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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———
PRAYER

Rev. Dr. Vaughn Baker, Christ
United Methodist Church, Fort Worth,
Texas, offered the following prayer:

Gracious God and Loving Lord, we,
Your people, call to mind the scrip-
tures which remind us, saying,
‘“Blessed is the nation whose God is the
Lord.” You are our God, and we are
Your people, the sheep of Your pasture.
Lead us this day, O Gentle Shepherd, in
the paths of righteousness for Your
name’s sake.

Send upon us this day the gifts that
can only come from You. Grant us un-
derstanding, grant us wisdom, and
grant us courage for the facing of these
days. Give us as well the gift of unity,
as we are reminded that a house di-
vided against itself cannot stand. May
we strive to be of one heart and mind
as we seek to accomplish Your divine
purpose, here on Earth, as it is in heav-

en.
We ask all of this in the name of our
Lord and Savior, Jesus Christ. Amen.
———

THE JOURNAL

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

her approval thereof.
Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-

nal stands approved.
———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

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

WELCOMING DR. VAUGHN BAKER,
CHRIST UNITED METHODIST
CHURCH, FORT WORTH, TEXAS

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentlewoman from Texas, Con-
gresswoman GRANGER, is recognized for
1 minute.

There was no objection.

Ms. GRANGER. Madam Speaker, it is
a Dpleasure to welcome Dr. Vaughn
Baker, his wife, Jacqueline, and his
daughter, Amanda, to the House of
Representatives this morning to lead
us in prayer. Dr. Baker is the senior
pastor of Christ United Methodist
Church in Fort Worth, Texas, and has
various churches around Texas and the
Republic of Ireland.

Dr. Baker earned his undergraduate
degree from Miami University in Ox-
ford, Ohio, and worked on his post-
graduate degrees at the Perkins School
of Theology at Southern Methodist
University. Dr. Baker is also finishing
his doctorate of theology dissertation
from the University of South Africa in
the field of missiology, the area of
practical theology that investigates
the mandate, message, and work of the
Christian missionary.

Dr. Baker’s family has also made
service a core part of their lives. Dr.
Baker’s wife, Jacqueline, is a special
education teacher in Weatherford,
Texas, and his daughter, Amanda, is
currently finishing two degrees at the
University of Texas in Austin. Amanda
has been involved in overseas edu-
cation programs and has also been in-
volved with mission work in Turkey.
Dr. Baker and his wife currently live in
Weatherford, Texas.

We thank Dr. Baker very much for
leading us in prayer this morning.

————
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

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

HEALTH INSURANCE REFORM

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

Mr. BACA. Reforming health insur-
ance must be our duty and responsi-
bility. The vast majority of Americans
have health insurance. The question is
what does our health insurance reform
mean for them.

It means that insurance companies
no longer will decide to deny your cov-
erage or jack up your insurance rate
because of preexisting conditions.

It means that it will be against the
law for insurance companies to drop
your coverage when you get sick or
water it down when you need it the
most.

It means that there will be a yearly
limit on how much you can be charged
for out-of-pocket expenses, because no
one should go broke because they get
sick.

It means that premiums will stop
growing three times faster than your
wages, because more competitiveness
in insurance markets will hold pre-
miums down.

It means that if you lose your job or
change your job, you’ll be able to get
affordable coverage.

In short, what health insurance re-
form means for millions of Americans
who are insured today is more security
and stability. Americans should not
have to wait longer for this reform.
Congress must act this year.

———

CONGRATULATING THE CENTER
FOR DOMESTIC PREPAREDNESS

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

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to congratulate the
dedicated employees at the Center for
Domestic Preparedness in Anniston,
Alabama. This Friday, they will grad-
uate their 500,000th trainee through the
first responder training program.

As many of us here know, the CDP is
a valuable training facility operated by
the Department of Homeland Security.
This facility is one of a kind in its mis-
sion as the only weapons of mass de-
struction training facility that pro-
vides hands-on training to civilian
emergency responders, which includes
the use of live agent training.

This graduation ceremony is a tre-
mendous feat that we should all be
proud of, not only because of this im-
portant milestone, but also for the
unique and cutting-edge training that
the CDP continues to provide to our
Nation’s first responders to this day.

To all the proud employees at the
CDP in east Alabama and on behalf of
all of us, congratulations.

————

A TRIBUTE TO RAY CLIFTON

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

Mr. SALAZAR. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to take a moment today to pay
tribute to my very good friend Ray
Clifton. Ray is the executive director
of the Colorado Rural Electric Associa-
tion, a position he has held since 1986.
However, he will soon be retiring.

Ray is a graduate of the University
of Georgia and began his career in the
utility industry, working with the
Georgia Statewide association of co-
operatives, the Georgia Electric Mem-
bership Corporation. From there, he
came to Colorado to take on the job of
running the CREA.

As executive director, he has helped
guide the CREA through exciting and
challenging times, as the needs of sup-
plying energy to Colorado homes and
businesses has grown exponentially. He
has been a leader and an innovator. His
work has earned him awards and acco-
lades, not to mention the many people
who call him friend. I can proudly say
that Ray is, indeed, my friend.

Since my election to Congress in
2004, I have had many occasions to call
upon Ray for advice and help as we
deal with the difficult energy issues
facing our State and our Nation. I al-
ways knew that Ray would tell it like
it is and that his years of experience
would be of great benefit to me as we
in Congress wrestled with ensuring
that our constituents had access to a
reliable supply of electricity.

What I really want to say today is
thank you. Thank you for your years of
service. Thank you for your always ex-
cellent and sage advice, and more im-
portantly, thank you for your friend-
ship and for the kindness you have
shown me. Ray, I wish you the best in
your retirement.
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THE STATUE OF HELEN KELLER

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

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, in a few
minutes over in the Rotunda of the
United States Capitol, America will be
introduced to the newest statue to
grace this historic old building. The
statue is unlike any other. It’s not of a
man or a woman, of a general or a
President, but it’s a statue of a little
girl and how one person helped change
the world for the better.

Left deaf and blind from an illness in
her infancy, many saw Helen Keller as
a wild and disorderly little girl. For
Helen, she would see it very dif-
ferently. Fueled by a passion for inter-
action and a hunger for knowledge,
Helen Keller’s life is a tremendous ex-
ample of overcoming even the most
disabling of situations.

Her determination soon overpowered
her deafness, and her belief in herself
prevailed over her blindness. Her intel-
lectual cravings were but slightly in-
hibited by her disabilities. Helen
learned to communicate and interact
in a world that she would never see nor
hear; yet through her works, wisdom
and passion, Helen Keller still stands
not only as a symbol of hope and deter-
mination for the deaf and blind, but for
all of us who seek a more just and
peaceful world.

Mr. Speaker, the people of Alabama
are proud to bring one of our most be-
loved, favorite daughters to this grand
old building for the world to see and
know and hear.

———

HONORING SERGIO VELAZQUEZ

(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute and
to revise and extend her remarks.)

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in rec-
ognition of Hispanic Heritage Month,
and I would like to recognize Sergio
Velazquez, the publisher of Miniondas
Newspaper and Farandula USA.

Sergio is a Hispanic American who
has given so much to the Orange Coun-
ty community, exemplifying the prin-
ciples of this month.

Sergio immigrated to the United
States in 1961, and he established
Velazquez Publications Incorporated in
1975. Today, his newspapers have a
combined readership of over 100,000
people, and its focus is on politics, edu-
cation, sports, and entertainment.

As a small business owner, Sergio has
encouraged other entrepreneurs to seek
business opportunities, and he serves
as a board member on the Santa Ana
Merchants Association. He is also an
international first-place winner of the
Boat Racers International competition,
and he is a cancer survivor.

I'm very proud of Sergio’s achieve-
ments and his work in fostering suc-
cess in the Latino community.
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HONORING SPECIALIST JOSEPH
WHITE

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

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor a fallen soldier from my
district, Specialist Joseph White from
Bellevue, Washington. Joseph, recently
married in 2009, was killed in action in
Afghanistan on September 24.

Joe’s mom talked about her son’s
dedication to his country in this way:
“Joe was not happy to be leaving his
bride to go to Afghanistan, but he did
not complain. Rather, he went with a
strong sense of duty and desire to
maintain freedom and safety for oth-
ers.”

This body, this House of Representa-
tives, this government and the people
of this country could not exist without
the dedication and sacrifice from the
soldiers that serve, soldiers like Joe;
soldiers who, above all else, want to
honor this country and those who have
gone before to protect our freedom and
the freedom of their families.

There is nothing we can say or do
that will take away the pain, the suf-
fering, and the sense of loss that the
family feels at the loss of their son Joe.
But Joe’s family must always remem-
ber, the memory of Specialist Joe
White will remain, we will never for-
get, and we will continue to honor his
sacrifice each day.

————
O 1015
MENTAL HEALTH PARITY

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

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to implore my colleagues to support
the House reform bill with respect to
the mental health parity provisions.
The mental health provisions in the
House support complete coverage for
mental illness.

The AMA in the 1950s recognized al-
coholism as a disease. In the House
bill, we have full health care coverage
for alcoholism and substance abuse
coverage and for schizophrenia and all
biological mental health disorders. The
Senate doesn’t have those strong provi-
sions. I implore my colleagues to ac-
cede to the House with respect to these
provisions.

Suicide is the third leading cause of
death for young people 15 to 35. It is a
tragedy in this country that mental ill-
ness is the single leading cause of lost
workdays and lost days of quality of
life in this country.

It’s time that we treat mental illness
as the physical illness that it is.

——————

KEEP THE INTERNET OPEN AND
FAIR

(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.)
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Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, the Internet has been a pro-
found tool and resource of advanced
knowledge to connect families and
friends around the world. Internet
users and providers have improved
upon and utilized a free marketplace.
However, there is a real concern that
the new proposed ‘‘net neutrality’ reg-
ulations may undermine or stifle inno-
vation.

There is a time and a place for gov-
ernment to promote transparency in
the pursuit of good business practices.
However, the government and bureau-
cratic agencies should not needlessly
impose regulations when the cause for
concern is not justified. Before we
move forward with new regulations on
the Internet, we must weigh the con-
sequences. We need to ensure we do not
disrupt the necessary flexibility that
has led to a vibrant marketplace, one
which continues to foster new tech-
nology around the world, helping lib-
erate people of Afghanistan, Iraq, and
Iran.

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

————

THE MAYO CLINIC: PROVIDING
HIGH-QUALITY CARE AT A LOW
COST

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

Mr. WALZ. Mr. Speaker, I am proud
that this Congress has started tackling
the difficult issue of health care reform
in a real way. Already in this Congress,
we have passed legislation to provide
health insurance to millions of unin-
sured American children and to bring
our health care system into the 21st
century with new health information
technology.

In my district, the Mayo Clinic, in
particular, is a world-renowned med-
ical institution that has always been at
the forefront of efforts to reform and
improve our health care system. Mayo
has been a leader in providing high-
quality care at a low cost. As we move
forward on health care reform, we need
to acknowledge that our current sys-
tem rewards the quantity of procedures
but doesn’t account for quality of pa-
tient care. We can look to Mayo, which
has been lauded for its ability to
produce the highest patient satisfac-
tion with the lowest cost, and others
like it. Unfortunately, in our current
health care system, doctors are paid
per procedure, giving them no incen-
tive to coordinate care and determine
the best treatment regardless of cost.

I encourage President Obama and my
colleagues in this Congress to continue
to listen to places like the Mayo Clin-
ic, building on its incredible leadership
to improve the way we provide care to
all Americans.
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TAX DOLLARS ARE GOING UP IN
SMOKE—LITERALLY

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

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Speaker, our tax
dollars are going up in smoke. And this
time where there’s smoke, there’s no
fire. Literally.

Bureaucrats in Washington, DC, plan
to spend $2.8 million for wildland fire
management right here in the District
of Columbia. The trouble is there
aren’t any wild lands in DC, let alone
wildfires.

Out West fires are a serious problem
that cost billions of dollars. Because of
poor forest management practices,
combined with the Rocky Mountain
pine beetle, fires are burning hotter
and larger than ever before.

Spending millions on fire manage-
ment in the District of Columbia is a
poke in the eye to the American tax-
payer and a slap in the face to the peo-
ple living in danger of real wildfires in
the Intermountain West like Montana.

Join me in extinguishing this waste-
ful use of so-called ‘‘stimulus” funds
once and for all.

———
WEST POINT RESOLUTION

(Mr. HALL of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to congratulate the United
States Military Academy on its selec-
tion as the Best College in America for
2009 by Forbes Magazine. I ask that my
colleagues join me in cosponsoring H.
Res. 747 honoring West Point’s achieve-
ment.

I am proud to represent the Academy
at West Point. Since 1802 it has trained
and educated tens of thousands of
Army officers, including two Presi-
dents. In exchange for 5 years’ service,
the 1,000 cadets who graduate each year
are exposed to world-class professors, a
gorgeous campus, and, most impor-
tantly, a free education. U.S. News and
World Report named it the Best Public
Liberal Arts College, and it possesses a
top-ranked engineering program.
Eighty-eight Rhodes Scholars, 33 Mar-
shall Scholars, and 28 Truman Scholars
have graduated from West Point.

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for the op-
portunity to address this House and
ask my colleagues to cosponsor House
Resolution 747.

————
TRIBUTE TO LUCY BECKHAM

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

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to extend my
congratulations to Ms. Lucy Beckham
of Wando High School in Mount Pleas-
ant, South Carolina, on her selection
as South Carolina’s 2010 National Sec-
ondary Principal of the Year.

This distinction, presented by
MetLife and the National Association
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of Secondary School Principals, is a
most deserving recognition of her lead-
ership and dedication to the students
entrusted to her.

The National Principal of the Year
program began in 1993 and was estab-
lished to honor those education admin-
istrators that have set the highest ex-
amples for their peers. Ms. Beckham’s
contribution and sense of purpose ex-
tend beyond the campus of Wando to so
many areas, including her church and
numerous community activities.

I am certain that all of the faculty
and staff of Wando are proud to have
her at the helm. And as a grandparent
of a Wando student, speaking for all
the families of the greater Charleston
area, we congratulate her for being
number one at Wando and now being
number one in all America.

———

A CLEAN ENERGY ECONOMY

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

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, while we
consider what we can really do to re-
duce unemployment, I think we ought
to consider something Secretary Ste-
ven Chu, the Secretary of Energy, said
yesterday. He told us that China will
surpass or possibly has surpassed the
United States, not in the ability to do
low-wage manufacturing but to do
high-technology manufacturing, unless
we adopt an energy policy which will
jump-start a clean energy economy for
the United States and start bringing
those high-tech manufacturing jobs
home to the United States.

First Solar, a United States company
using United States technology, will be
building the largest solar plant but
building it in China with manufac-
turing there. Applied Materials, a high-
tech manufacturing company, an
American company, is developing
plants in China.

What Mr. Chu told us, Secretary Chu,
is that we need to adopt the clean en-
ergy bill now pending in the Senate.
This is the ticket out of this recession.
This is how we’re going to decrease un-
employment. We urge the Senate to get
moving on this bill.

————
AFGHANISTAN/PAKISTAN AID

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, day in and
day out our soldiers in Afghanistan are
fighting a resurgent Taliban that di-
rects its activities out of the lawless
regions of Pakistan. They are fighting
bravely but are consistently under-
mined by the poor direction of re-
sources meant to aid Afghanistan and
Pakistan.

It is deeply disturbing to hear that
the Taliban are successfully diverting
our own U.S. aid money to fund their
insurgency. According to recent re-
ports from GlobalPost, the Taliban has
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extorted as much as $80 million from
American aid contractors in just the
last year. Taliban insurgents insist on
getting a cut before projects are built
in areas under their control, and then
they turn around and use these funds
to fight coalition forces. Further re-
ports out of Pakistan indicate that bil-
lions of dollars in military aid from the
U.S. was diverted to nonmilitary pur-
poses over the course of the last 6
years.

This region must not become a haven
for worldwide terrorism. Supporting
our troops means that we must do ev-
erything in our power to root out this
corruption and stop our tax dollars
from being diverted to our enemies or
misused by our allies.

———

ADVANCED APPROPRIATIONS FOR
VETERANS

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

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
we in Congress will be able to make a
real difference for the military vet-
erans who have served our country so
honorably this week.

From my first day in office, our local
veterans groups in south Florida made
it clear that one of their top priorities
was securing advanced appropriations
for the Veterans Administration. These
dedicated servicemembers thought it
was wrong that the VA, which provides
health care and so many other critical
services to our heroes, was subjected to
the whims of an annual congressional
budgeting process.

Mr. Speaker, I couldn’t agree more.
The needs of our veterans are too im-
portant to be bogged down and held up
in this process. Putting advanced ap-
propriations in place allows the VA to
plan ahead, improve service delivery,
and make smart, fiscally responsible
budget decisions.

At long last this House will vote
today on the Veterans Health Care
Budget Reform and Transparency Act
of 2009. This bill puts advanced appro-
priations in place, responding to the
top priority of our veterans’ organiza-
tions.

I strongly urge my colleagues to
speak out with one voice as Democrats
and Republicans alike to support our
veterans and pass this legislation.

———

COMMENDING THE HOPKINS
POLICE DEPARTMENT

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

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to congratulate the Hopkins Police De-
partment for being awarded the 2009
Civil Rights Award by the Inter-
national Association of Chiefs of Po-
lice.

By involving themselves in the Joint
Community Policing Project, the Hop-
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kins Police Department has enhanced
communication and understanding be-
tween the law enforcement community
and the multicultural residents of Hop-
kins. The department is setting a very
strong example of leadership on this
project through truly connecting with
the community whom they protect.

I recently met with over a dozen po-
lice chiefs as part of my law enforce-
ment advisory committee, and I con-
tinue to be very, very impressed with
the level of service and dedication
shown by our law enforcement commu-
nity.

Congratulations again to the Hop-
kins Police Department for receiving
this recognition and also for working
hard for the community that they pro-
tect.

———

HEALTH CARE AND THE PUBLIC
OPTION

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, last
week the distinguished minority lead-
er, Mr. BOEHNER, told the national
media that he had not yet met the first
average American who was for the pub-
lic option in our health care reform
package.

Well, I would like to introduce him
to the woman who introduced herself
to me yesterday morning in the Louis-
ville airport. Her name was Margaret.
She was in her late 50s. And the job
that she had had with a restaurant
ended when the restaurant closed a
couple months ago. They had been pay-
ing her full insurance premium of $700
a month. But now, because she has a
preexisting condition, as do most peo-
ple in her age category, she could not
get any insurance in the private mar-
ket and had to rely on the State insur-
ance pool, where she now pays over
$1,000 a month for her coverage.

She asked me to inform not just Mr.
BOEHNER but all my colleagues that she
is in favor of a public option, and she is
dramatically and enthusiastically in
support of our health care reform ef-
fort.

So for Mr. BOEHNER, if he wants to
come to Louisville, I'd be happy to in-
troduce him to Margaret. He can prob-
ably find somebody in southern Ohio
who is in support of a public option, be-
cause there are thousands and thou-
sands of people like Margaret who need
our help.

J 1030

BAD PROCESS LEADS TO BAD
POLICY

(Mr. LEE of New York asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. LEE of New York. Millions of
Americans are frustrated with the lack
of transparency and the Federal Gov-
ernment, and rightfully so. I was dis-
mayed earlier this year when the cap-
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and-trade national energy tax and the
enormous stimulus spending bill were
rushed to the House floor just a few
hours before Congress would vote on
these massive pieces of legislation.
There was simply no way for the pub-
lic, the press, or Members of Congress
to know exactly what was in these bills
before they were required to vote on
them. Bad process leads to bad policy.

Taxpayers deserve the ability to
weigh in on these complicated pieces of
legislation, and the leaders of Congress
have denied the American public the
right to full transparency in this proc-
ess.

Along with more than 180 of my col-
leagues, Republican and Democrat, I
have signed on to a discharge petition
to force the Democratic House leader-
ship to make legislation available for
public viewing at least 72 hours before
a scheduled vote. This commonsense
rule will allow western New Yorkers
and Americans everywhere the ability
to know what Congress is voting on
and ensure a transparent legislative
process.

————
CREDIT RATING

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

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, more than
one in 10 of fellow Californians is out of
work. This is due in part to decisions
made 3,000 miles away by analysts at
America’s credit rating agencies rank-
ing funds at AIG and Lehman Brothers
as AA or AAA one day, only to have
these companies bankrupt the next.

Last week at the Financial Services
Committee hearing, I asked the execu-
tives of the rating agencies why they
kept Lehman Brothers so highly rated
when there were plenty of warning
signs they were in trouble. The answer
I got was astounding. They kept Leh-
man highly rated because they as-
sumed the government would bail it
out. I then asked how many of these
analysts who base these decisions on
assumptions rather than evidence lost
their jobs. Again, the answer was
unfathomable: none, not one.

Mr. Speaker, I did not come down to
the floor this morning to seek retribu-
tion, but rather some common sense.
This situation underscores the urgent
need to enact strong financial regu-
latory reform and specifically make
the rating agencies accountable for
their decisions.

When the decisions of a few in a Man-
hattan skyscraper affect the liveli-
hoods of hardworking Americans all
across our country, there must be ac-
countability.

————

INDECISION IS A RECIPE FOR
FAILURE
(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
country is at war in Afghanistan. Now
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there seems to be reevaluation and hes-
itation by the administration: Do we
move forward with more energy and
commitment to achieve total success?
Do we pack up and abandon Afghani-
stan heeding the cries of the weak that
demand peace, peace, any price for
peace? Or do we hold the line pre-
venting success or failure?

Our commander on the ground, Gen-
eral McChrystal, wants more troops to
ensure American victory. Meanwhile,
delays, deliberation, and indecision
leave our troops prey to the Taliban.

Our troops are waiting for an answer;
the Afghan people are waiting. Our
enemy, the Taliban, is not waiting.
They are encouraged by our inaction.
They believe we will falter. They’re on
a determined mission to spread hate
and terror throughout the region.

Indecision is a recipe for failure. We
would do well to remember the words
of President Kennedy when he said:
“Let every nation know that we will
pay any price, bear any burden, meet
any hardship, support any friend, op-
pose any foe, in order to assure the sur-
vival and the success of liberty.”

America must stop the enemy of hu-
manity.

And that’s just the way it is.

——————

HEALTH REFORM DAILY MYTH-
BUSTER: IMPACT ON SENIORS

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

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, there
have been many myths about our
health reform, and I want to give just
a few facts.

Decisions about your health will be
made by you, your doctor, and your
family and not by anyone else.

They’re saying that health care re-
form will lead to rationed care. Mr.
Speaker, the fact is nothing will stand
between you and your doctor or pre-
vent you from making the best health
care decisions yourself.

And, Mr. Speaker, there’s a myth
saying we can’t afford to fix health
care during an economic crisis. Well,
rising health care costs are hurting our
families and businesses now and driv-
ing up the budget deficit. If we do noth-
ing, the cost of health care premiums
will eat us up more and more. It will
eat up your monthly paycheck, and the
prescription drug doughnut hole won’t
get fixed.

———

CREATING JOBS SHOULD BE TOP
PRIORITY

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

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, cre-
ating jobs and getting America back to
work should be Congress’ top priority.
Unemployment nears 10 percent na-
tionally and even higher in my district.
We need to keep our efforts focused on
the economy.

Today, there’s a report the White
House is looking for tax credits for
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companies that create new jobs. I fully
support the incentive and think the
American people would as well. Ac-
cording to The New York Times, the
Federal Government tried this ap-
proach in 1977, 1978. During that period,
employment climbed at a record pace.
An economic review study suggested in
1970 that the policy was responsible for
creating 700,000 jobs of the 2.1 million
jobs created during that period.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues on this important issue.

————
WORLD HABITAT DAY

(Mr. MILLER of North Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, in 1985 the United Nations
General Assembly designated the first
Monday in October as World Habitat
Day. This year, the theme is Planning
Our Urban Future.

Approximately half of the world’s
population now lives in urban areas,
and that number will rise to two-thirds
in a generation. Cities can be engines
for economic growth; but they can also
become home to extreme poverty, dis-
ease, environmental degradation, and
conflict. In many parts of the world,
government policies do not adequately
respond to the challenges of growing
urban populations.

Nearly one-third of the world’s popu-
lation of people living in cities around
the world now already live in slums,
and that number will also rise to dou-
ble what it is now in 30 years.

I rise today to honor World Habitat
Day and the goal of improved urban
planning. We can have a sustainable
prosperous future, but only if we help
the rural cities address the needs that
come from explosive growth.

———

“WHITE COATS” AT THE WHITE
HOUSE

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

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I come to the floor today with my
white physician’s coat because appar-
ently if you’re a doctor, this white coat
is a prerequisite for a meeting at the
White House. You can see by this photo
that the White House felt so strongly
about this that they actually handed
out white coats to the doctors that
they invited to their photo-op on Mon-
day.

Mr. Speaker, on September 11 I re-
quested a meeting with the President,
responding to his statement before
Congress that his door is always open
to talk about health care reform. Many
of my colleagues in the GOP Doctors
Caucus have also asked for meetings.

Mr. Speaker, I am here on the floor
today to say to the President, I am a
doctor, and I, too, have a white coat. I
would like a meeting with you to talk
about health care reform because I,
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like so many doctors across this coun-
try, we support meaningful reform,
just not a government takeover.

And, Mr. Speaker, I am here to say I
can even bring my own white coat.

———
SWIPE FEE LEGISLATION

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

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow
the Financial Services Committee will
hear testimony from Kathy Miller from
the northern Vermont town of Elmore.
Kathy and her husband run the Elmore
Store; that is the general store, the
post office, and the social hub of the
small town of Elmore.

Kathy will be testifying in favor of
interchange, or swipe fee, legislation
which would finally prevent credit card
companies from overcharging small
businesses like the Millers and others
around the country. With every pur-
chase paid for by credit card, they are
charged, the Millers, over 2 percent.
And as they have with individuals, the
credit card companies have come up
with ever more reasons and gimmicks
to squeeze money out of the bottom
line of these small businesses.

Though the store itself in Elmore is a
powerful force in the lives of the citi-
zens, the Millers are absolutely power-
less against the credit card companies
and big banks. That’s why Kathy Mil-
ler is coming to Washington to support
legislation to end these abuses and to
add fairness and transparency to swipe
fees.

———————

ACCOUNTING GIMMICKS IN
PROPOSED HEALTH CARE

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

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, instead
of passing health care reform that low-
ers costs, Democrats are positioned to
pass a bill that hides costs by passing
them on to State taxpayers. A fright-
ening footnote in the Congressional
Budget Office report on the Senate Fi-
nancial Committee bill reveals a $37
billion Medicaid mandate on State gov-
ernments. Unlike the Federal Govern-
ment, States can’t just print money.

This $37 billion mandate will force
States across the Nation to choose be-
tween deep cuts to programs or steep
tax hikes. In Louisiana alone, it’s $612
million over 5 years. That’s $612 mil-
lion less for roads, for higher edu-
cation, for secondary education, for
economic development.

In addition to driving States into
bankruptcy, this unfunded mandate de-
liberately hides the bill’s true cost.
Whether from Federal taxes or State
taxes, the American people will have to
absorb this.

If the bill actually lowered costs, its
author would not have to hide behind
accounting gimmicks to sell the bill.
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BREAST CANCER AWARENESS
MONTH

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

Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in recognition of
Breast Cancer Awareness Month. It is
perhaps appropriate that in this month
we are all tasked to reform this Na-
tion’s health care system for the mil-
lions of women who each year are
screened and diagnosed with breast
cancer and other breast disease.

And yet there is also a glaring dis-
parity in the diagnosis and treatment
of breast disease. According to the Of-
fice of Minority Health, African Amer-
ican women are 34 percent more likely
to die from breast cancer than white
women. African American women are
also 10 percent less likely to be diag-
nosed with breast cancer.

This disparity in screening diagnosis
and treatment leads to not only more
expensive care in the long run, but far
too often death. A report released by
the Joint Center for Political and Eco-
nomic Studies estimates that the com-
bined costs of such health inequalities
and premature deaths in the United
States total $1.24 trillion.

We must eliminate disparities and
discriminatory insurance practices im-
pacting minorities and women not only
because it’s cost effective but because
it’s the right thing to do.

It’s time to provide quality, afford-
able, and accessible health care with a
public plan that allows choice, care,
and competition.

———

POST MAJOR LEGISLATION 72
HOURS BEFORE VOTE TAKES
PLACE

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, it’s fitting
that Congress pass a bill that gives
Members of Congress and the American
public 72 hours to read major legisla-
tion before Congress votes. Both the
stimulus and the national energy bill
passed in the House less than 1 day
after coming to the floor.

In town halls all across the country,
constituents have demanded that each
major bill be made available to Mem-
bers of Congress and the public for at
least 72 hours before a vote takes place.
We should not rush to pass a sweeping
government takeover of health care
and energy or advance any other im-
portant issue without taking the time
to understand fully its impact on
American families and small busi-
nesses.

Mr. Speaker, the American people
have spoken. Let’s give them and their
elected leaders 72 hours to read what’s
in the bills before Congress.

———

ICE DETENTION REPORT

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

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
Secretary Napolitano and Immigration
and Customs Enforcement Assistant
Secretary John Morton released a
much-anticipated report on ICE’s de-
tention policies, which detailed obser-
vations and recommendations made by
former detention policy and planning
director, Dora Schriro.

Despite ICE’s previously stated goals
of focusing on the detention and depor-
tation of dangerous criminal immi-
grants, Dr. Schriro’s report -clearly
states that two-thirds of the individ-
uals being detained at taxpayer ex-
pense by ICE are noncriminal immi-
grants, a proportion which has stayed
constant over the past 2 years.

I am encouraged by Secretary
Napolitano’s commitment to reforming
our Immigration Detention System
and her acknowledgment that ICE
must create a system that reflects the
needs of a largely noncriminal civilian
detainee population versus those of a
prison population. We must ensure
community members that those ICE
has classified as ‘‘special population,”
such as parents with with minor chil-
dren, the ill and injured, women, non-
violent asylum seekers, are not rou-
tinely detained. Those who are eligible
and do not present a flight risk or a
danger to their community should be
able to pay a bond and seek parole.

Luckily, ICE has found successful al-
ternatives to detentions. Secretary
Napolitano should continue these al-
ternatives to detention programs.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON
H.R. 2997, AGRICULTURE, RURAL
DEVELOPMENT, FOOD AND DRUG
ADMINISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2010.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 799 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 799

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider the
conference report to accompany the bill
(H.R. 2997) making appropriations for Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and Drug
Administration, and Related Agencies pro-
grams for the fiscal year ending September
30, 2010, and for other purposes. All points of
order against the conference report and
against its consideration are waived. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the conference report to its adop-
tion without intervening motion except: (1)
one hour of debate; and (2) one motion to re-
commit if applicable.

0 1045

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BLUMENAUER). The gentleman from
Massachusetts is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the
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customary 30 minutes to the gentle-

woman from North Carolina (Ms.

FoxXx). All time yielded during consid-

eration of the rule is for debate only.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MCGOVERN. I ask unanimous
consent that all Members be given 5
legislative days in which to revise and
extend their remarks on H. Res. 799.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, H. Res. 799 provides for
consideration of the conference report
to accompany H.R. 2997, Agriculture,
Rural Development, Food and Drug Ad-
ministration, and Related Agencies Ap-
propriations Act of 2010. The rule
waives all points of order against the
conference report on H.R. 2997 and
against its consideration, and the rule
provides that the previous question
shall be considered as ordered without
intervention of any motion except one
hour of debate and one motion to re-
commit, if applicable.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the conference report for the fiscal
year 2010 Agriculture Appropriations
conference report. This is a good bill,
one that went through the regular
order. It is, in fact, the third appropria-
tions conference report that this body
will consider this year. I want to espe-
cially commend Subcommittee Chair-
woman ROSA DELAURO and Ranking
Member JACK KINGSTON, as well as the
other subcommittee members, for their
efforts in completing this bill.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is one that nor-
mally doesn’t get a lot of attention
but, in reality, is one of the most im-
portant bills that we can pass. I wish
the allocation, Mr. Speaker, for this
bill, quite frankly, was higher than it
is because there is a great need for the
programs that make up this bill. This
conference report funds the following
areas at the Department of Agri-
culture: public health programs, rural
communities, agriculture research,
animal health and marketing pro-
grams, and conservation. Most impor-
tantly, this bill funds domestic and
international antihunger and nutrition
programs, programs that literally put
food in the mouths of hundreds of mil-
lions of hungry people here at home
and around the world.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is $2.7 billion
more than last year and $325 million
more than the President’s request, a 13
percent increase over last year’s bill.
Following my opening statement, we
will hear from my friends on the other
side, and I expect that they will talk
about how this bill spends too much
money and that this increase is simply
unnecessary, especially during these
difficult economic times.

Well, Mr. Speaker, this increase is
needed now more than ever. Just look
at where the increases in this bill are
targeted: to the areas of nutrition,
international food assistance, and food
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and drug safety. Simply, these in-
creases go to protect our food supply
and to provide food for those who ei-
ther cannot afford it or do not have ac-
cess to it. It is unconscionable to me
that anyone can complain about help-
ing people in need during these tough
economic times.

Today, there are over 36 million low-
income individuals who rely on the
SNAP program, formerly known as the
Food Stamp Program. The sad fact is
that this is a record number of people
who are currently relying on this safe-
ty net program. This bill provides over
$568 billion for the SNAP program, an
increase of more than $4 billion from
20009.

WIC is funded at $7.2 billion, an in-
crease of almost $400 million. This in-
crease will provide up to 9.6 million
women, infants, and children help with
a healthy pregnancy and a healthy
start in life.

The Commodity Supplemental Food
Program, a program that provides nu-
tritious food to low-income women, in-
fants, children, and elderly citizens
who all struggle with rising food costs,
is funded at $171 million. That is $11
million more than 2009 and $9 million
more than the President’s request.

Finally, the Child Nutrition Pro-
grams, school meals and snacks, re-
ceive almost $17 billion, $1.9 billion
above the 2009 levels.

Hunger is a real problem in America,
and this bill provides funding that
keeps the safety net intact. Look at
one of the more affluent areas in this
country, Fairfax County in Virginia.
According to a recent Washington Post
article, Fairfax churches and nonprofit
organizations report a 39 percent in-
crease in food assistance in the fourth
quarter of 2008 when compared with the
fourth quarter of 2007. Let me repeat
that, a 39 percent increase. ‘‘Almost
half of the respondents reported help-
ing families that had never asked for
aid before, many of them former mid-
dle class residents now unemployment
or facing foreclosure.” I will insert this
article into the RECORD at the end of
my statement.

Mr. Speaker, this is just one example
of how hunger is creeping into areas of
the country that are not used to seeing
hunger. Food banks, WIC clinics, and
SNAP processors are the ones pro-
viding food for people who simply can-
not make ends meet. Yet some of my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
say we cannot afford to properly fund
these programs, insinuating that we
should turn our backs on these people
who are in desperate need.

I, for one, make no apologies for
these increases in food and nutrition
programs. We have a moral obligation
to step up to the plate to help the most
vulnerable people during these difficult
times.

Internationally, the need is just as
great. This bill provides critical fund-
ing for the Food for Peace program and
McGovern-Dole Food for Education
program. Overall, there is $1.89 billion
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provided for international food aid pro-
grams. That is an increase of $564 mil-
lion over 2009.

The P.L. 480 Food for Peace Title II
grants program receives $1.69 billion,
which is $464 million above 2009. And a
program close to my heart, the McGov-
ern-Dole program, is more than dou-
bled from the previous year. In 2010,
this important program will receive
$209.5 million, $10 million more than
President Obama’s request and $109.5
million more than 2009 levels.

Mr. Speaker, for too long this coun-
try has underfunded international food
and nutrition programs. This bill is
changing that course. We are putting
more money up front for development,
providing assistance before it becomes
an emergency that we and the rest of
the world have to respond to. This is
appropriate and necessary, and I ap-
plaud Chairwoman DELAURO for work-
ing to right the misguided policies of
the previous administration. I would
add that investing in food and nutri-
tion programs overseas and investing
in smart development is in our na-
tional security interests. Taking a
global leadership role in combating
hunger and fighting global poverty I
think is something that wins us the
hearts and minds of people all over the
world, and I want to again commend
Chairwoman DELAURO for her leader-
ship.

I am also pleased that there is more
than $33 million for eradication of the
Asian longhorn beetle, an increase of
more than $13 million over last year.
This funding will help USDA in their
efforts to help in identifying and eradi-
cating the infestation of this pest.
While more funding is needed, and I
will be asking the USDA for additional
emergency funding for this effort, the
funding included in this bill is welcome
and I appreciate its inclusion.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to ad-
dress the tragic bombing of the United
Nations World Food Program offices in
Islamabad, Pakistan. The World Food
Program benefits from the inter-
national food aid programs that are
funded in this bill. WFP is an excellent
partner and is on the front lines of
many of the efforts to combat hunger
and starvation around the world.
Josette Sheeran and everyone at WFP
do an excellent job, and I am pleased to
be able to work with them as they
work to end hunger around the world.

I want to convey my deepest condo-
lences and sympathies to the family
and friends and colleagues of the WFP
staff who were killed in Pakistan. My
thoughts and prayers are also with
those who were wounded and injured in
the bombing attack, and we hope for
their full recovery. The bombing under-
scores the often dangerous situations
in which the World Food Program and
so0 many other humanitarian relief
workers find themselves. And I, for
one, can only thank them for their im-
portant and too often unrecognized
service to humanity.
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[From the Washington Post, Sept. 29, 2009]
WHOLE FooDSs TO FOOD BANKS
(By Annie Gowen)

The Germantown woman was loading boxes
of food from the Manna food bank into a
shiny sport-utility vehicle one recent after-
noon when she was approached by a donor
dropping off food.

“What group are you with?”’ the donor
asked the woman, who promptly burst into
tears. With her Toyota Sequoia and quilted
Vera Bradley bag, she had been mistaken for
a volunteer—rather than a client waiting to
take home a bag of potatoes.

“I’'m a mother of four just trying to feed
my kids,” the woman sobbed to the donor,
who was taken aback, then sympathetic.

Such awkward scenes are playing out fre-
quently at food pantries and other charities
across the region as they struggle to help the
still upward-spiraling number of formerly
middle-class people knocking on their doors.

For the charities, the surge in demand has
tested their resourcefulness—and sometimes
their patience. Not only must they stock
millions of pounds of additional food in big-
ger warehouses, but they also must adopt
fresh tactics to help the newly needy, who
can be more bewildered, more emotional and
more selective than their traditional clients.

One intake volunteer at Food for Others in
Fairfax County, for example, has learned
that the formerly affluent won’t wait outside
in line for food at evening neighborhood
giveaways, lest they be spotted.

‘““We have more people than ever coming
here thinking they’d never ever be here,”
said Amy Ginsburg, executive director of
Manna Food Center in Montgomery County.
Manna, along with most food area pantries,
requires people to prove by income that they
need assistance.

The group is moving into a 12,000-square-
foot warehouse in Gaithersburg on Oct. 5 to
meet the growing need. Manna gave away 3.1
million pounds of food to 102,519 Montgomery
County residents last fiscal year, up from 2.1
million pounds the year before. They’ve in-
creased food drives, and cash donations have
kept pace.

Manna’s workers and volunteers try to
make the experience as dignified as possible
for everyone, helping clients load their cars
and handing out juice boxes and pretzels to
families waiting in increasingly longer lines.
On a recent morning, residents dressed in
pressed khakis waited for boxes of fresh
produce, meat and canned goods alongside
those in dirty T-shirts.

““Not having enough money for food is a bi-
zarre, foreign experience’ for the new needy,
Ginsburg explained. ‘“‘They’re still getting
over the shock.”

Ginsburg and others running local char-
ities expect the number of residents seeking
help to continue to rise even as the economy
improves. Jobless numbers are increasing,
they point out, while severance checks and
unemployment benefits are running out.

Fairfax found in a recent survey of 89
churches and nonprofit organizations that
32,044 households received food assistance in
the last quarter of 2008, a 39 percent increase
from the previous year’s fourth quarter. Al-
most half of the respondents reported help-
ing families that had never asked for aid be-
fore—many of them former middle-class resi-
dents now unemployed or facing foreclosure.

Wanda Moloney, client relations manager
at Loudoun Interfaith Relief, which served
56,000 residents last year, said her group
gives food to 100 new families a week. In-
creasingly, Interfaith volunteers from some
of Loudoun’s most affluent neighborhoods
find themselves packing boxes for their
friends and neighbors.

Nobody knows what to say.
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“You can see it in the eye contact,”
Moloney said. ‘“The tears say it all.”

Barbara Curtis, 61, said that the experience
of getting groceries from the food pantry was
“startling at first.”” She and her husband,
Tripp, lost their sprawling Loudoun home
this year after he became ill and was unable
to work. With five children at home, their
descent from a comfortable middle-class life
seemed to happen overnight. ‘It really let
me see how vulnerable we all are,” Curtis
said.

Terry Wilson, 43, a floral designer, also
sought help in Loudoun after he was bumped
from full time to part time at work and lost
his benefits. But it wasn’t easy. The first
time he pulled open the door and took in the
crowd in the waiting room, he turned around
and walked out.

“It was like, ‘Whoa . . . I can’t do this,””
he recalled Wednesday as he picked up food
for the second time. But then he realized
having the groceries could help him shift
money to his utility bill and his car pay-
ment. ‘“‘Everyone else is doing it, and times
are tough. Let’s suck it up and see what hap-
pens.”

Out in the Manna parking lot, the German-
town woman—who was visiting the food
bank for the second time and did not want
her name used to spare her children embar-
rassment—was inspecting her food allotment
with the zeal of a soccer mom at Whole
Foods. She turned to Manna for help after
her husband refinanced their home into a
costly subprime mortgage and then moved
out. She has been able to get the mortgage
modified, but her finances remain precar-
ious.

