decreased quality.

That is the reality.

The comparison of failing to enact
reform is not to the system we have
today but to a very ugly destiny we
will face relatively soon.

For example, if we do nothing, by
2016 health care premiums are pro-
jected to grow to an average of $24,000
per family. Let me repeat, by 2016,
$24,000 on average for health care costs
per family every year. That is simply
unacceptable.

The third simple truth of health care
reform is that if you like what you
have today, we need health care reform
so you can keep it.

We need reform to maintain stable
coverage that can’t be taken away
from you; to maintain stable costs,
that will not eat away at your pay-
check and will not put coverage out of
reach; and to maintain stable quality,
so you get the treatment you need,
when you need it, and from the doctor
you choose.

Only reform keeps and improves on
the best of our current system. Failure
to act pleads to a catastrophic health
care future. I am not exaggerating.

This is where we are. The pressures
on the system are building. If we fail to
act now, those pressures will cause ris-
ing costs, decreased choice, the loss of
access to current quality health care
and basically worse health care out-
comes across the board than we face
today.

Let me add some additional statistics
and projections.

Health care spending is swallowing
up our gross domestic product, GDP. In
2009, health care will account for 18
percent of our GDP.

Eighteen cents of every dollar we
spend is dedicated to health care. If we
do nothing, this will rise to 28 percent
of GDP in 2030 and 34 percent in 2040.
This trajectory is unsustainable.

Today, the average premium for fam-
ily coverage is just over $12,000—an in-
crease of 119 percent in 9 years. As I
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said, if we sit by and do nothing, by
2016, a family premium will be esti-
mated to cost at least $24,000—another
increase of 83 percent. And in my home
State of Delaware, it will be even high-
er, with a family insurance policy pur-
chased through an employer estimated
to cost over $28,000.

Can you imagine paying for that?
And that doesn’t even include out-of-
pocket costs such as deductibles and
copayments. When health insurance
premiums grow at a rate five times as
fast as wages, something has to
change.

There also has been an increasing
prevalence of medical bankruptcies. A
recent study published in the American
Journal of Medicine showed that bank-
ruptcies involving medical bills now
account for more than 60 percent of
U.S. personal bankruptcies, an increase
of 50 percent in just 6 years.

In fact, more than 75 percent of fami-
lies entering bankruptcy because of
health care costs actually have health
insurance. Most are middle-class, well
educated, and own their homes. They
just can’t keep up with the alarming
rise in out-of-pocket costs associated
with medical care.

Passing health care reform is impor-
tant, but not easy. But for the reasons
I have mentioned, this year is dif-
ferent. This year, the call for reform is
coming from people and organizations
that in the past opposed reform.

This year businesses, unions, insur-
ers, provider groups and patient advo-
cacy groups are all looking for reform.

And why is that? Because the grow-
ing healh care dollars involved threat-
en virtually to bankrupt us all. We
need reform to stabilize the system.

I think it is important to keep in
mind that this is not just about an
alarming set of numbers, statistics and
cost projections.

Behind all these numbers are real
people who need quality and affordable
health care, including people who
struggle every day to get health care
or keep the health insurance they al-
ready have.

Let me take just a few minutes to
talk about some people from my home
State of Delaware and why we need
health reform for them, as well as for
millions of Americans like them in all
parts of the country.

We need health reform because of
people such as Angela Austin.

Angela is a recent mother who lives
in Dover. She works as a bartender.
Most of her earnings come from tips.
She doesn’t get health insurance
through her employer. When Angela
became pregnant she tried to find pri-
vate health insurance, but she was re-
peatedly denied coverage because her
pregnancy was considered a preexisting
condition. She applied for Medicaid—to
find prenatal care for herself and the
baby—but was denied coverage because
she earned $200 more than the monthly
income limit allowed. She called orga-
nizations and clinics and was unable to
find a payment plan she could afford.
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Midway through her pregnancy, An-
gela decided to cut back her work
hours so she could qualify for Medicaid.
Thankfully, Angela was finally able to
get services at Christiana Care’s Wil-
mington Hospital, where they provide
prenatal care and delivery on a sliding
scale for those who can’t afford insur-
ance.

She worked all 9 months of the preg-
nancy and delivered the baby on May
27. The Medicaid coverage was espe-
cially crucial because she had com-
plications from hyperthyroidism and
was able to get the necessary prescrip-
tions to control the condition.