She checked the expiration date on a car-
ton of soy milk, unscrewed the lid of a jar of
organic peanut butter to make sure it was
sealed and read the label on a tube of ground
turkey. The turkey did not pass muster, and
she politely returned it to a Manna staffer.
“I don’t know what’s in it,”” she explained.

“It’s a double-edged sword,”” she said. ‘“You
can’t go without food, but certain foods at
Manna, no way I'm going to feed my kids.
It’s kind of snotty.”” She rejoiced in a big bag
of day-old bagels, sport drinks and dough-
nuts, treats she could no longer afford to buy
her sons.

At times, this changing face of need has
sparked moments of confusion and discom-
fort for those who are trying to help.

Christine Lucas, executive director of the
Arlington Food Assistance Center, said she
is often asked by volunteers and donors
about the number of clients driving fancy
cars. (A well-dressed couple who declined to
be interviewed was there recently, putting
their sacks into a Cadillac.) Lucas responds
that it could be an employer’s car or a fam-
ily hanging onto its last asset.

Or it could be the formerly middle-class
mom with Calvin Klein sunglasses perched
atop her head who said she was going to have
to search Epicurious.com for recipes that use
black beans because the pantry had given
her so many cans.

Appearances can be deceiving, as Debbie
Lane and her two children discovered when
they drove out to an affluent neighborhood
in Chantilly to deliver $200 worth of school
supplies to a needy family. Lane, of Fairfax,
said her kids had offered to reuse some of
their school supplies from last year so that
they could contribute to the back-to-school
drive, organized by the food pantry Our
Daily Bread.

‘“‘My son, who is 8, said, ‘Mom, if this is the
neighborhood we’re dropping these things off
in, I think we should turn our car around,’”’
Lane recalled. ‘It was a great segue for me
to talk about what poverty does and does not
look like.”

But even she was surprised at the size and
scope of ‘‘this palatial home with two brand-
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new expensive cars in the driveway. I was
really grappling with this. I was thinking,
‘This is crazy.’’” She later learned that what
she had tried to explain to her kids was true:
The family that needed the supplies was
renting rooms in the home’s basement and
had recently seen its income drop when the
mother died of cancer.

The Germantown mother of four said she
knew why she’d been mistaken for a volun-
teer by the donor dropping off food—it was
her car.

‘“‘Because I have the [Sequoia], she thought
I was doing the same thing she was, I guess,”
the woman speculated. She watched the
donor drive away with a mix of envy and sad-
ness, remembering what it was like ‘“‘to be
normal.”

“What a glorious feeling . . . to be able to
give to other people,” she said. “It is a bet-
ter feeling to give than to receive. But some-
times you have to receive.”

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my colleague from Massachu-
setts for yielding me time, and I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I come before you today
deeply concerned by this conference
agreement. This legislation that was
originally brought to the House was of-
fered under a closed rule. Throughout
this appropriations season, the Demo-
crat majority took unprecedented steps
to silence both the minority and their
own Democrat colleagues by offering
all appropriations bills under closed
rule. This has consistently eliminated
the ability for Members to speak up for
how their constituents believe their
money should be spent.

This is not the way the House should
be operating, and we want to express
again our concern about this and will
be doing that throughout our time in
discussing the rule this morning.

I will urge my colleagues to vote not
only against the rule but against the
previous question.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I will reserve my
time at this point in time, Mr. Speak-
er.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the distin-
guished gentleman from California
(Mr. DREIER), the ranking member of
the Rules Committee.

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend from Grandfather commu-
nity for yielding me the time.

I rise with a great deal of concern,
Mr. Speaker, for what is taking place
here. My friend from Worcester has
talked about the commitment to nutri-
tion programs. I share his concern
about nutrition, child nutrition espe-
cially. It is a very high priority. And
anyone, anyone who tries to charac-
terize those of us who are opposed to
this conference report as being opposed
to child nutrition is totally off base.

I was just speaking to my good friend
Mr. CONAWAY, who is a member of the
Agriculture Authorization Committee,
and he points to the fact that while we
look at this conference report, every
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single line item, every single line item
has had a plus-up, an increase, and it
brings to that total a 14 percent in-
crease.

Now, Mr. CONAWAY has reminded me
that we can have that strong commit-
ment, as we do in a bipartisan way, to
nutrition. There are other areas where
cuts can be made. And so again, once
again, the tired old argument that
somehow those of us who are Repub-
licans want to throw children out in
the street and have them starve is a
nonstarter. So, Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues not to continue with that
kind of argument.

Now, there are other concerns that
exist. We have the 14 percent increase
with this measure. We have something
known as air-dropping, which is a vio-
lation of House rules, and this rule
waives a measure which provides an ad-
dition of items that were never consid-
ered by this House or considered by our
colleagues in the other body in the
Senate. That is described as a scope
violation. It means that neither House
considered it and yet the conferees
came together and without a single
hearing, without any kind of delibera-
tion, they just dropped a couple of pro-
visions into the conference report.

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is what is
leading us to raise concern that is bi-
partisan on the fact that this House is
not taking the amount of time that it
should to look at legislation, and this
came to the forefront on June 26 of this
year.

On June 26 at 3 in the morning, my
Rules colleagues and I were sitting up-
stairs in the Rules Committee and my
friend, Mr. MCGOVERN, offered the mo-
tion that would allow us to move ahead
with the cap-and-trade bill. As he was
reading that motion, Mr. Speaker, as
he was reading that motion, I had
dropped on my lap at 3 in the morning
a 300-page amendment to the cap-and-
trade bill. No one on that committee
had had an opportunity to look at it.
We know that most Members of the
House had not read it. What did it lead
to? It led to our very, very strong level
of degree of outrage, and it led our mi-
nority leader to use a great deal of
time, taking 1 hour to actually walk
through that 300-page amendment. The
by-product of that, Mr. Speaker, has
been outrage across this country.

I have spent most of my career here
focused on process. I believe process is
substance. But many of my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle, when I talk
about process, make it very clear that
they and their constituents have their
eyes glaze over. But guess what, Mr.
Speaker? The American people under-
stand when you don’t take the time to
deliberate and read and look at legisla-
tion.

Now, I will admit that in Republican
Congresses, we have waived the 3-day
layover requirement. In fact, in the
109th Congress, on 40 occasions we
waived the 3-day layover requirement.
But, Mr. Speaker, we were told that in
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this new Congress there would be a bet-
ter way and they would change those
ways.

In the 110th Congress, this new ma-
jority waived the 3-day layover re-
quirement 43 times. And so far in this
Congress, and we are 40 percent of the
way through this Congress, Mr. Speak-
er, the 3-day layover requirement has
been waived 22 times already, and we
are only 40 percent through this Con-
gress.
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And so this new majority has said we
are not going to allow for the reading
of legislation. We’re not going to allow
for an adequate amount of time. We’'re
going to move quickly, without letting
Members look at or the American peo-
ple look at legislation to the floor.

So what is it that happened? A bipar-
tisan group, led by our colleague from
Washington, Mr. BAIRD, our colleague
from Texas, Mr. CULBERSON, came to-
gether with legislation saying that
there should, in fact, be a process that
requires that that 3-day layover be
maintained. Now, there was no oppor-
tunity provided by the majority to
allow for consideration of this, and so
it led my very good friend from Oregon,
Mr. WALDEN, to launch a discharge pe-
tition, a discharge petition which, at
this moment, has 181 signatories. A bi-
partisan group saying what we should
do is, we should say that Members
should look at legislation before it’s
considered.

And on this conference report, the
notion of air-dropping measures in is
just a further example of not allowing
the membership to look at legislation.
My colleague from Grandfather com-
munity, Ms. FOXX, is going to move to
defeat the previous question, Mr.
Speaker. When she does that, she is
going to be seeking to make in order
the bipartisan Baird-Culberson resolu-
tion, which states that we must have 72
hours to look at legislation before it is
considered. It’s a commonsense pro-
posal that the American people under-
stand and that this membership under-
stands.

And so, Mr. Speaker, I'm going to
urge my colleagues to join with Ms.
Foxx and Mr. CONAWAY, and the wide
range of people who are working on
this, led by Mr. WALDEN, who’s here on
the floor and is going to have some
very, very interesting numbers and fig-
ures to show to buttress this argument
that we’re making here. So I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on the previous
question so that we’ll be able to allow
this measure to move forward so that
the commonsense idea of saying we
should look at things before we vote on
them is, in fact, able to prevail.

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

The gentleman from California is
correct when he says that his side was
guilty of air-dropping provisions into
conference reports. I remember one
time being up in the Rules Committee
when a Department of Defense bill
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came before the committee. And after
the conferees had finished all their
work, all of a sudden this kind of mys-
terious language appeared providing
immunity to drug companies that pro-
duced drugs that were not safe. And the
reality was, Mr. Speaker, that they did
that after the conference had finished
up.

In this case here it’s very, very dif-
ferent. In this case here, the child nu-
trition reauthorization, a bill we had
hoped to have already done by now, is
not completed. And if, in fact, this lan-
guage was not put in here to extend ex-
piring child nutrition authorization
programs—and let me just kind of tell
people what that is. It’s things like
school breakfasts and school lunches
and after-school meals for kids who
otherwise wouldn’t get access to meals
or nutrition.

So that language, which was agreed
to by the authorizers, was put into this
bill. Now, if we want to have an argu-
ment about process, fine. But the re-
ality is here: if you did not do this
right now, these programs would ex-
pire. And I don’t know of anybody,
maybe on your side they do, but I know
for the majority on this side, people do
not want those programs to expire be-
cause people depend on them.

Mr. DREIER. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. McGOVERN. I yield the gen-

tleman 30 seconds.

Mr. DREIER. I thank my friend for
yielding. And let me just say, I will say
to my friend that he must not have lis-
tened to my opening remarks. The no-
tion of pointing the finger to the other
side of the aisle and somehow saying
that we have an interest in seeing child
nutrition deteriorate is outrageous,
and it should not be said on this House
floor.

And I will say this, too. If you look
at the number of times that that 3-day
layover requirement was waived when
we were in the majority, as I said, 40
times in the 109th Congress. And you
promised a better way on the majority
side of this aisle. And what has hap-
pened is you’ve bested us by doing it 44
times in the 110th Congress and so far
22 times, 40 percent of this. And I
thank my friend for yielding.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the gen-
tleman for his comments. And I do
think we have bested you in the area of
responding to a need that, quite frank-
ly, when your party was in control
here, these areas were underfunded.
And the deal, this is about school
breakfasts and school lunches and
after-school snacks for kids who other-
wise wouldn’t get it. That’s what this
is about. That’s what we are debating
here.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York, a member of
the Rules Committee, Mr. ARCURI.

Mr. ARCURI. I thank the gentleman
for yielding, and I thank him for his
leadership on nutritional issues. Clear-
ly, we can’t do enough, I think, for the
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people who need assistance in this
country. And I rise in very strong sup-
port of this conference report that fo-
cuses, not only on nutritional issues,
but focuses on the need for food safety
in this country, and certainly, the need
for our farmers and our agricultural in-
dustry.

And I want to talk specifically about
dairy farmers. And what this bill does
among other things, many other good
things, is it appropriates $350 million
for dairy farmers. Now, I can tell you
that in my district in upstate New
York, dairy farmers have been hit ex-
tremely hard. We see the cost of 100
weight of milk about the same price,
about $10 or $11, the same that it was 20
or 25 years ago. Yet the cost of feed,
the cost of fuel, the cost of everything
has gone up dramatically, and we see
this real difficult time.

And I talk about this all the time. I
did a town hall meeting in a place
called Waterville, New York, and it was
a dairy farming community. And I
thought we were going to talk about
health care, but that wasn’t the most
important issue to these dairy farmers.
The most important issue was the cost
of milk and the difficulty that they’re
having staying in business. And to see
a grown man, a farmer who’s worked
his whole life, worked very hard, stand
up and cry because he isn’t sure he’s
going to be able to hold on to his farm
is the kind of thing that we’re up
against.

So I think that the fact—and I want
to compliment the chairlady, Ms.
DELAURO, for the work she’s done and
the way that we’ve come forward to
put $350 million—again, it’s not going
to save the entire dairy industry, but it
certainly is going to help dairy farm-
ers, and they need it at this time. We
need to continue this. We need to con-
tinue to move because dairy farming in
America is not just an industry. It’s
not just a business, but it’s a way of
life, and we need to do everything we
can, and I strongly support this con-
ference report. And I urge my col-
leagues to do the same.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN) blames Republicans. I
mean we’re used to it. We're being
blamed for everything. And yet, you all
are in the majority. You have the votes
to do whatever you want to do. You’ve
been in the majority for the last 3
years. So I don’t understand why it’s
our fault that these programs haven’t
been authorized at the appropriate lev-
els for the last 3 years.

I would like to yield now 4 minutes
to my colleague from Texas, Mr.
CONAWAY.

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentlelady for giving me
some time to speak.

First off, I want to brag on the ma-
jority. The gentlelady and the previous
speaker and I talked about the 72-hour
rule, the concept of a bill being avail-
able for not only Members to read but
also constituents to read. This one’s
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been available longer than 72 hours.
And as far as I can tell, the sun came
up in the east this morning and the
world’s continuing to turn, so this sys-
tem can, in fact, work under a rational
process that allows 72 hours to expire
before something is voted on.

So I want to brag on the majority for
conducting themselves in the way that
they said they would do throughout the
2006 campaign. And now, at least with
this one narrow example, they have
shown that the 72-hour rule will, in
fact, work.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to ask my
colleagues to vote against the rule, to
vote against this bill itself. I represent
an agricultural district. I have a rural
district in Texas. I represent 14 percent
of the land mass of Texas. It is rural
and it is agricultural. I'm going to vote
against this bill because of the reckless
increases in spending that are being
proposed or being pushed forward. None
of us are for hunger. None of us are for
children getting up and going to school
hungry. That’s not what this is about.

This bill, with a 28 percent increase
over what we spent in 2008, a 14 percent
increase in what we spent over 2009,
plus an $8 billion stimulus infusion of
cash, is reckless, simply reckless. We
can’t afford it. This will contribute to
a $1.3 trillion deficit for 2010. We will
have to borrow all $1.3 trillion.

Now, what that does in effect is it
fixes today’s problems for just 2010. It
doesn’t fix anything, but it addresses
the problems for 2010. The interest on
that debt will be paid for by every gen-
eration every year of their lives. They
will not pay it back. We will not pay it
back. So what we are saying is with re-
spect to the interest on that debt is
that future generations will have to
tax themselves to pay for that. Those
are resources that they will not have
available to deal with the hungry and
the hungered in their generations be-
cause, as Jesus Christ said, the poor
you will always have with us. There
will be hunger in this world as long as
this world exists. And what we are
doing today with this bill is contrib-
uting to the irresponsible resource re-
allocation from future generations to
today’s problems.

Both sides have made an art form
over the last four years of taking fu-
ture resources to fix today’s problems.
It’s been wrong in the past. It’s wrong
today. And I would urge my colleagues
to vote against this rule and against
this bill when it comes up later on this
afternoon.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
just clarify for the record, because 1
think maybe there is a difference here
between what some of us are saying on
this side of the aisle compared to what
some of my friends are saying on the
other side of the aisle.

I don’t believe a hungry child can
wait. I don’t believe we can put that
problem off till next year or 5 years or
10 years down the road. And in fact, I
would argue that investing and making
sure that that child gets the proper nu-
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trition and the proper food early on in
their lifetime will probably save us a
whole bunch of money in terms of
health care costs and lost learning op-
portunities and so many other things
that come as a result of people being
hungry and not getting enough to eat.

So we don’t have time to wait. And
one of the reasons we are trying to
tackle health care, Mr. Speaker, is to
try to get this deficit and this debt
under control, something, by the way,
that when Bill Clinton left office, he
left historic surpluses. After a few
yvears of my friends on the other side of
the aisle, we have historic deficits, and
now we’re trying to dig ourselves out
of this ditch.

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to yield 4 minutes to the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Con-
necticut, the Chair of the Appropria-
tions Subcommittee on Agriculture,
Ms. DELAURO.

Ms. DELAURO. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding time, and I am de-
lighted to present the 2010 Agriculture,
Food and Drug Administration Appro-
priations Conference Report.

I wanted to note that this is the ear-
liest that an Agriculture appropria-
tions conference report has come to the
floor of this House since 1999. In fact,
we have been busy all year. The sub-
committee has held seven hearings so
far, including two hearings with the
Secretary of Agriculture, a hearing
with the Acting Commissioner of the
Food and Drug Administration, an-
other with the Inspector General of the
Department of Health and Human
Services. We had a hearing on domestic
nutrition programs, a hearing on the
equivalency process for imported meat
and poultry. We also had a hearing at
which Members discussed their prior-
ities.

This report before us is then the cul-
mination of this process. It focuses on
several key areas, supporting agricul-
tural research, investing in rural com-
munities. My colleague from Texas was
just up on his feet, and he represents a
rural part of Texas. Well, in fact, what
we did was increase resources for rural
America, and I'm sure that that in-
cludes his portion in Texas. He ought
to think twice about voting against a
bill which is going to help his constitu-
ents. And that’s probably true of agri-
cultural research as well.

We also focused on protecting the
public health, bolstering nutrition pro-
grams and food aid, and conserving our
natural resources. I would just say that
the report proposes investments in
these priorities and the agencies that
can help us to meet them while making
specific and sensible budgets cuts
where feasible. The appropriations bill
on Agriculture and the Food and Drug
Administration for 2010 provides for $23
billion in funding. It is a 13 percent in-
crease over the 2009 levels, the reason
being, as our colleague from New York
said a moment ago, because there was
an additional $350 million put in this
bill in order to deal with the crisis
amongst dairy farmers in this country.
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Whether you are from the East
Coast, the way I am, the middle of the
country, where others are, or the West
coast, dairy farmers are in critical dif-
ficulty. Now, if we propose not to do
that, let’s close it down. Let’s close the
dairy industry down, because, you
know what? You can’t stop milking
cows just because the prices are low.
You have to continually do it. And our
small dairy farmers are going under.
We also made responsible investments
across the board and, yes, in fact, we
did make cuts in programs. We made a
significant investment in agricultural
research, $1.2 billion for the Agri-
culture Research Service, $1.3 billion
for the National Institute for Food and
Agriculture.
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Among the key programs that were
funded was the Agriculture and Food
Research Initiative.

In addition, the report seeks to cre-
ate new opportunities for growth in the
Nation’s small-town economies, rural
America. The conference agreement
provides $173 million for section 502
Guaranteed Single Family Housing
Loans and $40 million for the Renew-
able Energy Program to focus in on re-
newable energy projects so that rural
communities can take advantage of
this effort.

I also might say again to my col-
league from Texas who was standing up
there, the administration proposed to
cut the Farm and Ranchland Program,
the Wildlife Habitat Program, and sev-
eral other very good conservation pro-
grams. The Resources Conservation
Agency development offices, I would
bet he’s got those issues in his district.

Well, you know what we did? We re-
stored that funding because those com-
munities need to have these resources
in order to succeed.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
lady an additional 2 minutes.

Ms. DELAURO. We did provide a sub-
stantial increase for the Food and Drug
Administration, $306 million, to con-
duct more inspections of domestic and
foreign food and medical products. We
fully fund the administration’s request
for the Food Safety and Inspection
Service at the U.S. Department of Ag-
riculture. We provided money for them
the first time. Why? So that in fact we
can make sure that our food supply is
safe and that youngsters are not dying
from an E. coli infection or hurt by an
E. coli infection, like we saw on the
front page of The New York Times this
past week, or we’'re getting a tainted
product from China which puts people
in this country at risk.

The bill provides $392 million for an
increase for the WIC program to help
those hit hardest by the current eco-
nomic crisis. And, yes, per the request
of the committees in both the House
and the Senate and the Democratic and
Republican members of those commit-
tees, the bill extends the important



October 7, 2009

and expiring child nutrition programs
such as School Lunch, School Break-
fast, and other programs.

But, you know, if you had been here
several years ago the way I was, a
number of years ago, you know where
the other side of the aisle comes from,
because there was an attempt at that
time to say, Let’s end the School
Lunch program.

Yes, nutrition is critical. This is a
bill that deserves to be extended, and
that was its purpose in putting it with
the agricultural bill. It is self-con-
tained, no additional money, and it was
not air-dropped. It was not air-dropped.

These programs continue our long-
standing commitment to international
aid, to fighting hunger. It works to
conserve America’s natural resources,
sustain our national priorities. It in-
cludes $350 million for dairy assistance;
$290 million to the Secretary of Agri-
culture to supplement producers’ in-
come; $60 million for purchasing sur-
plus cheese and other dairy products to
distribute to food banks. It continues
to protect our Nation’s families and
our farmers from the dangers that are
posed by unsafe, processed poultry im-
ports from overseas.

Taken as a whole, I believe we have
crafted a responsible agriculture legis-
lation. It alleviates short-term suf-
fering, encourages long-term growth,
invests in our future, reflects our prior-
ities.

Support this rule.

Ms. FOXX. I appreciate very much
the sympathy and concern from our
friends from urban areas for our dairy
farmers and our farming interest. I
come from a rural district.

I represent a rural district and many
dairy farmers. I grew up milking a cow.
I understand that cows have to be
milked. I know they can’t wait. But
what we’ve done to hurt dairy farmers
in this country is we’re putting them
out of business because we’ve driven up
the costs of doing business.

We have an EPA that is totally out of
control in this country and that has
harassed our farmers, and particularly
dairy farmers, to the point where we
have almost driven them completely
out of business.

Yes, dairy farmers are hurting right
now, and we need to do something to
help them; but we could do a lot to
help them by reducing the cost of their
doing business with the ridiculous
rules and regulations that we’ve put on
them.

I also would like to say that we need
to be setting priorities in this Con-
gress, and that’s one of the main prob-
lems that we have with the majority in
charge right now.

I'd like to now yield 4 minutes to my
colleague who also understands rural
United States’ needs, the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN).

Mr. WALDEN. I want to thank the
gentlelady from North Carolina for her
leadership consistently in this House
for common sense. I'm glad that she
understands agriculture like some of us
do in the West as well.
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I want to talk today about the rule
and the rules of this House. As my col-
league from California said pretty
clearly, for too long we have had a
process that’s been followed in this
House, regardless of who was in control
of this House, to make sure that the
people and the press and we politicians
have a chance to read the bills before
they’re voted on.

Consistently, when the will of the
majority has been exercised, we have
waived the House rules of the 72-hour
requirement. We need to change that,
and we can do it on a bipartisan basis.

My colleagues, Mr. BAIRD and Mr.
CULBERSON, have legislation, H. Res.
554, introduced in June, to change the
House rules to require 72 hours for bills
like this, the so-called ‘‘stimulus,” to
be put on the Internet for the people,
the press, the public, people affected,
and us, to actually read them.

Now this bill was 1,073 pages. It cost
$787 billion. And we were allowed 12
hours to consider it. This legislation is
the national energy tax, the cap-and-
trade bill. It’s 1,420 pages, 16%2 hours to
review, and it cost $846 billion.

Now, this House recently passed a
resolution saying that on the Ag appro-
priations conference report, the issue
before us at the moment, that we
should have 72 hours to consider it be-
fore it’s voted on. That hasn’t always
been the case on all these rules. As I
mentioned, on the national energy tax,
on the stimulus, even the health care
bill before it came to the Energy and
Commerce Committee, 1,026 pages, we
had 14 hours and 43 minutes to con-
sider.

You know, it’s kind of interesting. If
you go back to the beginning of our
country, and I just put it in compari-
son, the Declaration of Independence,
same type-face size, nine pages, 4 days;
the entire United States Constitution,
82 days, 24 pages; Bill of Rights, 57 days
and 3 pages. Yet one-sixth of the econ-
omy, we’re given, what, 14 hours and 43
minutes for health care in committee;
16% hours for the national energy tax,
12 hours for the stimulus.

It’s time to change how our House
operates. It’s time for the Rules Com-
mittee to bring forward H. Res. 544.
And since that doesn’t appear to hap-
pen, that’s why I filed the discharge pe-
tition No. 6 to bring forward House
Resolution 544 so that we can improve
this process and gain some credibility
with the folks back home who think we
actually should have time to read these
bills, that they should have time to
read these bills, including bills like the
Ag conference report.

Now, 182 members, as of yesterday,
have signed this petition. It only takes
218. We have six Democrats who have
signed it. Yet there are 35 Democrats
who have cosponsored the underlying
resolution, but have not signed the pe-
tition.

I know the Speaker has been sup-
portive of this similar process of
changing the House rules a couple of
sessions ago. It is a bipartisan calling.
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It is difficult when you’re in the major-
ity to change the rules that affect how
you operate. But isn’t that what real
reform is all about? It’s saying, For
once, we will stand up; we will listen to
the people; we will change the rules;
and we will have a more open and
transparent process, which should lead
to better policy.

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

Ms. FOXX. I yield the gentleman an
additional 30 seconds.

Mr. WALDEN. And it is a wonderful
cleanser, if you will, to a process that,
frankly, has lost most credibility
among the people of America. You see,
they think we should read the bills,
and they think we ought to understand
them. Moreover, they now, in this mod-
ern age of Internet communications,
believe we should post them on the
Internet so that they, the public, the
taxpayers, the people writing the
checks to pay for this government, can
have an understanding of what is in
there.

So I would encourage my colleagues
to vote against the previous question
and to allow us to move forward on re-
form and transparency in this House.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself 30
seconds. I find it interesting the gen-
tleman’s not talking about the bill be-
fore us, which, as he failed to mention,
was actually filed last Wednesday. It’s
been over a week that people have had
access to this bill.

He’s right about one thing: we are
changing the way we do business in
this House compared to when the Re-
publicans were in charge. We are
changing our priorities. When they
were in charge, they were talking
about immunity for big drug compa-
nies, talking about corporate tax
breaks. What we’re talking about in
this bill is making sure that our kids
have breakfasts and lunches and good
nutritional programs; making sure
that our farmers get the food they de-
serve.

I'd like to yield 5 minutes to the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Rules Com-
mittee, the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER).

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Thank you, Mr.
MCGOVERN, for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, before I start, let me
say that although I represent New
York State, I want to make sure every-
body understands that agriculture is
the largest business in New York
State, most of that obviously taking
place up in eastern-western New York
along the border. And we do know our
COWS.

A lot of debate on this bill is about
food safety and the need to ensure that
the products we consume are as safe as
they can be.

I want to pause a minute here to re-
spond to some of the comments that
were made in the Senate just this last
week, to which I take very strong ex-
ception. As many of you know, or may
not—I'd like you to know—I’ve intro-
duced legislation that would phase out

The
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seven classes of antibiotics that are
currently approved for nontherapeutic
use in animal agriculture.

We held a hearing on the preserva-
tion of antibiotics for medical treat-
ment last spring, which, for the first
time, the new administration acknowl-
edged that the issue of overuse of anti-
biotics in farm animals is serious and
they are seeking a solution. The Rules
Committee held a hearing on this on
July 13 to gather testimony from the
administration, the private sector, and
the scientific community.

Now why is this bill necessary? Well,
an estimated 90,000 Americans die
every year from infections that are in-
creasingly resilient against the most
powerful antibiotics in the world. Sev-
enty percent of those infections are as-
sociated with bacterial pathogens dis-
playing resistance to at least one anti-
microbial drug. And as much as 70 per-
cent of all the antibiotics—I can’t
stress this enough—70 percent of all
antibiotics and related drugs used in
this country go to healthy food ani-
mals, not people, according to the
Union of Concerned Scientists.

Our legislation would in no way in-
fringe upon the use of these drugs to
treat a sick animal. It simply bans the
nontherapeutic use—the constant,
daily use by farmers who mix the medi-
cine they buy in 50-pound bags to mix
it in the food of the livestock in the
hope that doing so will prevent the ani-
mals from getting sick.

Think about that for a moment. If
anyone suggested that you mixed anti-
biotics every day in your children’s ce-
real, you would think that’s crazy. Not
only that, you would understand that
it’s very dangerous and, more impor-
tantly, likely only to lead to a new
class of drug-resistant ‘‘super bugs”’
that eventually stop feeling the effects
of our best antibiotics.

A Senator claimed on the floor this
week that Denmark, which has insti-
tuted the same restriction that we call
for in this bill on the overuse of anti-
biotics, the result was an increase in
animal mortality.

While criticizing a Time magazine
article on this issue, he said, “We only
have to turn to our neighbor across the
Atlantic to see how a ban on anti-
biotics has played out. The European
Union made a decision to phase out the
use of antibiotics as growth promoters
over 15 years ago and in 1998 Denmark
instituted a full voluntary ban, which
in 2000 became mandatory. After the
ban was implemented in 1999, pork pro-
ducers saw an immediate increase in
piglet mortality and post-weaning diar-
rhea.”
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In fact, just the opposite is true. In a
recent letter to Speaker PELOSI and to
me, the National Food Institute of
Denmark, concerned about the wrong-
ful debate taking place in the United
States, has written us that production
has actually increased by 47 percent
from 1992 to 2008. He also said that
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mortality of livestock was largely ‘‘un-
affected” by the ban—but I will assume
that they cleaned up, that they didn’t
stack up the animals who lived in their
feces and rarely set foot outside the
confined bin—but has improved again
more recently. I would like to put a
copy of that letter and report into the
RECORD today.

In fact, it is my guess that several of
my colleagues would agree with me and
disagree with our colleague in the Sen-
ate.

Finally, I want to touch on one other
issue relating to the legislation which
we are speaking of, and it’s the econ-
omy. This is a looming trade issue.
Denmark and other European countries
already are using strict food safety reg-
ulations against American products as
we know. We all know exactly what
has happened to our industries with
each domestic food poisoning or health
scare: Other countries respond by tell-
ing us they do not want to import our
products, and the losers are our farm-
ers and industries.

As this trend continues, I see nothing
but downside for American farmers
who may soon be told by more and
more countries that their pork or beef
or poultry or other products are poten-
tially hazardous and cannot be im-
ported.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
lady 2 additional minutes.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Before I close, I
want to speak a bit about an article
that appeared on the front page of the
New York Times this past Sunday. It
told about a young woman named
Stephanie Smith, 22 years old, who was
paralyzed from eating hamburger, fro-
zen hamburger bought at a market.
And they traced the genesis of this
hamburger, and let me tell you what
they found:

Meat companies and grocers have
been barred from selling ground beef
tainted by a virulent strain of E. coli
after an outbreak at Jack in the Box
left four children dead. Tens of thou-
sands of people are sickened annually
by this pathogen, and Federal health
officials estimate that hamburger is
the biggest culprit. This summer, con-
tamination led to the recall of beef
from nearly 3,000 grocers in 41 States.

Now we talk about the cuts of beef
that are used in this hamburger. Most
of them are trimmings that they get
from God knows where. We found in
the hamburger that paralyzed Ms.
Smith that some of it came from Uru-
guay. They are low-grade ingredients
cut from areas of the cow likely to
have had contact with feces which car-
ries E. coli.

So the filthy cattle is brought in.
And one of the most telling things is
there are unwritten agreements be-
tween some companies standing in the
way of ingredient testing. Many big
slaughterhouses will only sell to grind-
ers who agree not to test their ship-
ments for E. coli according to officials
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at two large grinding companies.
Slaughterhouses fear that one grinder’s
discovery of E. coli will set off a recall
that they sold to others.

Food scientists have expressed in-
creasing concern about the virulence of
this pathogen since only a few stray
cells can make you sick and there are
no safety issues that we require about
washing up, scrubbing everything.
None of them are at all sufficient
against this bug which has become
more virulent. And I avow that that is
because they are fed the antibiotic to
kill E. coli almost daily.

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

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
lady an additional 30 seconds.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. On August 16, 2007,
the day Ms. Smith’s hamburger was
made, the No. 3 grinder at the Cargill
plant in Butler, Wisconsin, started up
at 6:50 a.m. The largest ingredient was
beef trimmings, which they call 50/60—
half meat, half whatever—costing 60
cents a pound. Potential for this con-
tamination is present every step of the
way, according to both the workers and
the Federal inspectors. The cattle ar-
rive with smears of feces all over them.
They are poorly kept. I would also like
to put this article in the RECORD.

I hope people will read this. I think
that we are really heading for a trade
disaster as well as, most importantly,
not making 90,000 Americans sick
every year.

NATIONAL FOOD INSTITUTE,
DANISH TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY,
Copenhagen, September 19, 2009.
Re meeting with a Congress delegation on
the Danish experience with stop for non-
therapeutic use of antimicrobials.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives, The Capitol,
United States of America.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: We have just had
the pleasure of meeting with a delegation
consisting of four members of the House of
Representatives, where we presented our
data on the effects of the stop for non-thera-
peutic use of antimicrobials for food animals
in Denmark.

We know that various rumours and some-
times ‘‘creative’ interpretations of what has
taken place in Denmark have been cir-
culated to members of the U.S. Congress, and
we are grateful for having been given this op-
portunity to correct some of these stories.

We are very Dpleased that you have ap-
proved the visit by this delegation, and
would hereby like to send you a complimen-
tary copy of the data we presented to the
delegation.

If any further information is required,
please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely yours,
FRANK M. AARESTRUP,
Professor.

SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS: MEETING WITH
NATIONAL F0OD INSTITUTE, TECHNICAL UNI-
VERSITY OF DENMARK ON DANISH EXPERI-
ENCE WITH THE STOP FOR USE OF NON-
THERAPEUTIC ANTIMICROBIALS

SWINE PRODUCTION, DISEASES AND
ANTIMICROBIAL CONSUMPTION
The Danish swine production has increased
from 18.4 millions in 1992 to 27.1 millions in

2008; a 47% increase.

Productivity increased continuously before
and after NTA stop.
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Weaner mortality increased before and a
few years after NTA stop—the rate seemed
unaffected, except the first year after the
ban. Mortality has improved considerably in
recent years (management).

Weaner average daily gain decreased until
and increased after NTA stop (continuously
during a decade).

Finisher mortality increased before and
after NTA stop, similar rate. (mortality de-
creased first year).

Finisher average daily gain increased be-
fore and after NTA stop.

Total antimicrobial consumption has fluc-
tuated over time, but has in summary de-
creased from 100.4 to 48.9 mg/Kg pork pro-
duced; a 51% reduction.

Major reductions in resistance among ani-
mal pathogens, indicator bacteria and
zoonotic bacteria.

BROILER PRODUCTIVITY

Kg broilers produced per square meter: not
affected.

The feed-conversion ratio: an increase of
0.9% (0.016 kg/kg) was observed after NTA
withdrawal.

Percent dead broilers in total (mortality):
increased until and decreased after NTA
withdrawal. Positively affected.

[From the New York Times, Oct. 4, 2009]

E. CoLI PATH SHOWS FLAWS IN BEEF
INSPECTION

(By Michael Moss)

Meat companies and grocers have been
barred from selling ground beef tainted by
the virulent strain of E. coli known as
O157:HT7 since 1994, after an outbreak at Jack
in the Box restaurants left four children
dead. Yet tens of thousands of people are
still sickened annually by this pathogen, fed-
eral health officials estimate, with ham-
burger being the biggest culprit. Ground beef
has been blamed for 16 outbreaks in the last
three years alone, including the one that left
Ms. Smith paralyzed from the waist down.
This summer, contamination led to the re-
call of beef from nearly 3,000 grocers in 41
states.

Ms. Smith’s reaction to the virulent strain
of E. coli was extreme, but tracing the story
of her burger, through interviews and gov-
ernment and corporate records obtained by
The New York Times, shows why eating
ground beef is still a gamble. Neither the
system meant to make the meat safe, nor
the meat itself, is what consumers have been
led to believe.

Ground beef is usually not simply a chunk
of meat run through a grinder. Instead,
records and interviews show, a single portion
of hamburger meat is often an amalgam of
various grades of meat from different parts
of cows and even from different slaughter-
houses. These cuts of meat are particularly
vulnerable to E. coli contamination, food ex-
perts and officials say. Despite this, there is
no federal requirement for grinders to test
their ingredients for the pathogen.

The meat industry treats much of its prac-
tices and the ingredient in ground beef as
trade secrets. While the Department of Agri-
culture has inspectors posted in plants and
has access to production records, it also
guards those secrets. Federal records re-
leased by the department through the Free-
dom of Information Act blacked out details
of Cargill’s grinding operation that could be
learned only through copies of the docu-
ments obtained from other sources. Those
documents illustrate the restrained approach
to enforcement by a department whose mis-
sions include ensuring meat safety and pro-
moting agriculture markets.

Within weeks of the Cargill outbreak in
2007, U.S.D.A. officials swept across the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

country, conducting spot checks at 224 meat
plants to assess their efforts to combat E.
coli. Although inspectors had been moni-
toring these plants all along, officials found
serious problems at 55 that were failing to
follow their own safety plans.

“HEvery time we look, we find out that
things are not what we hoped they would
be,” said Loren D. Lange, an executive asso-
ciate in the Agriculture Department’s food
safety division.

In the weeks before Ms. Smith’s patty was
made, federal inspectors had repeatedly
found that Cargill was violating its own safe-
ty procedures in handling ground beef, but
they imposed no fines or sanctions, records
show. After the outbreak, the department
threatened to withhold the seal of approval
that declares ‘‘U.S. Inspected and Passed by
the Department of Agriculture.”

In the end, though, the agency accepted
Cargill’s proposal to increase its scrutiny of
suppliers. That agreement came early last
year after contentious negotiations, records
show. When Cargill defended its safety sys-
tem and initially resisted making some
changes, an agency official wrote back:
‘““How is food safety not the ultimate issue?”’

THE RISK

On Aug. 16, 2007, the day Ms. Smith’s ham-
burger was made, the No. 3 grinder at the
Cargill plant in Butler, Wis., started up at
6:50 a.m. The largest ingredient was beef
trimmings known as ‘50/560’—half fat, half
meat—that cost about 60 cents a pound,
making them the cheapest component.

Cargill bought these trimmings—fatty
edges sliced from better cuts of meat—from
Greater Omaha Packing, where some 2,600
cattle are slaughtered daily and processed in
a plant the size of four football fields.

As with other slaughterhouses, the poten-
tial for contamination is present every step
of the way, according to workers and federal
inspectors. The cattle often arrive with
smears of feedlot feces that harbor the E.
coli pathogen, and the hide must be removed
carefully to keep it off the meat. This is es-
pecially critical for trimmings sliced from
the outer surface of the carcass.

Federal inspectors based at the plant are
supposed to monitor the hide removal, but
much can go wrong. Workers slicing away
the hide can inadvertently spread feces to
the meat, and large clamps that hold the
hide during processing sometimes slip and
smear the meat with feces, the workers and
inspectors say.

Greater Omaha vacuums and washes car-
casses with hot water and lactic acid before
sending them to the cutting floor. But these
safeguards are not foolproof.

‘““As the trimmings are going down the
processing line into combos or boxes, no one
is inspecting every single piece,” said one
federal inspector who monitored Greater
Omaha and requested anonymity because he
was not authorized to speak publicly.

The E. coli risk is also present at the gut-
ting station, where intestines are removed,
the inspector said.

Every five seconds or so, half of a carcass
moves into the meat-cutting side of the
slaughterhouse, where trimmers said they
could keep up with the flow unless they spot
any remaining feces.

‘“We would step in and stop the line, and do
whatever you do to take it off,” said Esley
Adams, a former supervisor who said he was
fired this summer after 16 years following a
dispute over sick leave. ‘‘But that doesn’t
mean everything was caught.”

Two current employees said the flow of
carcasses keeps up its torrid pace even when
trimmers get reassigned, which increases
pressure on workers. To protest one such epi-
sode, the employees said, dozens of workers
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walked off the job for a few hours earlier this
year. Last year, workers sued Greater
Omaha, alleging that they were not paid for
the time they need to clean contaminants off
their knives and other gear before and after
their shifts. The company is contesting the
lawsuit.

Greater Omaha did not respond to repeated
requests to interview company officials. In a
statement, a company official said Greater
Omaha had a ‘“‘reputation for embracing new
food safety technology and utilizing science
to make the safest product possible.”

Ms. Smith’s burger also contained trim-
mings from a slaughterhouse in Uruguay,
where government officials insist that they
have never found E. coli O157:H7 in meat. Yet
audits of Uruguay’s meat operations con-
ducted by the U.S.D.A. have found sanitation
problems, including improper testing for the
pathogen. Dr. Hector J. Lazaneo, a meat
safety official in Uruguay, said the problems
were corrected immediately. ‘“‘Everything is
fine, finally,”” he said. ‘“That is the reason we
are exporting.”’

Cargill’s final source was a supplier that
turns fatty trimmings into what it calls
“fine lean textured beef.”” The company, Beef
Products Inc., said it bought meat that aver-
ages between 50 percent and 70 percent fat,
including ‘‘any small pieces of fat derived
from the normal breakdown of the beef car-
cass.” It warms the trimmings, removes the
fat in a centrifuge and treats the remaining
product with ammonia to kill e. coli.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
3 minutes to our colleague from Iowa
(Mr. LATHAM).

Mr. LATHAM. I thank the gentle-
woman from North Carolina for the
time.

I have to rise today in strong opposi-
tion to this rule, and unfortunately
and reluctantly in opposition to the
conference report itself. The main rea-
son, this rule is simply outrageous.
We’ve had a long debate for years
around here about air-dropping items
in conference. What happens is that
you have a bill that comes out of the
House that does not have a provision in
it, a bill that comes out of the Senate
that does not have the provision in it,
and then policies and new laws are
dropped in in conference with no de-
bate, no discussion, nothing passed off
the floor of either body but just come
from afar, air-dropped at conference
time.

In this bill, there are at least five
new programs that were air-dropped in
conference costing $150 million. That’s
in this bill. And it certainly is way be-
yond the scope of the Rules Committee
to approve this. Maybe there was some
debate in the Rules Committee some-
time that they agreed to it, but cer-
tainly there is no other Member that
knows what these provisions are for.

Again, to spend $150 million, five new
mandatory programs in this bill that
no one has debated in either body is
simply outrageous.