The sad part of this story is that
when Angela was so anxious that ev-
erything possible be done to insure a
healthy baby, the system threw up
road blocks. Pregnancy should not be
considered a preexisting condition.
What is more, no one should be denied
coverage because of a prexisting condi-
tion, and no one should be forced to
choose poverty to qualify for Medicaid.

We also need health reform for small
businessmen such as Ian Kaufman of
Georgetown. By the way, Ian is not a
relative of mine.

Ian moved to Delaware right out of
college in 1990. He was laid off from his
job this past January and decided to
start a small business. In the process,
Ian picked up COBRA coverage to en-
sure that his family maintained their
health care insurance.

When he first signed up for the
COBRA coverage, his monthly pre-
mium was $1,800. That is a lot of
money. Thanks to the COBRA provi-
sions in the Recovery Act, Ian saw his
payments reduced by 66 percent—which
made his monthly premiums much
more manageable.

However, this premium assistance
will run out sometime this fall, and he
will once again have to pay $1,800 a
month.

In anticipation of higher COBRA pay-
ments, Ian applied for coverage from
Blue Cross and Blue Shield but was
turned down. They never gave him a
reason for denying him coverage, but
he suspects it was because of a pre-ex-
isting condition of one of his daugh-
ters.

Ian worries that the high cost of pro-
viding health care for his family, in ad-
dition to the difficulty of even finding
a willing policy provider, will affect his
ability to stick with his startup busi-
ness.

Unfortunately, Ian’s health insur-
ance predicament as a self-employed
businessman is not uncommon. There
are too many sole proprietors and
small businesses that cannot afford
health policies for themselves, their
families and any employees they might
have. It should not be this way.

But it is not always just a problem of
finding private health insurance. We
also need health reform for people such
as Bonita Sponsler from Dagsboro so
they don’t slip through the cracks of
our existing safety net of Medicaid and
Medicare.
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Bonita was laid off from her job in
March 2007. Three weeks later she suf-
fered a brain aneurysm. Bonita applied
for Social Security disability and was
awarded benefits, but as with everyone
who qualifies for such coverage, she
has to wait 2 years before Medicare
coverage kicks in.

Meanwhile, Bonita has suffered two
additional aneurysms since her initial
episode, and it is advised that she re-
ceive an arteriogram to monitor her
condition. Unfortunately, she can’t af-
ford to pay the several thousands of
dollars it costs for an arteriogram, so
she is taking her chances until she be-
comes eligible for Medicare in October.
This a considerable risk due to her pro-
pensity for aneurysms, but it is the
only option she can afford. In fact, she
has had to cancel a scheduled arterio-
gram in September because she still
would not have coverage by then. It
should not be this way.

Finally, we need health reform for
people who pile up insurmountable
debt, many times due to accidents or
injuries they never caused and couldn’t
avoid.

Without using her name, I want to
highlight the situation of a Delaware
woman who is a victim of domestic vio-
lence.

She suffered major eye damage and
has had three surgeries. She has no
health insurance and by late 2008 owed
almost $30,000 in hospital and anes-
thesia bills, in addition to $6,000 in per-
sonal bills.

She received lost wages from the Vio-
lent Crimes Compensation Board. She
applied for Medicaid but was turned
down. She then applied for Social Secu-
rity disability but was also turned
down as her eye condition was not con-
sidered to be permanent and could be
repaired with additional surgery.

After waiting many months, she was
finally able to get the eye surgery she
needed because the doctor who per-
formed the procedure reduced the fee
from $12,000 to $3,000 and allowed her to
g0 on a payment plan.

However, she still owes $20,000 to
$30,000 for the prior surgeries. She is
presently not working and does not
have health insurance. She could have
had COBRA following the loss of her
job, but it was $890 a month and she
could not afford it. She presently can
see well enough to drive. However, she
is due for yet another surgery and the
financial arrangements for that will
again be extremely difficult if not im-
possible. It shouldn’t be this way.

These stories help to show why we
can no longer wait for health reform.

These stories require us to put our
differences aside and come together to
make certain that Americans have ac-
cess to affordable, quality health care
when they need it.

In my short time in the Senate, 1
have had the pleasure of presiding over
the floor at the President’s desk. I have
listened to many of my colleagues give
good, passionate speeches staking out
their position on where we need to go
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on health reform. I can truly say I have
learned a lot from those speeches,
many of which have helped shape my
own views on the health reform debate.

That said, I have also heard some
speeches that give me cause for con-
cern, as some colleagues seem to have
prejudged the legislation before it has
even appeared.

I have heard about the dangers of a
British or Canadian-style government-
run health care system.

I have been warned about rationing
and bureaucrats getting between Amer-
ic