Mr. Speaker, I also today have to op-
pose the conference report reluctantly.
There are things in this conference re-
port that I support, such as the re-
search for agriculture, child nutrition,
aid to farmers, all of these things.
However, this is not, in my opinion, a
responsible bill.

Today we are going to vote on an ag-
riculture appropriations package that
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exceeds $121 billion. It contains huge
increases in spending over last year’s
levels. Mandatory appropriations in
this bill total $97.8 billion. That is $10
billion more than last year. And nearly
two-thirds of this increase is for do-
mestic nutrition programs. They may
be very, very worthwhile and needed.
That’s a $6.2 billion increase, 9 percent
over last year’s level. However, neither
the House nor the Senate Appropria-
tions Committee ever held a hearing on
these items, where you’re spending an
additional $6.2 billion, with the proper
agency to actually discuss the need
whether or not this spending is justi-
fied.

Farm commodity programs receive a
$2.8 billion increase. That’s 25 percent
over last year. And again Congress, the
committee had no hearings to justify
that kind of kind of an increase.

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

Ms. FOXX. I yield the gentleman 2
additional minutes.

Mr. LATHAM. I thank the gentle-
lady.

Federal crop insurance that I very
much support receives about $900 mil-
lion more than last year. That’s a 14
percent increase, and yet never a hear-
ing, no one from the agency that over-
sees crop insurance came to justify
that kind of an increase.

Discretionary appropriations in the
bill total $23.3 billion, that’s $2.7 billion
more than fiscal year 2009, a 13 percent
increase. This is $325 million more than
the President requested, and $404 mil-
lion more than was passed in the House
bill. The largest discretionary in-
creases are for nutritional assistance,
including a $421 million increase for
that. That’s 6 over percent over last
year. But did Congress have a hearing
on it? No.

The agreement contains a $590 mil-
lion increase for foreign food assist-
ance. That is a 39 percent increase.
Again, neither the House nor the Sen-
ate held any hearings to discuss such
an enormous spending increase.

This spending bill was written with
virtually no congressional oversight. It
also almost seems that the motto of
the Appropriations Committee today
should be “Spending Your Tax Dollars
With No Questions Asked.”

The American taxpayers deserve a
heck of a lot better than this. Account-
ability matters for both the adminis-
tration and this Congress. And at the
very least, the Congress should be ask-
ing the tough questions about these
budget requests, these spending in-
creases, and we deserve to get answers
about how these huge government pro-
grams are administered. To date, we
haven’t had hearings.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’’ on
this rule because of the air-dropped
items and the spending increases and
support accountability and responsi-
bility in this Congress. Unfortunately,
I ask them to vote against the con-
ference report.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1% minutes to the gentleman from

The
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California, the Chair of the Education
and Labor Committee, Mr. MILLER.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
I thank the gentleman for yielding.

I rise in strong support of this con-
ference report and the rule that en-
ables it to come to the floor. I want to
thank the chairwoman of the com-
mittee for bringing this matter to the
floor. I also want to thank Chairman
OBEY and Chairwoman DELAURO for
their work on this conference report.

This legislation makes some impor-
tant changes in child nutrition. First,
this extension recognizes that hunger
does not take a vacation during the
summer. This extension provides $85
million for pilot summer food service
program demonstration projects that
will help expand benefits for low-in-
come children during the summer.

Secondly, the extension provides sup-
port to States to help increase the
number of children who are automati-
cally enrolled in the free school meals
and to help reduce administrative er-
rors in that program.

Third, we are responding to the calls
of school food directors across the
country by including funding for school
food service equipment grants in order
to improve the quality of school meals.
The program was created in the Recov-
ery Act and was immediately success-
ful. The demand in fact outpaces re-
sources 6-to-1.

Fourth, we know that promoting nu-
trition in school is not enough. Today
almost 12 million children under 5 reg-
ularly spend time in child care, and
that is why this bill invests $8 million
in competitive grants to improve the
quality of meals and promote health in
child care settings.

And finally, this bill supports our on-
going commitment to promote
breastfeeding among the WIC popu-
lation with $5 million to incentivize
States to achieve and sustain higher
rates of breastfeeding.

These programs are a sound invest-
ment in the nutritional health of our
children and come at no expense to the
taxpayers because of the savings made
elsewhere in the bill.

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, this rule and
this conference report are emblematic
of the problems of this Democratically
controlled Congress. I want to quote
from a piece called ‘“‘A New Direction
For America’” which was on the Web
site of then-Minority Leader PELOSI.
“Our goal is to restore accountability,
honesty and openness at all levels of
government. To do so we will create
and enforce rules that demand the
highest ethics from every public serv-
ant, sever unethical ties between law-
makers and lobbyists and establish
clear standards that prevent the trad-
ing of official business for gifts.”

Despite this well-known promise,
however, Representative CHARLIE RAN-
GEL remains the chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee even though he
faces serious charges that are now the
subject of an Ethics Committee inves-
tigation: failure to report $75,000 in
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rental income on Federal and State tax
returns; agreed to preserve tax breaks
that would benefit a supporter who on
the same day pledged to give $1 million
to RANGEL’s ‘‘Monument to Me’’; used
official congressional letterhead to so-
licit support for his ‘“‘“Monument to
Me”’; rented four rent-stabilized apart-
ments; took at least two corporate-
funded trips; and failed to disclose mil-
lions of dollars in income and assets.

This promise has certainly not been
adhered to. Neither have the promises
that have been made on other issues
such as allowing 72 hours for bills to be
read before they are voted upon.

We are facing a serious economic sit-
uation in this country right now. In
September, according to the Heritage
Foundation, every aspect of the labor
market was negative. Labor force par-
ticipation fell to 65 percent. Job losses
were widespread. The negative statis-
tics just go on and on and on: 15 mil-
lion people unemployed and looking for
work; 263,000 jobs eliminated in Sep-
tember; almost 2 million people laid off
in September, the highest number in 1
month ever; and 3 million jobs lost

since the Democrat stimulus was
passed in February.
O 1145

As I said, the numbers go on and on
and on. The unemployment rate is at
25.9 percent among job seekers between
the ages of 16 and 19, the highest level
since the statistic was first measured
in 1948.

The people in charge of this Con-
gress, the Democrats, have not lived up
to their promises, have not lived up to
the expectations of the American peo-
ple. They talk about a moral obliga-
tion. Our moral obligation is that to us
personally. We don’t have an obligation
for wealth redistribution in this coun-
try. It is not our job to take from some
Americans and give to others. Our
moral obligation, again, is on a per-
sonal level. We’re challenged by Jesus
to look after people as individuals, not
as a government. So we are not doing
what we should have been doing.

As my other colleagues have said, we
don’t want to starve people. We don’t
want to starve children. We don’t want
to deny people the opportunity to suc-
ceed in this country.

I heard my colleagues talk about
food safety from overseas, and yester-
day we heard that less than 1 percent
of foods being imported from overseas
are being tested for food safety. But
what are our colleagues on the other
side of the aisle doing? Putting small
farmers out of business just as fast as
they possibly can, raising taxes by
their cap-and-tax bill and by their pro-
posed health care bill.

A large number of small businesses
who make over $250,000 a year file their
taxes as individuals. There is this ha-
tred, it appears, for success in this
country by members of the opposite
party. They don’t make the connection
that many of these small businesses
file as individuals, and therefore, they
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are going to be taxed, despite the
promises that individuals aren’t going
to be taxed.

They’re out of touch. They don’t un-
derstand rural America. They don’t un-
derstand small businesses. They’ve
never been there. They don’t know
what it’s like to make a payroll, so
they willy-nilly go ahead and raise
taxes. They don’t want to dole out
money from the government to try to
make people beholden to the govern-
ment.

If we would talk to our farmers out
there, particularly our dairy farmers,
we would find out that they don’t want
a handout from the government. They
simply want rules and regulations lift-
ed so that they can do the jobs that
they want to do. They love farming.
They want to stay in it, but they want
the government to get out of their way
and stop giving them a burden.

So what we need to do is we need to
take into account the need to establish
priorities, fund those things that the
Federal Government should be funding,
get out of the way of our farmers and
our small businesses and not tax them
out of existence. That’s what we need
to be doing in this Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit
for the RECORD a statement that says
what 9.8 percent unemployment means
by the numbers, which has in it many
more things than I was able to say on
the floor today.

WHAT 9.8 PERCENT UNEMPLOYMENT MEANS BY
THE NUMBERS, OCTOBER 6, 2009

“I know that ultimately the measure of an
economy is, is it producing jobs that help
people support families, send their kids to
college?’—President Barack Obama, Sep-
tember 20, 2009.

Last week, the Department of Labor re-
ported the highest unemployment rate in 26
years—9.8 percent for the month of Sep-
tember. Sadly, 9.8 percent only tells part of
the story of the struggles of average Ameri-
cans. A deeper look at the numbers reveals
the true cost of the Democrats’ economic
policies, especially for the nation’s most vul-
nerable people.

People unemployed and looking for work—
the highest number ever: 15,142,000.

Jobs eliminated in September: 263,000.

People laid off in September—the highest
number in one month ever: 1,916,000.

Jobs lost since Democrats’ ‘“‘stimulus’ was
passed in February: 2,884,000.

People who are working only part-time be-
cause they cannot find full time employ-
ment: 9,179,000.

People who want work, but who are not
currently looking because of state of the
economy: 2,219,000.

People unemployed and searching for work
for more than 27 weeks—the highest level
ever: 5,438,000.

Job seekers that are new entrants to the
workforce and have yet to find a job:
1,112,000.

Average number weeks job seekers are un-
employed after losing their jobs—the highest
number since the statistic was first recorded
in 1948: 26.2.

Unemployment rate among job seekers be-
tween the ages of 16 and 19—the highest level
since the statistic was first measured in 1948:
25.9%.

Unemployment rate among African Ameri-
cans—the highest level since 1985: 15.4%.

Unemployment rate among Hispanics and
Latinos: 12.7%.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Rate of underemployment, accounting for
the unemployed and those who are unable to
find adequate work: 17%.

Unemployment rate among job seekers
without a high school degree: 15%.

Rate of the U.S. population in the work-
force—the lowest level since 1986: 65.2%.

Rate of the U.S. population who currently
have a job—the lowest level since 1985: 58.8%.

I want to urge my colleagues today
to defeat the previous question so an
amendment can be added to the rule.
The amendment to the rule would pro-
vide for separate consideration of H.
Res. 544, a resolution to require that
legislation and conference reports be
posted on the Internet for 72 hours
prior to consideration by the House. It
does not affect the bill made in order
by the rule. My colleagues have spoken
very eloquently about this.

The amendment to the rule provides
that the House will debate the issue of
reading the bill within 3 legislative
days. It does not disrupt the schedule.
The discharge petition has 182 names,
including 5 Democrats. This bill has
gained the support of an overwhelming
majority of Americans and is widely
respected by government watchdogs.

I want to urge the citizens of this
country to pay attention to the proc-
ess, as was discussed earlier, because
process is important. Whether people
sign the discharge petition is really the
measure of whether they support it.
This is not a partisan measure, Mr.
Speaker. As Members of Congress, we
ought to agree that regardless of the
legislation brought before us, we
should always have the opportunity to
read and understand the legislation be-
fore we vote. We need to have this de-
bate.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment and extraneous materials imme-
diately prior to the vote on the pre-
vious question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Ms. FOXX. I encourage a ‘‘no’’ vote
on the previous question, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to insert into the RECORD an
article from the Star-News entitled,
“Hungry Eyes—More N.C. children go
without food.”

[From the Wilmington (NC) Star News, Aug.
15, 2009]
HUNGRY EYES—MORE N.C. CHILDREN GO
WITHOUT FOoOD
(By Amanda Greene)

The three children hadn’t eaten a full meal
in two days.

In desperation, their grandparents knocked
on the door of a downtown Wilmington
church.

The children waited in the car as their
grandparents asked the minister at the door
for help.

He gave them a box of pop-top cans of Vi-
enna sausages and pork and beans.

“They got the food, drove out of the park-
ing lot and stopped beside the road to feed
the kids right away,” said Jennifer Caslin,
development manager at the Wilmington
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branch of the Food Bank of Central and
Eastern North Carolina.

Such scenes are increasingly common here
and throughout the state as joblessness and
the weak economy put ever greater strains
on an already thin safety net. You don’t have
to look hard to see hungry children in North
Carolina. Whether it’s families skipping
breakfast so the food will stretch through
dinner, or eating packaged foods, because
fruits and vegetables are too expensive,
many of the state’s children aren’t eating
balanced, nutritious meals.

In May, Feeding America, the largest food
bank network in the country, released the
results of its first analysis of food insecurity
in early childhood, ‘‘Child Food Insecurity in
the United States: 2005-2007.” North Carolina
ranked second worst in the nation with 24.1
percent of its children under 5 judged to be
food insecure and lacking regular access to
nutritional food. The state was 10th worst in
the same Feeding America study of food in-
security in children 0-18 years old, using fig-
ures from the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture. Nationally, the food insecurity aver-
age is 17 percent for children under 5.

Demand for food at the nation’s food banks
has increased 30 percent in the past year,
said Ross Fraser, media relations manager
for Feeding America. ‘“‘So many people have
been plunged into poverty,” he said, ‘“‘and
it’s terrible for children because it stunts
their growth in all ways.”’

Indicators of food insecurity in North
Carolina include high child poverty rates,
the 11 percent unemployment rate, broken
families, the high price of fresh food and a 21
percent increase in households with food
stamps since 2007, said Alexandra Sirota, di-
rector of policy and research, Action for
Children North Carolina in Raleigh.

North Carolina ranked 37th in child well-
being in the recently released 2009 Kids
Count Data Book from the Annie E. Casey
Foundation using factors such as the percent
of low-birth-weight babies, infant mortality
rate, child death rate, teen death rate, teen
birth rate, percent of teenaged high school
dropouts, percent of teens not attending
school and not working, percent of children
in families without a parent with full-time
and year-round employment, percent of chil-
dren in poverty and percent of children in
single-parent families. The state did improve
one level from its 38th ranking in 2008.

Often the youngest children fall through
the cracks, subject to their parents’ ability—
or inability— to provide nutritious foods.

“There are a lot of programs that are
available once (kids) get into the school sys-
tem, but those aren’t always available for
young children until school age,” Sirota
added. ‘“The fact that families are both los-
ing their jobs and earning such low wages
that they’re living in extreme poverty is an
indicator of that added stress when you're
trying to feed the family.”

BRIDGING THE GAP

When parents can’t feed their children reg-
ularly, often the schools, local social service
networks and churches try to fill the need.

And in the summers, when school’s out,
the need for meals for children increases.
The New Hanover County school district
hosts a federally-funded Summer Food Serv-
ice for Children Program at 15 schools and
community centers in the county for any
child, 18 years old or younger, to eat a lunch-
time meal. For six weeks this summer, the
program served about 700 kids each day.
That number is slightly lower than previous
years because funding for the program came
in after the end of school this year and didn’t
get advertised, said Anne Ohlson, schools
child nutrition supervisor.

“We do see a lot of hungry children who
are waiting for us when we show up with the
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food,” said Imer Smith, director of Child Nu-
trition for New Hanover County Schools.
Historically, most of those children would
show up at inner-city sites, but the number
of children coming to the program’s sites
outside the city is increasing.

An 8-year-old girl and her 4-year-old
brother were among a crowd of about 10 chil-
dren who were waiting for the Food Service
lunch to start at the doors of the Jervay
Communities meeting center one day a few
weeks ago. The girl and her brother walked
from their Jervay home across the square to
the center each day that week for lunch.
Lunch was a turkey and cheese sandwich, cu-
cumber slices with ranch dressing, a peach
cup and skim chocolate milk.

“I love ranch on my sandwich,” the little
boy said, smiling and slathering his bun.

During the school year, Caroline Hines is
seeing more and more parents who can’t pay
their child’s food accounts as food service di-
rector at Rachel Freeman Elementary
School. Parents who don’t qualify for free or
reduced meals have sent her notes asking her
not to allow their children to eat if they
don’t bring money with them because the
parents can’t afford the charge: $1.25 for
breakfast or $2 for lunch. Defaulted lunch ac-
counts at all New Hanover schools have risen
from $18,223 in 2008 to $29,203 at the end of
last school year. New Hanover County
Schools saw an increase in children in free
and reduced lunch programs from 9,792 in
2007-08 to 10,375 in 2008-09.

“I had a child who came in at breakfast
and waited until the end to get the leftover
food that no one had opened,” Hines said,
adding that teachers and school social work-
ers sometimes buy students meals. Some
parents won’t fill out the free lunch forms
because ‘‘they think people will know their
child needed it.”

FEEDING THE POOR

What she sees during the school year frus-
trates Hines. The state ‘‘feeds prisoners,”
she added, ‘“‘but our school children that
have done nothing wrong are going hungry.”’

But just feeding children during the week
often isn’t enough. The local Food Bank’s
Backpack Program helped 75 children each
week during school last year take meals
home to help their family over the weekend.
The children bring the backpacks back to
school each week to be refilled at the Food
Bank. One of the parents of the children who
participated in the Backpack Program
wrote: ‘I thank you for the program because
so0 many kids might be in the same place as
my girls were. They didn’t have food before
they went to bed at night.”

In the tri-county area, many times church-
es are the main sources of food pantry help
for the poor.

The South Brunswick Interchurch Council
Food Pantry in Shallotte has seen a 33 per-
cent increase in children ages 0-17 served
there since August last year, said Mary
Pritchard, a council member.

This spring, Life Community Church in
Wilmington was distributing about 800 food
boxes a month through the national Angel
Food Ministries. Most of their box recipients
were families. The church hopes its new loca-
tion in Independence Mall will help people in
need find Angel Food easier.

“We’ve had people make comments that if
it wasn’t for this program, we wouldn’t be
eating,” said Mindy McAdams, church direc-
tor of Angel Food Ministries.

One inner city pastor who works regularly
with hungry families in his church blamed
the child hunger he’s seeing on the lack of
family structure.

“I’'ve seen latch-key situations where the
parents aren’t home and they tell the kids,
there’s something in the fridge for you to
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eat,” he said, “But you’re talking to an 8-
year-old child or younger who doesn’t know
how to cook.”

May I ask how much time I have left?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Massachusetts has 30 sec-
onds remaining.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
be clear to my colleagues, the bill be-
fore us was filed over a week ago, so
this debate we’re having is not about
process. This really is about substance.
And I am sad that my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle have a prob-
lem with child nutrition programs.
They have no problem when it comes
to corporate tax breaks. They have no
problems when it comes to immunity
for big drug companies. But here they
are on the floor today, they have a
problem with child nutrition programs.

I should say to my colleague from
North Carolina, poor kids don’t want a
handout. They don’t want the govern-
ment to provide them with a free meal.
They wish that they weren’t in that po-
sition. Unfortunately, the tough times
that they find themselves in require us
to help out. I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on the
previous question and on the rule.

The material previously referred to
by Ms. FoxX is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 799 OFFERED BY MS.

FOXX OF NORTH CAROLINA

At the end of the resolution, insert the fol-
lowing new section:

SEC. . On the third legislative day after
the adoption of this resolution, immediately
after the third daily order of business under
clause 1 of rule XIV and without interven-
tion of any point of order, the House shall
proceed to the consideration of the resolu-
tion (H. Res. 5564) amending the Rules of the
House of Representatives to require that leg-
islation and conference reports be available
on the Internet for 72 hours before consider-
ation by the House, and for other purposes.
The resolution shall be considered as read.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the resolution and any amend-
ment thereto to final adoption without in-
tervening motion or demand for division of
the question except: (1) one hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Rules; (2) an amendment, if offered
by the Minority Leader or his designee and if
printed in that portion of the Congressional
Record designated for that purpose in clause
8 of rule XVIII at least one legislative day
prior to its consideration, which shall be in
order without intervention of any point of
order or demand for division of the question,
shall be considered as read and shall be sepa-
rately debatable for twenty minutes equally
divided and controlled by the proponent and
an opponent; and (3) one motion to recommit
which shall not contain instructions. Clause
1(c) of rule XIX shall not apply to the consid-
eration of House Resolution 554.

(The information contained herein was
provided by Democratic Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 109th Con-
gress)

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
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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 from
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.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I move the previous
question on the resolution.

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

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

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.
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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 a concur-
rence resolution of the following title
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested:

S. Con. Res. 45. Concurrent resolution en-
couraging the Government of Iran to allow
Joshua Fattal, Shane Bauer, and Sarah
Shourd to reunite with their families in the
United States as soon as possible.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 3326) ‘““‘An Act making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and for other pur-
poses,” requests a conference with the
House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and appointees
Mr. INOUYE, Mr. BYRD, Mr. LEAHY, Mr.
HARKIN, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs.
FEINSTEIN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. KOHL,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. COCH-
RAN, Mr. BoND, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr.
SHELBY, Mr. GREGG, Mrs. HUTCHISON,
Mr. BENNETT, and Mr. BROWNBACK to be
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

———
RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 52
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

————
0 1216
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BLUMENAUER) at 12
o’clock and 16 minutes p.m.

————

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H. RES. 701

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that I remove my name
from H. Res. 701.

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

There was no objection.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 799;

Adopting House Resolution 799, if or-
dered; and

Suspending the rules with regard to:

House Resolution 701 and House Res-
olution 795.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining

electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

———————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF CONFERENCE REPORT ON
H.R. 2997, AGRICULTURE, RURAL
DEVELOPMENT, FOOD AND DRUG
ADMINISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2010
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-

finished business is the vote on order-

ing the previous question on House

Resolution 799, on which the yeas and

nays were ordered.
The Clerk read the title of the resolu-

tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on ordering the previous

question.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 237, nays
180, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 756]

YEAS—237
Abercrombie Eshoo Markey (CO)
Ackerman Etheridge Markey (MA)
Adler (NJ) Farr Marshall
Altmire Fattah Massa,
Andrews Filner Matheson
Arcuri Frank (MA) Matsui
Baca Fudge McCarthy (NY)
Baldwin Giffords McCollum
Barrow Gonzalez McDermott
Bean Gordon (TN) McGovern
Becerra Grayson MeclIntyre
Berkley Green, Al McMahon
Berman Green, Gene McNerney
Berry Grijalva Meek (FL)
Bishop (GA) Gutierrez Meeks (NY)
Bishop (NY) Hall (NY) Melancon
Blumenauer Halvorson Michaud
Boccieri Hare Miller (NC)
Boswell Harman Miller, George
Boucher Hastings (FL) Mollohan
Boyd Heinrich Moore (KS)
Brady (PA) Herseth Sandlin ~ Moore (WI)
Brown, Corrine Higgins Moran (VA)
Butterfield Hill Murphy (CT)
Capps Himes Murphy (NY)
Capuano Hinchey Murphy, Patrick
Cardoza Hinojosa Murtha
Carnahan Hirono Nadler (NY)
Carson (IN) Hodes Napolitano
Castor (FL) Holden Neal (MA)
Chandler Holt Oberstar
Childers Honda Obey
Chu Hoyer Olver
Clarke Inslee Ortiz
Clay Israel Pallone
Cleaver Jackson (IL) Pascrell
Clyburn Jackson-Lee Pastor (AZ)
Cohen (TX) Payne
Connolly (VA) Johnson (GA) Perlmutter
Cooper Johnson, E.B. Perriello
Costa Kagen Peters
Costello Kanjorski Peterson
Courtney Kaptur Pingree (ME)
Crowley Kennedy Polis (CO)
Cuellar Kildee Pomeroy
Cummings Kilpatrick (MI) Price (NC)
Dahlkemper Kilroy Quigley
Davis (AL) Kind Rahall
Davis (CA) Kirkpatrick (AZ) Rangel
Davis (IL) Kissell Reyes
Dayvis (TN) Klein (FL) Richardson
DeFazio Kosmas Rodriguez
DeGette Kucinich Ross
Delahunt Langevin Rothman (NJ)
DeLauro Larsen (WA) Roybal-Allard
Dicks Lee (CA) Ruppersberger
Dingell Levin Rush
Doggett Lewis (GA) Ryan (OH)
Donnelly (IN) Lipinski Salazar
Doyle Loebsack Sanchez, Linda
Driehaus Lofgren, Zoe 3
Edwards (MD) Lowey Sanchez, Loretta
Edwards (TX) Lujan Sarbanes
Ellison Lynch Schakowsky
Ellsworth Maffei Schauer
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Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Snyder
Space

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bachus
Baird
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)
Dent

Diaz-Balart, L.

Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx

Bachmann
Braley (IA)
Carney
Conyers
Crenshaw

Speier

Spratt

Stark

Stupak

Sutton

Tanner

Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney

Titus

Tonko

Towns

Van Hollen
Velazquez

NAYS—180

Franks (AZ)
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Griffith
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Kratovil
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E

Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Minnick
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Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Mitchell
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nunes

Nye

Olson

Paul
Paulsen
Pence

Petri

Pitts
Platts

Poe (TX)
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Wamp
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—15

Diaz-Balart, M.
Engel
Frelinghuysen
Johnson, Sam
Larson (CT)

Maloney
Neugebauer
Radanovich
Tsongas
Westmoreland

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Two minutes remain in the

vote.

Ms.

0O 1245

FALLIN and Mr. ROGERS of

Alabama changed their vote from
4éyea7’ tO éénay"S
So the previous question was ordered.
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, on roll-
call No. 756, | was unavoidably detained and
missed the vote. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yea.”

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker,
on rollcall No. 756, had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, on October 7,
2009, | regret that | was not present for the

following vote:

On the Motion on Ordering the Previous
Question for the Rule on the Conference Re-
port on H.R. 2997. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the resolution.

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

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I demand
a recorded vote.
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 178,
not voting 13, 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
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Childers
Chu

Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio

[Roll No. 757]
AYES—241

DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen

This

Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell

Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey

Lujan

Lynch
Maffei
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz

Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel

Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Salazar

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)

Bachmann
Carney
Crenshaw
Diaz-Balart, M.
Frelinghuysen

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)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton

NOES—178

Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Kratovil
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E

Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Minnick
Mitchell
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim

Honda
Johnson, Sam
Larson (CT)
Maloney
Murtha

Tanner
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Myrick
Nunes

Nye

Olson

Paul
Paulsen
Pence

Petri

Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Wamp
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—13

Neugebauer
Radanovich
Tsongas

October 7, 2009

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in the 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 for:

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker,
in rollcall No. 757, had | been present, | would
have voted “aye.”

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 2(a)(1) of rule IX, I hereby no-
tify the House of my intention to offer
a resolution as a question of the privi-
leges of the House.

The form of my resolution is as fol-
lows:

Whereas the gentleman from New York,
Charles B. Rangel, the fourth most senior
Member of the House of Representatives,
serves as chairman of the House Ways and
Means Committee, a position of considerable
power and influence within the House of Rep-
resentatives;

Whereas clause one of Rule XXIIT of the
Rules of the House of Representatives pro-
vides, ‘“A Member, Delegate, Resident Com-
mission, officer, or employee of the House
shall conduct himself at all times in a man-
ner that shall reflect creditably on the
House.”’;

Whereas The New York Times reported on
September 5, 2008, that, ‘‘Representative
Charles B. Rangel has earned more than
$75,000 in rental income from a villa he has
owned in the Dominican Republic since 1988,
but never reported it on his federal or state
tax returns, according to a lawyer for the
congressman and documents from the re-
sort’’;

Whereas in an article in the September 5,
2008 edition of The New York Times, his at-
torney confirmed that Representative Ran-
gel’s annual congressional Financial Disclo-
sure statements failed to disclose the rental
income from his resort villa;

Whereas The New York Times reported on
September 6, 2008 that, ‘‘Representative
Charles B. Rangel paid no interest for more
than a decade on a mortgage extended to
him to buy a villa at a beachfront resort in
the Dominican Republic, according to Mr.
Rangel’s lawyer and records from the resort.
The loan, which was extended to Mr. Rangel
in 1988, was originally to be paid back over
seven years at a rate of 10.5 percent. But
within two years, interest on the loan was
waived for Mr. Rangel.”’;

Whereas clause 5(a)(2)(A) of House Rule 25
defines a gift as, ‘. . . a gratuity, favor, dis-
count, entertainment, hospitality, loan, for-
bearance, or other item having monetary
value’ and prohibits the acceptance of such
gifts except in limited circumstances;

Whereas Representative Rangel’s accept-
ance of thousands of dollars in interest for-
giveness is a violation of the House gift ban;

Whereas Representative Rangel’s failure to
disclose the aforementioned gifts and income
on his Personal Financial Disclosure State-
ments violates House rules and federal law;

Whereas Representative Rangel’s failure to
report the aforementioned gifts and income
on federal, state and local tax returns is a
violation of the tax laws of those jurisdic-
tions;
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Whereas the Committee on Ways and
Means, which Representative Rangel chairs,
has jurisdiction over the United States Tax
Code;

Whereas the House Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct first announced on
July 31, 2008 that it was reviewing allega-
tions of misconduct by Representative Ran-
gel;

Whereas Roll Call newspaper reported on
September 15, 2008 that, ‘‘“The inconsistent
reports are among myriad errors, discrep-
ancies and unexplained entries on Rangel’s
personal disclosure forms over the past eight
years that make it almost impossible to get
a clear picture of the Ways and Means chair-
man’s financial dealings.”’;

Whereas the House Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct announced on Sep-
tember 24, 2008 that it had established an in-
vestigative subcommittee in the matter of
Representative Rangel;

Whereas after the Ethics Committee probe
was underway, The New York Times re-
ported on November 24, 2008 that, ‘‘Congres-
sional records and interviews show that Mr.
Rangel was instrumental in preserving a lu-
crative tax loophole that benefitted Nabors
Industries, an oil drilling company last year,
while at the same time its chief executive
was pledging $1 million to the Charles B.
Rangel School of Public Service at
C.C.N.Y.”;

Whereas the House Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct announced on De-
cember 9, 2008 that it had expanded the juris-
diction of the aforementioned investigative
subcommittee to examine the allegations re-
lated to Representative Rangel’s involve-
ment with Nabors Industries;

Whereas since then, further serious allega-
tions of improper and potentially illegal con-
duct by Representative Rangel have sur-
faced;

Whereas during the recently completed Au-
gust district work period, Representative
Rangel acknowledged his failure to publicly
disclose at least half a million dollars in
cash assets, tens of thousands of dollars in
investment income, and his ownership of two
pieces of property in New Jersey;

Whereas corrected financial disclosure
statements filed by Representative Rangel
on August 12, 2009 now reveal his net worth
to be nearly twice as much as he had pre-
viously revealed;

Whereas The New York Times newspaper
reported on August 26, 2009 that, ‘“‘United
States Representative Charles B. Rangel,
whose personal finances and fund raising are
the subject of two House ethics investiga-
tions, failed to report at least $500,000 in as-
sets on his 2007 Congressional disclosure
form, according to an amended report he
filed this month. Among the dozen newly dis-
closed holdings revealed in the amended
,forms are a checking account at a federal
credit union with a balance between $250,000
and $500,000; three vacant lots in Glassboro,
N.J., valued at a total of $1,000 to $15,000; and
stock in PepsiCo worth between $15,000 and
$50,000.”";

Whereas Roll Call newspaper reported on
August 25, 2009 that Representative Rangel’s
corrected filings also revealed ‘‘at least
$250,001 in a fund called ML Allianz Global
Investors Consults Diversified Port III.”’;

Whereas the aforementioned Roll Call
story reported that ‘‘Rangel also originally
misreported that his investments in 2007 net-
ted him $6,511-$17,950 in dividends, capital
gains and rental income. In his revised filing,
that range jumped to between $29,220 and
$81,200.”";

Whereas these most recent revelations by
Representative Rangel have resulted in
heightened national news media coverage of
alleged impropriety and potentially criminal
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conduct by one of the most senior Members
of the House;

Whereas an editorial in The Washington
Times newspaper on September 1, 2009 noted,
‘‘Charlie Rangel is one lucky guy. The Demo-
cratic congressman from Harlem, N.Y., just
discovered that his net wealth is twice what
he thought. That’s a pretty good day at the
office for a public servant. Mr. Rangel also
realized that he made tens of thousands of
dollars more than he reported in many dif-
ferent years over the past decade. This is the
most recent string in a series of financial bo-
nanzas for Mr. Rangel, who last year admit-
ted he had forgotten about $75,000 in rental
income on his Caribbean resort property.’’;

Whereas the same editorial also noted,
““The congressman has failed to pay property
taxes on two lots in New Jersey, according to
the New York Post. That’s not all. In order
to avoid taxes and get lower mortgage rates,
Mr. Rangel simultaneously claimed three
‘primary residences’.”’;

Whereas an editorial in the September 17,
2009 edition of the New Haven Register stat-
ed, “The ethics and tax complaints keep pil-
ing up against U.S. Rep. Charles B. Rangel,
who as chairman of the House Ways and
Means Committee controls writing of the na-
tion’s tax laws. The New York Democrat
may write those laws, but he apparently
feels no obligation to obey them. The inves-
tigation appears to have a long way to go.
The man who is in charge of writing the na-
tion’s tax laws doesn’t pay his federal in-
come or local property taxes. He has such a
poor grasp of his own finances that he ne-
glects to list half his assets on a disclosure
form intended to keep members of Congress
accountable and honest. We can already hear
the defense of the next tax deadbeat called
into court. “If Charlie Rangel doesn’t have
to pay his taxes, why should I1?”’;

Whereas an article in The Washington Post
on September 15, 2009 stated, ‘‘Rangel is now
the chairman of the House Ways and Means
Committee and a man of immense impor-
tance in Washington. Nonetheless, he has
been busy of late revising and amending the
record, backing and filling, using buckets of
Wite-Out as he discovers or remembers prop-
erties he has owned in New York, New Jer-
sey, Florida, the Dominican Republic and
God only knows where else. Rangel recently
even discovered bank accounts that no one
in the world, apparently including him, knew
he had. One was with the Congressional Fed-
eral Credit Union; another was with Merrill
Lynch—each valued between $250,000 and
$500,000. He somehow neglected to mention
these accounts on his congressional disclo-
sure forms, which means, if you can believe
it, that when he signed the forms, he did not
notice that maybe $1 million was missing.
Someone ought to check the lighting in his
office.”’;

Whereas the same article in The Wash-
ington Post stated, ‘“‘There is something
wrong with Charlie Rangel. Either he did not
notice that he was worth about twice as
much as he said he was—which is downright
worrisome in a congressional leader—or he
thinks he’s above the law, which is down-
right worrisome in a congressional leader.”’;

Whereas it has been more than one year
since an editorial in The New York Times on
September 15, 2008 stated, ‘‘Mounting embar-
rassment for taxpayers and Congress makes
it imperative that Representative Charles
Rangel step aside as chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee while his ethical prob-
lems are investigated.’’;

Whereas at various times during the past
twelve months Representative Rangel and
Speaker Pelosi have made public statements
asserting that the ongoing investigation of
Representative Rangel by the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct would soon be
concluded;
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Whereas the Committee has to date issued
no public statements concerning any ex-
pected time line for conducting or con-
cluding its investigation of Representative
Rangel;

Whereas major daily newspapers, including
The New York Times, The Washington Post,
and The New York Post have called for Rep-
resentative Rangel’s removal from his pow-
erful position at least until the House Ethics
Committee has completed its ongoing probes
of allegations against him;

Whereas Representative Rangel’s powerful
position as chairman permits him to partici-
pate in high level decisions about critically
important issues such as reform of the na-
tion’s health care system;

Whereas an October 1, 2009 story in The
New York Times stated, ‘“Mr. Rangel is one
of a small group of House leaders now meet-
ing almost daily behind closed doors with
Speaker Nancy Pelosi to distill from the
three bills produced in separate committees
the one package that will go to the House
floor.”’;

Whereas an Associated Press story on Sep-
tember 20, 2009 stated, ‘“The ethics commit-
tee’s investigation of Rangel is almost a year
old. It’s as much a problem for House Demo-
cratic leaders as for Rangel himself. Later
this year, when Rangel’s committee con-
siders estate tax legislation that could ex-
pand into other matters, the headlines will
be a version of this message: ‘Tax scofflaw
presiding over tax changes.’’’;

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. ACKERMAN. Mr. Speaker, par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HOLDEN). The gentleman will state his
inquiry.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Can any Member of
this body claim the privilege of the
House for an hour based on something
they read in a newspaper at any time
they want?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is giving notice of a question of
the privileges of the House.

The gentlemen from Texas may con-
tinue.

Mr. CARTER. The form of the re-
mainder of my resolution is as follows:

Whereas the New York Post newspaper re-
ported on September 2, 2009 that, ‘A review
of property records for the borough of
Glassboro revealed at least six tax liens lev-
ied against Rangel’s property during the past
16 years. Just last year, two separate liens
were levied against both properties owned by
Rangel.”’;

Whereas on May 24, 2006, then Minority
Leader Nancy Pelosi cited ‘‘high ethical
standards’ in a letter to former Representa-
tive William Jefferson asking that he resign
his seat on the Committee on Ways and
Means in light of ongoing investigations into
alleged financial impropriety by Representa-
tive Jefferson;

Whereas Speaker Pelosi took the afore-
mentioned action while Representative Jef-
ferson was under investigation and the sub-
ject of considerable controversy in the news
media, but prior to any indictment;

Whereas in April of 2007, Republican Lead-
er John Boehner successfully urged several
Republican Members to relinquish their
committee assignments after learning that
each had become the subject of investiga-
tions into possible criminal activity;

Whereas Leader Boehner took the afore-
mentioned actions while the Members in
question were under investigation and the
subjects of widespread media controversy,
but prior to any indictments; and
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Whereas in the wake of the most recent al-
legations against Representative Rangel var-
ious editorials and articles in major national
newspapers criticizing Speaker Pelosi’s con-
tinued refusal to remove Representative
Rangel as chairman of the Committee on
Ways and Means after promising she would
preside over ‘‘the most ethical Congress in
history” have held the House up to public
ridicule: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution and pending completion of the inves-
tigation into his affairs by the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct, Representa-
tive Rangel is hereby removed as chairman
of the Committee on Ways and Means.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized to
offer the resolution just noticed.

Mr. CARTER. I offer the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 805

Whereas the gentleman from New York,
Charles B. Rangel, the fourth most senior
Member of the House of Representatives,
serves as chairman of the House Ways and
Means Committee, a position of considerable
power and influence within the House of Rep-
resentatives;

Whereas clause one of Rule XXIIT of the
Rules of the House of Representatives pro-
vides, ‘A Member, Delegate, Resident Com-
mission, officer, or employee of the House
shall conduct himself at all times in a man-
ner that shall reflect creditably on the
House.”’;

Whereas The New York Times reported on
September 5, 2008, that, ‘‘Representative
Charles B. Rangel has earned more than
$75,000 in rental income from a villa he has
owned in the Dominican Republic since 1988,
but never reported it on his federal or state
tax returns, according to a lawyer for the
congressman and documents from the re-
sort’’;

Whereas in an article in the September 5,
2008 edition of The New York Times, his at-
torney confirmed that Representative Ran-
gel’s annual congressional Financial Disclo-
sure statements failed to disclose the rental
income from his resort villa;

Whereas The New York Times reported on
September 6, 2008 that, ‘‘Representative
Charles B. Rangel paid no interest for more
than a decade on a mortgage extended to
him to buy a villa at a beachfront resort in
the Dominican Republic, according to Mr.
Rangel’s lawyer and records from the resort.
The loan, which was extended to Mr. Rangel
in 1988, was originally to be paid back over
seven years at a rate of 10.5 percent. But
within two years, interest on the loan was
waived for Mr. Rangel.”’;

Whereas clause 5(a)(2)(A) of House Rule 25
defines a gift as, ‘. . . a gratuity, favor, dis-
count, entertainment, hospitality, loan, for-
bearance, or other item having monetary
value’ and prohibits the acceptance of such
gifts except in limited circumstances;

Whereas Representative Rangel’s accept-
ance of thousands of dollars in interest for-
giveness is a violation of the House gift ban;

Whereas Representative Rangel’s failure to
disclose the aforementioned gifts and income
on his Personal Financial Disclosure State-
ments violates House rules and federal law;

Whereas Representative Rangel’s failure to
report the aforementioned gifts and income
on federal, state and local tax returns is a
violation of the tax laws of those jurisdic-
tions;

Whereas the Committee on Ways and
Means, which Representative Rangel chairs,
has jurisdiction over the United States Tax
Code;
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Whereas the House Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct first announced on
July 31, 2008 that it was reviewing allega-
tions of misconduct by Representative Ran-
gel;

Whereas Roll Call newspaper reported on
September 15, 2008 that, ‘“The, inconsistent
reports are among myriad errors, discrep-
ancies and unexplained entries on Rangel’s
personal disclosure forms over the past eight
years that make it almost impossible to get
a clear picture of the Ways and Means chair-
man’s financial dealings.”’;

Whereas the House Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct announced on Sep-
tember 24, 2008 that it had established an in-
vestigative subcommittee in the matter of
Representative Rangel;

Whereas after the Ethics Committee probe
was underway, The New York Times re-
ported on November 24, 2008 that, ‘‘Congres-
sional records and interviews show that Mr.
Rangel was instrumental in preserving a lu-
crative tax loophole that benefitted Nabors
Industries, an oil drilling company last year,
while at the same time its chief executive
was pledging $1 million to the Charles B.
Rangel School of Public Service at
C.C.N.Y.”;

Whereas the House Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct announced on De-
cember 9, 2008 that it had expanded the juris-
diction of the aforementioned investigative
subcommittee to examine the allegations re-
lated to Representative Rangel’s involve-
ment with Nabors Industries;

Whereas since then, further serious allega-
tions of improper and potentially illegal con-
duct by Representative Rangel have sur-
faced;

Whereas during the recently completed Au-
gust district work period, Representative
Rangel acknowledged his failure to publicly
disclose at least half a million dollars in
cash assets, tens of thousands of dollars in
investment income, and his ownership of two
pieces of property in New Jersey;

Whereas corrected financial disclosure
statements filed by Representative Rangel
on August 12, 2009 now reveal his net worth
to be nearly twice as much as he had pre-
viously revealed;

Whereas The New York Times newspaper
reported on August 26, 2009 that, ‘‘United
States Representative Charles B. Rangel,
whose personal finances and fund raising are
the subject of two House ethics investiga-
tions, failed to report at least $500,000 in as-
sets on his 2007 Congressional disclosure
form, according to an amended report he
filed this month. Among the dozen newly dis-
closed holdings revealed in the amended
forms are a checking account at a federal
credit union with a balance between $250,000
and $500,000; three vacant lots in Glassboro,
N.J., valued at a total of $1,000 to $15,000; and
stock in PepsiCo worth between $15,000 and
$50,000.”";

Whereas Roll Call newspaper reported on
August 25, 2009 that Representative Rangel’s
corrected filings also revealed ‘‘at least
$250,001 in a fund called ML Allianz Global
Investors Consults Diversified Port II1.”’;

Whereas the aforementioned Roll Call
story reported that ‘‘Rangel also originally
misreported that his investments in 2007 net-
ted him $6,511-$17,950 in dividends, capital
gains and rental income. In his revised filing,
that range jumped to between $29,220 and
$81,200.”";

Whereas these most recent revelations by
Representative Rangel have resulted in
heightened national news media coverage of
alleged impropriety and potentially criminal
conduct by one of the most senior Members
of the House;

Whereas an editorial in The Washington
Times newspaper on September 1, 2009 noted,
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‘““‘Charlie Rangel is one lucky guy. The Demo-
cratic congressman from Harlem, N.Y., just
discovered that his net wealth is twice what
he thought. That’s a pretty good day at the
office for a public servant. Mr. Rangel also
realized that he made tens of thousands of
dollars more than he reported in many dif-
ferent years over the past decade. This is the
most recent string in a series of financial bo-
nanzas for Mr. Rangel, who last year admit-
ted he had forgotten about $75,000 in rental
income on his Caribbean resort property.’’;

Whereas the same editorial also noted,
“The congressman has failed to pay property
taxes on two lots in New Jersey, according to
the New York Post. That’s not all. In order
to avoid taxes and get lower mortgage rates,
Mr. Rangel simultaneously claimed three
‘primary residences’.”’;

Whereas an editorial in the September 17,
2009 edition of the New Haven Register stat-
ed, “The ethics and tax complaints keep pil-
ing up against U.S. Rep. Charles B. Rangel,
who as chairman of the House Ways and
Means Committee controls writing of the na-
tion’s tax laws. The New York Democrat
may write those laws, but he apparently
feels no obligation to obey them. The inves-
tigation appears to have a long way to go.
The man who is in charge of writing the na-
tion’s tax laws doesn’t pay his federal in-
come or local property taxes. He has such a
poor grasp of his own finances that he ne-
glects to list half his assets on a disclosure
form intended to keep members of Congress
accountable and honest. We can already hear
the defense of the next tax deadbeat called
into court. ‘“If Charlie Rangel doesn’t have
to pay his taxes, why should I?”’;

Whereas an article in The Washington Post
on September 15, 2009 stated, ‘‘Rangel is now
the chairman of the House Ways and Means
Committee and a man of immense impor-
tance in Washington. Nonetheless, he has
been busy of late revising and amending the
record, backing and filling, using buckets of
Wite-Out as he discovers or remembers prop-
erties he has owned in New York, New Jer-
sey, Florida, the Dominican Republic and
God only knows where else. Rangel recently
even discovered bank accounts that no one
in the world, apparently including him, knew
he had. One was with the Congressional Fed-
eral Credit Union; another was with Merrill
Lynch—each valued between $250,000 and
$500,000. He somehow neglected to mention
these accounts on his congressional disclo-
sure forms, which means, if you can believe
it, that when he signed the forms, he did not
notice that maybe $1 million was missing.
Someone ought to check the lighting in his
office.”’;

Whereas the same article in The Wash-
ington Post stated, ‘‘There is something
wrong with Charlie Rangel. Either he did not
notice that he was worth about twice as
much as he said he was—which is downright
worrisome in a congressional leader—or he
thinks he’s above the law, which is down-
right worrisome in a congressional leader.”’;

Whereas it has been more than one year
since an editorial in The New York Times on
September 15, 2008 stated, ‘‘Mounting embar-
rassment for taxpayers and Congress makes
it imperative that Representative Charles
Rangel step aside as chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee while his ethical prob-
lems are investigated.”’;

Whereas at various times during the past
twelve months Representative Rangel and
Speaker Pelosi have made public statements
asserting that the ongoing investigation of
Representative Rangel by the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct would soon be
concluded;
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Whereas the Committee has to date issued
no public statements concerning any ex-
pected time line for conducting or con-
cluding its investigation of Representative
Rangel;

Whereas major daily newspapers, including
The New York Times, The Washington Post,
and The New York Post have called for Rep-
resentative Rangel’s removal from his pow-
erful position at least until the House Ethics
Committee has completed its ongoing probes
of allegations against him;

Whereas Representative Rangel’s powerful
position as chairman permits him to partici-
pate in high level decisions about critically
important issues such as reform of the na-
tion’s health care system;

Whereas an October 1, 2009 story in The
New York Times stated, ‘“Mr. Rangel is one
of a small group of House leaders now meet-
ing almost daily behind closed doors with
Speaker Nancy Pelosi to distill from the
three bills produced in separate committees
the one package that will go to the House
floor.”;

Whereas an Associated Press story on Sep-
tember 20, 2009 stated, ‘“The ethics commit-
tee’s investigation of Rangel is almost a year
old. It’s as much a problem for House Demo-
cratic leaders as for Rangel himself. Later
this year, when Rangel’s committee con-
siders estate tax legislation that could ex-
pand into other matters, the headlines will
be a version of this message: ‘Tax scofflaw
presiding over tax changes.””’;

Whereas the New York Post newspaper re-
ported on September 2, 2009 that, ‘A review
of property records for the borough of
Glassboro revealed at least six tax liens lev-
ied against Rangel’s property during the past
16 years. Just last year, two separate liens
were levied against both properties owned by
Rangel.”’;

Whereas on May 24, 2006, then Minority
Leader Nancy Pelosi cited ‘‘high ethical
standards’ in a letter to former Representa-
tive William Jefferson asking that he resign
his seat on the Committee on Ways and
Means in light of ongoing investigations into
alleged financial impropriety by Representa-
tive Jefferson;

Whereas Speaker Pelosi took the afore-
mentioned action while Representative Jef-
ferson was under investigation and the sub-
ject of considerable controversy in the news
media, but prior to any indictment;

Whereas in April of 2007, Republican Lead-
er John Boehner successfully urged several
Republican Members to relinquish their
committee assignments after learning that
each had become the subject of investiga-
tions into possible criminal activity;

Whereas Leader Boehner took the afore-
mentioned actions while the Members in
question were under investigation and the
subjects of widespread media controversy,
but prior to any indictments; and

Whereas in the wake of the most recent al-
legations against Representative Rangel var-
ious editorials and articles in major national
newspapers criticizing Speaker Pelosi’s con-
tinued refusal to remove Representative
Rangel as chairman of the Committee on
Ways and Means after promising she would
preside over ‘‘the most ethical Congress in
history” have held the House up to public
ridicule: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution and pending completion of the inves-
tigation into his affairs by the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct, Representa-
tive Rangel is hereby removed as chairman
of the Committee on Ways and Means.

Mr. ACKERMAN (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be deemed
as read.

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

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Clerk will continue.

The Clerk continued to read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
olution qualifies.

MOTION TO REFER

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the resolution be referred to the
Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct.

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, this
motion would refer this matter to the
appropriate committee.

I yield back the balance of my time,
and I move the previous question on
the motion.

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.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I demand
a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on the motion to refer
and the motion to suspend on H. Res.
701.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 243, noes 156,
answered ‘‘present’ 19, not voting 14,
as follows:

[Roll No. 758]

AYES—243
Abercrombie Cohen Gonzalez
Ackerman Connolly (VA) Gordon (TN)
Adler (NJ) Conyers Grayson
Altmire Cooper Green, Al
Andrews Costa Griffith
Arcuri Costello Grijalva
Baca Courtney Gutierrez
Baird Crowley Hall (NY)
Baldwin Cuellar Halvorson
Barrow Cummings Hare
Bean Dahlkemper Harman
Becerra Davis (AL) Hastings (FL)
Berkley Davis (CA) Heinrich
Berman Davis (IL) Herseth Sandlin
Berry Dayvis (TN) Higgins
Bishop (GA) DeFazio Hill
Bishop (NY) DeGette Himes
Blumenauer Delahunt Hinchey
Boccieri DeLauro Hinojosa
Boren Dicks Hirono
Boswell Dingell Hodes
Boucher Doggett Holden
Boyd Donnelly (IN) Holt
Brady (PA) Doyle Honda
Braley (IA) Driehaus Hoyer
Bright Edwards (MD) Inslee
Brown, Corrine Edwards (TX) Israel
Capps Ellison Jackson (IL)
Capuano Ellsworth Jackson-Lee
Cardoza Engel (TX)
Carnahan Etheridge Johnson (GA)
Carson (IN) Farr Johnson, E. B.
Childers Fattah Kagen
Chu Filner Kanjorski
Clarke Foster Kaptur
Clay Frank (MA) Kennedy
Cleaver Fudge Kildee
Clyburn Giffords Kilpatrick (MI)
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Kilroy

Kind

King (NY)
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maffei
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)

Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer

NOES—156

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
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Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns

Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)

Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Nunes
Olson

Paul
Paulsen
Pence

Petri

Pitts

Platts
Posey

Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Upton
Wamp
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (FL)
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ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—19

Bartlett Dent Myrick
Bonner Diaz-Balart, L. Poe (TX)
Burton (IN) Green, Gene Quigley
Butterfield Harper Walden
Castor (FL) Hastings (WA) Welch
Chandler Latham
Conaway McCaul

NOT VOTING—14
Carney Lofgren, Zoe Speier
Diaz-Balart, M. Mack Tsongas
Eshoo Maloney Turner
Johnson, Sam Neugebauer Wasserman
Larson (CT) Radanovich Schultz

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

[ 1346

Mr. ADERHOLT changed his vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. MOORE of Wis-
consin, Messrs. BAIRD and CHILDERS
changed their vote from ‘‘no” to ‘‘aye.”

Mr. BUTTERFIELD changed his vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘“‘present.”

Messrs. LATHAM and BARTLETT
changed their vote from ‘no” to
“present.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker,
on rollcall No. 758, had | been present, |
would have voted “aye.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to refer.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
RECORDED VOTE

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I demand
a recorded vote.

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 246, noes 153,
answered ‘‘present’ 19, not voting 14,
as follows:

This

[Roll No. 759]

AYES—246
Abercrombie Carson (IN) Edwards (MD)
Ackerman Chu Edwards (TX)
Adler (NJ) Clarke Ellison
Altmire Clay Ellsworth
Andrews Cleaver Engel
Arcuri Clyburn Etheridge
Baca Cohen Farr
Baird Connolly (VA) Fattah
Baldwin Conyers Filner
Barrow Cooper Foster
Bean Costa Frank (MA)
Becerra Costello Fudge
Berkley Courtney Giffords
Berman Crowley Gonzalez
Berry Cuellar Gordon (TN)
Bishop (GA) Cummings Grayson
Bishop (NY) Dahlkemper Green, Al
Blumenauer Davis (AL) Griffith
Boccieri Davis (CA) Grijalva
Boren Dayvis (IL) Gutierrez
Boswell Davis (TN) Hall (NY)
Boucher DeFazio Halvorson
Boyd DeGette Hare
Brady (PA) Delahunt, Harman
Braley (IA) DeLauro Hastings (FL)
Bright Dicks Heinrich
Brown, Corrine Dingell Herseth Sandlin
Capps Doggett Higgins
Capuano Donnelly (IN) Hill
Cardoza Doyle Himes
Carnahan Driehaus Hinchey

Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (NY)
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maffei
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
MclIntyre
McMahon

Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Childers
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Deal (GA)

McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul

Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rohrabacher
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan (OH)
Salazar

NOES—153

Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra
Hunter
Inglis

Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
Kingston
Kirk

Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance

Latta

Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Séanchez, Linda
T

Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)

Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Nunes
Olson
Paulsen
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Posey
Price (GA)
Putnam
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
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Shuster Taylor Wamp
Smith (NE) Terry Westmoreland
Smith (NJ) Thompson (PA) Whitfield
Smith (TX) Thornberry Wilson (SC)
Souder Tiahrt Wittman
Stearns Tiberi Wolf
Sullivan Upton Young (FL)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”’—19
Bonner Diaz-Balart, L. Poe (TX)
Burton (IN) Green, Gene Quigley
Butterfield Harper Simpson
Castor (FL) Hastings (WA) Walden
Chandler Latham Welch
Conaway McCaul
Dent Myrick

NOT VOTING—14
Carney LaTourette Neugebauer
Diaz-Balart, M. Lofgren, Zoe Radanovich
Eshoo Mack Tsongas
Johnson, Sam Maloney Turner
Larson (CT) McGovern
[ 1353

Mr. WELCH changed his vote from
‘“‘aye” to ‘“‘present.”’

So the motion to refer was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, on rollcall No. 759, had | been
present, | would have voted “aye.”

———

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. CARTER. Madam Speaker, par-
liamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. ED-
WARDS of Maryland). The gentleman
may state his inquiry.

Mr. CARTER. Clause 2(a)(2) of rule
IX provides that debate on a question
of privilege shall be divided equally be-
tween the proponent of the resolution
and the majority leader or his des-
ignee.

Mr. CROWLEY, apparently as the des-
ignee of the majority leader, moved the
previous question on the resolution
after making his motion to refer the
measure to the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct.

Madam Speaker, am I correct that
Mr. CROWLEY’s motion on the previous
question had the effect of eliminating
any debate on the motion to refer or
the underlying resolution?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The mo-
tion was to order the previous question
on the motion to refer, not on the reso-
lution.

Mr. CARTER. Further parliamentary
inquiry, Madam Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may state his inquiry.

Mr. CARTER. Does this thus elimi-
nate all debate not only on the motion
but also on the underlying resolution?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The or-
dering of the previous question pre-
vents further debate.

Mr. CARTER. Thank you, Madam
Speaker. Further parliamentary in-
quiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may state his inquiry.

Mr. CARTER. What is the effect of
the motion to refer? Is there any re-
quirement that the committee take
any action on the measure referred?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
measure is referred to the committee
for its consideration.

Mr. CARTER. Is there any require-
ment that further action be taken by
the committee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would
be up to the committee.

Mr. CARTER. Thank you, Madam
Speaker.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue.

There was no objection.

———————

RECOGNIZING DYKE MARSH
WILDLIFE PRESERVE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 701, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Guam (Ms.
BORDALLO) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 701.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 325, nays 93,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 760]

YEAS—325

Abercrombie Capuano Ellsworth
Ackerman Cardoza Emerson
Adler (NJ) Carnahan Engel
Alexander Carson (IN) Etheridge
Altmire Castle Farr
Andrews Castor (FL) Fattah
Arcuri Chaffetz Filner
Austria Chandler Forbes
Baca Chu Fortenberry
Baird Clarke Foster
Baldwin Clay Frank (MA)
Barrow Cleaver Frelinghuysen
Bartlett Clyburn Fudge
Barton (TX) Cohen Gallegly
Bean Connolly (VA) Gerlach
Becerra Conyers Giffords
Berkley Cooper Gingrey (GA)
Berman Costa Gonzalez
Berry Costello Goodlatte
Biggert Courtney Gordon (TN)
Bilirakis Crowley Grayson
Bishop (GA) Cuellar Green, Al
Bishop (NY) Cummings Green, Gene
Blumenauer Dahlkemper Griffith
Blunt Davis (AL) Grijalva
Boccieri Davis (CA) Gutierrez
Bono Mack Davis (IL) Hall (NY)
Boswell Dayvis (TN) Halvorson
Boucher Deal (GA) Hare
Boustany DeFazio Harman
Boyd DeGette Hastings (FL)
Brady (PA) Delahunt, Heinrich
Braley (IA) DeLauro Herseth Sandlin
Bright Dent Higgins
Brown, Corrine Diaz-Balart, L. Hill
Brown-Waite, Dicks Himes

Ginny Dingell Hinchey
Buchanan Doggett Hinojosa
Burgess Donnelly (IN) Hirono
Butterfield Doyle Hodes
Calvert Driehaus Holden
Campbell Edwards (MD) Holt
Cantor Edwards (TX) Honda
Cao Ehlers Hoyer
Capps Ellison Inslee

Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy
Kind
King (NY)
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell
Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee (CA)
Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lowey
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Maffei
Manzullo
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Massa
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)

Aderholt
Akin
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Boehner
Bonner
Boozman
Boren
Brady (TX)
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Camp
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Childers
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Dreier
Duncan
Fallin
Flake

Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paulsen
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Platts
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta

NAYS—93

Fleming
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Garrett (NJ)
Gohmert
Granger
Graves
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
Kingston
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Latta
Lucas
Lummis
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McHenry
McMorris
Rodgers
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Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schock
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tiberi
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walden
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wexler
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Miller (FL)
Moran (KS)
Nunes

Olson

Paul

Pence

Pitts

Poe (TX)
Posey
Putnam

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rohrabacher
Roskam
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Smith (NE)
Stearns
Sullivan
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt

Wamp
Westmoreland
Wilson (OH)
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NOT VOTING—14

Bilbray Larson (CT) Radanovich
Carney Lofgren, Zoe Royce
Diaz-Balart, M. Mack Tsongas
Eshoo Maloney Turner
Johnson, Sam Neugebauer

0 1404

Messrs. CASSIDY and BURTON of In-
diana changed their vote from ‘‘yea’ to
“na,y.”

Mrs. BIGGERT and Mr. DANIEL E.
LUNGREN changed their vote from
“nay’’ to ‘“‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and 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 for:

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam
Speaker, on rollcall No. 760, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea.”

————
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. Mr.
Speaker, today | missed three rollcall votes
because | was at the White House attending
the Presidential presentation of The National
Medal of Technology and Innovation to my

constituents, John Warnock and Charles
Geschke. Had | been present, | would have
voted: rollcall 758: “present”; rollcall 759:
“present”; rollcall 760: “yea.”

——

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall Nos.
758, 759, and 760, | was detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “no” on 758, “no”
on 759 and “yea” on 760.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PE-
TERS). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX,
the Chair will postpone further pro-
ceedings today on motions to suspend
the rules on which a recorded vote or
the yeas and nays are ordered, or on
which the vote incurs objection under
clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———

PROCLAIMING CASIMIR PULASKI
TO BE AN HONORARY CITIZEN
OF THE UNITED STATES POST-
HUMOUSLY

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the joint
resolution (H.J. Res. 26) proclaiming
Casimir Pulaski to be an honorary cit-
izen of +the United States post-
humously.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. REs. 26

Whereas Casimir Pulaski was a Polish
military officer who fought on the side of the
American colonists against the British in
the American Revolutionary War;
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Whereas Benjamin Franklin recommended
that General George Washington accept
Casimir Pulaski as a volunteer in the Amer-
ican Cavalry and said that Pulaski was ‘‘re-
nowned throughout Europe for the courage
and bravery he displayed in defense of his
country’s freedom’’;

Whereas, after arriving in America,
Casimir Pulaski wrote to General Wash-
ington, ‘I came here, where freedom is being
defended, to serve it, and to live or die for
it.”;

Whereas the first military engagement of
Casimir Pulaski with the British was on Sep-
tember 11, 1777, at the Battle of Brandywine,
and his courageous charge in this engage-
ment averted a disastrous defeat of the
American Cavalry and saved the life of
George Washington;

Whereas, on September 15, 1777, George
Washington elevated Casimir Pulaski to the
rank of Brigadier General of the American
Cavalry;

Whereas Casimir Pulaski formed the Pu-
laski Cavalry Legion, and in February 1779,
this legion ejected the British occupiers
from Charleston, South Carolina;

Whereas, in October 1779, Casimir Pulaski
mounted an assault against British forces in
Savannah, Georgia;

Whereas, on the morning of October 9, 1779,
Casimir Pulaski was mortally wounded and
was taken aboard the American ship USS
Wasp, where he died at sea on October 11,
1779;

Whereas, before the end of 1779, the Conti-
nental Congress resolved that a monument
should be erected in honor of Casimir Pu-
laski;

Whereas, in 1825, General Lafayette laid
the cornerstone for the Casimir Pulaski
monument in Savannah, Georgia; and

Whereas, in 1929, Congress passed a resolu-
tion recognizing October 11 of each year as
Pulaski Day in the United States: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Casimir Pulaski is
proclaimed to be an honorary citizen of the
United States posthumously.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PE-
TERS). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. WEINER)
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
PoOE) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WEINER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that all Members have 5 legisla-
tive days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the resolution under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, this resolution pro-
claims Casimir Pulaski to be an hon-
orary citizen of the United States post-
humously and recognizes his contribu-
tions in aiding the American colonists
in their fight for independence against
the British.

Casimir Pulaski came from Poland to
fight on the side of the American colo-
nists against the British. At the Battle
of Brandywine, he led a courageous
charge that averted defeat of the
American Cavalry and saved the life of
George Washington. Washington soon
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elevated Pulaski to the rank of briga-
dier general of the American Cavalry,
and we know him now as the Father of
the American Cavalry.

Two years later, Pulaski died hero-
ically fighting for American independ-
ence. In 1929, the House of Representa-
tives passed a resolution recognizing

October 11 of each year as Pulaski Day.
Once in a great while, Congress

bestows the honor of posthumous citi-
zenship on a highly deserving person.
We’ve done this previously for six such
persons, must recently in 2002 when we
honored the Marquis de Lafayette. La-
fayette was the famed French general
who, like General Pulaski, fought
alongside the American colonists dur-
ing the Revolutionary War.

This resolution is a symbolic honor
that has no substantive effect on the
immigration status of his surviving
family, but the honor is well earned by
General Pulaski.

I want to thank Mr. KUCINICH of Ohio
for sponsoring this important resolu-
tion and for bringing General Pulaski’s
important contributions to our coun-
try to the attention of the United

States Congress.
I also want to thank Chairman CON-

YERS who cosponsored House Joint Res-
olution 26, Chairwoman LOFGREN, and
the ranking member of the committee
and subcommittee for swiftly moving
the resolution to the floor in advance

of the celebration of Pulaski Day.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment. This is important legisla-
tion.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, over 220 years, Congress
has awarded honorary citizenship to
only five individuals: Winston Church-
ill, Raoul Wallenberg, William and
Hannah Penn, Mother Theresa, and the
Marquis de Lafayette. Those are the
only members of this exclusive club
that have been given honorary citizen-
ship of the United States.

Honorary citizenship is an exceed-
ingly rare honor for individuals who
have made extraordinary contributions
to America. It is especially fitting that
the last person awarded honorary citi-
zenship was another friend of America
who valiantly came to our aid during
our Revolutionary War. The Marquis
de Lafayette and Casimir Pulaski both
fought on our side when the outcome of
the war was in doubt with the British,
and they both made tremendous con-
tributions to our eventual victory and
American independence. Casimir Pu-
laski is well known for the founding of

the American Cavalry.
The one difference between the two is

that Lafayette lived to see the birth of
the United States and Pulaski did not.
He died of wounds received in combat
while fighting to free Savannah from
British occupation. It is one reflection
of the regard in which many hold
Casimir Pulaski in that he has already
been honored by Congress in many
States and cities throughout America.
In fact, a memorial to him is located in
Washington, D.C. at Freedom Plaza.
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Casimir Pulaski made tremendous
contributions to America’s victory in
war and the independence that we
enjoy today. United States citizenship
is the highest award our country can
confer upon a citizen of another land.
It should be given rarely and selec-
tively. And while I would expect this
body to continue to maintain the high-
est standards that any honoree would
have to meet in the future, I certainly
believe that Casimir Pulaski meets it.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the sponsor of this impor-
tant resolution, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH).

Mr. KUCINICH. Thank you, Mr.
WEINER, and I want to thank Mr. POE,
Mr. KING, and Mr. KINGSTON for their
support, as well as Ranking Member
SMITH, along with Chairwoman
LOFGREN and Chairman CONYERS for
their thoughtful consideration and sup-
port to ensure floor consideration of
this bill.

As a sponsor of H.J. Res. 26, legisla-
tion to grant honorary citizenship to
Casimir Pulaski posthumously, I rise
in strong support and urge my col-
leagues to vote in favor of this bill. I
also wish to extend my deep gratitude
to the Polish community leaders in
Cleveland, Ohio, who have long cham-
pioned this cause. In Cleveland this in-
cludes John Borkowski, who’s the
president of the Polish American Con-
gress; Mitchell Bienia, vice president of
the Polish American Congress; and
Francis Rutkowski, also vice president
of the Polish American Congress.

Brigadier General Casimir Pulaski
was a hero of the American Revolution.

Casimir Pulaski left his native Po-
land and fought on the side of the colo-
nists against the British in the Amer-
ican Revolution. Although Pulaski met
his untimely death on the battlefield in
Savannah, Georgia, in 1779, consider-
ation of this bill in his honor is timely
because October 11, 2009, will mark the
230th anniversary of Pulaski’s last
breath.

Indeed, after bravely fighting at
Brandywine and ejecting the British
occupiers from Charleston, among
other battles, General Pulaski was
mortally wounded in Savannah, Geor-
gia, and was taken aboard the Amer-
ican ship, USS Wasp, where he died at
sea on October 11, 1779.

Casimir Pulaski’s courageous charge
in this engagement averted a disas-
trous defeat of the American Cavalry
and is credited with saving the life of
George Washington. On September 15,
1777, George Washington bestowed the
rank of brigadier general on Pulaski,
who organized a legion of cavalry
known as the Pulaski legion.

Brigadier General Pulaski was a dedi-
cated freedom fighter who’s credited
with being the Father of the American
Cavalry. He famously said: “I came
here, where freedom is being defended,
to serve it, and to live or die for it.”

His actions speak to the strong bonds
that have historically existed between
the people of the United States and the
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people of Poland. They are also a re-
minder of the important contributions
of Polish Americans to our Nation and
communities.

This legislation is supported by the
Polish Legion of American Veterans,
the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the
U.S., and the Polish American Con-
gress.

It is my sincere hope that Brigadier
General Pulaski will not have to wait
any longer before he is bestowed with
this honorary citizenship he so de-
serves for his sincere commitment and
ultimate sacrifice for freedom for the
people of the United States of America.
With passage of this legislation, this
body will ensure that General Pulaski
is one step closer to receiving the
honor and appreciation he deserves.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation granting hon-
orary citizenship to Casimir Pulaski
posthumously.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Iowa (Mr. KING).

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Texas for
yielding time.

I want to thank my friend, DENNIS
KuciNIcH, for bringing this resolution
to confer honorary citizenship on
Casimir Pulaski. This is a rare honor
and only having that happen a small
number of times before in five separate
incidents of people of the highest
standard in the history of the United
States and those that exemplified our
values: Winston Churchill, Raoul
Wallenberg, William and Hannah
Penn—William Penn, of course—and
also Mother Theresa and the Marquis
de Lafayette.

I think it’s very interesting that this
proposal comes before this Congress
as—I’'ll put it this way—Casimir Pu-
laski was endorsed and recruited into
the military by the Marquis de Lafay-
ette, and he was endorsed and, of
course, promoted by George Wash-
ington. Now, when you’re endorsed and
promoted by people of that caliber—
and now here we are more than two
generations hence—I think that’s a
very high standard. And I want to
maintain a very high standard for hon-
orary citizenship.

It has been a slow process for me to
get to this point of conviction on this
because the standards are so high.
When I see Mother Theresa, that’s a
really high standard. And I don’t pro-
pose that Casimir Pulaski belongs in
the league of any one of these individ-
uals, but he belongs in this category of
approval today.

So we’ve heard much of the history:
a ‘‘freedom fighter’ is the best way to
describe him, and the Father of the
United States Cavalry; a person who
was Kkilled in battle, died 2 days later
aboard a ship, the Wasp.

And I would also submit that we are
here at least within a short period of
time at a low point in U.S.-Polish rela-
tions. I won’t embellish that in this
discussion any further, but I am hope-
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ful that this resolution which I expect
to pass today sends the strongest and
warmest message to our friends in Po-
land that we are allies, we are all free-
dom fighters together, and we’ll stand
together. And we’ll stand together in
the spirit of the Marquis de Lafayette,
George Washington, whose life was
saved by Casimir Pulaski, and in the
spirit of Casimir Pulaski himself.

I thank my friend DENNIS KUCINICH
for bringing this resolution.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I rise in support of this excellent res-
olution. Since its founding, the people
of Poland have been great allies to the
United States in our own struggle for
freedom, and of course then our work-
ing with them in their struggle for
freedom.

One of the first and finest Americans
who was a great friend to our country
was Brigadier General Casimir Pulaski.
I want to commend Congressman DEN-
NIS KUCINICH of Ohio for helping to
make history correct today by grant-
ing honorary citizenship to this great
Pole, whose life stood for freedom.

He was born on March 6, 1745, in War-
saw, Poland, and at the age of 15 he
joined his father and other members of
the Polish nobility in opposing the
Russian and Prussian interference in
Polish affairs. He moved to Paris where
he befriended Benjamin Franklin and
was fascinated by the idea of the Amer-
ican colonies and the new Nation it
wished to become. He volunteered his
services to fight for our nascent free-
dom.
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Benjamin Franklin wrote to George
Washington describing the young Pole
as ‘“‘an officer renowned throughout
Europe for the courage and bravery he
displayed in defense of his country’s
freedom.”

Pulaski fought on the side of Amer-
ica against the British in the Revolu-
tionary War and became known as the
father of the American Cavalry. The
brilliant history of the Polish Cavalry
is now being restored at a location
called Grudziadz, Poland, and Casimir
Pulaski, with this honorary citizenship
today, should become a part of those
growing collections; and with passage
of this bill today, we should seek, as a
Congress, additional ways for us to
link the history of our cavalry and the
Polish cavalry in the world’s struggle
for freedom. These are works not yet
fully represented and remain largely
unwritten.

After fighting bravely for our coun-
try, General Pulaski was mortally
wounded at the Battle of Savannah in
Georgia, and died there on October 11,
1779. Casimir Pulaski is a hero in his
native country of Poland. He is also a
hero in our country, one for which he
fought so valiantly to create. This is
why his being granted honorary citi-
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zenship in our country is so important
and why he should be recognized per-
manently by the Nation that he helped
to create and to defend in a singularly
noble undertaking.

I urge my colleagues to support hon-
orary citizenship for General Casimir
Pulaski.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON).

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, as a
Savannahian, I am very proud to sup-
port this resolution and thank all of
the authors of it. I want to say it is
somewhat of a shock that we haven’t
already done this resolution in past
Congresses, and so I am very glad we
are doing it today. Many of my re-
marks have already been said, but I
think it is well worth reviewing every-
thing.

Casimir Pulaski was a man who
fought for freedom on two different
continents and is given the title ‘‘Sol-
dier of Liberty.” He has been honored
all over the United States with numer-
ous streets and bridges and roads. In
Savannah, we have an 11-foot obelisk
that shows where he is buried as his
grave and a Civil War fort named after
him.

He was born March 4, 1747, in Poland
and came from a family of knightly
traditions. The Pulaskis took part in
the victorious wars by King John III
Sobieski against the Turks in the 17th
century. By age 21, Casimir Pulaski
proved to be a true military talent,
fighting in battles across the European
continent.

In 1776, Pulaski learned of America’s
struggle for independence, and as has
been said, he met Benjamin Franklin
in Paris and learned of the struggle. In-
spired by freedom’s call, he joined Gen-
eral George Washington in the cause of
the American Revolution in 1776 and
was soon commissioned as brigadier
general. General Pulaski recruited and
trained a special corps of American,
Polish, Irish, French, and German
troops, and became known as the ‘“‘Fa-
ther of the American Cavalry.”

In 1778, he received his commission,
and in 1779, he was ordered to South
Carolina to support the American Gen-
eral Benjamin Lincoln. Benjamin Lin-
coln also has a street named after him
in Savannah. They reached Charleston
in May and helped defend the city
against British attack. Later that
year, Pulaski joined forces with Lin-
coln, who was assisted by a French
force to defend Savannah.

Pulaski was mortally wounded in
that battle on October 9, 1779, but there
are actually two stories about how he
died. Many believe that he was taken
to sea and died 2 days later on board
the American ship the Wasp en route
to Charleston on October 11. Indeed,
there were two people who were wound-
ed and put on the ships because they
did not want the British to know which
ship was actually carrying Pulaski. So
there was a decoy ruse.

The story, though, that we have
grown to believe is actually true is
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that he died on October 15 and was bur-
ied at Greenwich Plantation just out-
side of Savannah. He was exhumed in
1853 and his remains were placed in the
cornerstone of Pulaski Monument.

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

Mr. POE of Texas. I yield the gen-
tleman another 1 minute.

Mr. KINGSTON. In 1996, the remains
were exhumed again and DNA tests
were run to determine if they were in-
deed General Pulaski’s. Some of the
smartest people of our day have deter-
mined that those bones from the DNA
tests were probably General Pulaski’s.

Several years ago, October 11, as we
know, was named General Pulaski Me-
morial Day. I think we can be very
proud that we are doing what I con-
sider unfinished business to honor
someone who has meant so much to the
cause of American liberty and to lib-
erty all around the globe. I am very
proud to be part of this, and I want to
invite everybody to come to Savannah
and see Pulaski Monument and we will
give you a little tour of the town and
take you out to the Thunderbolt, where
the USS Wasp departed from when he
was on board.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, there is
no city with a richer tradition and a
larger population of Polish Americans
for whom this day represents another
day of tribute for another one of their
heroes than Chicago, and I would like
to yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from the Chicago, Illinois area, Mr. LI-
PINSKI, to express the sentiments of his
constituents.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, as a
proud Polish American, I rise today to
honor the life and service of Casimir
Pulaski and ask my colleagues to sup-
port the passage of H.J. Res. 26. Pu-
laski played an instrumental role and
gave the ultimate sacrifice in support
of the American Revolution and de-
serves our utmost respect and grati-
tude.

Casimir Pulaski devoted his life to
the cause of liberty around the world.
Inspired by the plight of a young na-
tion striving to be free, Pulaski trav-
eled to America to serve under General
George Washington.

Quickly distinguishing himself as a
brilliant military tactician, Pulaski
was entrusted by General Washington
with sole command of the fledgling na-
tional cavalry. Pulaski was appointed
brigadier general 4 days after a heroic
performance at Brandywine, where he
rescued the cavalry from certain defeat
and saved the life of General Wash-
ington. General Pulaski also played an
instrumental role in conflicts with
British forces in the battles of German-
town, Little Egg Harbor, and Minisink
before heading south to Charleston and
ultimately Savannah. It was in Savan-
nah that General Pulaski was struck
with cannon fire while charging into
battle. He died a few days later at the
age of 34.

In Chicago, we honor Casimir Pulaski
with his name on a major road. In Illi-

The
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nois, we honor Pulaski with a State
holiday of Pulaski Day. Today, let us
do what he is truly deserving of; let us
give Casimir Pulaski, this brave, de-
serving patriot, the rare honor of being
named an honorary American citizen.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

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

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I recog-
nize the gentlewoman from Illinois
(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) for 2 minutes.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in support of proclaiming
Casimir Pulaski to be an honorary cit-
izen of the United States and to honor
his legacy of heroism and military
service. I want to thank Congressman
DENNIS KUCINICH for introducing and
promoting this resolution, and the gen-
tleman from New York for yielding me
this time to speak.

Casimir Pulaski’s contributions to
both his homeland and his adopted
country are immeasurable. Born in
1747, Pulaski valiantly fought Russian
control and domination of his native
Poland. However, instead of being
lauded for his heroism and his distin-
guished service toward freedom and
independence on behalf of his people,
he was forced to flee and became an
exile.

Even after leaving Poland, Pulaski
remained a voice for just causes and
the unwavering spirit of freedom. He
joined in colonial America’s struggle
against the British and fought along-
side General George Washington during
the Revolutionary War, and as the first
commander of the American Cavalry,
he became known as the ‘‘Father of the
American Cavalry.” He paid the ulti-
mate price and was fatally wounded
during the Battle of Savannah.

Mr. Speaker, Casimir Pulaski is a
true American hero who fought and
died for independence and freedom that
we as Americans enjoy today. He is
honored in Illinois with a State holiday
in his name, and Chicago has the larg-
est Polish population outside of War-
saw. He is a true American hero. He
served our Nation with honor and cour-
age, and I am proud today to support
legislation that will finally, over 200
years after his death, grant him hon-
orary citizenship to the country for
which he died.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this legislation.

Mr. POE of Texas. I continue to re-
serve my time.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to Mr. TONKO.

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New York for
yielding me this time.

I rise in support of this resolution. I
thank Member KUCINICH for the out-
standing work that he has done on this
resolution.

General Casimir Pulaski being des-
ignated as an honorary citizen of our
country is a very valid and important
resolution. This son of liberty, this pa-
triot, lent his military expertise to
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more than just his motherland. It is
obvious throughout this world he was
concerned about promoting fairness
and liberty, and he helped write in very
sound terms American history. He
helped make this country the great one
that she is.

Throughout my congressional dis-
trict, throughout the State of New
York, and indeed throughout our coun-
try, there are semblances of recogni-
tion of this great general. Streets,
roads, bridges and, indeed, monuments
bear his name that reflect the great-
ness of the individual.

Polish Americans of this land
throughout its history have made im-
mense contributions, very valuable
contributions to the betterment of
America. Prime amongst them is this
great general, one who helped write
this history with his military exper-
tise. Polish Americans have reached
across many dynamics to make a sound
difference in our great country.

I rise in support of this outstanding
resolution, commend the sponsor, and
encourage my colleagues to do like-
wise.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, we are
prepared to close.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time to
close.

I want to thank Mr. KUCINICH for
bringing this well-thought-out resolu-
tion and well-deserved honor to this
general of the American troops. Gen-
eral Pulaski founded the American
Cavalry, which has shown great brav-
ery and courage as it later represented
the United States.

I think it is timely that this resolu-
tion came to the House to grant hon-
orary citizenship to this general. It is a
big deal to be an American citizen, and
it is a big deal for this Nation to confer
that honor on some other individual
who is a citizen of another nation. Pol-
ish Americans and the people in Poland
have long been our allies when we
needed them, and America has been the
ally of Poland when they needed us.

Earlier this year, I had the chance to
meet with numerous Polish individuals
in Poland, and one of the things we
talked about was the bond, the friend-
ship that our two nations have as al-
lies.

This resolution honoring General Pu-
laski is a symbol of that relationship
that we have of continuing to be allies
on our quest and their quest and uni-
versal quests for all people for freedom
and liberty.

With that, I urge my colleagues to
support this resolution.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WEINER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Texas. I just want
to tell the gentleman that when that
mistake was made by the Speaker, re-
ferring to you as a Member from New
York, I think you would need a trans-
lator in New York as much as I would
need one if I were ever to be the Rep-
resentative from Texas. And I would
like to thank him for his leadership.
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I want to thank Representative
KuciNIcH for bringing this resolution to
us. I also, on behalf of those of us in
New York who represent large Polish
American communities for whom Pu-
laski is an enduring hero, for commu-
nities like Green Point and Williams-
burg that Congresswoman VELAZQUEZ
represents, this is a great moment of
celebration. Those communities and
Bridgewood also, Congresswoman
VELAZQUEZ and I represent that com-
munity of South Park Slope, these are
communities that every day, proud
Americans of Polish descent teach
their children about the heroism of the
many Polish Americans that came be-
fore, and how important that commu-
nity has been to building this country
to what it is.

You know, we forget it sometimes,
but we never should on this floor, that
all of us come from someplace else.
And we do so with this notion that we
are deeply American, but we never for-
get where we came from. And all of us
point with great pride to the people,
the ethnicities that we represent, that
have their moments of celebration.
And then Casimir Pulaski is someone
not just who brings great pride to peo-
ple of Polish descent, but who reminds
us all what it took to make this coun-
try what it was at the very earliest
days.

No one came here and says, Hey, I'm
an American, so I'm going to fight for
this country. We came from other
places and fought for the American
ideal, and that’s something Casimir
Pulaski reminds us. And by making
him an honorary citizen posthumously,
and by taking up Mr. KUCINICH’s call, I
think we do great honor, not only to
the memory of Casimir Pulaski, but
also to this House and the traditions of
our fine country. And I ask a ‘yes”
vote.

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
support the passage of H.J. Res. 26, a resolu-
tion proclaiming Casimir Pulaski to be an hon-
orary citizen of the United States post-
humously.

As a cosponsor of this resolution and a
member of the Congressional Poland Caucus,
| am honored to recognize this valiant soldier
with citizenship to a country for which he lit-
erally gave his life.

Pulaski, a revered military officer in his na-
tive Poland, came to the United States and
fought alongside American colonists in the
Revolutionary War. Known as the “Father of
the American Cavalry,” Pulaski fought with
distinction in several crucial battles, including
the Battle of Brandywine, where he saved the
life of George Washington, and the Battle of
Savannah, where he was mortally wounded.

In a letter to Washington, Pulaski wrote: “I
came here, where freedom is being defended,
to serve it, and to live or die for it.”

Pulaski is a well-respected figure in the
United States, having been honored with nu-
merous statues and monuments. One such
statue stands in my Western New York dis-
trict, where over 106,000 residents are of Pol-
ish ancestry. Each year in my district, the
Western New York General Pulaski Associa-
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tion celebrates Pulaski’s legacy with an annual
wreath laying ceremony in the City of Buffalo
and parade in the Town of Cheektowaga.

Mr. Speaker, | thank Representative
KUCINICH for introducing this resolution and the
nearly 40 cosponsors for their support of this
long-overdue recognition.

Mr. FATTAH. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of H.J. Res. 26, which grants honorary Amer-
ican citizenship to a great hero of the Amer-
ican Revolution whose amazing and admirable
story is also, in part, a Philadelphia story.

Casimir Pulaski, the son of a Polish count
renowned as a military leader in his own right,
was forced to flee his native land and traveled
to Paris, where in 1776 he met Benjamin
Franklin. Franklin gave him a letter of introduc-
tion which Pulaski presented to General
Washington in Philadelphia in 1777. He
showed such bravery and military strategic
skill in the battles of Brandywine and German-
town that Washington promoted him to briga-
dier general and chief of cavalry. Casimir Pu-
laski fought important battles at Little Egg Har-
bor, NJ, and along the Delaware River. Later
he was sent south to lead troops at Charles-
ton and Savannah, where he was fatally
wounded in 1779.

To this day, General Pulaski—along with his
compatriot Thaddeus Kosciuszko—is revered
by Philadelphia’s vibrant and sizeable Polish-
American community, and throughout our re-
gion. A school is named for Casimir Pulaski in
Wilmington, Delaware. His life and accom-
plishments are honored at Philadelphia’s Pol-
ish American Cultural Center Museum, 308
Walnut Street. A statue of Pulaski stands in
the Garden of Heroes on the west side of the
Philadelphia Museum of Art. And this past
Sunday, October 4, Philadelphia celebrated
with the Pulaski Day Parade, an annual Pol-
ish-American heritage parade on the Benjamin
Franklin Parkway.

The honorary citizenship we are endorsing
today in the resolution put forward by Con-
gressman KUCINICH and Senator DURBIN is
long overdue. It is nonetheless welcome and
meaningful to Americans of Polish heritage
and to all Americans who share Casimir Pu-
laski’s love of liberty and willingness to offer
his life for the cause. | urge my colleagues to
support H.J. Res. 26.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
recognize the great American and Polish hero
Casimir Pulaski and to echo the sentiments of
my colleagues in support of honoring him with
posthumous citizenship.

Casimir Pulaski fought as a Polish military
officer on the side of the American colonists
against the British in the American Revolu-
tionary War, writing to General George Wash-
ington, “I came here, where freedom is being
defended, to serve it, and to live or die for it.”

Pulaski first fought in 1777 and continued to
demonstrate his courage and bravery in battle
until his death in 1779. In the Battle of Brandy-
wine, his courageous charge saved the life of
our great forefather George Washington.

Additionally, Pulaski is known as the father
of the American cavalry. He rose through the
ranks to brigadier general, where he used his
position to mount assaults, to remove British
troops from our lands, and to defend freedom
no matter the circumstances or opposition.

So great was Pulaski’s dedication to the
ideals of liberty and freedom that he made the
ultimate sacrifice. He was mortally wounded in
1779 during the Battle of Savannah. In rec-
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ognition of his service to this great country, in
1929 Congress passed a resolution recog-
nizing October 11 as “Pulaski Day,” a day
Chicago has long celebrated.

Mr. Speaker, for these reasons, and many
more, | encourage my colleagues to grant
posthumous citizenship to Casimir Pulaski, a
man who understood that freedom and de-
mocracy have no boundaries.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it
has become the custom of this great country
to recognize the contributions made on behalf
of freedom for the American people. Each
year we celebrate Memorial Day to com-
memorate lives that have been given in serv-
ice of our Nation and Veterans Day to recog-
nize our service men and women. But occa-
sionally, it is necessary to commemorate the
actions of individuals in furthering the cause of
American freedom.

In this Chamber, we feature the portrait of
Marquis de Lafayette, a Frenchman who left
his family and the comforts of life in Europe to
fight for freedom in the colonies. Lafayette
sacrificed much to serve as an adviser to
General Washington, and was rewarded by
witnessing the surrender of the British at the
Battle of Yorktown. Among honors conferred
on General Lafayette was an honorary U.S.
citizenship.

But less known and appreciated for his
service is Casimir Pulaski, a Polish Revolu-
tionary War hero who fought and died for our
country over 200 years ago. Pulaski was a
Polish commander who fought the Russians
for Polish independence, and, as a result, he
was renowned in Europe for his bravery and
cavalry skills. Following the recommendation
of Benjamin Franklin, General Washington
brought him to America to help our forces fight
the British.

Pulaski was promoted to general officer by
Washington after showing incredible bravery
at the Battle of Brandywine. And when funding
from Congress was tight, Pulaski used his
own money to purchase necessary equipment
for his soldiers. In 1779, after launching an as-
sault against the British in the Battle of Savan-
nah, Pulaski was wounded, and he died 2
days later. In his death, he fulfiled a commit-
ment he had made to General Washington in
which he stated “I came here, where freedom
is being defended, to serve it, and to live or
die for it.”

| am a proud cosponsor of this joint resolu-
tion which would posthumously declare
Casimir Pulaski to be an honorary citizen of
the United States. This is one of the rarest
honors that the Congress can bestow, and we
have only done so on six previous occasions.

The concept of freedom drew patriots from
across the colonies, and around the world, to
our land to join in our struggle for freedom.
Casimir Pulaski had the bravery, courage, and
love of liberty and independence that the Pol-
ish people have been so well known for
throughout history. He died for our freedom
and he deserves this posthumous recognition.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
commemorate the life and service of General
Casimir Pulaski, who gave his life on October
11, 1779, to the cause of American independ-
ence. General Pulaski, born in Warsaw, Po-
land, on March 6, 1745, arrived in Philadelphia
in 1777, where he met General George Wash-
ington and made the heroic decision to sup-
port the colonies through the American Revo-
lution. Through subsequent battles, General
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Pulaski distinguished himself as a relentless,
courageous, and unwavering leader towards
the fight for our Nation’s independence.

The life and valor of General Pulaski is cele-
brated with great pride back in my home dis-
trict of Michigan. A statue of General Pulaski
was erected in 1966 at the intersection of
Michigan Avenue and Washington Boulevard
in Detroit, a mere block and a half from my
District office, as a gift from the large Polish-
American population in the Metropolitan De-
troit area. This community is one of many that
together contribute to the richness and diver-
sity of my home district, and that of this great
Nation.

Even before America was a Nation, General
Pulaski exhibited two traits that Americans still
embody today: self-sacrifice and fighting for a
cause greater than oneself. It is with great
honor that | rise to express my support for
House Joint Resolution 26, which will proclaim
General Casimir Pulaski to be an honorary cit-
izen of the United States of America.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.J. Res. 26, a resolution granting
honorary citizenship to the great Revolutionary
War Hero, Casimir Pulaski. As a proud Pole,
| am pleased to cosponsor this resolution and
thank my friend, colleague, and fellow Pole
from Ohio, Representative DENNIS KUCINICH,
on its introduction.

Casimir Pulaski left Poland, already a re-
nowned war hero, in search of freedom. Upon
arriving in America, Pulaski wrote to George
Washington, “I came here, where freedom is
being defended, to serve it, and to live or die
for it.” During the Revolutionary War, Pulaski
led a legion of cavalry known as the Polaski
legion, for which he later became known as
the father of the American cavalry.

Casimir Pulaski played a major role in se-
curing American freedom from the British. On
September 11, 1777, Pulaksi participated in
his first military engagement at the Battle of
Brandywine where he helped avert defeat and
saved the life of George Washington. Four
days later, Washington elevated Pulaski to
rank of Brigadier General of the American
Cavalry. In February, 1779, the Pulaski Cav-
alry Legion ejected the British from Charles-
ton, South Carolina and in October of that
year, Pulaski mounted an assault against Brit-
ish Forces in Savannah, Georgia. On October
9, 1779, Pulaski was mortally wounded and
transferred aboard the USS Wasp where he
died at Sea on October 11, 1779.

Pulaski has long been recognized by our
government as a vital figure in American his-
tory. In 1825, General Lafayette laid the cor-
nerstone for the Casimir Pulaski monument in
Savannah, Georgia, and in 1929, Congress
passed a resolution recognizing October 11 of
each year as Pulaski Day in the United States.
| am proud to share a Polish heritage with
Casimir Pulaski. The granting of honorary
American citizenship is long overdue for this
freedom-loving man who represents all that it
means to be an American.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to support this
resolution and urge my colleagues to do the
same.

Mr. WEINER. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
WEINER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the joint resolution, H.J.
Res. 26.
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The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

SERVICE MEMBERS HOME
OWNERSHIP TAX ACT OF 2009

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3590) to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the
first-time homebuyers credit in the
case of members of the Armed Forces
and certain other Federal employees,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3590

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Service
Members Home Ownership Tax Act of 2009”.
SEC. 2. WAIVER OF RECAPTURE OF FIRST-TIME

HOMEBUYER CREDIT FOR INDIVID-
UALS ON QUALIFIED OFFICIAL EX-
TENDED DUTY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (4) of section
36(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subparagraph:

‘“(E) SPECIAL RULE FOR MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES, ETC.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of the disposi-
tion of a principal residence by an individual
(or a cessation referred to in paragraph (2))
after December 31, 2008, in connection with
Government orders received by such indi-
vidual, or such individual’s spouse, for quali-
fied official extended duty service—

‘(I) paragraph (2) and subsection (d)(2)
shall not apply to such disposition (or ces-
sation), and

‘“(IT) if such residence was acquired before
January 1, 2009, paragraph (1) shall not apply
to the taxable year in which such disposition
(or cessation) occurs or any subsequent tax-
able year.

‘(i) QUALIFIED OFFICIAL EXTENDED DUTY
SERVICE.—For purposes of this section, the
term ‘qualified official extended duty serv-
ice’ means service on qualified official ex-
tended duty as—

‘“(I) a member of the uniformed services,

‘“(II) a member of the Foreign Service of
the United States, or

‘“(IITI) as an employee of the intelligence
community.

‘(iii) DEFINITIONS.—Any term used in this
subparagraph which is also used in para-
graph (9) of section 121(d) shall have the
same meaning as when used in such para-
graph.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to disposi-
tions and cessations after December 31, 2008.
SEC. 3. EXTENSION OF FIRST-TIME HOMEBUYER

CREDIT FOR INDIVIDUALS ON
QUALIFIED OFFICIAL EXTENDED
DUTY OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (h) of section
36 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘This section’ and insert-
ing the following:
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‘(1) IN GENERAL.—This section”’, and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(2) SPECIAL RULES FOR INDIVIDUALS ON
QUALIFIED OFFICIAL EXTENDED DUTY OUTSIDE
THE UNITED STATES.—In the case of any indi-
vidual who serves on qualified official ex-
tended duty service outside the United
States for at least 90 days in calendar year
2009 and, if married, such individual’s
spouse—

‘“(A) paragraph (1) shall be applied by sub-
stituting ‘December 1, 2010’ for ‘December 1,
2009°,

‘(B) subsection (f)(4)(D) shall be applied by
substituting ‘December 1, 2010’ for ‘December
1, 2009°, and

‘(C) in lieu of subsection (g), in the case of
a purchase of a principal residence after De-
cember 31, 2009, and before July 1, 2010, the
taxpayer may elect to treat such purchase as
made on December 31, 2009, for purposes of
this section (other than subsections (c¢) and
HEHD)).”.

(b) COORDINATION WITH FIRST-TIME HOME-
BUYER CREDIT FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.—
Paragraph (4) of section 1400C(e) of such Code
is amended by inserting ‘‘(December 1, 2010,
in the case of a purchase subject to section
36(h)(2))” after ‘“‘December 1, 2009.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to resi-
dences purchased after November 30, 2009.
SEC. 4. EXCLUSION FROM GROSS INCOME OF

QUALIFIED MILITARY BASE RE-
ALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE FRINGE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (n) of section
132 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (1) by striking ‘‘this
subsection) to offset the adverse effects on
housing values as a result of a military base
realignment or closure’” and inserting ‘‘the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Tax
Act of 2009)”’, and

(2) in subparagraph (2) by striking ‘‘clause
1) of”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this act shall apply to payments
made after February 17, 2009.

SEC. 5. INCREASE IN PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO
FILE A PARTNERSHIP OR S COR-
PORATION RETURN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Sections 6698(b)(1) and
6699(b)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 are each amended by striking ‘‘$89’° and
inserting ‘‘$110”".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to returns
for taxable years beginning after December
31, 2009.

SEC. 6. TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ESTI-
MATED TAXES.

The percentage under paragraph (1) of sec-
tion 202(b) of the Corporate Estimated Tax
Shift Act of 2009 in effect on the date of the
enactment of this Act is increased by 0.5 per-
centage points.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CAMP) each
will control 20 minutes. The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Oregon.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask that all Members have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material
in the record.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. In addition, I,
along with Ways and Means Ranking
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Member CAMP, have asked the non-
partisan Joint Committee on Taxation
to make available to the public a tech-
nical explanation of the bill. The tech-
nical explanation expresses the com-
mittee’s understanding and legislative
intent behind this important legisla-
tion. It is available on the Joint Com-
mittee Web site at www.jct.gov, and is
listed under the document number
JCX-3909.

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume. H.R. 3590, the Serv-
ice Members Home Ownership Tax Act,
is about basic fairness for those who
serve our country. In June of this year,
a constituent contacted me regarding
an issue of great concern to his family
because they had purchased a home in
my district, with the first-time home-
owner tax credit. Yet, because of a
temporary USAID Foreign Service as-
signment overseas, they must repay
the credit.

This constituent eloquently ex-
pressed his frustration and asked my
office to help him and the thousands of
Foreign Service families like him. The
next month I introduced the Call to
Service Homebuyer tax credit to pro-
tect families in the Foreign Service,
intelligence community and military
who serve our country away from
home. I would note that my friend and
colleague, Congressman KIND from Wis-
consin, has been working on similar
legislation focused on the military, and
I deeply appreciate his partnership and
coordination in working together to
move this expeditiously, and of course
that of the Ways and Means leadership,
Chairman RANGEL, Ranking Member
CAMP and the Ways and Means staff.

Currently, the credit provides up to
$8,000 towards the purchase of a home
through November 30 of this year, pro-
vided that the home is the primary res-
idence for 36 months afterward. The
program has been so successful that
the National Association of Realtors
estimates that almost 2 million fami-
lies will file for the credit, and that ap-
proximately 350,000 wouldn’t have been
able to purchase a home without it.
But for all its popularity, the credit is
inaccessible to many Americans, who,
like my constituents and Congressman
KIND’s, are serving in the military,
Foreign Service or intelligence sector.
These occupations obviously often re-
quire time served abroad, rendering a
36-month commitment to a domestic
residence difficult and, in some cases,
impossible.

Even now there are hundreds of thou-
sands of men and women who are over-
seas serving our country on bases and
embassies and other posts away from
family, friends and community, often
in very Thazardous circumstances.
Those serving our government should
not have to choose between their job
and their home. This bill protects
those called to service, now or in the
future, by waiving the recapture time
for duty away from home. It also gives
a second chance for those who served
away from home in 2009 by extending
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the credit for 1 year. I strongly urge
my colleagues to support the legisla-
tion.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Since
September 11, American military, dip-
lomatic and intelligence personnel
have seen extended and recurring de-
ployments in support of contingency
operations in Iraq and Afghanistan.
These brave Americans have answered
the call and, at the drop of a hat, gone
off to defend this great Nation in a
most consequential time. This House
and the American people are extremely
grateful for their courage and sacrifice.

Today, as we rotate personnel home
from Iraq and contemplate increasing
force levels in Afghanistan, Congress
can ease the transition for those in
uniform by ensuring existing home-
ownership tax incentives are flexible
for their circumstances. This bill does
that. It modifies the existing first-time
homebuyer tax credit to make it fairer
for military and diplomatic families
deploying overseas or returning home
who, under the way the current credit
is written, may be unable to take ad-
vantage. These provisions are based
heavily on language included in bills
that many, including my colleague
from Louisiana, CHARLES BOUSTANY,
and from North Carolina, WALTER
JONES, have championed for some time.

The bill also helps military families
relocating as part of the Base Realign-
ment and Closure, or BRAC, process.
As DOD has transformed its base infra-
structure, many service families have
had difficulty selling homes adjacent
to military installations because of de-
clining values and an unprecedented
slowdown in the housing market. In
the stimulus bill, Congress provided re-
lief in the form of a one-time funding
increase for DOD’s homeowners assist-
ance program, which provides housing
payments to these military families to
help with relocation. H.R. 3590 clarifies
that military families will not be taxed
on these additional benefits.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, this is a
good bill, and I’'m proud to lend my
support to it today. I'm hopeful the
Senate will quickly approve the legis-
lation so the President can sign it into
law. We owe our men and women in
uniform, as well as the families that
support them, nothing less.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, it
is my pleasure to recognize the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. TANNER),
the distinguished Chair of the Social
Security Subcommittee of Ways and
Means, for 2 minutes.

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, the bill
has been explained. May I just simply
say this is a bill that is completely bi-
partisan and, more importantly, or as
importantly, fully paid for. It protects
the Foreign Service officers, the mili-
tary and the intelligence community
members who may have been ordered
or otherwise sent from their homes
under the Homebuyers Act, and it pro-

H10551

tects their rights thereunder. Impor-
tant. It should be done. They are risk-
ing not only their lives, but often,
many times their liberties.

And so I want to thank everyone
who’s worked on this bill. Mr. CAMP,
thank you, and others, for bringing to
the floor a bipartisan, paid-for bill that
will protect the rights of the Home-
buyers Act of our Foreign Service offi-
cers, our military, and the intelligence
community.

Mr. CAMP. At this time I yield 2
minutes to a distinguished member of
the Ways and Means Committee, the
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. GINNY
BROWN-WAITE).

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 3590, the Service Mem-
bers Home Ownership Tax Act of 2009.

The first-time homebuyer credit
gives qualifying consumers a tax re-
fund of up to $8,000 when buying a pri-
mary residence. So far, over 1.4 million
Americans have taken advantage of
this credit. However, the men and
women serving in our Nation’s Armed
Forces are largely unable to take ad-
vantage of this credit. Why? Because
the current law requires consumers
who utilize the first-time homebuyers’
tax credit to repay the credit if they
move from the primary residence with-
in 36 months of the closing. This 3-year
residency requirement disqualifies
many military personnel from taking
advantage of the tax credit.

Following the call of the military,
armed services members regularly relo-
cate duty stations, thus resulting in an
immediate recapture of the credit.
That’s just not fair to our Armed
Forces. Our military personnel, For-
eign Service officers, intelligence
agents and their families should not be
penalized for required moving in serv-
ice to our Nation. H.R. 3590 eliminates
the inequities in the first-time home-
buyers tax credit by waiving the 36-
month requirement for servicemem-
bers, Foreign Service officers, and in-
telligence agents who must sell their
homes in connection with Federal or-
ders relating to official extended duty.

With over 116,000 veterans living in
my district, I'm keenly aware of issues
that are of interest to our military
servicemembers. While we can never do
enough to thank our men and women
in uniform for their service, the Serv-
ice Members Home Ownership Tax Act
of 2009 is one way that we can dem-
onstrate America’s commitment to our
troops while they are serving.

I thank my colleague from New
York, Mr. RANGEL, for introducing this
bill. And I’m proud to cosponsor it, and
I urge its support. Hopefully the Sen-
ate will act in an expeditious manner
so that we can truly make sure that
this tax benefit extends to our service-
members.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, it
is my pleasure to recognize the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND), a
tireless champion of veterans with
whom I've been pleased to work with
on this legislation, for 3 minutes.
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Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 3590, and thank
my colleague and friend from Oregon,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, not only for yielding
me the time but for the work that he
has put into this important piece of
legislation. I also want to thank Chair-
man RANGEL and Ranking Member
CAMP and the other members of the
Ways and Means Committee, and the
bipartisan support that this legislation
has in Congress today. It is the right
thing to do for our men and women in
uniform.

As my colleague from Tennessee also
indicated, Mr. TANNER, it is completely
paid for. So it will not add a nickel to
our national deficit. And it incor-
porates a number of very important
proposals, including legislation that I
had introduced earlier this year with a
number of my colleagues to ensure
that the men and women who are serv-
ing our country abroad are eligible for
all the benefits and the opportunities
that would be available to them as if
they were stationed here in the United
States instead of being deployed abroad
in a conflict situation where they can’t
take advantage of these programs be-
cause of their deployment.

O (1445)

This sort of equity is the bare min-
imum that we should extend to these
patriotic servicemembers, many of
whom are serving us very bravely in
very dangerous missions.

Earlier this year, Congress took an
important step to rejuvenating the
housing market and helping middle
class families buy their first home by
modifying and extending the First-
Time Homebuyer Credit. This impor-
tant provision provides first-time
homebuyers with an $8,000 tax credit
for homes purchased before November
31, 2009. Unfortunately, again, with our
servicemembers serving overseas, they
haven’t been able to take advantage of
that credit.

Earlier this year, I was joined by my
colleague and friend from Wisconsin
(Mr. KAGEN) along with Representa-
tives SAM JOHNSON and CHARLES
BOUSTANY, to introduce H.R. 2562, the
Service Members Home Ownership Act.
All that did was extend the oppor-
tunity for our servicemen and -women
who are serving us abroad by 1 year the
opportunity to take advantage of the
first-time homebuyer $38,000 tax credit.

And with the work that Mr.
BLUMENAUER did and his focus on ex-
tending that to Foreign Servicemem-
bers deployed overseas and members of
our intelligence community, these pro-
visions are reflected in this legislation
today.

I do want to thank Chairman RANGEL
and others on the committee for under-
standing the basic equity that’s en-
shrined in this legislation and also for
clarifying the tax treatment of the
Homeowner’s Assistance Program, a
program that is administered by the
Department of Defense that was ex-
panded in the American Recovery Act
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that makes it easier for certain mem-
bers of the military to sell their homes
as a result of their service to their
country. The passage of this bill today
will make sure that this assistance is
not taxed as income.

I think these are very simple steps,
steps that are necessary and fair to our
servicemen and -women, including the
largest call-up of National Guard mem-
bers since World War II in the State of
Wisconsin, who are serving us so very
well overseas right now under trying
and difficult circumstances. But the
men and women who put their lives on
the line for us every day deserve this
kind of treatment from their govern-
ment.

So I support the legislation, and I
strongly encourage the rest of my col-
leagues to do so.

Mr. CAMP. At this time I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. JONES).

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank you and both sides for bringing
this legislation to the floor today, the
Service Members Home Ownership Tax
Act. I got a call last January from a
wife of a marine. The marine had been
to Iraq twice. And she called me and
said, Congressman, we cannot partici-
pate in this fine program that’s been
presented by the Congress of the
United States. She said, My husband is
getting ready to go back for his third
tour. Is there something you can do to
help our family?

I went ahead and wrote a letter to
Mr. RANGEL and asked him to please,
as this session started, to please con-
sider making this necessary change so
that our military and their families
could take part in this wonderful pro-
gram of first-time buyers where they
get a benefit of $8,000.

I want to say to the lady, thank you
for the service that you and your hus-
band are giving to this country. And to
all those in uniform, thank you for
your service. And for those that might
benefit from this wonderful bill that’s
on the floor today, and the families
that will benefit, I say to both sides,
the Democrats and the Republicans,
Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CAMP, and all the
members of Ways and Means, thank
you for bringing this bill to the floor of
the House.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. It is my privi-
lege to yield 2 minutes to a tireless
member of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. PASCRELL).

Mr. PASCRELL. Thank you, my
friend, Mr. BLUMENAUER. I stand before
you to discuss H.R. 3590, the Service
Members Home Ownership Tax Act of
2009. I want to congratulate Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mr. CAMP, Mr. BLUMENAUER. This
body stands tallest when we work to-
gether for our servicemembers. It real-
1y reflects the dignity of this body.

And I say this emphatically, that Mr.
RANGEL and Mr. CAMP are always
there, not only because they have a
deep affection for their country, but
because they have a deep connection
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with our service folks who defend us
every day. This is the least we can do.

This legislation would extend the
first-time homebuyer credit, the time
limit by 1 year, for our military mem-
bers serving outside the United States
in 2009. The extension would allow
servicemembers currently serving
overseas to take advantage of an im-
portant tax credit offered to all citi-
zens by the Recovery Act.

Our legislation would protect service-
members from having to repay the
credit if they are called up for service
overseas and forced to sell their home
within 3 years of purchasing.

Think of this, Mr. Speaker: this bill
comes at a time when our servicemem-
bers are challenged with the dual
strain of war and economic strife. Tak-
ing care of the responsibilities in Iraq
and Afghanistan and trying to take
care of familial needs—just imagine,
just imagine that stress.

The first-time homebuyer credit has
already provided tax benefits to a mil-
lion and a half families. Congress
should do everything we can to ensure
our servicemembers are also able to
take full advantage of the programs we
enact to benefit all Americans. And
they need to know about it. We have an
obligation to communicate to our serv-
ice folks and our veterans what is
available out there, because I think in
the past 8 years we have surpassed in
attempting to reach out to them so
that they know what their benefits are.

I hope this bill sees swift passage in
the House and the Senate. It’s the right
thing to do, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. CAMP. We have no further
speakers at this time. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. It is my pleas-
ure to recognize for 2 minutes a gen-
tleman who often shares his insights
about military families, the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE).

Mr. ETHERIDGE. 1 thank Mr.
BLUMENAUER for yielding. Let me
thank Mr. RANGEL and the ranking
member for their work on the com-
mittee, and all the members who have
worked on it. I'm a proud cosponsor of
H.R. 3590.

My congressional district includes
Fort Bragg and Pope Air Force Base
and is home to thousands of our brave
military men and women, many of
whom have been subject to multiple
deployments, as well as the 30th Heavy
Brigade National Guard Units, who are
currently serving their second tour in
Iraq.

This bill makes sure that service-
members are able to take full advan-
tages of the benefits available to all
Americans, and I commend all of my
colleagues who have worked on this
and made a difference.

Under H.R. 3590, personnel overseas
would have an extra year to take ad-
vantage of the first-time homebuyer
tax credit. As an Army veteran myself,
I understand that military members
are subject to orders that may require
them to uproot their homes and their
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families, move to another base, or even
be shipped overseas with just a short
notice. This bill would allow folks to
keep the tax credit even if they have to
sell their homes due to military reloca-
tions within 3 years of their home’s
purchase.

The first-time homebuyers tax credit
has helped more, as you have already
heard today, more than a million and a
half homeowners. While the sluggish
housing industry has been in a very dif-
ficult time, it’s helped stimulate it. So
let’s help extend this successful provi-
sion to those Americans who are sacri-
ficing so much for all of us.

Mr. Speaker, we’ve already heard
today that this bill is paid for. It is bi-
partisan. It deserves not only our total
support, but our trust that the Senate
will move quickly and send it to the
President of the United States for his
signature.

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
I'm pleased to recognize for 2 minutes
a gentleman who’s been long active on
this issue, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. KAGEN).

Mr. KAGEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 3590. I wish to
compliment Mr. CAMP, Mr. BLUMEN-
AUER, and everyone who’s had a con-
tribution to making this a very good
bill. It’s about teamwork. It’s about
making certain that our soldiers, our
service men and women, have the sup-
port they need before, during, and after
they’ve been deployed. And certainly
everyone here would agree that our
service men and women shouldn’t be
punished for going overseas to serve
our Nation anyplace, let alone Iraq or
Afghanistan.

In April of this year I received a tele-
phone call from the Kavanaugh family.
Jerry in Kaukauna called up to say he
was concerned his son might not be
able to take advantage of the first-
time homebuyer tax credit of nearly
$8,000. He wouldn’t be able to take ad-
vantage of this because he was being
deployed once more overseas.

Well, I think it’s time to work to-
gether. We came up with a bill with
RoN KIND to address this issue, and it
has been improved upon by the Ways
and Means Committee.

Over 1.4 million people have already
taken advantage of the First-Time
HomeBuyer Act, and now it’s a great
opportunity for all service men and
women to consider coming home and
taking advantage of this opportunity
to solidify not just their own home but
the housing market here across the
country.

I wish to honor all service men and
women who have served overseas. I
wish to thank as well Chairman RAN-
GEL; Representatives BOUSTANY and
JOHNSON, who also worked with me on
preparing legislation that has been
morphed into this act.

Again, I thank you for the hard work
and teamwork to mend our Nation and
make certain our service men and
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women are made whole when they re-
turn.

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

Mr. BLUMENAUER. At this time I'm
pleased to yield 2 minutes to a tireless
champion of Las Vegas, the gentle-
woman from Nevada (Ms. BERKLEY).

Ms. BERKLEY. I thank the gen-
tleman for the recognition. I rise in
support of this important piece of leg-
islation. This bill would ensure that
members of the U.S. military, the For-
eign Service, or the intelligence com-
munity who are deployed overseas are
not penalized by the requirement to
repay the first-time homebuyer tax
credit.

For those who have been stationed
abroad for at least 90 days this year, it
would also provide an additional year
to qualify for the first-time homebuyer
tax credit. This would include the 1st
Squadron, 221st Cavalry out of Las
Vegas, Nevada, and the 1st Battalion of
the 168th Medevac Unit of the Nevada
National Guard. Both are deployed
overseas in Afghanistan on behalf of
their Nation.

The brave men and women who self-
lessly serve this country should not be
penalized because of their commitment
to our Nation. This legislation ensures
that they do not miss out on the im-
portant housing tax benefit.

I encourage my colleagues to support
the passage of this bill.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Speaker, I would just
yield back the balance of my time and
urge support for H.R. 3560, the Service
Members Home Ownership Tax Act of
2009.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. I would express
my appreciation to Mr. CAMP and his
team for helping move this legislation
through in a bipartisan and expeditious
fashion.

I would conclude, Mr. Speaker, by
saying you have heard today strong
testimony from people on both sides of
the aisle why this legislation is impor-
tant. Over the course of the last 6
months I've had an opportunity to
make it personal in terms of Orego-
nians: people in the Peace Corps, in the
Foreign Service in Swaziland, in China,
in Mozambique, who are posted over-
seas but for whom their roots are still
here. We want to make sure that it
makes a difference for them.

Likewise, in Oregon we have signifi-
cant deployment of our 41st Brigade of
the Oregon National Guard who will be
serving in Iraq and scheduled to not re-
turn until the spring of 2010. It’s per-
sonal for all of these people.

O 1500

It’s a pleasure to see the rapid re-
sponse to respond to the needs of these
Americans serving abroad.

I note that this legislation is en-
dorsed by The American Legion, the
Military Officers Association of Amer-
ica, the National Association of Home
Builders, the National Association of
Realtors, the National Military Family
Association and Veterans of Foreign
Wars of the United States.
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I strongly urge my colleagues to add
their support to this bill and give the
men and women who serve our country
the same opportunity as other Ameri-
cans to own a home.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, the Service
Members Home Ownership Tax Act is a good
bill that extends the availability of the home-
buyer tax credit to our servicemembers serv-
ing our country overseas. The homebuyer tax
credit has proven to be an effective measure
in stimulating our housing market, and I'm
hopeful more of our servicemembers will be
able to use it now that it is being extended.

In fact, | know that many members, includ-
ing myself, support extending the homebuyer
tax credit for everyone. | have a bill, the
Homebuyer Tax Credit Act, H.R. 1245, that
would extend and expand the tax credit. My
bill has almost fifty cosponsors and | aware of
other bills that have been introduced to extend
the homebuyer tax credit.

am hopeful that in addition to passing this
bill today, the House leadership and the Ways
and Means Committee will act on a broader
extension of the homebuyer tax credit in the
near future.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, first let me
thank my good friend and a valued member of
the House Armed Services Committee, WAL-
TER B. JONES of North Carolina, for introducing
the first bill in the House to fix the first time
homebuyer tax issue for our servicemembers.
Mr. JONES is a good friend of the military, and
| was proud to join him in this effort.

Let me also thank Ways and Means Com-
mittee Chairman CHARLIE RANGEL, a Korean
war veteran and supporter of our troops, for
recognizing that we needed to improve the
Federal Tax Code for military personnel and
their families and for wrapping together sev-
eral related tax bills into the legislation we are
considering today, the Service Members
Home Ownership Tax Act.

The first time homebuyer tax credit, which
was enacted as part of the American Recov-
ery and Reinvestment Act, has been popular
with the American people and has had a posi-
tive impact on the economy.

Since the tax credit took effect, home sales
have increased and there have been glimpses
of price stability in the housing market. While
much work remains before a full recovery can
be achieved in the real estate sector, this tax
credit has produced results.

To qualify for the tax credit, a first time
homebuyer must meet certain criteria, includ-
ing a stipulation that he or she live in the
house as a primary residence for 3 years or
be forced to repay the credit to the Federal
Government.

For those military personnel, Foreign Serv-
ice officers, and intelligence officers who wish
to purchase their first home but who might be
required by government orders to move duty
stations within a 3-year window, this stipula-
tion has proven problematic.

To fix it, | recently co-authored the Service
Members Home Ownership Tax Act, which
would waive the repayment clause if the serv-
icemember, State Department official, or intel-
ligence officer receives official orders and is
forced to sell his or her house within that 3-
year window.

The measure would also allow qualifying
Defense and State Department personnel and
intelligence personnel who have served out-
side the United States for at least 90 days in
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2009 to have an additional year to participate
in the first time homebuyer tax credit, which is
currently scheduled to expire on November
30, 2009.

In addition to these particular changes, the
legislation would ensure that certain payments
under the Department of Defense Home-
owner’s Assistance Program are exempt from
taxation.

The Service Members Home Ownership Tax
Act is important for our troops and their fami-
lies and would foster economic activity in
areas near military bases. | urge its quick pas-
sage in the House of Representatives.

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, | ask for unani-
mous consent to address the House for one
minute.

| stand in support of H.R. 3590 and com-
mend Representative RANGEL for his leader-
ship in protecting the livelihoods of our service
men and women.

H.R. 3590 extends the first-time homebuyer
tax credit for one year for qualifying service
members and waives the recapture require-
ment for service members if they are forced to
sell their home within three years because of
a change in duty station.

The first-time homebuyer program works.
We have already seen positive results.

According to the National Association of
Home Builders, approximately 200,000 addi-
tional home sales are attributable to the
present-law tax credit and that it has resulted
in a net increase of 187,000 jobs.

H.R. 3590 will allow more families to buy a
home and help our economy.

| am hopeful that we will extend the credit
for all Americans, but | am most grateful that
today we will do the right thing and provide
this incentive to our service men and women.

It is in the top five for highest number of
foreclosures.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today on
behalf of America’s service members who de-
vote their lives to defending and serving this
great country.

The Service Members Home Ownership Tax
Act of 2009, H.R. 3590, will help strengthen
our Nation’s housing industry while ensuring
that our honorable service men and women
can take full advantage of the benefits they
have earned through their service and sac-
rifice.

Earlier this year, we enacted a temporary
$8000 tax credit for first time-time home-
buyers.

So far, the tax credit has worked. According
to Moody’s chief economist Mark Zandi, al-
most 400,000 new and existing home sales
are attributable to the tax break.

In the Phoenix metropolitan area—we have
seen a growth in first-time home sales, espe-
cially of homes below $150,000. According to
at least one recent survey, home sales
reached 9,614 in June, up 11 percent from
May.

Current law, however, requires first-time
homebuyers who use the $8,000 tax credit to
repay the credit if they move from their prin-
cipal residence within three years of closing.

This is a problem for service members, who
are often required to redeploy overseas within
a three year period. We need to ensure that
service members are not adversely impacted
by simply carrying out their duties.

The Service Members Home Ownership Tax
Act of 2009, would exempt service members
from the repayment requirement if they are
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deployed overseas within three years of using
the home buyer tax credit.

| encourage my colleagues to honor the
men and women who serve this country and
pass this important legislation.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3590.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

PROVIDING FOR CONCURRENCE BY
HOUSE WITH AMENDMENT IN
SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.R.
1016, VETERANS HEALTH CARE
BUDGET REFORM AND TRANS-
PARENCY ACT OF 2009

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 804) providing for the
concurrence by the House in the Sen-
ate amendment to H.R. 1016, with
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 804

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution the bill (H.R. 1016) entitled ‘‘An
Act to amend title 38, United States Code, to
provide advance appropriations authority for
certain medical care accounts of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses’’, with the Senate amendment thereto,
shall be considered to have been taken from
the Speaker’s table to the end that the Sen-
ate amendment thereto be, and the same is
hereby, agreed to with the following amend-
ment:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veterans
Health Care Budget Reform and Trans-
parency Act of 2009”.

SEC. 2. PRESIDENT’S BUDGET SUBMISSION.

Section 1105(a) of title 31, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

‘“(86) information on estimates of appro-
priations for the fiscal year following the fis-
cal year for which the budget is submitted
for the following medical care accounts of
the Veterans Health Administration, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs account:

‘‘(A) Medical Services.

‘“(B) Medical Support and Compliance.

“(C) Medical Facilities.”.

SEC. 3. ADVANCE APPROPRIATIONS FOR CER-
TAIN MEDICAL CARE ACCOUNTS OF
THE DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS
AFFAIRS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1 of title 38,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 116 the following new section:
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“§117. Advance appropriations for certain
medical care accounts

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, be-
ginning with fiscal year 2011, discretionary
new budget authority provided in an appro-
priations Act for the medical care accounts
of the Department shall—

‘(1) be made available for that fiscal year;
and

‘(2) include, for each such account, ad-
vance discretionary new budget authority
that first becomes available for the first fis-
cal year after the budget year.

““(b) ESTIMATES REQUIRED.—The Secretary
shall include in documents submitted to
Congress in support of the President’s budget
submitted pursuant to section 1105 of title
31, United States Code, detailed estimates of
the funds necessary for the medical care ac-
counts of the Department for the fiscal year
following the fiscal year for which the budg-
et is submitted.

“(c) MEDICAL CARE ACCOUNTS.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘medical care
accounts of the Department’ means the fol-
lowing medical care accounts of the Vet-
erans Health Administration, Department of
Veterans Affairs account:

‘(1) Medical Services.

“(2) Medical Support and Compliance.

‘(3) Medical Facilities.

‘‘(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than July
31 of each year, the Secretary shall submit
to Congress an annual report on the suffi-
ciency of the Department’s resources for the
next fiscal year beginning after the date of
the submittal of the report for the provision
of medical care. Such report shall also in-
clude estimates of the workload and demand
data for that fiscal year.” .

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 113 the following new line:

““117. Advance appropriations for certain
medical care accounts.”.
SEC. 4. COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW OF THE
ACCURACY OF VA MEDICAL CARE
BUDGET SUBMISSION IN RELATION
TO BASELINE HEALTH CARE MODEL
PROJECTION.

(a) REVIEW OF ACCURACY OF MEDICAL CARE
BUDGET SUBMISSION.—The Comptroller Gen-
eral shall conduct a review of each budget of
the President for a fiscal year that is sub-
mitted to Congress pursuant to section
1105(a) of title 31 in order to assess whether
or not the relevant components of the
amounts requested in such budget for such
fiscal year for the medical care accounts of
the Department of Veterans Affairs specified
in section 117(c) of title 38, United States
Code, as added by section 3, are consistent
with estimates of the resources required by
the Department for the provision of medical
care and services in such fiscal year, as fore-
cast using the Enrollee Health Care Projec-
tion Model, or other methodologies used by
the Department.

(b) REPORTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of each year in 2011, 2012, and
2013, on which the President submits the
budget request for the next fiscal year under
section 1105 of title 31, United States Code,
the Comptroller General shall submit to the
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs, Appropria-
tions, and the Budget of the Senate and the
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs, Appropria-
tions, and the Budget of the House of Rep-
resentatives and to the Secretary a report on
the review conducted under subsection (a).

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report under this
paragraph shall include, for the fiscal year
beginning in the year in which such report is
submitted, the following:

(A) An assessment of the review conducted
under subsection (a).



October 7, 2009

(B) The basis for such assessment.

(C) Such additional information as the
Comptroller General determines appropriate.

(3) AVAILABILITY TO THE PUBLIC.—Each re-
port submitted under this subsection shall
also be made available to the public.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. FILNER) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the Veterans Health Care
Budget Reform and Transparency Act
of 2009.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important
bill. It’s a whole new approach to the
funding of Veterans Administration
health care programs, one that will
allow our Nation’s veterans to receive
timely, high quality and well-funded
care regardless of political consider-
ations that go into the budget process
every year. I'm glad I was able to work
with my colleagues in the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs in both the House
and the Senate to get this bill to the
House floor today.

This is a bipartisan response to years
of chronic underfunding of VA medical
care and happens to be the highest leg-
islative priority of veterans’ groups in
this Nation.

In an unprecedented step, Mr. Speak-
er, nine veterans’ groups formed the
Partnership for Veterans Health Care
Budget Reform. These groups, includ-
ing The American Legion, AMVETS,
Blinded Veterans Association, Disabled
American Veterans, Jewish War Vet-
erans, Military Order of the Purple
Heart, Paralyzed Veterans of America,
Veterans of Foreign Wars, and the
Vietnam Veterans of America all
formed together to advocate for a VA
health care budget that is sufficient,
timely and predictable.

In fact, the leadership of one of the
prime organizations that took the lead-
ership in this fight, the Disabled Amer-
ican Veterans, are watching this de-
bate from the gallery. Their national
commander, Bobby Barrera; their exec-
utive director, Dave Gorman; and their
legislative director, Joe Violante, are
watching this, and we thank them for
their leadership in this fight.

These groups put together the idea
that resources for VA health care
should be provided through advance ap-
propriations, so that when the fiscal
year starts on October 1, the VA will
already have its budget figure regard-
less of what occurred in the year’s
budget that was funding other agen-
cies. The result of their advocacy is
H.R. 1016, which will pass as we pass
the resolution before us on the floor.

The VA budget, in fact, has been in
place at the start of the fiscal year
only four times in the last two decades.
We all felt that this delay in providing
vital funding, for whatever reasons
that were going on in the House and
the Senate, put the provision of health
care to veterans at risk and hampered
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the VA’s ability to plan its health care
expenditures and hire needed health
care professionals. This was a concern
that was shared by current and former
VA officials.

Again this year the VA was forced to
rely on funding from a continuing reso-
lution, even though the House acted in
a timely fashion and passed the FY 2010
VA spending bill in July.

The House passed its version of the
forward funding bill by a vote of 409-1
this June. Our other colleagues in the
Senate acted in August, and the
version of the legislation before us rep-
resents a compromise agreement be-
tween us and our colleagues on the
Senate Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

The bill will ensure that VA can best
plan and utilize taxpayer dollars to
provide veterans with the health care
they have earned and deserve. It pro-
vides a framework with which we can
realize advance appropriations for VA
medical care accounts.

As part of the annual budget submis-
sion, the President will be required to
submit a request for certain VA ac-
counts for the ‘‘fiscal year following
the fiscal year for which the budget is
submitted.” For example, as part of
the administration’s fiscal year 2011
budget, the President will include
budget estimates for VA medical care
accounts for fiscal year 2012. The VA
will be required to detail estimates in
the budget documents it submits annu-
ally to Congress.

Each July, the VA will be required to
report to Congress if it has the re-
sources it needs in the upcoming fiscal
year in order for Congress to address
any funding imbalances. This will help
to safeguard against the VA facing
budget shortfalls such as it faced sev-
eral years ago.

Finally, the Government Account-
ability Office will report, within 120
days of the annual budget submission,
whether VA’s advance appropriations
requests are in line with workload and
cost estimates and the VA’s budget
model. It sounds a little complicated.
It was worked out by, as I said, this
really hardworking coalition of vet-
erans’ organizations and, in fact, bot-
tom line and simple, it will make sure
that a year in advance, the VA will be
funded appropriately.

I want to thank both the Appropria-
tions and the Budget Committees for
their assistance in moving this meas-
ure forward. The Budget Committee,
for example, in the fiscal year 2010
budget resolution provided explicit lan-
guage exempting the three medical
care accounts of the VA, the accounts
covered by the compromise agreement
on H.R. 1016, from many points of order
against advance appropriations. The
Appropriations Committee, under the
leadership of Chairman OBEY and
Chairman EDWARDS, provided for ad-
vance appropriations for the three
medical care accounts representing an
8 percent increase above the historic
levels provided for fiscal year 2010.
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Mr. Speaker, I would like to insert a
copy of the letter from the veterans’
groups comprising the Partnership for
Veterans Health Care Budget Reform
expressing their full support of this
measure and an explanatory statement
on the bill in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD.

By working together, Congress and
the administration have provided vet-
erans with their top legislative pri-
ority. They spoke, we listened, and
today we are acting. I ask the rest of
the House to join once again in unani-
mous support of this bipartisan bill and
ask for swift action by the Senate be-
fore the end of this session.

THE PARTNERSHIP FOR VETERANS
HEALTH CARE BUDGET REFORM,
Washington, DC, September 29, 2009.

Hon. BOB FILNER,

Chairman, House Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, Cannon House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN FILNER: On behalf of the
Partnership for Veterans Health Care Budget
Reform, we write to fully endorse the sub-
stitute amendment that you intend to offer
to H.R. 1016, the Veterans Health Care Budg-
et Reform and Transparency Act. We under-
stand that this amendment has been devel-
oped in cooperation with Senate Veterans’
Affairs Committee Chairman Akaka and
Ranking Member Burr, who join you in sup-
port of this new language. We agree with all
of you that adoption and enactment of H.R.
1016, as amended by this substitute amend-
ment, will lead to VA health care funding
that is sufficient, timely and predictable.

The Partnership, comprised of nine leading
veterans service organizations, has long
sought a solution to the recurring budget
problems that have plagued the VA health
care system for most of the past two dec-
ades. Last year we began advocating that
Congress provide advance appropriations for
VA medical care and we were grateful that
you introduced legislation to authorize this
funding reform. We supported your reintro-
duction of this legislation (H.R. 1016) in Feb-
ruary and fully supported the substitute
amendment you offered during the Commit-
tee’s markup in June, that was subsequently
approved by the full House with a vote of 409
to 1 on June 23rd. That amendment would
add important new budget reporting provi-
sions for VA medical care and would increase
transparency of the advance appropriation
process, strengthening the legislation.

The compromise substitute amendment
you plan to offer on the House floor retains
these provisions and makes two other modi-
fications. First, your new amendment pro-
vides the Government Accountability Office,
GAO, with 120 days from the time the Presi-
dent submits his budget to Congress to re-
view and report on whether the level of fund-
ing requested for VA’s medical care accounts
is consistent with the estimates generated
by VA’s Enrollee Health Care Projection
Model. With this change, GAO would have
ample time to complete the review and still
report in a timeframe that allows Congress
to consider this information before finalizing
future appropriations levels for VA health
care.

Second, this compromise amendment lim-
its VA’s advance appropriations to the three
medical care accounts, Medical Services,
Medical Facilities, and Medical Support and
Compliance, contained in our original pro-
posal, removing the two additional ones,
Medical and Prosthetic Research, and Infor-
mation Technology, added during the Com-
mittee’s markup. We understand the reasons
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for this modification and support your com-
promise position. However, we expect that
the Committee will closely monitor imple-
mentation of this legislation and carefully
consider whether VA health care would be
enhanced if additional budget accounts, such
as IT and research, were similarly appro-
priated in advance.

Mr. Chairman, the Partnership has worked
for over two decades to enact legislation
that would assure sufficient, timely and pre-
dictable funding for VA health care. With
your leadership, and that of Chairman
Akaka, Ranking Member Burr and others, as
well as the crucial support of President
Obama, we are closer than ever to achieving
an historic legislative victory on behalf of
all veterans. We thank you for all that you
have done to support these efforts, and look
forward to working with you on future mat-
ters of importance to the men and women
who have served, are serving, and will serve
in our nation’s armed forces.

Respectfully,
Steve Robertson, Legislative Director,
The American Legion; Thomas

Zampieri, Director of Government Re-
lations, Blinded Veterans Association;
Herb Rosenbleeth, National Executive
Director, Jewish War Veterans of the
USA; Carl Blake, Legislative Director,
Paralyzed Veterans of America; Rick
Weidman, Director of Government Re-
lations, Vietnam Veterans of America,
Inc.; Raymond C. Kelley, National Leg-
islative Director, AMVETS (American
Veterans); Joseph A. Violante, Na-
tional Legislative Director, Disabled
American Veterans; Hershel Gober, Na-
tional Legislative Director, Military
Order of the Purple Heart of the USA;
Dennis Cullinan, Legislative Director,
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United
States.

EXPLANATORY STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY MR.
FILNER, CHAIRMAN OF THE HOUSE CoOM-
MITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, REGARDING
THE AMENDMENT OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES TO THE SENATE AMENDMENT
TO H.R. 1016

VETERANS HEALTH CARE BUDGET REFORM AND
TRANSPARENCY ACT OF 2009

H.R. 1016, as amended, the ‘Veterans
Health Care Budget Reform and Trans-
parency Act of 2009,” reflects a Compromise
Agreement reached by the Senate and House
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs (the Com-
mittees) on the following bills reported dur-
ing the 111th Congress: H.R. 1016, as amended
(House bill); S. 423 (Senate bill). H.R. 1016, as
amended, passed by the House of Representa-
tives on June 23, 2009. The text of S. 423
passed the Senate as a substitute amend-
ment to the House bill on August 6, 2009.

The Committees have prepared the fol-
lowing explanation of H.R. 1016, as further
amended to reflect a compromise agreement
between the Committees (Compromise
Agreement). Differences between the provi-
sions contained in the Compromise Agree-
ment and the related provisions of the Sen-
ate Bill and the House Bill are noted in this
document, except for clerical corrections,
conforming changes made necessary by the
Compromise Agreement, and minor drafting,
technical, and clarifying changes.

Section 1. Short title
Both the House bill (section 1) and the Sen-

ate bill (section 1) would provide the short

title as the ‘‘Veterans Health Care Budget

Reform and Transparency Act of 2009.”

The Compromise Agreement contains this
provision.

Section 2. President’s budget submission
The House bill (section 3) would amend sec-

tion 1105 of title 31, United States Code, to
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require the President to submit information
on the estimates of appropriations for the
fiscal year following the fiscal year for
which the budget is submitted for the Med-
ical Services, Medical Support and Compli-
ance, Medical Facilities, Information Tech-
nology Systems, and Medical and Prosthetic

Research accounts of the Department of Vet-

erans Affairs.

The Senate bill contains no similar provi-
sion.

The Compromise Agreement contains the
House provision but modifies it to require in-
formation on the estimates for three ac-
counts: the Medical Services, Medical Sup-
port and Compliance, and Medical Facilities
accounts.

Section 3. Advance appropriations for certain
medical care accounts of the Department of
Veterans Affairs

The House bill (section 4) would amend
title 38, United States Code, to add a new
section providing authority, beginning with
fiscal year 2011, for the provision of advance
appropriations for the Medical Services,
Medical Support and Compliance, Medical
Facilities, Information Technology Systems,
and Medical and Prosthetic Research ac-
counts of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. The new section would require the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs to provide addi-
tional detailed budget estimates in support
of advance appropriations for these accounts
in the annual information it provides to Con-
gress in support of the Department’s budget
request. The House bill would also require a
report to be submitted annually to Congress,
no later than July 31 of each year, on the
sufficiency of the Department’s resources for
the fiscal year beginning after the date of
the submission of the report for the provi-
sion of medical care and include estimates of
the workload and demand data for that fiscal
year.

The Senate bill (section 3) would amend
title 38, United States Code, to add a new
section providing that, beginning with fiscal
year 2011, new discretionary budget author-
ity for the provision of advance appropria-
tions for the Medical Services, Medical Sup-
port and Compliance, and Medical Facilities
accounts of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, shall be made available for the fiscal
year involved, and shall include new discre-
tionary budget authority for such accounts
that become available for the first fiscal
year after such fiscal year.

The Compromise Agreement contains the
House provision modified to include only the
three accounts specified in the Senate bill.
Section 4. Comptroller General review of the ac-

curacy of VA medical care budget submis-
sions in relation to baseline health care
model projection

Both the House bill (section 5) and the Sen-
ate bill (section 4) would provide for en-
hanced oversight of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs budget process by requiring the
Comptroller General to conduct a study of
the adequacy and accuracy of baseline model
projections for health care expenditures.
Both the House bill and Senate bill would re-
quire the Comptroller General to submit re-
ports on the dates in 2011, 2012, and 2013 that
the President submits a budget request for
the next fiscal year, to appropriate Commit-
tees of Congress and to the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, containing statements of
whether the amounts requested in the budg-
et by the President are consistent with an-
ticipated expenditures for health care in
such fiscal year as determined utilizing the
Enrollee Health Care Projection Model, its
equivalent, or other methodologies.

The Compromise Agreement contains this
provision modified to require the annual re-
ports to be submitted not later than 120 days
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after the submission of the President’s budg-
et and to include an assessment of the review
conducted by the Comptroller General as to
whether or not the relevant components of
the budget request are consistent with the
estimates of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs for the provision of medical care and
services. The Committees have selected a
120-day deadline to give the Comptroller
General sufficient time to review the Presi-
dent’s budget following its submission and
to, at the very least, inform the delibera-
tions of the House and Senate Appropria-
tions Committees prior to their consider-
ation of VA appropriations bills. However, it
is the Committees’ desire that, notwith-
standing the 120-day deadline, the reports
under this section be submitted as quickly as
possible after submission of the President’s
budget request so as to be useful by the Com-
mittees in meeting their responsibilities
under the Congressional Budget Act of 1974
to provide views and estimates on matters
within their jurisdiction to the House and
Senate Budget Committees, as well as during
deliberation on annual Congressional budget
resolutions.
PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED

Section 2 of the House bill would express
the Sense of the Congress that the provision
of health care services to veterans could be
more effectively and efficiently planned and
managed if funding was provided for the
management and provision of such services
in the form of advance appropriations.

Section 2 of the Senate amendment ex-
presses Congressional findings which support
the need for enactment of advance appropria-
tions for VA medical care.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in support of House Resolution
804, a resolution providing for the con-
currence by the House in the Senate
amendment to H.R. 1016, with amend-
ments.

I want to thank my committee chair,
Mr. FILNER. With this important legis-
lation, he responded to the needs of our
veterans who depend on the Veterans
Health Administration.

This resolution represents an agree-
ment between the Chambers and pro-
vides for advance appropriations au-
thority for certain medical care ac-
counts for the Department of Veterans
Affairs. An advance appropriations
means that Congress would approve
funding for VA health care accounts 1
year in advance of the actual fiscal
year in which the funding would be-
come available.

The impetus for this legislation is
clearly evident as last week we began a
new fiscal year with a continuing reso-
lution, because once again Congress
failed to pass the annual funding for
veterans health care on time. In fact,
VA has received a timely budget on
only four occasions during the last 21
years.

It is a disservice to our veterans and
wounded warriors when legislative
budgetary impasses delay funding and
prevent VA from effectively planning
for the day-to-day operations of its
health care system.

It is disappointing, however, that the
compromise agreement would provide
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for advance appropriations for just
three VA accounts, Medical Services,
Medical Support and Compliance, and
Medical Facilities. It should also in-
clude advance appropriations for the
information technology account and
medical and prosthetic research ac-
counts.

The former Chair and current rank-
ing member of the VA Committee,
STEVE BUYER, made a strong argument
that the IT and research accounts
should be included in any advance ap-
propriations because they are closely
related to the previously mentioned ac-
counts, and having separate funding
mechanisms could lead to unintended
consequences.

The members of the VA Committee,
including the chairman, recognized the
importance of keeping the accounts to-
gether and included them in the House-
passed bill.

Adding the IT accounts was also a
recommendation of the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs, Eric Shinseki. Like-
wise the Congressional Research Serv-
ice analysis of advance appropriations
gave support to including both ac-
counts. It is unfortunate that the
House position did not prevail in the
compromise agreement. Inclusion of
these accounts would have greatly im-
proved the bill by providing a more
comprehensive funding method for vet-
erans’ medical care needs.

Nonetheless, the legislation is a very
positive development for the VA budg-
eting process. It will provide a proce-
dure that could allow more predictable
funding. It would not guarantee the VA
or Congress that we will get the
amount of the veterans health care
budget exactly right.

We must continue to work hard for
the benefit of our veterans to get the
VA budget as close as possible to the
intended results. Implementation of
this legislation will require strong con-
gressional oversight to ensure we meet
our objectives.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution is a new
approach in trying to remove the un-
certainty from veterans’ health care
and its funding, and is strongly sup-
ported, as the chairman said, by the
Partnership for Veterans Health Care
Budget Reform, a coalition of nine vet-
erans service organizations.

I want to congratulate the chairman,
and I strongly urge my colleagues to
support this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. FILNER. As I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Maine (Mr.
MICHAUD), I would just remind the gen-
tleman from Florida that when the
Senate saw that the prime mover of
the amendment that put those two
extra accounts in the bill was the only
one in the House that voted against the
bill that was sent to the Senate, they
didn’t take that too seriously. I just
would remind the gentleman.

Mr. MICHAUD. Thank you very
much, Mr. Chairman.

I rise in strong support of the Vet-
erans Health Care Budget Reform and
Transparency Act of 2009.
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I am here today as original cosponsor
of this legislation. I would like to ex-
press my appreciation for all of the
work that the chairman has done on
this legislation bringing it to the floor.

This bill accomplishes a simple but
crucial goal that we all share, to pro-
vide family funding for veterans health
care.

I represent the State of Maine with
1.3 million people. Out of that number,
155,000 are veterans. Maine is a State
that works hard to honor our veterans.
The talented and dedicated profes-
sional workers at Togus VA Medical
Center do a terrific job. So do our com-
munity-based outpatient clinics and all
VA partners. But all too often the VA’s
ability to provide the best possible care
has been hamstrung by the appropria-
tions process. In some cases VA has not
been funded until after the beginning
of the fiscal year. As a result, mainte-
nance of facilities, cost-saving invest-
ments in technology, and ultimately
care for our veterans was delayed or
put in jeopardy. This cannot be allowed
to occur when we are dealing with our
veterans’ health care benefits.

This is a bill that is timely. The bill
will provide timely, sufficient and pre-
dictable funding streams for VA, and
that is exactly what this legislation is
designed to do.

Passage of this legislation today is a
huge step that will help make sure our
veterans get access to the best possible
care. I want to urge my colleagues to
support it. I want to thank all the
members of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee for their willingness to move
this legislation forward because it will
make a difference in veterans’ lives.

Finally, I want to thank the veterans
service organizations for all their te-
nacity and hard work in getting this
legislation through the committee and
through Congress.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I will continue to re-
serve.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I would
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Mrs. HALVORSON) who as
a new Member has been an incredibly
active and committed member of our
committee.
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Mrs. HALVORSON. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

I rise in support of passage of H.R.
1016, the Veterans Health Care Budget
Reform and Transparency Act of 2009,
which was introduced under the leader-
ship of Chairman FILNER. I want to
thank Mr. FILNER and the Sub-
committee on Health chairman, Mr.
MICHAUD, for their great leadership on
this issue. This is an urgent issue for
our country’s veterans.

Almost 5.5 million people received
care in VA health care facilities in
2008, and the VA’s outpatient clinics
registered over 60 million visits. This is
one of the largest health care providers
in the country. However, in fiscal 2009,
for only one of the third or fourth
times in the past 20 years, the VA re-
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ceived its budget prior to the start of
the new fiscal year. So it isn’t reason-
able to expect that one of the largest
and fastest-growing health care pro-
viders in the country can operate in
the most efficient and effective manner
if they don’t even know what their
budget is going to be. So this situation
harms the VA’s ability to plan services
and deliver quality health care.

As we saw again this year, the VA
will be forced to defer planning until
Congress can complete its budget and
appropriations work for the year. Med-
ical staff cannot be hired, equipment
cannot be procured, waiting times in-
crease, and the quality of care suffers.
So H.R. 1016 will solve many of these
problems by funding the VA 1 year in
advance. This bill will help the VA
spend taxpayer money more efficiently
while at the same time providing bet-
ter and more comprehensive care for
our veterans. H.R. 1016 will make sure
that the VA has the resources that it
needs to provide quality care in a time-
ly manner without having to question
what funds will be available next
month.

So I'm here today in an attempt to
serve our veterans’ best interests and
to fight to make sure that they receive
the best care possible. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in accomplishing
these goals by voting ‘‘yes” on H.R.
1016, as amended.

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

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to another new Member who
has been a great addition to our com-
mittee, the gentleman from New Mex-
ico (Mr. TEAGUE).

Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to speak in support of H.R. 1016,
the Veterans Health Care Budget Re-
form and Transparency Act of 2009. I
would like to thank the distinguished
gentleman from California, BOB FIL-
NER, for introducing this bill. I'm
happy to be a cosponsor of the legisla-
tion, but it is through his leadership as
chairman of the Committee on Vet-
erans Affairs that we will finally be
able to make advance appropriations of
the VA’s health budget a reality.

It’s not right that we lapse in our
care for our veterans when they never
lapsed in the defense of our country,
and it’s not right that out of the last 22
budgets that were passed for the VA, 19
have been late. Our veterans served
their country and provided us the secu-
rity we often take for granted, and we
owe them quality health care.

Without a predictable and on-time
funding source, it is difficult, or impos-
sible, for the VA to provide our vet-
erans with the high level of health care
and services they deserve. That is why
I led 50 Members of Congress to demand
a provision allowing for advance appro-
priations in the fiscal year 2010 budget,
and we were fortunate enough to con-
vince the Budget Conference Com-
mittee to support it.

As a result of allowing for advance
appropriations in the budget, the Ap-
propriations Committee decided that
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the Military Construction and VA
spending bill should contain $48.2 bil-
lion in advance appropriations for the
VA for fiscal year 2011. This represents
a 15 percent increase over fiscal year
2009 levels and a step in the right direc-
tion for veterans’ health care.

Many people have compared advance
appropriations to a family budget. A
family needs to know how much their
income is before they know what they
can spend. I think that about sums up
why we need this bill. I think that it’s
about common sense and being respon-
sible.

As a businessman, I never tried to
make a purchase without Kknowing
what my budget was going to be. I had
to plan ahead and have a roadmap for
all of the company’s finances. Because
the VA is a direct provider of services,
they need to have the same ability to
plan ahead. It’s about delivering a
quality service for our veterans.

I urge my colleagues to take this
giant step in improving the VA’s abil-
ity to deliver quality health care serv-
ices to our Nation’s veterans.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I
would ask if the gentleman from Cali-
fornia has additional speakers.

Mr. FILNER. I do have more speak-
ers, yes.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I will continue to re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. FILNER. How much time do I
have left, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has 7 minutes
remaining.

Mr. FILNER. I yield 2 minutes to an-
other new member of our committee
who has, again, given us a great com-
mitment and energy to the cause of
veterans, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. NYE).

Mr. NYE. Mr. Speaker, I would like
to thank Chairman FILNER for his lead-
ership on this issue and also Chairman
MICHAUD. I am proud to rise in support
of this legislation that will bring a
commonsense solution to a long-stand-
ing problem.

For far too long, the VA health care
system has been plagued with budgets
that were too little, too late. Insuffi-
cient funding for veterans’ health care
leads to waiting lists, delayed care and
veterans being turned away from VA
hospitals and clinics. Underfunding
threatens the very quality of care that
the VA has worked so hard to achieve.

But just as important as how much
funding the VA receives is when the
VA receives that funding. With just
three exceptions, the budget has been
late for 20 of the past 23 years, this
year included. When funding is late,
the budget levels are uncertain, and it
makes it harder to plan ahead for the
needs of our veterans.

H.R. 1016 will solve this problem by
authorizing VA’s medical care budget
in advance. Moreover, to help ensure
that we have sufficient funding, H.R.
1016 adds transparency to the budget
process by requiring the Government
Accountability Office to audit the VA’s
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internal budget. This way, we can see if
the budget request accurately reflects
the projected needs of our veterans.

Mr. Speaker, the commitment of our
men and women in uniform does not
stop at the end of the fiscal year nor do
the needs of our veterans. Our soldiers,
sailors, airmen and marines stand
ready to defend our Nation whenever
they are called upon. We can plan for
the future security of the United
States because we know that our
troops will be there. We owe them that
same commitment in return.

The passage of this legislation is crit-
ical to ensure that our veterans receive
their benefits on time, and it will allow
the VA to plan ahead to meet the needs
of the new veterans returning home
each day from Iraq and Afghanistan.
No longer can we allow the care of our
Nation’s veterans to be affected by the
unstable budgetary process.

I am proud to support this legisla-
tion. I urge my colleagues to do the
same.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. I will continue to re-
serve the balance of my time, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr. FILNER. I yield myself 30 sec-
onds just to say something I forgot
when I introduced the gentleman from
Maine (Mr. MICHAUD).

In this process, there was a time
when the executive branch seemed to
waiver in its commitment to this ef-
fort, and Mr. MICHAUD’s tenacity and
his steadfast support of this makes
sure that we continue down this path.
I want to thank him for doing that.

I yield as much time as he may con-
sume to Mr. HARE from Illinois, a
former member of the committee, who
I wish was still on our committee.

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 1016, the Vet-
erans Health Care Budget Reform and
Transparency Act of 2009. I would like
to thank Chairman FILNER for intro-
ducing this very important bill.

In the 110th Congress, we gave the
VA its largest funding increase in 77
years, and we gave it to them on time;
but sadly, punctual VA funding has not
always been the case. The VA received
its annual funding for health care pro-
grams late in 19 of the last 22 years.
This record of tardiness is deplorable.
With the ongoing wars in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, the time to fix the broken
system is now.

Late funding is more than a missed
deadline. It is a veteran with
posttraumatic stress disorder who can-
not access the treatment that he or she
needs. It’s an injured hero who must
wait for a prosthetic. It is the VA in
disarray at a time when our wounded
warriors are counting on the Depart-
ment’s services. That is why, in the
last Congress, I introduced the Assured
Funding for Veterans Health Care Act.

Like the bill I introduced, advance
appropriations is a means to an end.
That end is ensuring veterans receive
the best care possible from a VA that
has access to timely, sufficient, and
predictable resources. The legislation
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we are considering today will do just
that. It will allow the VA to effectively
budget and manage its health care pro-
grams and services, meaning it can
hire the appropriate number of doctors,
nurses, clinicians, and support staff to
meet the demand for high-quality med-
ical care for our Nation’s veterans.
Anything less is unacceptable.

I would also like to acknowledge and
commend Chairmen OBEY and EDWARDS
for their strong proactive leadership in
putting in an advance appropriation for
VA health care in the fiscal year 2010
Military Construction and Veterans Af-
fairs Appropriations bill. The bill that
we’re voting on today has been slightly
amended from a version which the
House passed earlier this Congress by a
margin of 409-1. I enthusiastically sup-
port H.R. 1016.

I want to once again thank Chairman
BoB FILNER for drafting a bill that will
ensure that the VA has sufficient,
timely, and predictable funding.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to support this legislation.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, this
compromise agreement will finally pro-
vide advance appropriations beginning
for the fiscal year 2011 for three VA
medical accounts. Although I prefer
the House version of the bill, I think
this is a great advancement, and I will
congratulate the chairman and mem-
bers of the VA Committee for a great
job.

I urge my colleagues to vote for H.R.
1016, as amended.

I yield back the balance of my time.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Florida for those
words of support, and I ask unanimous
consent that all Members may have 5
legislative days in which to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material on House Resolution
804.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, this is a
unique solution for a unique popu-
lation, our veterans. Again, I want to
thank the Disabled American Veterans
and all of the members of the coalition
who are watching this on television or
in the gallery today for working so
hard to come up with this unique ap-
proach. It is an incredibly good solu-
tion to what we saw as a real problem.
It took creativity, it took commit-
ment, and it took sticktuitiveness to
get this done. I tell you, we would not
have been here without the coalition’s
work. So I urge all my colleagues to
adopt this legislation.

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK of Arizona. Madam
Speaker, as a member of the House Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, | am proud to
have been an early co-sponsor of the Vet-
erans Health Care Budget Reform and Trans-
parency Act—a landmark piece of legislation
which would require Congress to approve the
Department of Veterans Affairs health care
budget one year in advance.
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Imagine being the sole breadwinner in your
house and not knowing your annual salary
until well after that year started. As you are
forced each year to guess, you might alternate
between underspending and overspending,
between scrimping and splurging.

Now imagine that rather than the head of a
small family, you were the VA.

The VA—despite its size and its undeniably
important mission to fulfill our Nation’s most
sacred promise—has received its appropria-
tion after the start of the fiscal year in 18 out
of the last 21 years, including, now, this fiscal
year.

The VA employs well over 250,000 staff na-
tionwide, with more than 222,000 of those em-
ployees directly supporting the VA’s health
care system serving 5.6 million unique pa-
tients. Last year, the Veterans Health Adminis-
tration spent approximately $43.5 billion on
medical care and research. These numbers
make the VA the second largest agency in the
federal government after the Department of
Defense, and make the VHA both the Nation’s
largest health care delivery system as well as
its largest provider of health care education
and training.

The late appropriations and insufficient
budgets have meant restricted access for
many Veterans. When funding is short, late, or
unpredictable, it is our Veterans who pay the
price.

Veterans in Greater Arizona are keenly
aware that we need more medical facilities
and the claims backlog is keeping many Vet-
erans from the benefits they have earned. But
once inside the VHA, there is no denying that
the quality of service is very good. Numerous
third party sources, including both the New
England Journal of Medicine and Annals of
Medicine, have concluded that the quality of
care in the VA health care system is among
the best available publicly or privately in the
Nation.

However, its sheer size has amplified the
problems stemming from late appropriations,
which lead to rationed care, waiting lists and
Veterans being turned away from service.

As Irag and Afghanistan Veterans return
and Veterans from prior conflicts continue to
age, the number of those who need care will
only increase, and the situation will become
more critical.

It is heartening, then, that those who sup-
port the Veterans Health Care Budget Reform
and Transparency Act are also increasing in
number. General Eric Shinseki, voiced his
support for advance appropriations shortly
after becoming the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs. The American Federation of Government
Employees, which represents many of the fed-
eral employees who work for the VA, also
supports the bill, as does the Partnership for
Veterans Health Care Budget Reform—a coa-
lition of eleven Veterans service organizations
representing millions of Veterans, service-
members, spouses and survivors.

In my short time on the House Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs, we have made great
strides toward a budget that lives up to the
sacrifices of our Veterans. We voted to in-
crease the budget for the VA by $5.6 billion—
an increase of 11.7% for Veterans health care
and other programs. We ensured that Vet-
erans are given their fair share of the Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act, pro-
viding $1.4 billion for maintenance at VA med-
ical facilities, construction of Veterans’ ex-
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tended care facilities, and Veteran cemetery
repairs, as well as providing one-time pay-
ments of $250 to disabled veterans.

However, we still struggle to provide suffi-
cient, timely, and predictable funding for our
Veterans. When the Veterans Health Care
Budget Reform and Transparency Act arrives
at the floor of the House, | would urge all
Members of the Arizona delegation and from
all across the Nation to support it to ensure
Veterans can get the care they have earned.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
FILNER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 804.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

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

———

AUTHORIZATION OF MAJOR MED-
ICAL FACILITY LEASES FOR DE-
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2010

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill (S.
1717) to authorize major medical facil-
ity leases for the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for fiscal year 2010, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 1717

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF FISCAL YEAR
2010 MAJOR MEDICAL FACILITY
LEASES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs may carry out the following
fiscal year 2010 major medical facility leases
at the locations specified, in an amount not
to exceed the amount shown for that loca-
tion:

(1) Anderson, South Carolina, Outpatient
Clinic, in an amount not to exceed $4,774,000.

(2) Atlanta, Georgia, Specialty Care Clinic,
in an amount not to exceed $5,172,000.

(3) Bakersfield, California, Community
Based Outpatient Clinic, in an amount not to
exceed $3,464,000.

(4) Birmingham, Alabama, Annex Clinic
and Parking Garage, in an amount not to ex-
ceed $6,279,000.

(5) Butler, Pennsylvania, Health Care Cen-
ter, in an amount not to exceed $16,482,000.

(6) Charlotte, North Carolina, Health Care
Center, in an amount not to exceed
$30,457,000.

(7)) Fayetteville, North Carolina, Health
Care Center, in an amount not to exceed
$23,487,000.

(8) Huntsville, Alabama, Outpatient Clinic
Expansion, in an amount not to exceed
$4,374,000.

(9) Kansas City, Kansas, Community Based
Outpatient Clinic, in an amount not to ex-
ceed $4,418,000.
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(10) Loma Linda, California, Health Care
Center, in an amount not to exceed
$31,154,000

(11) McAllen, Texas, Outpatient Clinic, in
an amount not to exceed $4,444,000.

(12) Monterey, California, Health Care Cen-
ter, in an amount not to exceed $11,628,000.

(13) Montgomery, Alabama, Health Care
Center, in an amount not to exceed $9,943,000.

(14) Tallahassee, Florida, Outpatient Clin-
ic, in an amount not to exceed $13,165,000.

(15) Winston-Salem, North  Carolina,
Health Care Center, in an amount not to ex-
ceed $26,986,000.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs for fiscal year
2010 or the year in which funds are appro-
priated for the Medical Facilities account
$196,227,000 for the leases authorized in sub-
section (a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. FILNER) and the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in support of S. 1717, a bill to
authorize 15 major medical facility
leases for the Department of Veterans
Affairs’ fiscal year 2010 budget. The bill
would also authorize $196 million to
allow the VA to carry out these leases
in a timely manner.

Mr. Speaker, the VA operates the
largest direct health care delivery sys-
tem in America. Providing timely ac-
cess to high-quality health care to vet-
erans is the work of the VA. It provides
these services through their sizable in-
ventory of buildings and properties
that include 153 medical centers, 755
outpatient clinics, and 230 vet centers.
This bill provides the VA the ability to
move forward without delay on the
execution of important leases. Vet-
erans who have been anticipating new
clinics opening up in their commu-
nities will not be disappointed if we act
on time.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a
moment to thank the Senate Veterans
Affairs Committee for taking the lead
and moving this bill so quickly. I urge
support of the legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
1717, a bill to authorize major medical
facility leases for the Department of
Veterans Affairs for fiscal year 2010 and
other purposes.

S. 1717 would allow for new and ex-
panded veterans’ medical facilities
throughout the United States. New VA
outpatient facilities would be opened
in Atlanta, Georgia; Butler, Pennsyl-
vania; Birmingham, Alabama; Fayette-
ville, North Carolina; Huntsville, Ala-
bama; Kansas City, Kansas; Loma
Linda, California; and Montgomery,
Alabama. These new facilities will pro-
vide the ability to handle larger vet-
eran populations and deliver expanded
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services in modern state-of-the-art fa-
cilities.

This bill would also authorize the re-
placement of VA outpatient facilities
in Anderson, South Carolina; Bakers-
field, California; Charlotte, North
Carolina; McAllen, Texas; Monterey,
California; and Winston-Salem, North
Carolina. It would also allow for the
expansion of the outpatient facility in
Tallahassee, Florida, my State. This
would ensure that these locations can
continue to provide veterans with ef-
fective, quality care. S. 1717 would en-
sure that VA medical facilities can de-
liver the highest quality of service, the
key, to veterans by providing the au-
thorization for these projects.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support S.
1717 and the benefits it would provide
to veterans with medical facility leases
across the country. I encourage all of
my colleagues to support this bill.

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

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to Dr. DEAL from Georgia.

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of Sen-
ate 1717.

As a veteran, I recognize the sacrifice
our men and women in uniform are
making on behalf of our country to de-
fend our Nation and protect our lib-
erties. But, unfortunately, notable de-
ficiencies in capacity are limiting ac-
cess to health care which many of our
veterans desperately need.

This bill includes authorization of
approximately $56.1 million to establish
an outpatient clinic for veterans
throughout the metropolitan Atlanta
area and across Georgia to improve ac-
cess to care, particularly as the strain
exists on existing VA facilities, and it
will continue to increase that strain as
servicemembers return home. This new
facility will work in support of the At-
lanta VA Medical Center, which is lo-
cated in Decatur, Georgia.

Currently, over 630,000 veterans live
within the Atlanta VA catchment area,
and that number will continue to grow.
Estimates further indicate that the
number of outpatient visits in the area
will grow by 120 percent by 2025, with a
dramatic 170 percent surge in mental
health visits.

The Atlanta Specialty Care Clinic
lease, which this bill provides for, will
provide an opportunity to serve our
veterans in a contemporary facility,
ensuring that maximum safety and se-
curity are going to be addressed. This
facility will enhance the VA’s ability
to provide some of the highest-in-de-
mand services in ophthalmology, po-
diatry, and dermatology, while allow-
ing the existing areas at the Decatur
VA facility to be expanded to address
mental health services and traumatic
brain injury.

I have introduced a similar piece of
legislation in the House, H.R. 3704,
which also authorizes the establish-
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ment of this much-needed facility.
Over 17,000 unique patients rep-
resenting 88,000 outpatient visits per
year will benefit by this much-needed
addition to our already strained sys-
tem.

Mr. Speaker, our veterans deserve no
less than our best, and I remain com-
mitted to ensuring that our service-
members receive the health care that
they deserve.

I thank the gentlemen for their sup-
port of this legislation.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I have no
speakers running for Governor or Sen-
ator, so I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Kan-
sas (Mr. MORAN), a member of the VA
Committee.

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. I thank the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER) for bringing this
legislation to the House floor today.
I’'m here in support of it.

In particular, I am pleased with a
provision that’s included in this bill
that authorizes a new community-
based outpatient clinic, or CBOC, to be
located in Johnson County, Kansas.

As a member of the House Veterans’
Affairs Committee and former chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Health, I
have been an advocate for establishing
a CBOC in our State. These VA clinics
bring health care services closer to vet-
erans who have served our country.
During my time in Congress, I have
helped open five other outpatient clin-
ics in our State: Hays, Dodge City, Sa-
lina, Junction City, and Hutchinson.
Especially in my own congressional
district where there is no VA hospital,
these health facilities have proven to
be invaluable. These clinics are a suc-
cessful part of a larger success story of
our country’s efforts to raise the stand-
ards of care for veterans.

Veterans in Johnson County, Kansas,
deserve timely access to medical care,
and I've been working to make sure
that the VA recognizes this. Johnson
County is our State’s most populated
county, so it’s unusual in a sense for
me to be here talking about them, but
located in the suburbs of Kansas City,
this area is home to hundreds of thou-
sands of veterans. The VA patient
workload in future years for this re-
gion is expected to increase signifi-
cantly. And unless the capacity is cre-
ated to care for these veterans, timely
access will be threatened.

With the passage of this legislation,
I'm pleased the VA can move forward
on this clinic to provide quality med-
ical care for northeast Kansans who’ve
sacrificed in service to our country.
The new outpatient clinic will mean
closer medical services and less wait
times for a large number of Kansas vet-
erans who currently travel across the
State line to Missouri for health care.
With over 44,000 square feet authorized,
this sizable clinic will provide com-
prehensive outpatient services, includ-
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ing mental health as well as radiology,
laboratory services, and a pharmacy.

I want to thank the VISN in Kansas
City and KC VA Medical Center for
their foresight on this project and for
their efforts to see that it’s completed
by the year 2012. I thank the gentleman
from Kansas (Mr. MOORE) for his ef-
forts, and I encourage my colleagues in
this House to support this legislation.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FARR), who has been an in-
credible advocate for, I think, a unique
approach to serving the veterans in his
area in Monterey, California.

Mr. FARR. I thank the chairman for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of S. 1717.

This bill authorizes funds to lease 15
major medical facilities across the
country. These are facilities that the
VA desperately needs to meet the
growing demand for outpatient health
care, for veteran health care. In my
district alone, hundreds of veterans are
forced to drive up to 2 hours to a VA
hospital in Palo Alto for outpatient
care. I know that many of these dis-
tricts share the same situation. The
bottom line is the VA is unable to meet
our current needs through its tradi-
tional construction system. We must
take action to ensure our veterans are
receiving the health care they deserve.

The leasing program in this bill al-
lows funds known as the Health Care
Center Facilities program to use pri-
vate-sector money. This innovative ap-
proach to funding construction and
maintenance of VA hospitals is just the
type of idea we need to plug these holes
in service. In some ways the lease pro-
gram builds off a similar program that
the armed services use for residential
community housing, essentially hous-
ing for men and women in uniform. The
lesson from these programs is clear: we
need to leverage private-sector invest-
ment for government benefits.

The health care needs of our return-
ing and aging veterans will only con-
tinue to increase, and it is essential for
the VA to meet this demand with mod-
ern, efficient, and accessible veterans’
health facilities. In my district I have
been working with the VA and with
DOD, Department of Defense, officials
to build a joint outpatient clinic for
veterans and active and retired mili-
tary servicemembers. This bill con-
tains the lease authority for that joint
VA/DOD clinic at the former Fort Ord.
This clinic will serve more than 80,000
veterans and active and retired mili-
tary servicemembers on the Monterey
Peninsula.

There is a glaring need to provide
care for our veterans. This bill will ac-
complish that. I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation, to thank those
that have been involved at the com-
mittee level to bring it to the floor,
and to expand health care options for
all our veterans.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the ranking member of
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the Appropriations Committee,
LEWIS.

Mr. LEWIS of California. I very much
appreciate my colleague’s yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of this legislation because it will great-
ly benefit the thousands of veterans in
my district and the greater Inland Em-
pire.

With the passage of this bill, the
Jerry Pettis Veterans Medical Center
will begin the process of establishing a
new health care center. This new
271,000-square-foot facility will directly
benefit veterans of Riverside and San
Bernardino Counties by increasing ac-
cess to care, expanding services, and
reducing wait times.

I would like to thank the staff of the
Jerry Pettis VA Hospital for their very
hard work and the fine service they’re
providing to veterans in our region.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, this
bill contains needed authorizations re-
quested by the VA, and it is important
that we move this legislation forward
quickly.

I urge my colleagues to support S.
1717.

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

Mr.

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 1717.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I think
the importance of this bill and its
quick passage has been proven by all
the speakers.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of S. 1717. Within this request is fund-
ing for the Veterans Health Care Center in
Charlotte, NC.

We currently have a Community-Based Out-
patient Clinic that cannot meet the demands of
our growing veteran population. Based on VA
numbers, our veteran population is slated to
increase 31 percent between 2007 and 2025.

This new Health Care Center will help the
VA expand its service offerings in our area,
and offer new ones which means that our vet-
erans will not have to travel out of our area for
the services they need.

We cannot thank our men and women in
uniform—and their families for the sacrifices
they make in defending our country. However,
with this new Health Care Center in Charlotte,
we can ensure that they are taken care of in
a matter which fits their dedication and serv-
ice.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
FILNER) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 1717.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

REX E. LEE POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3547) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 936 South 250 East in Provo,
Utah, as the ‘‘Rex E. Lee Post Office
Building”’.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3547

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REX E. LEE POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 936
South 250 East in Provo, Utah, shall be
known and designated as the ‘“Rex E. Lee
Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘“‘Rex E. Lee Post Office
Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as chairman of the sub-
committee with jurisdiction over the
United States Postal Service, I am
proud to present H.R. 3547 for consider-
ation. This legislation designates the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 936 South 250 East
Street in Provo, Utah, as the ‘“‘Rex E.
Lee Post Office Building.”

The measure before us was intro-
duced on September 10 by my friend
and colleague, Ranking Member JASON
CHAFFETZ of Utah, and it was favorably
reported out of the Oversight Com-
mittee on September 24, 2009, by unani-
mous consent. In addition, this meas-
ure enjoys the full support of the Utah
House delegation.

Since it is the legislation sponsored
by my friend, I will allow him to fill in
the details.

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

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of the H.R. 3547, a
bill to designate the facility of the
United States Postal Service located at
936 South 250 East Street in Provo,
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Utah, as the ‘“‘Rex E. Lee Post Office
Building”’.
O 1545

I happen to know Mr. Lee, as he
served as the president of Brigham
Young University. He was a great and
amazing human being. All too often in
our society we hope that our kids will
emulate somebody of significance, and
Rex Lee was certainly that kind of per-
son.

He was a joy. He was full of life at
every step and one of the smartest peo-
ple you could ever meet. In fact, he had
many dealings with the Supreme
Court. In fact, Justice Sandra Day
O’Connor said this about the passing of
Rex Lee: ‘““He inspired all of us with his
courage in the face of a terminal ill-
ness. Knowing him was one of the
greatest privileges of my life. Remem-
bering him will be one of the easiest.”

Amazing words from an amazing per-
son.

In 1960, Rex Lee graduated with a BA
from Brigham Young University. He
served as the student body president.
In 1963, Rex graduated first in his class
from the University of Chicago Law
School, and from law school he went on
to serve as a law clerk for Byron
White, Associate Justice of the United
States Supreme Court.

From Washington, D.C., he returned
to his home in the State of Arizona as
a partner in the Phoenix law firm of
Jennings, Strouss & Salmon. While
there, Rex argued his first case in the
United States Supreme Court just 4
years after graduating from law school.

In 1972, Rex returned to Brigham
Young University to become the found-
ing dean of the J. Reuben Clark Law
School. From 1975 to 1976, he served as
an assistant Attorney General in
charge of the civil division in the
United States Department of Justice;
and from 1981 to 1985, Mr. Lee served as
Solicitor General of the United States
of America.

In 1986, Mr. Lee retired as Solicitor
General and returned to Brigham
Young University. He was diagnosed
with cancer shortly thereafter. Mr. Lee
practiced law with Sidley & Austin law
firm and returned to teaching constitu-
tional law at the George Sutherland
Chair of Law at the J. Reuben Clark
Law School.

Mr. Lee was then named the 10th
president of Brigham Young University
on May 12, 1989, and served in this ca-
pacity until December of 1995, just 212
months before he passed away.

All told, he argued 59 cases before the
Supreme Court and won 23 of the 30
cases he argued as the Solicitor Gen-
eral. In fact, he was preparing for his
60th case just months before he passed
away.

He’s known throughout the commu-
nity in Utah for his great humility, for
his great contribution to the United
States of America. In fact, five Su-
preme Court Justices attended a me-
morial service for Rex Lee: Byron
White, Justices John Paul Stevens,
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David H. Souter, Sandra Day O’Connor,
and Clarence Thomas.

This is a great man. He’s worthy of
recognition of the United States Con-
gress, and it’s my honor to stand here
and encourage the passage of this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I commend
my colleague’s support of this bill and
authorship and thank him for his en-
ergy on behalf of this measure.

The object of H.R. 3547, as my friend
has indicated, will dedicate the United
States Postal Service facility in Provo,
Utah, to the life and legacy of Mr. Rex
Lee.

Mr. Lee dedicated his entire life to
serving others, as my friend has noted.
In 1972 he left a very promising legal
career as a partner at the prestigious
Arizona law firm of Jennings, Strouss
& Salmon to become the founding dean
of the J. Reuben Clark Law School at
Brigham Young University.

It’s no exaggeration to say that Mr.
Lee’s hard work as the law school’s
first dean really and truly put it on a
track to become one of today’s top
American law schools.

After a successful tenure at the J.
Reuben Clark Law School, Mr. Lee en-
tered the field of public service, began
his career as an assistant Attorney
General in charge of the civil division
of the United States Department of
Justice from 1975 to 1976, and then went
on to serve as Solicitor General for the
United States from 1981 to 1985.

As Solicitor General, Mr. Lee was
able to focus his attention on his favor-
ite legal practice area: litigation. And
he argued several cases before the
United States Supreme Court.

During his time as America’s Solic-
itor General, Mr. Lee developed a dis-
tinct and enduring reputation as a man
of principle. In fact, he was so pas-
sionate that up until the time of his
death Mr. Lee was still in the midst of
preparation for arguing another case
before the Supreme Court.

After resigning from his position as
Solicitor General, Mr. Lee returned to
Brigham Young University in 1986; and
shortly thereafter, he was regrettably
diagnosed with cancer. Following a
year of medical treatment and therapy,
Mr. Lee recovered for a time and was
named president of BYU. He served the
Brigham Young University community
with distinction from July 1, 1989,
through December 31, 1995, leaving the
position 2% months before he passed
away on March 11, 1996.

Although Mr. Lee is no longer with
us, his memory lives on through his
wife, Janet, his seven children, 10
grandchildren, and all of those who
were fortunate enough to know him.

As my friend, Mr. CHAFFETZ from
Utah, has noted, Mr. Lee earned the
great respect of quite a few people at
the United States Supreme Court, and
those quotes have been included.

In closing, I wholeheartedly support
this measure, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to join with Mr. CHAFFETZ, the
gentleman from Utah, and myself in
favor of voting for H.R. 3547.
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I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. I would simply
thank Mr. LYNCH for his kind words,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, in closing I
encourage all of my friends on both
sides of the aisle to join with Mr.
CHAFFETZ, the gentleman from Utah,
and myself in honoring the life of Rex
Lee by voting in favor of H.R. 3547.

I yield back the balance of our time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LyYNCcH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3547.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CLYDE HICHBORN POST OFFICE

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2174) to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 18 Main Street in Howland,
Maine, as the ‘“‘Clyde Hichborn Post Of-
fice”.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2174

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. CLYDE HICHBORN POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 18
Main Street in Howland, Maine, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘Clyde
Hichborn Post Office”.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the ‘‘Clyde Hichborn Post
Office”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to present
H.R. 2174 for consideration.

This measure will designate the
United States Postal Service facility
located at 18 Main Street in Howland,
Maine, as the ‘“‘Clyde Hichborn Post Of-
fice”.

Introduced by my friend and col-
league, Representative MICHAEL
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MICHAUD of Maine, on April 29, 2009,
and reported out of the Oversight and
Government Reform Committee on
May 6, 2009, by unanimous consent,
H.R. 2174 enjoys the support of the en-
tire Maine House delegation.

Born on August 29, 1920, Clyde
Hichborn dedicated over 60 years of his
life to public service. A distinguished
veteran of the United States Army, Mr.
Hichborn served during World War II,
including a 2-year tour in the European
theater as captain in the Adjutant
General Corps.

Additionally, after receiving his
bachelor’s degree in education and a
master’s degree in school administra-
tion, Mr. Hichborn served his local
community in the town of Howland as
a long-time superintendent of schools.
Notably, the Hichborn Middle School
in Howland was named in his honor for
his admirable service in the field of
education.

Mr. Hichborn’s dedication to his local
community also included service as a
town selectman, a town manager, and
subsequently, a State legislator. Spe-
cifically, Mr. Hichborn’s tenure in the
Maine State Legislature included eight
terms in the Maine House of Represent-
atives, one term in the Maine State
Senate, and service on the joint stand-
ing committees on education, transpor-
tation, appropriations, economic devel-
opment, and State and local govern-
ment.

Mr. Hichborn’s legislative efforts in
the Maine State House reflected his
prior experience as an educator and
town official. Mr. Hichborn focused his
attention on school funding and im-
provements as well as enhancing the
local business environment.

In addition to his distinguished ca-
reer in public service, Mr. Hichborn is
also fondly remembered for his love of
adventure and his willingness to con-
front any challenge. In 1980, Mr.
Hichborn embarked on a 7-hour climb
to the top of Mt. Katahdin, the highest
peak in the State of Maine, on his 80th
birthday.

Regrettably, Mr. Hichborn passed
away on March 31, 2005, at the age of 94.

Mr. Speaker, let us honor this out-
standing public servant through the
passage of this bill, which designates
the Howland Post Office in honor of
Clyde Hichborn. I urge all of my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
2174.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

I just simply want to rise in support
of H.R. 2174, a bill to designate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 18 Main Street in
Howland, Maine, as the ‘Clyde
Hichborn Post Office’’. He’s a great
American and a great public servant.

| rise in support of H.R. 2174, a bill to des-
ignate the facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 18 Main Street in Howland,
Maine, as the ‘Clyde Hichborn Post Office’.

A life long resident of Medford, Maine,
Clyde Hichborn served his state and country
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throughout his life. Mr. Hichborn received a
bachelor's degree in education from the Uni-
versity of Maine Farmington in 1933 and a
master’s degree in school administration.

In 1942, he joined the army as a private and
served in World War Il. He rose to the rank of
Captain in the Adjutant General’s Corps when
he left the Army in 1946.

After returning from war, he taught for many
years, was principal and ultimately went on to
serve as Superintendent of Schools. In rec-
ognition of their service to the community, the
Howland Middle School was named for Clyde
and and his wife, Winona Hichborn in 1971.

In addition to serving more than 60 years as
an educator, Mr. Hichborn continued to serve
his community in a number of ways including
as a town selectman, town manager and state
legislator. He served a total of 18 years in the
Maine state legislature, serving in both the
House and Senate. When he retired at the
age of 86, he was the oldest member of the
house and one of its longest-serving veterans.
Mr. Hichborn was also an avid hiker, climbing
Mount Katahdin, the highest mountain in
Maine, several times.

Most notable though was the seven-hour
trek up the 5,267 foot mountain on his 80th
birthday. “I just wanted something to do,” he
said. “l didn’t want to sit in a rocking chair all
summer.” Mr. Hichborn’s accomplishment
even won him accolades from the director of
Baxter State Park, where Mount Katahdin, is
located, noting that “there is no easy trail up
Katahdin.”

Sadly, Mr. Hichborn’s life ended on March
31, 2005 at the age of 94. He was best de-
scribed after his death by the Governor of
Maine, John Baldacci, “Clyde was an extraor-
dinarily caring and gentle man. He was a tire-
less advocate for the people and the region he
served for so many years.”

In recognition of Mr. Hichborn’s contribu-
tions to the country and the state of Maine, let
us recognize his many years of public service
by naming the post office in Howland, Maine
as the “Clyde Hichborn Post Office.”

Mr. CHAFFETZ. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, at this
point, I would like to yield 5 minutes
to the lead sponsor of this bill, Mr.
MIKE MICHAUD of Maine who is also, as
we have seen earlier today, a very pow-
erful and able member of our Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

Mr. MICHAUD. I want to thank my
distinguished colleague from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. LYNCH) for allowing me
to say a few words today.

I rise in strong support of H.R. 2174 to
designate the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 18
Main Street in Howland as the ‘‘Clyde
Hichborn Post Office.”

As a veteran, an educator, a public
servant, Clyde Hichborn lived a life
fiercely dedicated to his community,
his State, and his country. He worked
in the field of education for 35 years in-
terrupted only by his service in World
War II. The Hichborn Middle School in
Howland was named after him and his
wife.

Clyde served 8 years in the Maine
State House and one term in the State
senate. His legacy for those years can
be summed up for the kind of elected
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official he saw himself as. I would like
to quote one of his statements: “I am
not a politician,” he said. ‘“I am con-
stituent-oriented and issue-oriented.
My constituents don’t care what party
I am from.”

I believe such a statement is the
standard that we all should aspire to.

Clyde was a very dedicated indi-
vidual. He cared about his constitu-
ents; he cared about his country. No
matter where you go throughout the
State of Maine, whether Republican,
Democrat, Independent, Green Party,
when  people talk about Clyde
Hichborn, they have nothing but kind
things to say about him. And in the
Howland region no matter where you
went, what restaurant, what store, you
always would run into someone who
had Clyde as a teacher in high school.
They have nothing but kindness to say.
He was a very dedicated individual.

I am very glad to see that the House
is taking appropriate steps to honor
such an extraordinary man. I urge my
colleagues to support this resolution.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, Clyde
Hichborn was a great American and
great public servant. I urge support of
this bill, and I yield back the balance
of our time.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, in closing,
I again urge my colleagues to join with
me, Mr. CHAFFETZ, and the lead spon-
sor of this resolution, Mr. MICHAUD of
Maine, in honoring Clyde Hichborn
through the passage of H.R. 2174.

I yield back the balance of our time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LYNCH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2174.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

KINGMAN AND HERITAGE ISLANDS
ACT OF 2009

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2092) to amend the National Chil-
dren’s Island Act of 1995 to expand al-
lowable uses for Kingman and Heritage
Islands by the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2092

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Kingman

and Heritage Islands Act of 2009”.

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO NATIONAL CHILDREN’S
ISLAND ACT OF 1995.

(a) EXPANSION OF ALLOWABLE USES FOR
KINGMAN AND HERITAGE ISLAND.—The Na-
tional Children’s Island Act of 1995 (sec. 10—
1401 et seq., D.C. Official Code) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

“SEC. 7. COMPREHENSIVE AND ANACOSTIA WA-
TERFRONT FRAMEWORK PLANS.

‘“(a) COMPLIANCE WITH PLANS.—Notwith-

standing any other provision of this Act, it is
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not a violation of the terms and conditions
of this Act for the District of Columbia to
use the lands conveyed and the easements
granted under this Act in accordance with
the Anacostia Waterfront Framework Plan
and the Comprehensive Plan.

‘“(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the following definitions apply:

‘(1) ANACOSTIA WATERFRONT FRAMEWORK
PLAN.—The term ‘Anacostia Waterfront
Framework Plan’ means the November 2003
Anacostia Waterfront Framework Plan to re-
develop and revitalize the Anacostia water-
front in the District of Columbia, as may be
amended from time to time, developed pur-
suant to a memorandum of understanding
dated March 22, 2000, between the General
Services Administration, Government of the
District of Columbia, Office of Management
and Budget, Naval District Washington,
Military District Washington, Marine Bar-
racks Washington, Department of Labor, De-
partment of Transportation, National Park
Service, Army Corps of Engineers, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Washington Met-
ropolitan Area Transit Authority, National
Capital Planning Commission, National Ar-
boretum, and Small Business Administra-
tion.

‘(2) COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.—The term
‘Comprehensive Plan’ means the Comprehen-
sive Plan of the District of Columbia ap-
proved by the Council of the District of Co-
lumbia on December 28, 2006, as such plan
may be amended or superseded from time to
time.”.

(b) MODIFICATION OF REVERSIONARY INTER-
EST.—Paragraph (1) of section 3(d) of the Na-
tional Children’s Island Act of 1995 (sec. 10—
1402(d)(1), D.C. Official Code) is amended by
striking ‘“The transfer under subsection (a)”’
and all that follows and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘Title in the property transferred
under subsection (a) and the easements
granted under subsection (b) shall revert to
the United States upon the expiration of the
60-day period which begins on the date on
which the Secretary provides written notice
to the District that the Secretary has deter-
mined that the District is not using the
property for recreational, environmental, or
educational purposes in accordance with Na-
tional Children’s Island, the Anacostia Wa-
terfront Framework Plan, or for another rec-
reational, environmental, or educational
purpose, except that the reversionary inter-
est of the United States under this para-
graph shall expire upon the expiration of the
30-year period which begins on the date of
the enactment of the Kingman and Heritage
Islands Act of 2009. Such notice shall be
made in accordance with chapter 5 of title 5,
United States Code (relating to administra-
tive procedures).”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) and the
gentleman from Utah (Mr. CHAFFETZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

O 1600

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government
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Reform, I present the amended version
of H.R. 2092, the Kingman and Heritage
Islands Act of 2009, for consideration.
This legislation would permit the Dis-
trict of Columbia to use Kingman and
Heritage Islands for educational, envi-
ronmental, and recreational purposes,
thereby benefiting District residents
and visitors.

I would like to thank the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) for introducing this bill
and for her hard work and advocacy in
support of this legislation. I would also
like to thank our committee chairman,
ED TowNs of Brooklyn, New York, for
his leadership and support on this par-
ticular measure.

Kingman and Heritage Islands were
created in the Anacostia River from
sediment gathered by the Army Corps
of Engineers back in 1916. The islands
were managed by the National Park
Service of the Department of the Inte-
rior from 1916 to 1996. In 1996, Congress
passed the National Children’s Island
Act which required the Federal Gov-
ernment, specifically the Secretary of
the Interior, to transfer title of these
islands to the District of Columbia for
use as a children’s recreational park.
The law included a reversionary provi-
sion allowing the Department of the
Interior to reclaim the islands if the
theme park was not built, which is the
reason H.R. 2092 is now needed.

In the years following passage of the
Children’s Island Act, a variety of
problems, including lengthy litigation,
prevented full implementation of the
original goal. The National Park Serv-
ice did not take any steps towards re-
claiming the land for another use. As
times have changed, the District no
longer believes that a theme park is
the best use of the space.

In 2003, the District of Columbia de-
veloped the Anacostia Waterfront
Framework Plan to redevelop and revi-
talize the Anacostia waterfront pursu-
ant to a memorandum of under-
standing between the District and sev-
eral Federal agencies, including the
National Park Service. The waterfront
plan envisions the use of the islands for
nature-focused exhibitions and edu-
cational uses. The plan calls for a na-
ture reserve park to restore the eco-
system and provide usable open space
for visitors. The renovated islands will
also include a memorial tree grove
dedicated to District of Columbia
schoolchildren who were victims of the
September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks.

The District has taken steps towards
implementing the plan by using the is-
lands for environmental education pro-
grams. Currently, a renovated pedes-
trian bridge provides access to these is-
lands for environmental programs and
viewing by the general public.

H.R. 2092 would clarify that these ac-
tivities are permissible under the law.
The bill would amend the Children’s Is-
land Act to expand the allowable uses
for the islands to include recreational,
environmental, and educational uses
consistent with the Anacostia Water-
front Plan.
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The bill would retain a reversionary
interest for the Federal Government
for 30 years from the date of enactment
of H.R. 2092. The Federal Government
would be able to reclaim the islands in
that period if the Secretary of the Inte-
rior determines that they are not being
used for recreational, environmental,
or educational purposes.

The provision retains a role for the
Federal Government in ensuring that
the islands are used for the purposes
stated in the Children’s Island Act, as
amended by H.R. 2092. At the same
time, the provision encourages the Dis-
trict of Columbia to use the islands for
productive purposes.

As Chair of the subcommittee with
jurisdiction and oversight over the Dis-
trict of Columbia, I am pleased to see
that the District of Columbia govern-
ment is moving forward with its plans
to develop and provide appropriate en-
vironmental and educational experi-
ences, particularly for its children and
young people. I wholeheartedly support
the city’s efforts in this regard and
urge my colleagues to do the same by
voting in favor of H.R. 2092, the King-
man and Heritage Islands Act of 2009.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
enter into the RECORD an exchange of
letters between our committee, the
Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and the House’s Natural
Resources Committee, which expresses
Chairman RAHALL’s and the Natural
Resources Committee’s support of H.R.
2092 and waives their jurisdictional in-
terest in this bill.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES,
Washington, DC, October 7, 2009.

Hon. EDOLPHUS TOWNS,

Chairman, Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, Rayburn H.O.B., Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for the op-
portunity to work with you on H.R. 2092, the
Kingman and Heritage Islands Act of 2009,
which contains matters within the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Natural Resources.

Knowing of your interest in expediting this
legislation, I will not seek a sequential refer-
ral of H.R. 2092. Of course, this waiver is not
intended to prejudice any future jurisdic-
tional claims over the provisions of this leg-
islation or similar language. I also reserve
the right to seek to have conferees named
from the Committee on Natural Resources
on these provisions, and request your sup-
port if such a request is made.

Please place this letter into the Congres-
sional Record during consideration of H.R.
2092 on the House floor.

With warm regards, I am

Sincerely,
NICK J. RAHALL, II,

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOV-
ERNMENT REFORM,

Washington, DC, October 7, 2009.

Hon. NICK RAHALL,

Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources,
Longworth House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN RAHALL: Thank you for
your recent letter regarding your Commit-
tee’s jurisdictional interest in H.R. 2092, the
Kingman and Heritage Islands Act of 2009.
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I appreciate your willingness to work coop-
eratively on this legislation and I recognize
that the bill contains provisions that fall
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Natural Resources. I understand and agree
that your decision not to seek a sequential
referral on H.R. 2092 is without prejudice to
your Committee’s jurisdictional interests in
this or similar legislation in the future. In
the event a House-Senate conference on this
or similar legislation is convened, I would
support your request for an appropriate
number of conferees.

I will include a copy of your letter and this
response in the Congressional Record during
consideration of the legislation on the House
floor. Thank you for your cooperation as we
work toward enactment of this legislation.

Sincerely,
EDOLPHUS TOWNS,
Chairman.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

I simply want to say I am happy to
support H.R. 2092 and the economic de-
velopment efforts of the District of Co-
lumbia. I rise in support of this bill. I
will insert the remainder of my com-
ments into the RECORD.

The Kingman and Heritage Islands Act of
2009, passed out of Committee earlier in Sep-
tember, which amends the National Children’s
Island Act of 1995 to allow the District of Co-
lumbia to move forward with its economic de-
velopment plans.

The bill will make Kingman and Heritage Is-
lands a center for environmental education
and recreation, and will provide for restoration
of the Anacostia River ecosystem. The ren-
ovated islands will include a particularly appro-
priate memorial tree grove dedicated to the
three District of Columbia school children who
were victims of the September 11 terrorist at-
tacks.

Kingman and Heritage Islands were created
by the Army Corps of Engineers in the 1920s
as part of the Anacostia Tidal Flats Reclama-
tion project and were managed by the U.S.
Department of the Interior and National Park
Service through 1996.

At the request of District officials, Congress
originally dedicated the two islands to be de-
veloped as a child-oriented theme park. The
Act transferred title of certain Park Service
property in Anacostia Park, including Heritage
Island and a portion of Kingman Island, to the
District of Columbia. However, the law in-
cluded a reversionary provision if a theme
park was not built, necessitating this bill.

The District has developed the “Anacostia
Waterfront Framework Plan” to redevelop and
revitalize the Anacostia waterfront, and this
legislation will help them accomplish this goal.

| am happy to support this bill and the eco-
nomic development efforts of the District of
Columbia, and | urge my colleagues to sup-
port passage of H.R. 2092.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON),
who is the sponsor, the lead sponsor
and the driving force behind H.R. 2092.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman of the subcommittee, Mr.
LYNCH, not only for yielding to me, but
especially for his hard work on this
bill, and I thank our ranking member
for his important work on this bill as
well.
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I want to associate myself with your
remarks, Mr. Chairman, simply to indi-
cate that this land is already in the
possession of the District of Columbia,
and yet the subcommittee had to be in
pains to make sure that the rever-
sionary clause was in keeping with the
last bill, which I also sponsored, and
with the changes we have asked for.

The District took what was an aban-
doned man-made island, but in our
most valuable Anacostia River, and
tried to make something of it when it
looked like there were some people
who wanted to make a children’s
theme park. That did not occur, yet we
were left with a bill that said this shall
be a children’s theme park or it re-
verts. It was up to me to come and
change the reversionary clause when
the District abandoned the idea.

If I may say so, I am pleased the Dis-
trict has abandoned the idea and wants
to use Kingman and Heritage Island to
revitalize the Anacostia River and to
essentially return this plot of land to
use as an environmental natural re-
serve park which will help to restore
the ecosystem and provide usable
space, in addition, when people want to
enjoy the river and nature in a place
that is really in the middle of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, a big urban center.

The District also wants to build an
environmental education center. You
can see how well the uses fit the land
than even a children’s theme park. I
am particularly enamored with the re-
membrance grove. We have not forgot-
ten the three children who were on the
plane that went down on 9/11 who had
won a contest by the National Geo-
graphic Association and who were
looking forward to that trip.

I am particularly pleased that the
city’s new plan complements my own
work on the Anacostia Watershed Ini-
tiative bill which this Congress passed
last session. I thank the chairman and
the ranking member, and may I thank
Mr. RAHALL and his ranking member as
well for waiving jurisdiction and allow-
ing us to get on with the work of tak-
ing Kingman and Heritage Islands back
to where they belong.

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, this is
a good bill with a lot of good work be-
hind it. I appreciate the work my col-
leagues have done on this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I simply
ask all Members on both sides of the
aisle to support this measure sponsored
by Ms. NORTON, the delegate from the
District of Columbia, and also sup-
ported by Mr. RAHALL, the chairman of
Natural Resources.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. LyNcH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2092, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2647,
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2010

Mr. ABERCROMBIE submitted the
following conference report and state-
ment on the bill (H.R. 2647) to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2010
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, to provide special pays and
allowances to certain members of the
Armed Forces, expand concurrent re-
ceipt of military retirement and VA
disability benefits to disabled military
retirees, and for other purposes:

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 111-288)

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2647), to authorize appropriations for fiscal
year 2010 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for fiscal year 2010, and
for other purposes, having met, after full and
free conference, have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses
as follows:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate and
agree to the same with an amendment as fol-
lows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the Senate amendment, insert the
following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010°°.
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;

TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DIVISIONS.—This Act is organized into five
divisions as follows:
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thorizations.
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sustainment strategy for the AV-
8B Harrier aircraft.
Study on Army modularity.
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Sec

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle F—Other Matters

. 351. Authority for airlift transportation at
Department of Defense rates for
non-Department of Defense Fed-
eral cargoes.

352. Policy on ground combat and camou-
flage utility uniforms.

353. Condition-based maintenance
onstration programs.

354. Extension of arsenal support program
initiative.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL

AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces

End strengths for active forces.

Revision in permanent active duty end
strength minimum levels.

Additional authority for increases of
Army active-duty end strengths
for fiscal years 2011 and 2012.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for Reserves on active
duty in support of the Reserves.

End strengths for military technicians
(dual status).

Fiscal year 2010 limitation on number
of non-dual status technicians.
Mazximum number of reserve personnel
authoriced to be on active duty

for operational support.

Submittal of options for creation of
Trainees, Transients, Holdees,
and Students account for the
Army National Guard.

Report on requirements of the Na-
tional Guard for mon-dual status
technicians.

Expansion of authority of Secretaries
of the military departments to in-
crease certain end strengths to in-
clude Selected Reserve end
strengths.

dem-

401.
402.

403.

411.
412.

413.
414.

415.

416.

417.

418.

Subtitle C—Authorication of Appropriations

Sec
Sec

. 421. Military personnel.
. 422. Repeal of delayed one-time shift of
military retirement payments.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy

501. Grade of Legal Counsel to the Chair-

man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

502. Modification of limitations on general
and flag officers on active duty.

Revisions to annual reporting require-
ment on joint officer management.

Extension of temporary increase in
mazximum number of days leave
members may accumulate and car-
ryover.

Computation of retirement eligibility
for enlisted members of the Navy
who complete the Seaman to Ad-
miral (STA-21) officer candidate
program.

Independent review of judge advocate
requirements of the Department of
the Navy.

Subtitle B—General Service Authorities

511. Continuation on active duty of reserve
component members during phys-
ical disability evaluation fol-
lowing mobilization and deploy-
ment.

512. Medical examination required before
administrative separation of mem-
bers diagnosed with or reasonably
asserting post-traumatic  stress
disorder or traumatic brain in-
Jury.

513. Legal assistance for additional reserve
component members.

514. Limitation on scheduling of mobiliza-
tion or pre-mobilization training
for Reserve units when certain
suspension of training is likely.

503.

504.

505.

506.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

515. Evaluation of test of wutility of test
preparation guides and education
programs in improving qualifica-
tions of recruits for the Armed
Forces.

516. Report on presence in the Armed
Forces of members associated or
affiliated with groups engaged in
prohibited activities.

Subtitle C—Education and Training

521. Detail of commissioned officers as stu-

dents at schools of psychology.

522. Appointment of persons enrolled in
Advanced Course of the Army Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps at
military junior colleges as cadets
in Army Reserve or Army Na-
tional Guard of the United States.

Ezxpansion of criteria for appointment
as member of the Board of Re-
gents of the Uniformed Services
University of the Health Sciences.

Use of Armed Forces Health Profes-
sions Scholarship and Financial
Assistance program to increase
number of health professionals
with skills to assist in providing
mental health care.

Department of Defense undergraduate
nurse training program.

Increase in number of private sector
civilians authorized for admission
to National Defense University.

Appointments to military service acad-
emies from nominations made by
Delegate from the Commonwealth
of the Northern Mariana Islands.

Athletic association for the Air Force
Academy.

Language training centers for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and ci-
vilian employees of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

523.

524.

525.

526.

527.

528.

529.

Subtitle D—Defense Dependents’ Education

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

531. Continuation of authority to assist
local educational agencies that
benefit dependents of members of
the Armed Forces and Department
of Defense civilian employees.

Impact aid for children with severe
disabilities.

Two-year extension of authority for
assistance to local educational
agencies with enrollment changes
due to base closures, force struc-
ture changes, or force relocations.

Authority to extend eligibility for en-
rollment in Department of Defense
elementary and secondary schools
to certain additional categories of
dependents.

Permanent authority for enrollment in
defense dependents’ education
system of dependents of foreign
military members assigned to Su-
preme Headquarters Allied Pow-
ers, Europe.

Determination of number of weighted
student wunits for local edu-
cational agencies for receipt of
basic support payments under im-
pact aid.

Study on options for educational op-
portunities for dependent children
of members of the Armed Forces
when public schools attended by
such children are determined to
need improvement.

Comptroller General audit of assist-
ance to local educational agencies
for dependent children of members
of the Armed Forces.

Sense of Congress on the Interstate
Compact on Educational Oppor-
tunity for Military Children.

532.

533.

534.

535.

536.

537.

538.

539.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle E—Missing or Deceased Persons

541. Additional requirements for account-
ing for members of the Armed
Forces and Department of Defense
civilian employees listed as miss-
ing in conflicts occurring before
enactment of mew system for ac-
counting for missing persons.

542. Policy and procedures on media access
and attendance by family mem-
bers at ceremonies for the dig-
nified transfer of remains of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who die
overseas.

543. Report on expansion of authority of a
member to designate persons to di-
rect disposition of the remains of
a deceased member.

544. Sense of Congress on the recovery of
the remains of members of the
Armed Forces who were killed
during World War II in the battle
of Tarawa Atoll.

Subtitle F—Decorations and Awards

551. Authorization and request for award
of Medal of Honor to Anthony T.
Kaho’ohanohano for acts of valor
during the Korean War.

Authorization and request for award
of Distinguished-Service Cross to
Jack T. Stewart for acts of valor
during the Vietnam War.

Authorization and request for award
of Distinguished-Service Cross to
William T. Miles, Jr., for acts of
valor during the Korean War.

552.

553.

Subtitle G—Military Family Readiness Matters

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

561. Establishment of online resources to
provide information about bene-
fits and services available to mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and
their families.

Additional members on Department of
Defense Military Family Readi-
ness Council.

Support for military families with spe-
cial needs.

Pilot program to secure internships for
military spouses with Federal
agencies.

Family and medical leave for family of
servicemembers.

Deadline for report on sexual assault
in the Armed Forces by Defense
Task Force on Sexual Assault in
the Military Services.

Improved prevention and response to
allegations of sexual assault in-
volving members of the Armed
Forces.

Comptroller General report on progress
made in  implementing  rec-
ommendations to reduce domestic
violence in military families.

Report on impact of domestic violence
on military families.

Report on international intrafamilial
abduction of children of members
of the Armed Forces.

Assessment of impact of deployment of
members of the Armed Forces on
their dependent children.

Report on child custody litigation in-
volving service of members of the
Armed Forces.

Comptroller General report on child
care assistance for members of the
Armed Forces.

Subtitle H—Military Voting
Short title.
Clarification regarding delegation of

State responsibilities to local ju-
risdictions.

562.

563.

564.

565.

566.

567.

568.

569.

570.

571.

572.

573.

575.
576.
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Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec
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. 577. Establishment of procedures for absent
uniformed services voters and
overseas voters to request and for
States to send wvoter registration
applications and absentee ballot
applications by mail and elec-
tronically.

Establishment of procedures for States
to transmit blank absentee ballots
by mail and electronically to ab-
sent uniformed services voters and
overseas voters.

Ensuring absent wuniformed services
voters and overseas voters have
time to vote.

Procedures for collection and delivery
of marked absentee ballots of ab-
sent overseas uniformed services
voters.

Federal write-in absentee ballot.

Prohibiting refusal to accept voter reg-
istration and absentee ballot ap-
plications, marked absentee bal-
lots, and Federal write-in absen-
tee ballots for failure to meet cer-
tain requirements.

Federal Voting Assistance Program
Improvements.

Development of standards for report-
ing and storing certain data.

Repeal of provisions relating to use of
single application for all subse-
quent elections.

Reporting requirements.

Annual report on enforcement.

Requirements payments.

Technology pilot program.

Subtitle [—Other Matters

Clarification of performance policies
for military musical units and mu-
sicians.

Navy grants for purposes of Naval Sea
Cadet Corps.

Modification of matching fund re-
quirements under National Guard
Youth Challenge Program.

Ezxpansion of Military Leadership Di-
versity Commission to include re-
serve component representatives.

Ezxpansion of suicide prevention and
community healing and response
training under the Yellow Ribbon
Reintegration Program.

Comprehensive plan on prevention, di-
agnosis, and treatment of sub-
stance use disorders and disposi-
tion of substance abuse offenders
in the Armed Forces.

Reports on Yellow Ribbon Reintegra-
tion Program and other reintegra-
tion programs.

. 598. Reports on progress in completion of

certain incident information man-

agement tools.

578.

579.

580.

581.
582.

583.
584.
585.

586.
587.
588.
589.

591.

592.
593.

594.

595.

596.

597.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

. 601. Fiscal year 2010 increase in military
basic pay.

602. Increase in maximum monthly amount
of supplemental subsistence al-
lowance for low-income members
with dependents.

603. Special compensation for members of
the uniformed services with cata-
strophic injuries or illnesses re-
quiring assistance in everyday liv-
ing.

604. Benefits under Post-Deployment/Mobi-
lization Respite Absence program
for certain periods before imple-
mentation of program.

605. Report on housing standards and
housing surveys used to determine
basic allowance for housing.

606. Comptroller General comparative as-
sessment of military and private-
sector pay and benefits.
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Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and Incentive
Pays

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for re-
serve forces.

One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for
health care professionals.

One-year extension of special pay and
bonus authorities for nuclear offi-
cers.

One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to title 37 consolidated spe-
cial pay, incentive pay, and
bonus authorities.

One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to payment of other title 37
bonuses and special pays.

One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to payment of referral bo-
nuses.

Technical corrections and conforming
amendments to reconcile con-
flicting amendments regarding
continued payment of bonuses
and similar benefits for certain
members.

Proration of certain special and incen-
tive pays to reflect time during
which a member satisfies eligi-
bility requirements for the special
or incentive pay.

Additional assignment pay or special
duty pay authorized for members
agreeing to serve in Afghanistan
for extended periods.

Temporary authority for monthly spe-
cial pay for members of the Armed
Forces subject to continuing ac-
tive duty or service under stop-
loss authorities.

Army authority to provide additional
recruitment incentives.

Report on recruitment and retention of
members of the Air Force in nu-
clear career fields.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

631. Travel and transportation for sur-
vivors of deceased members of the
uniformed services to attend me-
morial ceremonies.

Travel and transportation allowances
for designated individuals of
wounded, ill, or injured members
of the uniformed services for du-
ration of inpatient treatment.

Authorized travel and transportation
allowances for mnon-medical at-
tendants for wvery seriously and
seriously wounded, ill, or injured
members.

Reimbursement of travel expenses of
members of the Armed Forces on
active duty and their dependents
for travel for specialty care under
exceptional circumstances.

Report on adequacy of weight allow-
ances for transportation of bag-
gage and household effects for
members of the uniformed serv-
ices.

Subtitle D—Disability, Retired Pay, and
Survivor Benefits

Sec. 641. Transition assistance for reserve com-
ponent members injured while on
active duty.

Sec. 642. Recomputation of retired pay and ad-
justment of retired grade of Re-
serve retirees to reflect service
after retirement.

Sec. 643. Election to receive retired pay for non-
regular service upon retirement
for service in an active reserve
status performed after attaining
eligibility for regular retirement.

Sec. 612.

Sec. 613.

Sec. 614.

Sec. 615.

Sec. 616.

Sec. 617.

Sec. 618.

Sec. 619.

Sec. 620.

Sec. 621.

Sec. 622.

Sec.

Sec. 632.

633.

Sec.

Sec.

634.

Sec. 635.
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Sec. 644. Report on re-determination process for
permanently incapacitated de-
pendents of retired and deceased
members of the Armed Forces.

Sec. 645. Treatment as active service for retired
pay purposes of service as member
of Alaska Territorial Guard dur-
ing World War II.

Subtitle E—Commissary and Nonappropriated
Fund Instrumentality Benefits and Operations
Sec. 651. Limitation on Department of Defense
entities offering personal informa-
tion services to members and their

dependents.

Report on impact of purchasing from
local distributors all alcoholic
beverages for resale on military
installations on Guam.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Limitations on collection of overpay-
ments of pay and allowances erro-
neously paid to members.

Sense of Congress on airfares for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces.

Sense of Congress on establishment of
flexible spending arrangements
for the uniformed services.

Sense of Congress regarding support
for compensation, retirement, and
other military personnel pro-
grams.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Improvements to Health Benefits
Sec. 701. Prohibition on conversion of military
medical and dental positions to ci-
vilian medical and dental posi-

tions.

Health care for members of the reserve
components.

Enhancement of transitional dental
care for members of the reserve
components on active duty for
more than 30 days in support of a
contingency operation.

Expansion of survivor eligibility under
TRICARE dental program.

TRICARE Standard coverage for cer-
tain members of the Retired Re-
serve who are qualified for a non-
regular retirement but are not yet
age 60.

Constructive eligibility for TRICARE
benefits of certain persons other-
wise ineligible under retroactive
determination of entitlement to
Medicare part A hospital insur-
ance benefits.

Notification of certain individuals re-
garding options for enrollment
under Medicare part B.

Mental health assessments for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces deployed
in connection with a contingency
operation.

709. Temporary TRICARE

modification.

Subtitle B—Health Care Administration

711. Comprehensive policy on pain man-
agement by the military health
care system.

Administration and prescription of
psychotropic medications for
members of the Armed Forces be-
fore and during deployment.

Cooperative health care agreements
between military installations and
non-military health care systems.

Plan to increase the mental health ca-
pabilities of the Department of
Defense.

Department of Defense study on man-
agement of medications for phys-
ically and psychologically wound-
ed members of the Armed Forces.

Limitation on obligation of funds
under defense health program in-
formation technology programs.

Sec. 652.

Sec. 661.

Sec. 662.

Sec. 663.

Sec. 664.

Sec. 702.

Sec. 703.

Sec. 704.

Sec. 705.

Sec. 706.

Sec. 707.

Sec. 708.

Sec. inpatient fee

Sec.

Sec. 712.

Sec. 713.

Sec. 714.

Sec. 715.

Sec. 716.
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Subtitle C—Other Matters

Study and plan to improve military
health care.

Study, plan, and pilot for the mental
health care mneeds of dependent
children of members of the Armed
Forces.

Clinical trial on cognitive rehabilita-
tive therapy for members and
former members of the Armed
Forces.

Department of Defense Task Force on
the Care, Management, and Tran-
sition of Recovering Wounded, Il,
and Injured Members of the
Armed Forces.

Chiropractic clinical trials.

Independent study on post-traumatic
stress disorder efforts.

Report on implementation of require-
ments on the relationship between
the TRICARE program and em-
ployer-sponsored group health
plans.

Sec. 728. Report on stipends for members of re-

serve components for health care

for certain dependents.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and Management

Sec. 801. Temporary authority to acquire prod-
ucts and services produced in
countries along a major route of
supply to Afghanistan; report.

Assessment of improvements in service
contracting.

Display of annual budget require-
ments for procurement of contract
services and related clarifying
technical amendments.

Implementation of new acquisition
process for information tech-
nology systems.

Life-cycle management and product
support.

Treatment of non-defense agency pro-
curements under joint programs
with intelligence community.

Policy and requirements to ensure the
safety of facilities, infrastructure,
and equipment for military oper-
ations.

Subtitle B—Amendments to General Contracting
Authorities, Procedures, and Limitation

Sec. 811. Justification and approval of sole-

source contracts.

Sec. 812. Revision of Defense Supplement relat-
ing to payment of costs prior to
definitization.

Revisions to definitions relating to
contracts in Iraq and Afghani-
stan.

Amendment to notification require-
ments for awards of single source
task or delivery orders.

Clarification of uniform suspension
and debarment requirement.

Extension of authority for use of sim-
plified acquisition procedures for
certain commercial items.

Reporting requirements for programs
that qualify as both major auto-
mated information system pro-
grams and major defense acquisi-
tion programs.

Small arms production industrial base
matters.

Contract authority for advanced com-
ponent development or prototype
units.

Publication of notification of bundling
of contracts of the Department of
Defense.

Sec. 721.

Sec. 722.

Sec. 723.

Sec. 724.

725.
726.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 727.

Sec. 802.

Sec. 803.

Sec. 804.

Sec. 805.

Sec. 806.

Sec. 807.

Sec. 813.

Sec. 814.

Sec. 815.

Sec. 816.

Sec. 817.

Sec. 818.

Sec. 819.

Sec. 820.
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Subtitle C—Contractor Matters

Sec. 821. Authority for Govermment support
contractors to have access to tech-
nical data belonging to prime con-
tractors.

Sec. 822. Extension and enhancement of au-
thorities on the Commission on
Wartime Contracting in Iraq and
Afghanistan.

Sec. 823. Authority for Secretary of Defense to
reduce or deny award fees to com-
panies found to jeopardize health
or safety of Government per-
sonnel.

Subtitle D—Acquisition Workforce Matters

Sec. 831. Enhancement of expedited hiring au-
thority for defense acquisition
workforce positions.

832. Funding of Department of Defense Ac-
quisition Workforce Development
Fund.

Review of post-employment restrictions
applicable to the Department of
Defense.

Review of Federal acquisition work-
force training and hiring.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Reports to Congress on full deploy-
ment decisions for major auto-
mated information system pro-
grams.

Authorization to take actions to cor-
rect the industrial resource short-
fall for high-purity beryllium
metal.

Report on rare earth materials in the
defense supply chain.

Comptroller General report on Sstruc-
ture and management of sub-
contractors under contracts for
major weapon systems.

Study of the use of factors other than
cost or price as the predominate
factors in evaluating competitive
proposals for defense procurement
contracts.

Repeal of requirements relating to the
military  system essential item
breakout list.

Ezxtension of SBIR and STTR pro-
grams of the Department of De-
fense.

848. Extension of authority for small busi-
ness innovation research Commer-
cialization Pilot Program.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT
Subtitle A—Department of Defense Management
Sec. 901. Authority to allow private sector civil-
ians to receive instruction at De-
fense Cyber Investigations Train-
ing Academy of the Defense Cyber

Crime Center.

Organizational structure of the Office
of the Assistant Secretary of De-
fense for Health Affairs and the
TRICARE Management Activity.

Sense of Congress regarding the Direc-
tor of Operational Energy Plans
and Programs.

Increased flexibility for combatant
commander initiative fund.

Repeal of requirement for a Deputy
Under Secretary of Defense for
Technology Security Policy with-
in the Office of the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Policy.

Deputy Under Secretaries of Defense
and Assistant Secretaries of De-
fense.

Subtitle B—Space Activities

Submission and review of space
science and technology strategy.

Provision of space situational aware-
ness services and information to
non-United States Government
entities.

Sec.

Sec. 833.

Sec. 834.

Sec. 841.

Sec. 842.

Sec. 843.

Sec. 844.

Sec. 845.

Sec. 846.

Sec. 847.

Sec.

Sec. 902.

Sec. 903.

Sec. 904.

Sec. 905.

Sec. 906.

Sec. 911.

Sec. 912.

Sec. 913. Management and funding strategy
and implementation plan for the
National Polar-Orbiting Oper-
ational Environmental Satellite
System Program.

Subtitle C—Intelligence-Related Matters

Sec. 921. Inclusion of Defense Intelligence
Agency in authority to use pro-
ceeds from counterintelligence op-
erations.

Plan to address foreign ballistic missile
intelligence analysis.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Implementation strategy for devel-
oping leap-ahead cyber operations
capabilities.

Defense integrated military human re-
sources system development and
transition.

Report on special operations command
organization, manning, and man-
agement.

Study on the recruitment, retention,
and career progression of uni-
formed and civilian military cyber
operations personnel.

935. Plan on access to national airspace for

unmanned aircraft systems.
TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

1001. General transfer authority.

1002. Relationship of the quadrennial de-
fense review and the annual
budget request.

1003. Audit readiness of financial state-

ments of the Department of De-

fense.

Subtitle B—Counter-Drug Activities

1011. Unified counter-drug and counterter-
rorism campaign in Colombia.

Joint task forces support to law en-
forcement agencies conducting
counter-terrorism activities.

Reporting requirement on expendi-
tures to support foreign counter-
drug activities.

Support for counter-drug activities of
certain foreign governments.

Border coordination centers in Af-
ghanistan and Pakistan.

Comptroller General report on effec-
tiveness of accountability meas-
ures for assistance from counter-
narcotics central transfer ac-
count.

Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec. 1021. Sense of Congress on the mainte-
nance of a 313-ship Navy.

Sec. 1022. Designation of U.S.S. Constitution as
America’s Ship of State.

Sec. 1023. Temporary reduction in minimum
number of operational aircraft
carriers.

Sec. 1024. Sense of Congress concerning the dis-
position of Submarine NR-I.

Subtitle D—Miscellaneous Requirements,
Authorities, and Limitations

Prohibition relating to propaganda.

Responsibility for preparation of bi-
ennial global positioning system
report.

Reports on bandwidth requirements
for major defense acquisition pro-
grams and major system acquisi-
tion programs.

Additional duties for advisory panel
on Department of Defense capa-
bilities for support of civil au-
thorities after certain incidents.

Charter for the National Reconnais-
sance Office.

National strategic five-year plan for
improving the nuclear forensic
and attribution capabilities of the
United States.

Sec. 922.

Sec. 931.

Sec. 932.

Sec. 933.

Sec. 934.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1012.

Sec. 1013.

Sec. 1014.

Sec. 1015.

Sec. 1016.

1031.
1032.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1033.

Sec. 1034.

1035.

Sec.

Sec. 1036.
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Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

. 1037.

1038.

1039.

1040.

1041.

1042.

1043.
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Authorization of appropriations for
payments to Portuguese nationals
employed by the Department of
Defense.

Prohibition on interrogation of de-
tainees by contractor personnel.
Notification and access of Inter-
national Committee of the Red
Cross with respect to detainees at
Theater Internment Facility at

Bagram Air Base, Afghanistan.

No Miranda Warnings for Al Qaeda
Terrorists.

Limitation on use of funds for the
transfer or release of individuals
detained at United States Naval
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Additional subpoena authority for
the Inspector General of the De-
partment of Defense.

Limitations on modifications of cer-
tain Government furnished equip-
ment; one-time authority to trans-
fer certain military prototype.

Subtitle E—Studies and Reports

1051.

1052.

1053.

1054.

1055.

1056.

1057.

1058.

1059.

1060.

1061.

1062.

1063.

1071.

1072.
1073.
1074.

1075.
1076.

1077.

1078.

1079.

Report on statutory compliance of the
report on the 2009 quadrennial de-
fense review.

Report on the force structure findings
of the 2009 quadrennial defense
review.

Annual report on the electronic war-
fare strategy of the Department of
Defense.

Study on a system for career develop-
ment and management of inter-
agency national security profes-
sionals.

Report on nuclear aspirations of non-
state entities, nuclear weapons
and related programs in non-nu-
clear-weapons states and coun-
tries not parties to the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty, and
certain foreign persons.

Comptroller General review of De-
partment of Defense spending in
final fiscal quarters.

Report on Air America.

Report on defense travel simplifica-
tion.

Report on modeling and simulation
technological and industrial base.

Report on enabling capabilities for
special operations forces.

Additional members and duties for
the independent panel to assess
the quadrennial defense review.

Congressional earmarks relating to
the Department of Defense.

Report on basing plans for certain
United States geographic combat-
ant commands.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Extension of certain authority for
making rewards for combating
terrorism.

Business process reengineering.

Technical and clerical amendments.

Extension of sunset for congressional
commission on the strategic pos-
ture of the United States.

Combat air forces restructuring.

Sense of Congress regarding carrier
air wing force structure.

Department of Veterans Affairs use
of service dogs for the treatment
or rehabilitation of veterans with
physical or mental injuries or dis-
abilities.

Plan for sustainment of land-based
solid rocket motor industrial base.

Justice for victims of torture and ter-
rorism.
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Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec

. 1080. Requirement for videotaping or other-
wise electronically recording stra-
tegic intelligence interrogations of
persons in the custody of or under
the effective control of the De-
partment of Defense.

. 1081. Modification of pilot program on
commercial fee-for-service air re-
fueling support for the air force.

. 1082. Multiyear contracts under pilot pro-
gram on commercial fee-for-serv-
ice air refueling support for the
Air Force.

. 1083. Disclosure of names of students and
instructors at Western Hemisphere
Institute for Security Coopera-
tion.

. 1084. Sense of Congress regarding the
Western Hemisphere Institute for
Security Cooperation.

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL MATTERS

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle A—Personnel

. 1101. Authority to employ individuals com-
pleting the National Security
Education Program.

1102. Authority for employment by Depart-
ment of Defense of individuals
who have successfully completed
the requirements of the science,
mathematics, and research for
transformation (SMART) defense
scholarship program.

1103. Authority for the employment of indi-
viduals who have successfully
completed the Department of De-
fense information assurance
scholarship program.

1104. Extension and modification of experi-
mental personnel management
program for scientific and tech-
nical personnel.

1105. Modification to Department of De-
fense laboratory personnel au-
thority.

1106. One-year extension of authority to
waive annual limitation on pre-
mium pay and aggregate limita-
tion on pay for Federal civilian
employees working overseas.

1107. Extension of certain benefits to Fed-
eral civilian employees on official
duty in Pakistan.

1108. Requirement for Department of De-
fense strategic workforce plans.

1109. Adjustments to limitations on per-
sonnel and requirement for an-
nual manpower reporting.

1110. Pilot program for the temporary ezx-
change of information technology
personnel.

1111. Availability of funds for compensa-
tion of certain civilian employees
of the Department of Defense.

1112. Department of defense civilian lead-
ership program.

1113. Provisions relating to the National
Security Personnel System.

1114. Provisions relating to the Defense Ci-
vilian Intelligence Personnel Sys-
tem.

Subtitle B—Provisions Relating to
Reemployment of Annuitants

1121. Authority to expand scope of provi-
sions relating to unreduced com-
pensation for certain reemployed
annuitants.

1122. Part-time reemployment.

1123. Government Accountability Office re-
port.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS

Subtitle A—Assistance and Training

1201. One-year extension of authority for
security and stabilization assist-
ance.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1202. Expansion of authority and modifica-
tion of notification and reporting
requirements for use of authority
for support of special operations
to combat terrorism.

Modification of report on foreign-as-
sistance related programs carried
out by the Department of Defense.

Report on authorities to build the ca-
pacity of foreign military forces
and related matters.

Authority to provide administrative
services and support to coalition
liaison officers of certain foreign
nations assigned to United States
Joint Forces Command.

Modification of authorities relating
to program to build the capacity
of foreign military forces.

Authority for mnon-reciprocal ex-
changes of defense personnel be-
tween the United States and for-
eign countries.

Report on alternatives to use of ac-
quisition and cross-servicing
agreements to lend military equip-
ment for personnel protection and
survivability.

Enhancing Iraqi security through de-
fense cooperation between the
United States and Iraq.

1210. Availability of appropriated funds for

the State Partnership Program.
Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Iraq,
Afghanistan, and Pakistan

1221. Limitation on availability of funds
for certain purposes relating to

1203.

1204.

1205.

1206.

1207.

1208.

1209.

Iraq.
1222. One-year extension and expansion of
Commanders’ Emergency Re-

sponse Program.

1223. Modification of authority for reim-
bursement of certain coalition na-
tions for support provided to
United States military operations.

1224. Pakistan Counterinsurgency Fund.

1225. Program to provide for the registra-
tion and end-use monitoring of
defense articles and defense serv-
ices transferred to Afghanistan
and Pakistan.

1226. Reports on campaign plans for Iraq
and Afghanistan.

1227. Report on responsible redeployment
of United States Armed Forces
from Iraq.

1228. Report on community-based security

programs in Afghanistan.

Updates of report on command and
control structure for military
forces operating in Afghanistan.

1230. Report on feasibility and desirability
of establishing general uniform
procedures and guidelines for the
provision of monetary assistance
by the United States to civilian
foreign nationals for losses inci-
dent to combat activities of the
armed forces.

1231. Assessment and report on United
States-Pakistan military relations
and cooperation.

1232. Report on progress toward security

and stability in Pakistan.

Repeal of GAO war-related reporting
requirement.

Authority to transfer defense articles
and provide defense services to
the military and security forces of
Iraq and Afghanistan.

1229.

1233.

1234.

1235. Analysis of required force levels and
types of forces meeded to secure
southern and eastern regions of
Afghanistan.

1236. Modification of report on progress

toward security and stability in
Afghanistan.
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Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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1237. No permanent military bases in Af-
ghanistan.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

1241. Report on United States engagement
with Iran.

1242. Annual counterterrorism status re-
ports.

1243. Report on United States contribu-
tions to the United Nations.

1244. NATO Special Operations Coordina-
tion Center.

1245. Annual report on military power of
Iran.

1246. Annual report on military and secu-
rity developments involving the
People’s Republic of China.

1247. Report on impacts of drawdown au-
thorities on the Department of
Defense.

1248. Risk assessment of United States
space export control policy.

1249. Patriot air and missile defense bat-
tery in Poland.

1250. Report on potential foreign military
sales of the F-22A fighter aircraft.

1251. Report on the plan for the nuclear
weapons stockpile, nuclear weap-
ons complex, and delivery plat-
forms and sense of Congress on
follow-on negotiations to START
Treaty.

1252. Map of mineral-rich zones and areas
under the control of armed groups
in the Democratic Republic of the
Congo.

1253. Sense of Congress relating to Israel.
1254. Sense of Congress on imposing sanc-
tions with respect to Iran.

1255. Report and sense of Congress on
North Korea.

1256. Report on potential missile defense
cooperation with Russia.

Subtitle D—VOICE Act

1261. Short title.

1262. Authorization of appropriations.

1263. Iranian Electronic Education, Ezx-
change, and Media Fund.

1264. Annual report.

1265. Report on actions by non-Iranian
companies.

1266. Human rights documentation.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION

Specification of Cooperative Threat
Reduction programs and funds.

Funding allocations.

Utilization of contributions to the Co-
operative Threat Reduction Pro-
gram.

Metrics for the Cooperative Threat
Reduction Program.

Cooperative Threat Reduction Pro-
gram authority for urgent threat
reduction activities.

Cooperative Threat Reduction De-
fense and Military Contacts Pro-
gram.

1301.

1302.
1303.

1304.
1305.

1306.

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle A—Military Programs

1401. Working capital funds.

1402. National Defense Sealift Fund.

1403. Chemical agents and munitions de-
struction, defense.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug
Activities, Defense-wide.

Defense Inspector General.

1406. Defense Health Program.

1407. Relation to funding table.

Subtitle B—National Defense Stockpile

1411. Authorized uses of National Defense
Stockpile funds.

1412. Extension of previously authorized
disposal of cobalt from National
Defense Stockpile.

1413. Report on implementation of recon-
figuration of the National Defense
Stockpile.

1404.

1405.
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Subtitle C—Armed Forces Retirement Home

Sec. 1421. Authorization of appropriations for
Armed Forces Retirement Home.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI-
TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER-
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS

Sec. 1501. Purpose.

Sec. 1502. Army procurement.

Sec. 1503. Joint Improvised Explosive Device

Defeat Fund.

Navy and Marine Corps procurement.

Air Force procurement.

Mine Resistant Ambush Protected Ve-

hicle Fund.

Defense-wide activities procurement.

Research, development, test, and

evaluation.
Operation and maintenance.
Limitations on availability of funds
in Afghanistan Security Forces
Fund.

Limitations on Iraq Security Forces
Fund.

Military personnel.

Working capital funds.

Defense Health Program.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug

Activities, Defense-wide.

Defense Inspector General.

Relation to funding tables.

Continuation of prohibition on use of

United States funds for certain
facilities projects in Iraq.

Treatment as additional authoriza-

tions.

Sec. 1520. Special transfer authority.

TITLE XVII—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS
MEDICAL FACILITY DEMONSTRATION
PROJECT

Sec. 1701. Demonstration project authority.

Sec. 1702. Transfer of property.

Sec. 1703. Transfer of civilian personnel of the
Department of Defense.

Joint funding authority.

Eligibility of members of the uni-
formed services for care and serv-
ices.

Extension of DOD-VA Health Care
Sharing Incentive Fund.

TITLE XVIII—MILITARY COMMISSIONS
Sec. 1801. Short title.

1504.
1505.
1506.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1507.
1508.

Sec.
Sec.

1509.
1510.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1511.
1512.
1513.
1514.
1515.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1516.
1517.
1518.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1519.

Sec.
Sec.

1704.
1705.

Sec. 1706.

Sec. 1802. Military commissions.

Sec. 1803. Conforming amendments.

Sec. 1804. Proceedings under prior statute.

Sec. 1805. Submittal to Congress of revised rules
for military commissions.

Sec. 1806. Annual reports to Congress on trials
by military commission.

Sec. 1807. Sense of Congress on military com-
mission system.

TITLE XIX—FEDERAL EMPLOYEE
BENEFITS
Subtitle A—General Provisions

Sec. 1901. Credit for unused sick leave.

Sec. 1902. Limited expansion of the class of in-
dividuals eligible to receive an ac-
tuarially reduced annuity under
the Civil Service Retirement Sys-
tem.

Sec. 1903. Computation of certain annuities
based on part-time service.

Sec. 1904. Authority to deposit refunds under
FERS.

Sec. 1905. Retirement credit for service of cer-

tain employees transferred from
District of Columbia service to
Federal service.

Subtitle B—Non-Foreign Area Retirement

Equity Assurance

Short title.

Extension of locality pay.

Adjustment of special rates.

Transition schedule for locality-based

comparability payments.

1911.
1912.
1913.
1914.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
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Sec. 1915. Savings provision.

Sec. 1916. Application to other eligible employ-
ees.

Sec. 1917. Election of additional basic pay for
annuity computation by employ-
ees.

Sec. 1918. Regulations.

Sec. 1919. Effective dates.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Short title.

Ezxpiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be specified
by law.

Relation to funding tables.

General reduction across division.
TITLE XXI—ARMY

Authoriced Army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization  of
Army.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2009
project.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2006 projects.
TITLE XXII—NAVY

Authoriced Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization  of
Navy.

Modification and extension of au-
thority to carry out certain fiscal
year 2006 project.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE

Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization of appropriations, Air
Force.

Termination of authority to carry out
certain fiscal year 2009 Air Force
project.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2007 projects.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2006 projects.

Conveyance to Indian tribes of cer-
tain housing units.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

Subtitle A—Defense Agency Authorizations

Sec. 2401. Authoriced Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

2001.
2002.

Sec.
Sec.

2003.
2004.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 2101.

2102.
2103.

Sec.
Sec. military  family

Sec. 2104. appropriations,

Sec. 2105.

Sec. 2106.

Sec. 2201.

2202.
2203.

Sec.
Sec. military  family

Sec. 2204. appropriations,

Sec. 2205.

Sec. 2301.

2302.
2303.

Sec.
Sec. military  family

Sec. 2304.

Sec. 2305.

Sec. 2306.

Sec. 2307.

Sec. 2308.

Sec. 2402. Family Housing.

Sec. 2403. Energy conservation projects.

Sec. 2404. Authorization of appropriations, De-
fense Agencies.

Sec. 2405. Termination or modification of au-
thority to carry out certain fiscal
year 2009 projects.

Sec. 2406. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2008
project.

Sec. 2407. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2007 project.

Subtitle B—Chemical Demilitarization
Authorizations

Sec. 2411. Authorization of  appropriations,

chemical demilitarization con-

struction, defense-wide.

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and

land acquisition projects.
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Sec. 2502. Authorization of  appropriations,

NATO.
TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES

Authorized Army National Guard
construction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorized Army Reserve construc-
tion and land acquisition projects.

Authorized Navy Reserve and Marine
Corps Reserve construction and
land acquisition projects.

Authorized Air National Guard con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorized Air Force Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorization of appropriations, Na-
tional Guard and Reserve.

Ezxtension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2007 projects.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2006 project.

TITLE XXVII—BASE CLOSURE AND
REALIGNMENT ACTIVITIES

Subtitle A—Authorizations

2701. Authorization of appropriations for
base closure and realignment ac-
tivities funded through Depart-
ment of Defense Base Closure Ac-
count 1990.

Authorized base closure and realign-
ment activities funded through
Department of Defense Base Clo-
sure Account 2005.

Authorization of appropriations for
base closure and realignment ac-
tivities funded through Depart-
ment of Defense Base Closure Ac-
count 2005.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Relocation of certain Army Reserve
units in Connecticut.

Authority to construct Armed Forces
Reserve Center in vicinity of
Pease Air National Guard Base,
New Hampshire.

Sense of Congress on ensuring joint
basing recommendations do not
adversely affect operational readi-
ness.

Requirements related to providing
world class military medical facili-
ties in the National Capital Re-
gion.

Use of economic development convey-
ances to implement base closure
and realignment property rec-
ommendations.

TITLE XXVIII—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program and
Military Family Housing Changes

2801. Modification of unspecified minor
construction authorities.

Congressional notification of facility
repair projects carried out using
operation and maintenance funds.

Modification of authority for scope of
work variations.

Modification of conveyance authority
at military installations.

Imposition of requirement that acqui-
sition of reserve component facili-
ties be authorized by law.

Authority to use operation and main-
tenance funds for construction
projects inside the United States
Central Command area of respon-
sibility.

Expansion of First Sergeants Bar-
racks Initiative.

Reports on privatization initiatives
for military unaccompanied hous-
ing.

Sec. 2601.

Sec. 2602.

Sec. 2603.

Sec. 2604.

Sec. 2605.

Sec. 2606.

Sec. 2607.

Sec. 2608.

Sec.

Sec. 2702.

Sec. 2703.

Sec. 2711.

Sec. 2712.

Sec. 2713.

Sec. 2714.

Sec. 2715.

Sec.

Sec. 2802.

Sec. 2803.

Sec. 2804.

Sec. 2805.

Sec. 2806.

Sec. 2807.

Sec. 2808.
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Sec

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

. 2809. Report on Department of Defense
contributions to States for acqui-
sition, construction, expansion,
rehabilitation, or conversion of re-
serve component facilities.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities

Administration

. 2821. Modification of utility systems con-

veyance authority.

2822. Report on global defense posture re-
alignment and interagency re-
view.

Property and facilities management
of the Armed Forces Retirement
Home.

Acceptance of contributions to sup-
port cleanup efforts at former Al-
maden Air Force Station, Cali-
fornia.

Selection of military installations to
serve as locations of brigade com-
bat teams.

Report on Federal assistance to sup-
port communities adversely im-
pacted by expansion of military
installations.

Subtitle C—Provisions Related to Guam

Realignment

2831. Role of Department of Defense in
management and coordination of
Defense activities relating to
Guam realignment.

Clarifications regarding use of special
purpose entities to assist with
Guam realignment.

Workforce issues related to military
construction and certain other
transactions on Guam.

Composition of workforce for con-
struction projects funded through
the Support for United States Re-
location to Guam Account.

Interagency Coordination Group of
Inspectors General for Guam Re-
alignment.

Compliance with Naval Aviation
Safety requirements as condition
on acceptance of replacement fa-
cility for Marine Corps Air Sta-
tion, Futenma, Okinawa.

Report and sense of Congress on Ma-
rine Corps requirements in Asia-
Pacific region.

Subtitle D—Energy Security

Adoption of wunified energy moni-
toring and utility control system
specification for military con-
struction and military family
housing activities.

Department of Defense goal regard-
ing use of renewable energy
sources to meet facility energy
needs.

Department of Defense participation
in programs for management of
energy demand or reduction of en-
ergy usage during peak periods.

Department of Defense use of electric
and hybrid motor vehicles.

Study on development of nuclear
power plants on military installa-
tions.

Comptroller General report on De-
partment of Defense renewable
energy initiatives, including solar
initiatives, on military installa-
tions.

Subtitle E—Land Conveyances

2851. Land conveyance, Haines
Farm, Haines, Alaska.

2852. Release of reversionary interest,
Camp Joseph T. Robinson, Arkan-
sas.

2853. Transfer of administrative jurisdic-
tion, Port Chicago Naval Maga-
zine, California.

2823.

2824.

2825.

2826.

2832.

2833.

2834.

2835.

2836.

2837.

2841.

2842.

2843.

2844.

2845.

2846.

Tank

Sec. 2854. Land conveyance, Ferndale housing
at Centerville Beach Naval Facil-
ity to City of Ferndale, Cali-
fornia.

Land conveyances, Naval Air Sta-
tion, Barbers Point, Hawaii.

Land conveyances of certain parcels
in the Camp Catlin and Ohana
Nui areas, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii.

Modification of land conveyance,
former GQGriffiss Air Force Base,
New York.

Land conveyance, Army Reserve Cen-
ter, Chambersburg, Pennsylvania.

Land conveyance, Ellsworth Air
Force Base, South Dakota.

Land conveyance, Lackland Air
Force Base, Texas.

Land Conveyance, Naval Air Station
Oceana, Virginia.

Completion of land exchange and
consolidation, Fort Lewis, Wash-
ington.

Land conveyance, F.E. Warren Air
Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Revised authority to establish na-
tional monument to honor United
States Armed Forces working dog
teams.

National D-Day Memorial study.

Conditions on establishment of Coop-
erative Security Location in
Palanquero, Colombia.

Military activities at United States
Marine Corps Mountain Warfare
Training Center.

TITLE XXIX—OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY
OPERATIONS MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2901. Authoriced Army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2902. Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2903. Construction authorization for facili-
ties for Office of Defense Rep-
resentative-Pakistan.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

National Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration.
Defense environmental cleanup.
Other defense activities.
Defense nuclear waste disposal.
3105. Energy security and assurance.
3106. Relation to funding tables.
Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

Stockpile stewardship program.

Report on stockpile stewardship cri-
teria and assessment of stockpile
stewardship program.

Stockpile management program.

Dual validation of annual weapons
assessment and certification.

Elimination of nuclear weapons life
extension program from exception
to requirement to request funds in
budget of the President.

Long-term plan for the modernization
and refurbishment of the nuclear
security complex.

Repeal of prohibition on funding ac-
tivities associated with inter-
national cooperative  stockpile
stewardship.

Modification of minor construction
threshold for plant projects.

Two-year extension of authority for
appointment of certain scientific,
engineering, and technical per-
sonnel.

Sec. 2855.

Sec. 2856.

Sec. 2857.

Sec. 2858.

Sec. 2859.

Sec. 2860.
Sec. 2861.

Sec. 2862.

Sec. 2863.

Sec. 2871.

2872.
2873.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 2874.

Sec. 3101.
3102.
3103.
3104.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

3111.
3112.

Sec.
Sec.

3113.
3114.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 3115.

Sec. 3116.

Sec. 3117.

Sec. 3118.

Sec. 3119.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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National Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration authority for urgent non-
proliferation activities.

Repeal of sunset date for consolida-
tion of counterintelligence pro-
grams of Department of Energy
and National Nuclear Security
Administration.

Subtitle C—Reports

National Academy of Sciences review
of national security laboratories.

Plan to ensure capability to monitor,
analyze, and evaluate foreign nu-
clear weapons activities.

Comptroller General study of stock-
pile stewardship program.

Comptroller General of the United
States review of projects carried
out by the Office of Environ-
mental Management of the De-
partment of Energy pursuant to
the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act of 2009.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Ten-year plan for use and funding of
certain Department of Energy fa-
cilities.

Expansion of authority of Ombuds-
man of Energy Employees Occu-
pational Illness Compensation
Program.

Identification in budget materials of
amounts for certain Department
of Energy pension obligations.

Sense of Congress on production of
molybdenum-99.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

3201. Authorization.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES

Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE XXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

Authorization of appropriations for
fiscal year 2010.

Unused leave balances.

Temporary program authorizing con-
tracts with adjunct professors at
the United States Merchant Ma-
rine Academy.

Maritime loan guarantee program.

Defense measures against unauthor-
ized seizures of Maritime Security
Fleet vessels.

Report on restrictions on United
States-flagged commercial vessel
security.

Technical corrections to State mari-
time academies student incentive
program.

Cooperative agreements, administra-
tive expenses, and contracting au-
thority.

Use of funding for DOT maritime her-
itage property.

Use of midshipman fees.

Construction of vessels in the United
States policy.

Port infrastructure development pro-
gram.

Reefs for marine life conservation
program.

United States Merchant Marine
Academy graduate program re-
ceipt, disbursement, and account-
ing for nonappropriated funds.

America’s short sea transportation
grants for the development of ma-
rine highways.

Expansion of the Marine View Sys-
tem.

DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES

4001. Authorization of amounts in funding
tables.

3120.

3121.

3131.

3132.

3133.

3134.

3141.

3142.

3143.

3144.

3401.

3501.

3502.
3503.

3504.
3505.

3506.

3507.

3508.

3509.

3510.
3511.

3512.

3513.

3514.

3515.

3516.
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TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT
Sec. 4101. Procurement.
Sec. 4102. Procurement for overseas contingency
operations.
TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Sec. 4201. Research, development, test, and
evaluation.
Sec. 4202. Research, development, test, and

evaluation for overseas contin-
gency operations.
TITLE XLIII—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE
Sec. 4301. Operation and maintenance.
Sec. 4302. Operation and maintenance for over-
seas contingency operations.
TITLE XLIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
Sec. 4401. Other authorizations.
Sec. 4402. Other authorizations for overseas
contingency operations.
TITLE XLV—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS
Sec. 4501. Military construction.
Sec. 4502. 2005 base realignment and closure
round FY 2010 project listing.
Sec. 4503. Military construction for overseas
contingency operations.
TITLE XLVI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Sec. 4601. Department of Energy national secu-
rity programs.
DIVISION E—MATTHEW SHEPARD AND
JAMES BYRD, JR. HATE CRIMES PREVEN-
TION ACT

Sec. 4701. Short title.

Sec. 4702. Findings.

Sec. 4703. Definitions.

Sec. 4704. Support for criminal investigations
and prosecutions by State, local,
and tribal law enforcement offi-
cials.

Sec. 4705. Grant program.

Sec. 4706. Authorization for additional per-
sonnel to assist State, local, and
tribal law enforcement.

Sec. 4707. Prohibition of certain hate crime
acts.

Sec. 4708. Statistics.

Sec. 4709. Severability.

Sec. 4710. Rule of construction.

Sec. 4711. Guidelines for hate-crimes offenses.

Sec. 4712. Attacks on United States servicemen.

Sec. 4713. Report on mandatory minimum sen-
tencing provisions.

SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’ has the meaning
given that term in section 101(a)(16) of title 10,
United States Code.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Army.

Sec. 102. Navy and Marine Corps.

Sec. 103. Air Force.

Sec. 104. Defense-wide activities.

Sec. 105. National Guard and Reserve equip-
ment.

Mine Resistant Ambush Protected Ve-
hicle Fund.

Relation to funding table.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

Procurement of Future Combat Sys-
tems spin out early-infantry bri-
gade combat team equipment.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

Littoral Combat Ship program.

Treatment of Littoral Combat Ship
program as a major defense acqui-
sition program.

Report on strategic plan for home-
porting the Littoral Combat Ship.

Sec. 106.

Sec. 107.

Sec. 111.

121.
122.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 123.
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Sec.
Sec.

124. Advance procurement funding.
125. Procurement programs for
naval surface combatants.

126. Ford-class aircraft carrier report.

127. Report on a service life extension pro-
gram for Oliver Hazard Perry
class frigates.

128. Conditional multiyear procurement
authority for F/A-18E, F/A-18F,
or EA-18G aircraft.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

131. Report on the procurement of 4.5 gen-

eration fighter aircraft.

132. Revised availability of certain funds
available for the F-22A fighter
aircraft.

Preservation and storage of unique
tooling for F-22 fighter aircraft.

AC-130 gunships.

Report on E-8C Joint Surveillance and
Target Attack Radar System re-
engining.

Repeal of requirement to maintain cer-
tain retired C-130E aircraft.

Limitation on retirement of C-5 air-
craft.

Sec. 138. Reports on strategic airlift aircraft.

Sec. 139. Strategic airlift force structure.

Subtitle E—Joint and Multiservice Matters

Sec. 141. Body armor procurement.

Sec. 142. Unmanned cargo-carrying-capable

aerial vehicles.

Sec. 143. Modification of nature of data link for

use by tactical unmanned aerial

vehicles.

future
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 133.

134.
135.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 136.

Sec. 137.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 101. ARMY.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2010 for procurement for
the Army as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $5,110,352,000.

(2) For missiles, $1,368,109,000.

(3) For weapons and tracked combat vehicles,
$2,439,052,000.

(4) For ammunition, $2,058,895,000.

(5) For other procurement, $9,450,863,000.

SEC. 102. NAVY AND MARINE CORPS.

(a) NAVY.—Funds are hereby authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2010 for procure-
ment for the Navy as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $18,842,112,000.

(2) For weapons, including missiles and tor-
pedoes, $3,446,019,000.

(3) For shipbuilding
$13,776,867,000.

(4) For other procurement, $5,610,581,000.

(b) MARINE CORPS.—Funds are hereby author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2010 for
procurement for the Marine Corps in the
amount of $1,603,738,000.

(c) NAVY AND MARINE CORPS AMMUNITION.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2010 for procurement of ammuni-
tion for the Navy and the Marine Corps in the
amount of $814,015,000.

SEC. 103. AIR FORCE.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2010 for procurement for
the Air Force as follows:

(1) For aircraft, $11,224,371,000.

(2) For ammunition, $822,462,000.

(3) For missiles, $6,037,459,000.

(4) For other procurement, $17,133,668,000.
SEC. 104. DEFENSE-WIDE ACTIVITIES.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2010 for Defense-wide pro-
curement in the amount of $4,090,816,000.

SEC. 105. NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE EQUIP-
MENT.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2010 for the procurement
of aircraft, missiles, wheeled and tracked com-
bat vehicles, tactical wheeled vehicles, ammuni-
tion, other weapons, and other procurement for
the reserve components of the Armed Forces in
the amount of $600,000,000.

and  conversion,
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SEC. 106. MINE RESISTANT AMBUSH PROTECTED
VEHICLE FUND.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2010 for the Mine Resist-
ant Ambush Protected Vehicle Fund in the
amount of $600,000,000.

SEC. 107. RELATION TO FUNDING TABLE.

The amounts authorized to be appropriated by
sections 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, and 106 shall be
available, in accordance with the requirements
of section 4001, for projects, programs, and ac-
tivities, and in the amounts, specified in the
funding table in section 4101.

Subtitle B—Army Programs
SEC. 111. PROCUREMENT OF FUTURE COMBAT
SYSTEMS SPIN OUT EARLY-INFAN-
TRY BRIGADE COMBAT TEAM EQUIP-
MENT.

(a) LIMITATION ON LOW-RATE INITIAL PRODUC-
TION QUANTITIES.—Notwithstanding section 2400
of title 10, United States Code, and except as
provided in subsection (b), the Secretary of De-
fense may not procure more than one Future
Combat Systems spin out early-infantry brigade
combat team equipment set (in this section re-
ferred to as a ‘‘brigade set’’) for low-rate initial
production.

(b) WAIVER.—The Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics may
waive the limitation in subsection (a) if—

(1) the Under Secretary submits to Congress
written certification that—

(A) the Future Combat Systems spin out early-
infantry brigade combat team program (in this
section referred to as the ‘‘program’) requires
low-rate initial production in excess of 10 per-
cent of the total number of articles to be pro-
duced;

(B) the Director of Defense Research and En-
gineering has completed a technology readiness
assessment of the program;

(C) the Director of Cost Assessment and Pro-
gram Evaluation has completed an independent
cost estimate of the program;

(D) the Under Secretary has approved an ac-
quisition strategy and acquisition program base-
line for the program; and

(E) all of the systems constituting the brigade
set have been tested in their intended produc-
tion configuration; and

(2) a period of 30 days has elapsed after the
date on which the certification under paragraph
(1) is received.

(c) EXCEPTION FOR MEETING OPERATIONAL
NEED STATEMENT REQUIREMENTS.—The limita-
tion on low-rate initial production in subsection
(a) does not apply to the procurement of indi-
vidual components of a brigade set if the pro-
curement of such components is specifically in-
tended to address an operational need statement
requirement (as described in Army Regulation
71-9 or a successor regulation).

Subtitle C—Navy Programs
SEC. 121. LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP PROGRAM.

(a) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Navy
may procure up to ten Littoral Combat Ships
and 15 Littoral Combat Ship ship control and
weapon systems by entering into a contract
using competitive procedures. Such procurement
may also include—

(A) materiel and equipment in economic order
quantities when cost savings are achievable;
and

(B) cost reduction initiatives.

(2) LIABILITY.—A contract entered into under
paragraph (1) shall provide that any obligation
of the United States to make a payment under
the contract is subject to the availability of ap-
propriations for that purpose, and that total li-
ability to the Government for termination of any
contract entered into shall be limited to the total
amount of funding obligated at time of termi-
nation.

(b) TECHNICAL DATA PACKAGE.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—AS part of the solicitation
for proposals for a procurement authorized by
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subsection (a), the Secretary shall require that
an offeror submit a proposal that provides for
conveying a complete technical data package as
part of a proposal for a Littoral Combat Ship.

(2) RIGHTS OF THE UNITED STATES.—The Sec-
retary shall ensure that the Government’s rights
in technical data for a Littoral Combat Ship are
sufficient to permit the Government to—

(A) conduct a competition for a second ship-
yard, as soon as practicable; and

(B) transition the Littoral Combat Ship com-
bat systems to Government-furnished equipment
to achieve open architecture and foster competi-
tion to modernize future systems.

(¢) LIMITATION OF COSTS.—

(1) LIMITATION.—Ezcept as provided in sub-
section (d), and excluding amounts described in
paragraph (2), beginning in fiscal year 2011, the
total amount obligated or expended for the pro-
curement of a Littoral Combat Ship awarded to
a contractor selected as part of a procurement
authorized by subsection (a) may not exceed
$480,000,000 per vessel.

(2) EXCLUSION.—The amounts described in
this paragraph are amounts associated with the
following:

(A) Elements designated by the Secretary of
the Navy as a mission package.

(B) Plans.

(C) Technical data packages.

(D) Class design services.

(E) Post-delivery, outfitting,
support costs.

(d) WAIVER AND ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITATION
AMOUNT.—

(1) WAIVER.—The Secretary of the Navy may
waive the limitation in subsection (c)(1) with re-
spect to a vessel if—

(A) the Secretary provides supporting data
and certifies in writing to the congressional de-
fense committees that—

(i) the total amount obligated or expended for
procurement of the vessel—

(1) is in the best interest of the United States;
and

(I1) is affordable, within the context of the
annual naval vessel construction plan required
by section 231 of title 10, United States Code;
and

(ii) the total amount obligated or expended for
procurement of at least one other vessel author-
ized by subsection (a) has been or is expected to
be less than $480,000,000; and

(B) a period of not less than 30 days has ex-
pired following the date on which such certifi-
cation and data are submitted to the congres-
sional defense committees.

(2) ADJUSTMENT.—The Secretary of the Navy
may adjust the amount set forth in subsection
(c)(1) for Littoral Combat Ship vessels referred
to in that subsection by the following:

(A) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to economic inflation after
September 30, 2009.

(B) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to compliance with changes in
Federal, State, or local laws enacted after Sep-
tember 30, 2009.

(C) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs of the vessel that are attributable to inser-
tion of new technology into that vessel, as com-
pared to the technology built into the first or
second vessels of the Littoral Combat Ship class
of vessels, if the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the congressional defense committees,
that insertion of the new technology—

(i) is expected to decrease the life-cycle cost of
the vessel; or

(ii) is required to meet an emerging threat that
poses grave harm to national security.

(D) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs required to correct deficiencies that may
affect the safety of the vessel and personnel or
otherwise preclude the vessel from safe oper-
ations and crew certifications.

(e) ANNUAL REPORTS.—At the same time that
the budget is submitted under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, for each fiscal year,

and program
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the Secretary of the Navy shall submit to the
congressional defense committiees a report on
Littoral Combat Ship vessels. Each such report
shall include the following:

(1) The current (as of the date of the report)
and projected total basic construction costs,
Government-furnished equipment costs, and
other program costs associated with each of the
Littoral Combat Ships under construction.

(2) Written notice of any adjustment in the
amount set forth in subsection (c)(1) made dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year that the Secretary
adjusted under the authority provided in sub-
section (d)(2).

(3) A summary of investment made by the
Government for cost-reduction initiatives and
the projected savings or cost avoidance based on
those investments.

(4) A summary of investment made by the con-
struction yard to improve efficiency and optimi-
zation of construction along with the projected
savings or cost avoidance based on those invest-
ments.

(5) Information, current as of the date of the
report, regarding—

(A) the content of any element of the Littoral
Combat Ship class of vessels that is designated
as a mission package;

(B) the estimated cost of any such element;
and

(C) the total number of such elements antici-
pated.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘mission package’” means the
interchangeable systems that deploy with a Lit-
toral Combat Ship vessel.

(2) The term ‘‘technical data package’ means
a compilation of detailed engineering plans and
specifications for construction of the vessels.

(3) The term ‘‘total amount obligated or ex-
pended for procurement’’, with respect to a Lit-
toral Combat Ship, means the sum of the costs
of basic construction and Government-furnished
equipment for the ship.

(9) CONFORMING REPEAL.—Section 124 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2006 (Public Law 109-163; 119 Stat. 3157),
as amended by section 125 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008
(Public Law 110-181; 122 Stat. 29) and section
122 of the Duncan Hunter National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law
110-417; 122 Stat. 4376), is repealed.

SEC. 122. TREATMENT OF LITTORAL COMBAT
SHIP PROGRAM AS A MAJOR DE-
FENSE ACQUISITION PROGRAM.

Effective as of the date of the enactment of
this Act, the program for the Littoral Combat
Ship shall be treated as a major defense acquisi-
tion program for purposes of chapter 144 of title
10, United States Code.

SEC. 123. REPORT ON STRATEGIC PLAN FOR
HOMEPORTING THE LITTORAL COM-
BAT SHIP.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—At the same time that
the budget is submitted under section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, for fiscal year 2011,
the Secretary of the Navy shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report set-
ting forth the strategic plan of the Navy for
homeporting the Littoral Combat Ship on the
east coast and west coast of the United States.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following:

(1) An analysis of how the homeporting plan
would support the requirements of the com-
manders of the combatant commands, by geo-
graphic area of responsibility, for the capabili-
ties delivered by Littoral Combat Ships, includ-
ing the notional transit times to the various geo-
graphic areas of responsibility.

(2) An assessment of the effect that each type
of Littoral Combat Ship would have on each
port in which such ship could be homeported,
including an identification of the infrastructure
required to support each such ship with respect
to—

(A) the availability of pier space with sup-
porting ship services infrastructure, taking into
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account the largest fleet sice envisioned by the
long-term plan for the construction of naval
vessels submitted for fiscal year 2011;

(B) the logistical and maintenance support
services required in any port chosen for the Lit-
toral Combat Ships; and

(C) any investment in naval station infra-
structure required for homeporting Littoral
Combat Ships (including a plan for such invest-
ment).

(3) With respect to the projected force struc-
ture size of the Navy in fiscal year 2020, a
graphical depiction of the total planned ships
berthing in the pier areas of any naval facility
chosen to homeport Littoral Combat Ships, in-
cluding the identification of the ships berthing
plan for the maximum n